828D GENEBAL ASSEMBLY

BREGULAR SESSICH

HAY 26, 1982

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

The hour of ten having arrived, the Senate will come to.
order. #1ill the guests inm our galleries please rise. Prayer
by Beverend Victor J. Kaltenbach of St. Patrick's Catholic |
Church, Springfield.

REVEREND KALTENBACH:
{Prayer given by Reverend Kaltenbach)
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

WCIA-TY requests pernission to be...tape the proceeding.
Is there Jleave? Leave is granted. Reading of the Journal.
Sepator Johms.

SBNATOR.JOHHS: ST

Mr. Presideat, I move that‘réading and approval oﬁ the
Journals of Wednesday, May the 19th; Thursday, Hay the 20th;
Monday, May the 24th and Tuesday, May the 25th, in the year
of 1982 be postponed pending arrival of the printed Joarnal.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Heard the motion. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed.. The Ayes have it. The motion carries. House
Bills 1st readinge.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 668, Senator Newvhoase.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill 1954, Senator Thomas.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

|
|
|
I1st reading of the bill. . }
House Bill 2079, Senators Netsch, Etheredge and Maitland. 3
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill. |
House Bill 2102, Senator Savickas.
' {Secretary reaﬁs title of bill)

1st reading of -the bill.

House Bill 2243, Senator Bruce.
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‘(Secretary teadstfitle of bill)
i1st ‘reading of the bill.
House Bill 2286, Séhator D*Arco.
{Secretary reads title of bill)"
ist teadihg of the billf
House Bill 2330, Semator Philip. - |
' (Secretary reads title of bill) -
ist :egéing of the bill.
House Bill 2437, Senator Friedland—srotberg.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill. ‘
House Bill 2450, Senafo: Marovitz.
'(SeCtetary reads title pf«bill)
1st reading of the bill. ‘
House Bill 2541, Senator Niarod.
(Secretary reads title of bill) -
1st reading of the bill. '
House Bill 2569, Semator Hetsch.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reéding of the bill.

Bouse Bill 2586, Sermator....Senator J. J. Joyce.

\
\
‘(Secretary reads. title of bill) j
1st reading of the bill. ' '

House Bill 2595; Senator Marovitz.

(Secretary reads.title of bill)

Tst reading of the bill. |
PvBESID'INGVOPPICER: (SERATMOR DONNEWALD)

The Senate will stand at ease for ten uinutes;
PRESIDENT: : - : ’

The Senate vill come to order. It was agreed yesterday
that certain appropriation bills were subject to further
amendments and would, in. fact, when the ameandments were
agreed to, be calied bacg for the purpose of those amend—

ments. If I can have your attention, I will...beginning omn
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page 3, we will list the bills. I understand amendments have
been filed. We'll take the appropriations bills first so
that they can.?.Enrolling and Engrossing can get them ready
for fimal action. The middle of page 3, Senate Bill 1363,
1393, 1396, 1397, 1398, 18302, 1403, 1uou,'1u05, 1406, 1407,
1409, 1411, 1413, 1414, 1415, 1416, 1418, 1413, 1420, 1425,
1426, 1427, and 14485. All right, we will begin...and there
are other bills that sponsors have indicated they wish called
back for ameadament or amendmeats have been filed. There are
some that are substantive bills. As soon as we finish the
approp:iation bills and get those up to Enrolling and
Bngrossing, we will go back and pick up the  rest. On the
0rder~of Sepate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1363. Senﬁ—
tor Carroll seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to
the Oorder of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate
Bills 2n& is Semate Bill 1363, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FEBNANDES)

Apendment No. 2 offered by Senator Carroll.
PRESIDENT: ‘

...Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you; Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is an add-bagk from :Notor Vehicle Lavs Commis—
sion to put the Contractual Services at the level that they
have had it within the growth allowed for various commissions
of sixty—one hundred dollars. And I wounld move adoption of
Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Cérroll has.noved the adoption of Amendment No. 2
to Senate Bill 1363. Any discussion? If not, all ia favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
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No further amendments.
PRESIDENT: .

3rd reading.  Senator Schaffer on 1393. On the Order of

Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1393. Senator

Schaffer seeks leave of the Body to re£urn that bill <o the
Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave
granﬁed? Leave.is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills
2nd, Senate Bil;.1393, Hr. Secretarye.
ACTING SECBETARY: (BME. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 5 offered by Senmator Schaffer.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, members of the Senate, most of you will
recall that we had a court decisiom in Chicago recently which
sort of negated what we thought was going om in which the
circuite...Illinois Circuit Judge, in effeét, decided that he
would set the rate Sf reimbursement to general assistant
recipients regardless of what this General Assembly appropri-
ated. This particular amendment and the out...the end result
of that decision is that it has caused the department to
expend more money than was anticipated. In the last month of
this fiscal yeaf, the general aid recipients will only be
receiving a hunared and twenty-three, instead of the hundred
and forty-four which this General Assemb1y agreed to not a
week and a hglf agoa. I would suggesi it might not be
inappropriate tq_qlose the shortfall by a :transfer from aﬁ

appropriate 1line item in another budget. And after sone

research, we have found several appropriate 1line iteas to

transfer this additional money in so that the circuit judge's

"wish that we pay the higher amount, can come true. And

that*s the purpose of this amendment.
PRESIDENT:

All right.. Senator Schaffer has moved the adoption of
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~

Apendment No. 5 to Senate Bill 1393. Disﬁussion? Senator
Carroll. .
SENATOR CARROLL:

I was just wondering if Senafot Schaffet would be so kind
as to identify Hhere.ihat transfer was coeing from. I domn't
ghink anybody heard...I'n sure it vas just an oversight on
his part in not identifying vhere the amoney was coming froa.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer..

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, we...we think it's coming from the most appropriate

line jtem imaginable, it's coming from the Circuit and Judi~ .

cial Salary line items for the month of Jume. As a matter of
fact, it strips those items bare for the month of June and
will provide .the necessary funds to iaplement the wishes of
thisrcircuit court judge, the appropriation: of the Gemeral
Assembly notﬁithstanding. '
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL: .

So that the three pmillion ‘dollars would come out of
judges* salaries to pay the GA monies. 1Is that correct?
PEESIDENT: .

Senator Schaffer.,

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Yes,. they-..théy, in fact, there would be no funds to pay
the judges in the month of June of -this year.
PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHES:

W¥ell, he never has...¥was it fhree million as Senator
Carroll said?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer..
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SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Three million twenty-two thousand four hundred and
twenty-five dollars, to be exact.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Johas.

SENATOR JOHNS:

If I night. - You said there was three transfers of line
items, sSo you're allowed to take two percent éff of a line
item, am I right, at the most? Or you can take any amount?
Okay. _ All right, then what's your other two amounts? Would
you discuss those with us?

PRESIDENT: . .
_ Seﬁator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, that vas the total amount. We tramnsfer from the
line items of the appellate, circuit and Pederal courts...not
Federal, pardon me, Supreme Courts.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Purther discussion? Seaator
Schaffer moves the adoption of Amendment No. 5 to Senate Bill
1393.  Those in favor of the amendment signify by saying Aye.
A1l opposed. In the opinion of the Chair, the Noes have it.
Apendment No. 5 fails. 1396, Senator Sommer. On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd BReading, Senate Bill 1396. Senator
Sonaer seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to ihe
Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of am amendment. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd
Reading, Senate Bill 1396, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY:  (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 4 offered by Semator Cérroll.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL: .

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
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Senate. In line with our discussions of yesterday; these
are.,.thé series +that are coming up are the restoration
apendments based on adjustments on the formula. In this par—
ticular case, there was the opportunity to purchase A piece
of equipment in IIS that had been leased and to add some
monies in some of the...revolving fumds. I would move adop—
tion of Amendment ¥o. 4.

PRESIDENT: _

Senator Carroll has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 4
to Senate Bill 1396. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. All oppdsed. The Ayes have it. Tﬁe
amendmeﬁt is adopted. Are there further amendments?l
ACTING SECRETARY: (48. FERNANDES)

§o further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Davidson on 1397. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3xd is Senate Bill 1397.  Senator Davidson
seeks ‘leave of the Body to return that biil to the Order of
2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave gramted?
On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Semate Bill 1397,
Mr. Secretary. »

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNARDES)
' Amendment No.. 5 offered by Senator Buzbee.
PRESIDENT:
Seﬁator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment Adds back
fifty—six thousand seven hundred dollars. Thirty - thousand
nine hundred from GRP, twenty-five thousand eight hundred

Older Americans to Personal Services relative to the PIPS

Arecalculatiqn. And I would move its adoption.

PRESIDENT:
A1l right. Senator Buzbee has nmoved the adoption of

Amendment No. 5 to Senate Bill 1397. Any discussion? Sena—
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tor Bhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he will yield, Semnator Rhoads-»
SENATOR RHOADS<

Senator Buzbee, can you indicate the...the reason for the
amendeent and why it did not go om in committee.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

fell, this'..this ¥as an édd—back of fifty-six thousand
dollars. In talking with the department, as small an agency
as that is, they...you have to be very sensitive to the total
cuts.that you make because...

PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee noveé the adoptior of Amendment No. 5 to
Senate Bill 1397._ AaAny discussion? If mot, all in favor sig-—
nify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: {AR. PERNANDES)

¥o further amendments.
PBESIDERNT: .
‘ 3rd reading. Senator Xaitland on 1398. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, 1398. Senator Naitland seecks leave
af the Body to return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading
fbr' purposes of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is
‘granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate
Bills 1398, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY:

Amendnent No. 5 offered by Senator Carroll.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.

SESATOR CARROLL:
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Thank you, #r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is an add—back_amendment for the Departmeat of
Agriculture. I might advise the membership, it does not add
back Chicagofest...does not add back Chicagofest, but it does
add back some phasing of vacancies where the jobs bhave, in
fact, already becn offered and identified in corresponding
travel and retirement for those people. I would move adop-
tion of Amendment No. 5.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll moves the adoption of Amendment Ho. 5 to

Senate Bill 1398. Any discussion? If not, all in favor sig—'

nify by saying iye. a1l opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopt 4. Further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
No further amerdments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Top of page 4, on the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, is Senate Bill 1402. Senator Sommer seeks leave
of the Body to returm that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading
for purposes of an amendment., Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. On  the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate
Bill 1402, Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Agendment No. 3 offered by Senmator Cacroll.
PRESIDENT: _

Senator Carr$ll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Because of the deep cuts wmade by the Executive
branch in CDB's operations when they were talking about con—
solidating this agency, our further reductions would have
gone way too deep and it's an add back of sixty-six thousand
foar hundred. I would move ;ts adoption. .

PRESIDENT:
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Senatar Carroll moves the adoption of Amendment No. 3 to
Senate Bill 1402, Any discussion? If not, all in favor sig-—
‘nify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. PFurther amendments? '

ACTING SECRETARY:  (HB. FBRNANDBS).'

Ho further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1403. Senator Coffey-seeks leave of the Body to
bring that bill back to 2nd reading for purposes of an amend-
ment. Is leave grante&? Leave is granted. On the Order of
'Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1403, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING .SE'CBETABY: (MR, FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Carroll.

PRESIDENT:
 Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Geatlemen of the
Senate. With oaly ten and a half?enployees, again the Civil
Sérvice Coamission would have had ‘significant products on the
PIPS part of it and we have added back sixty-five hundred
dollars. .

] PBESIbENT:

Senator Carroll moves the ado§tion of Asendment No. 3 to
‘Senate Bill 1403. Any discussion? If not, all in favor sig-
nify By saying Aye. All oppésed.. The Ayes have it. The
.amendment is adopted. Further amendmeants? .

- ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

No further amendments.
: PRESIDENT:
. 3rd reading.. On the Order of Semate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1404. Senator Kent seeks leave of the Body to
return that bill to the Order of 2ad Reading for purposes of

an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted. On the
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order of Semate Bills 2nd Reading, Sepate Bill 1404, Hr.
Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY:
Amendnent No.,S:offered by Senator Carroll.
PRESIDENT: '
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Hr. Président and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As part of our cuts in the Department of Conmmerce
vand Copmunity Affairs, there were some Federal funds. We
were able to identify Grant lines instead of Operations lines
wvhere we could use those funds so that these funds would, in
fact, go back out to all of the areas of the Statef In addi-—
tioa to that, we changed some phase—in's of some of the
vacancies taking irnto account positions they have already
offered jobs on, and this amendment would be that projection
of Grant line monies of Federal fumds and the add-backs. I
nove adoption.of Ahendmént No. 5.

PRESIDENT:

Semator Carroll moves the adoption of Apendment No. 5 to
Senate Bill 1405. Any discussion? If not, all in favor sig-
nify by saying 3ye‘1 A1l opposed. The Ayes have it. The
apendment 'is adopted. PFurther amendments?

ACTING SECBETARY: (MBE. FERNANDES) -

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senmate Bills...3rd Reading
is Senate Bill 1406. Senator Etheredge seeks leave of the
Body to return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for pur-
poses of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is gJgranted.
G6n the O:ﬁer of Sepate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1406,
Mr. Secretary.

BCTING SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 7...0ffered by Senator Buzbee.
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PRESIDENT:
Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

This is 1406, Amendment No. 7.
PRESIDENT:

7.

SENATOR BUZBEE: )

Okay. This amendment adds back the .folloving a@ounts
it's a total addition of one hundred sixty—nine thousand
dollars to the Department of Energy and Natural Resources.
It  adds back ten thousand dollars to GBF for commodities for
the State duseua; in fhg...natural or rather im the Geolog;
ical Survey, ii adds back fifteen thousand dollars for print—
ing typographic nmaps...topographic amaps, 1 guess that is,
sixty thousand dollars for Persomal Services due to the
reexamination of the application of the PIPS calculation. 1In
the Natural History Survey,it restores forty—-two thousand one
hundred dollars due +to the PIPS reexamination, and ian the
Water Survey it restores forty—two thousand dollars due to
the PIPS...reexamination. And I would no;e its adoption.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bazbee moves the adoption of Amendment No. 7 to
Senate Bill 1406. Any discussion? If not, all in favor sig;
nify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. - The
ampendment is adopted. Further amendménts?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. PERNANDES)
N¥o further amendments. Amendment No,.8.;.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carroll.
ACTING SECRETARY: (8R. FERNANDES)
-««by Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARRBROLL: .
Thank you, Hr. Presiden; and Ladies and Gentlemen 6f the

Senate. This amehdment would add 2.5 @millior out of Coal
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Development PFunds for a fluidized bed combuster at Pekin,
Illinois at the Midwest Salvin.Company...ulitization of the
Coal Developament Fund. I would move adoption of Amendment
No. 8.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll has moved the adoptiom éf Amendment No. 8
to Senate Bill 1406. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. I'musorrf, Senator Hahqr, I skipped 1405
inadvertently. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,

-Senate Bill 1405. Senator Mahar seeks leave of the Body to
return that bill to. the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes for
an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
Order of Semate Bills 2nd Reading, Semate Bill 1405, Nr.
Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No..,3 offered by Semator Carroll.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is to add back a position im the . Maintenance
and Calibration Shop. I would move adoption of Amendment
Hoa. 3.,

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll moves the adoption of Amendmént No. 3 to
Senate Bill 1405. Any discussion? If pnot,; all in
favor.;.-Senatot Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Yes, thank yon, Mr. President. Will the spoasor yield
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for a guestion?
PRESIDENT:

«eosindicates he will yield, Semator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

According to the records I have, we took out thirty-two
thousand and we're adding back 7.6. Now, that doesn't add
that job back, does it? 7
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARBOLL:

It's a phase—in of a currently vacant position so that
they could have that job during part of the fiscal year.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

It should be then more than 7.6, should it nox?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

The original cut gave them a partial year fuading. This
gives them the rest of the year so that they can have the man
on board the full year..

PRESIDENT:

A1l right. Senator Carroll hés moved the aéoption of
Apendment No.. 3 to Senate Bill 1405. Any further discussion?
If not, all in favor signify by saying Aye.. A1l opposed.
The Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Further amend-
nents?

ACTING SECRETARY:: (MR. FERNANDES)

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Semate Bills 3rd Reading,
the middle of page 4, Semate Bill 1407. Senator Simms seeks

leave of the Body to return that bill to the Order of 2ad
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ReadingAlfor purposes of an amendment. Is leave graanted?
Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading,
Senat; Bill 1407, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)

Apendment No. 3 offered by Senmator Carroll.
PRESTDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This 1§ an add-back to the Unclaimed Propertieé area
to ‘allow for audits and legal expeanses in attempting to
obtain ‘for the State additional unclaimed properties from
various insurapce companies and finaacial institutions. I
would move its adoption.

PRESIDENT: »

Any discussion? .If not, SenatorVCArtoll moves the adop-
tion ofiAmendment No. 3 to Semate Bill 1407. All in favor
signify. by sayiag Aye. All opposed. The Ayes §ave it. The
amendment is adopied. FPurther amendments? ‘

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)
¥o further amendments.
PRESIDENT: _
3td'readingQ Senator Schaffer on 1409. On the Order of
Senate . Bills 3rd Reading 4is Senate Bill 1409. Senator
Schaffef seeks leave of the Body to return that bill %o the
Ordgr 6f 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. IS leave
grantedi Leave is graﬁted. On the Order of Semate Bills 2nd
Beading, Senate Bill 1409, HMr. éecretary.
ACTING SECBETARI: (8R. ?ERNL&DES)
Apendment No. 3 offered by Senator Buzbee.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Buzbee.
SE&ATOR BUZBEEs

Thank you very much, Mr. President. This adds back omne
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hundred and forty thousand dollars GRF cut by Amendment 2 as
follows: restores seventy—eight thousand one hundred dollars
turnover in hiring lag to budgeted 1level and restores one
half of the PIPS reduction; in the Contractual Services it
restores forty-four thousand dollars for legal fees, confer—
ence expenses and board member travel; the Equipment, it adds
fifty-two hundred dollars restoring...grant requested office. .
equipment. In other lines, it restores twelve thousand seven
hundred dollars adjusted to reflect the services restored.
It deletes twenty—four thousand five hundred dollars of the
éersongl Services and related line requests from Federal
funds to eliminate vacant positions with no waiver. And I
would move its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

All: right. Senator Buzbee has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 3 to Semate Bill 1409. Any discussion? 1f
not, all- in favor siénify by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. ' The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (HR. FEBRNANDES)

¥o further amendments.
éﬂESIDEET:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd BReading,
Senate Bill 1411. Senator Davidson seeks leave of the Body
to return that bill to the Order of 2md Reading for purposes
of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On
the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1411, Mr.
Secretary. '

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERHANDES)
Amendment No. 3 offered by Semator Carroll.
PRESIDESNT:
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:
Thank you, HMr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. For the Historical Library we added back the six
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month funding for a quide_and allowed them a station wagom to
move their stuff around. I would move adobtion of Amendment
¥o. 3. '

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll ﬁas moved the adoption of Amendment No. 3
to Senate Bill 1211. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECBRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1413. Senator Becker seeks leave of the Body to
return that bill to the Order of 2nd for purposes of asn
amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
Order of Senate Bills 2pd Reading, Senate Bill 1413, #r.
Secretary. ’

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FPERNANDES)

Amendment No. 4 offered by Semator Carroll.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CAREOLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is an add-back in Group Insurance,...Prianting,
Contractual, O0I Bgquipment and other nséges of the Pederal
funds in the Department o£ Labor, Bureau o: Employment Secur—
ity and for its Pinanciai Information System. I would move
adoption of Amendment HSo. 4.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll has moved the adoption of Amendment Ho. 4
to Senmate Bill 1413.  Any discussion? If not, all...Senator
Becker...if not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Fur—

ther amendments?
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ACTING SECRETARY: (BR.,FER!ARDES)

No further amendments. .
PRESIDENT: _

3rd readiné. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Beading,
bottom...I's sorry, Senator Becker.
SENATOR BECKER:

Thark you, Mr. President and amembers of the Senate.
$hile I spoke to Senator Carroll earlier about this 1813, I
had no objections to the three million nine hundred and
sixty—tvo thousand being restored, but I have asked for addi-
tional information pertaining to two depar<tments that report
to the Labor Department, the Real Estate and Private Bﬁploy-
ment Agencies. I have asked the people connected. with this
department to give me this additonal informatiom. So, if I
don®t receive it, I may call the bill back to 2nd reading for
an additional amendment. ‘Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Oﬁ the Order of Senate Bills 3rd BReading, the
bottom of page_A is Senate Bill 1415. Senator Coffey seeks
leave of the ﬁody to retura that bill to the Order of 2nd
Reading for purpdses of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading,
Senate Bill 1Qi5.. Ok, I beg your pardon, I'm skipping...oh,
okay. I'a marking theu too fast. Let®s do 1415, then we'll
go back to 14...I%'a getting punchy up there already. On the
Order of Sepatév Bills 2nd Beading, Senate Bill 1415, Mr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR.. FERNANDES)
] Amendment Eo-_B offered by Semator Carroll.
PRESIDENT:
Senator carréll.
SENATOBR CARROLL:
Thank you, HNr. President_and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. This -is an add-back to-allow them to operate a new
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car that they had bought. I would move adoption of A~zndment
¥o. 3. .
PBESIDENT:

Senator Carr511 moves the adoption of Amendment No. 3 to
Senate Bill 1415. Any discussion? 'If not, all in favor sig—
nify by 'saying Aye. = All opposed- The Ayes have it. The
apendment is adopted. Farther amendments?

ACTING SECRETABRY: (MR. FERNANDES)

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Semate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1414. Senator Schaffer seeks leave of the Body
to  return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for irposes
of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave 1is grasmt di. On
the Order of Semate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1«14, HMr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY:; (MR. FERNANDES)

Anendment No. 6 offered by Senator Buzbee.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Hr. President. Amendpent ¥No. 6 restores
sixty-tvo thousand one hundred dollars. Thirty—four thousand
six hundred of GRF, twenty-seven thoqsand five hundred to
Road Puand, to +the Department of Law Enfotcemeng's FY*83
budget as follows: thirty thousand dollars to the Division of
Support Services for prianting and telecommunications; four
thousaﬁd...patdon me, thirty-four thousand six kuudred
dollars for the Pinancial FPraud and Forgery Unit for Persomal
Services and Retiremént...pardon me, that?s only forty-six
hundred dollars; and then State Police for priating purposes,
twenty-seven thousand five hundred dollars out of +“%e BRoad
Fund, a grand total add-back of sixty-tvo thousand one hun—

dred dollars, and I would move its adoption.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 6
to Senate Bill 1414. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed; The Ayes have it. The
apmendment is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY:.  (MR. FPERNANDES)

No further amendaments.

PRESIDENT: _

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1416. 'Senator Thomas seeks leave of the Body to
return that bill to the Order of 2ad Reaéing for purposeé of
an amendmenf., Is leave granted? ieave is granted. on the
Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Seha;e Bill 1416, HNr.
Secretary..

ACTING SECBETARY: ({MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment Fo. 3 offered by Senator Carroll.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL: »

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of <the
Senate. éecause of the only seven positiomns im this agency,
we had to add back some of the productivity wmonies, forty—
five hundred dollars.. I would move adoption of Amen&ment No.
3.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll moves the adoption of Amendment No. 3 to
Senate Bill 1416. Any discussiqn?. If no%t, all im favor sig-—
nify by saying Aye. All opposed. 'The Ayes have it.. The
amendment is adopted. Further amendmests?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERHANDES)

No further amendments. A
éRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the O;dez of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,

Senate Bill 1418. Senator Rupp seeks leave of *he Body .to
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return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of
an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is grante@. On  the
Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1418, 4r.
Secretary. :
ACTING SECHRETARY: {MB. FEBNANDES)_

Amendment No. 5 offered by Senator Rupp. .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Hr. President. HMines and Minerals and this
restores two hundred and seventy-two thousand three hundred
doilars; one thousand from General Revenue Fund and two hun-—
dred and seventy-one thousand three. hundred from Federal
money.. The agency has now received promise for the Federal
Service Mineland Control Act, and this money restores the
reductions in Amendmeats 1 and 2, except the pay plan and
PIPS for the Division of the Land Reclamation.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator...Senator Bupp has amoved the adoption
of Amendment No. 5 to Senate Bill 1418. Any discussion? If
not, all imn favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it.  The amendment is adopted. ?urther‘amendueﬁts?
ACTING SECBETARY: {8R. FERNANDES) -

Amendment No. 6 offered by Semator Rupp.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank. you, M¥r. President. The effect of this amendment
increases the pass-through of Federal funds from the...from
the Departament of Mines and Minerals to the Department of
Energy and Natural Resoufces for the 1lands wuasuitable for
mining programe. It dincreases the Personal Service, the
Betirement, the Social Security and Operations, and I ask for

a favorable roll call.
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°RESIDENT:

Senator Rupp has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 6 to
Senate Bill 1418. Any discussion? If not, all in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes bhave it. The
amendment is adopted. FPurther amendments?

ICTING SECRETARY: {(48. FERNANDES)

No further ameandments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1&19; fHr. Secfetary. Senator Etheredge seeks
leave of the Body to return that bill to the Order of 2nd
BReading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave granted? .:On

he Order of Senate Bills 2nd Beading, Senate Bili 1419, Hﬁ.
ecretary.
~#CTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Amendment No. 3 offéred by Semator Carroll.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is a add-back due to a miscalculation of fif-—
teen thousand six hundred. I would move adoption of Amend—
went No. 3..

_ PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll has moved the adoption of Amendment ¥o. 3.
to Senate Bill 1419. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes bhave it. The
anendment is adopted. Purther amendments?

ACTING SECRETARYS (HB. FERNANDES)

No further amendaments.
PBESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1420. Senator Soammer seeks leave of the Body to

return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of
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‘an amendaent. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
Order of Semate Bills 2nd Reading, Semate Bill 1420, Nr.
Secretary. #e...the Secretary does not have an amendment for
1420. '
" ACTING SECRETATI? (MR. FEBRNANDES)
Amendment No. 5 offered by Senmator Carroll.
PRESIDENT: .
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARRBROLL:

Well, I thank you, Mr. President and Ladies aad Gentlemen
of the Senate. This is an add-back for a manager and secre-—
tary inm the Division of Group Insurance Bemefits. I would
move adoption of Amendment ¥o. 5. . .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 5
to Semate Bill 1420. Any discussion? If not, all ian- favor

'signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
apendment is adopted. Further amendments?
ACTIﬂG SECRETARiE {MR.. FERNANDES)
V ¥o further amendments.
PRESIDENT:
3rd reading<. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1425. Senator Bloom seeks leave of the Body to
" return that biil to the Order.of 2nd Reading for purposes of
>an amendment. Lé leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
Otrder of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1425, HNr..
.Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)
Amendment No. 4 offered by'Senator Carroll.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:
Thank you, H4r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. This 1is an add-back of three EDP and two investi-
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gative positions that had been offered since the bill caame
out of comaittee. I would move adoption of Amendment No. 4.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll has moved the adoption of Amendment No. &
to Senmate Bill 1425. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
anenament'is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTiNG SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

No further amendaseants.
PRESIDERNT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1426, Senatof Davidson seeks leave of the Body
to return that bill ¢o the Order of 2nd Reading £or purposes
of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On
the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1426, Mr.
Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Kmendment No, 3 offered by Senator Carroll.
PRESiDEET:

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARBOLL:

Thank you, Mr. President aand Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment FNo. 3 is...as we've done with all the
other smaller agencies, it's an add-back within the PIPS
because they only bhad five euployées, twenty—nine hundred.
I'd move its adoption.

PBESIDENT: »

Senator Carroll has moved the adoption of Amendment Fo. 3
to Senate Bill 1426. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. PFurther amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:
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3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Biils 3rd Beading is
Senate Bill 1427. Senaior Kent seeks leave of the Body to
retaorn that bill to the Order of 2nd Ré;ding for purposes of
an amendment. Is leave-granted? Leave is granted.v On ' the
Oorder of Semate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1427, ar.
Secretary. '

ACTING SECBRETARY: {!R. VFERNAHDES)

Amendment No. 5 offgged by Senator Buzbee.
PRESIDERT:

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

-Thank you, Mr. President. This is a réstoration of one
hundre& forty—five thousand seven hundred dollars to insure
certification of the Veteran's Home by the Veteran's Adminis—
tration and for ﬂedicare._ And I would move its adoption;
PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee moves the adoptioniof Aﬁéndment No.. 5 to
Senate Bill 1427. Aay discussion? If not, all in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. All opposeda The‘Ayes have it. The
amendnent is adopted. éurthervamendnents?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES) -

No further amendments.’
PRESIDENT:

3rd feading._ On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd BReading,
Senate Bill 1445, Senator Sommer seeks léave of the Body to
return that bill to the Order of 2nd Rgadin@ for purposes of
an amendment. » Where is éhe gébd Seuator?‘ All right, verll
get ‘back to that one. On the Order of...if you'll turn ¢to
page 6. . Senator Carroll, is there an amendment to j516? All
right.. . Is there an amendment, Senator Buzhee, to 15257 all
right. On the Order of Senate...wait a minute...on the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1525.. Senator
Buzbee seeks 1leave of the Body to'return that bill to the

Order of 2nd BReading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave
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granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senmate Bills 2nd
Reading, Sengte Bill 1525, Mr. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERHAND;S)

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Buzbee.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This adds five million dollars
GBF for scientific and technological'equipggnt purchases at
coamunity colleges and public universities in FY*83. The
FY*83 BHE hudéet recémmenéed...recomhendation included four
million four hundred sixty-eight thousand weight hundred
dollars for scientific_eqﬁipment replaced at public universi-
ties. The Governor*s budget eliminates the funds.  This 1is
requested. by the Society of Professional Engineers in this
State and the breakout is as follows: six hundred “thousand
to copmunity colleges; .seventy-seven thousand to Chicégo
State; a handred and ninety thousand to Eastern; thirty—eight
thousand to Governor®s State; a hundred sixty-mine thousand
to Bortheastern Illinois; three hundred twenty-two thousand
to Western; two handred thirty—seveﬁ thousand to Illinois
State; . three hundred five thousand +to Northern Illinois;
eighty-seven thousand tofSangaﬁon State; seven hundred seven—
ty—-five thousand to Southern Illinois University and tvo mil-
lion two hundred thousand to the University of Illinois for a
total of five million dollars.  And I would move its adop-
tion.
PRESIDENT:

Senator ﬁuzbee has iqved the adoption of Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 1525.. Any discussion? Senator Rhoads. Sena—
tor Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, Br. President. As I understand this, this is

an unbudgeted item for the universities. You kind of wonder

L——___‘_—__“_— .
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when the universities are going to gquit around here.
Everybody else is taking cuts and they keep adding, and add-
ing, and adding. This is another unbudgeted five millioﬁ
dollars not recommended by the Board of Higher Education.
Therefore, I would suggest that those who can would voée No
on this thing. And a roll call, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: '

All right.  Senator Buzbeg has moved the adoption of
Apendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1525. Any further discussion?
Yes, Senator Buzbee for what purpose do you arise?

- SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, on a point of order. The Gentleman can disagree if
he doesn't like the concept but he's got to be accurate in
his facts. The Board of Higher =2Bducation, in fact, did
reconnend this amount, and secondly, the universities did not
request this add-back, Senator Sommer. The request was from
the Society of Professional Engineers due to the fact of tﬁé
deterioration of all of the scientific equipment in these
engineering schools across this State. The universities had
nothing to do with this whatsoever, this is the Society of
Professional Engineers and my idea, and a few folks think
it*s a good idea. So, I Jjust 'wanted to set the record
straight.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAViéKAS)

The Illinois Information System requests permission to
take still photos. Is 1leave granted? Leave is granted;
Senator Geo—Karis.. .
SENATOR GEQ-KARIS:

Mr. President, on a point of...of personal privilege. ©We
have with us today in the President*s gallery the President
of the Saint Therese Hospital... .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Nait, Sénator-..vait...vg're on an amendment Tight now.

Would you just wait.
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SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Oh, I'a terribly sorry, I'1l wait my turn.
PRESIDING OPFICER:’ (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee, I'm sorry. Would YOu.... Senétor Buzbee
moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1525.
A1l those ig...a roll call has been :egdested...roll call has
been requested. All those in favor of adopting Amendment No.
1 .to Senate Bill 1525 will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. For what purpose does Senator Grotberg
arise? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted ~who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion
the Ayes are 28, the Nays are 29, none Voting Present. The
- amendment having failed to receive a majority vote 'is

declared lost. Any further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)

. No farther amendménts.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

3rd readiﬁg-; Senator Geo—garis.

SENATOR GEO—KARIS: »

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of thé Senate,
it's a...on a point of persomal privilege, It's my pleasure
to introduce a number of constituents, very prominent ones,
who - are sitting in the President's gallery. Sisfet.ﬂaryann,
the President of Saint Therese Hospital, Eaukegan; which ié
the largest hospital in Lake County. Sister iaﬁier, the
Vice—president, Sister DePassi and Mary Jean...upq is on the
Board of Directors, and Mrs. .Mary Jean Palconer -the Vice—
president of ét- Therese Hospital, which is not only one of
the finest hospitals in lake County but im the thleicounttyq
a they're 1in the Presideant's gallecry. And in addition, I
would like to also introduce Reverend Harry ﬁilsoh, Perry

. Payne and Barbara Gordon, who is the head of our Citizen's
Action Project in Lake County. And there’s one other lady

there, but I don*t have her...her name. Is it Mrs. Payne?
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Hould }ou all stand up..
PRESIDIBG OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Would they please rise and be recognized. On the Order
of Senate Bill 1445, On the Order of 3rd BReading, Senate
Bill 1445. Senator Sommer seeks leave of the Body to call it
back to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposé of amendment.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted...Senator Sommer. Secre—
tary please read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNAHNDES)

Apendment No. 6 offered by Senator Pyilip.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOK SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP; _ ‘

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is a reappropriation of two million three hun-
.dted eighty thousand dollars to the Space Needs Commission
for omgoing land acquisition. I move its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discu;sion? If not, Semnator Philip moves
the adoption of Amendment No. 6 to Senate Bill 1445. Those in
favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have
it<s Amendment No. 6 is adopted. Any further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES) -

Apnendment No. 7 offered by Senator Simms.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Simas.

SENATOR SIMAS:

Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemeﬁ of the Senate, I
have a technical amendment for two iteas that have been
appropriated. . One is technical amendment £for the Broaduay
Armory in Chicago for the refurbishing and the second one is
the...the coampletion to...0f the BRockford Academic Center,
thei title to be held by Horthernm Illinois University. I

¥ould move for the...adoption of Amendment No. 7 to Senate
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Bill 1445. v
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

is fhere any discussion? If not, Senator Simms moves the
adoption of Amendment No. 7 to Senate Bill 1445. Those in
) faQor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have
it. Amendment No. 7 is adopted.. Any further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment Ho. 8 offered by Senator Sommer.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMHER:

Thank you, Hr.. P:ésident. This is a purely technical
amendmeﬁt and I move its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sommer moves the adoption of Amendment No. 8. 1Is
there any discussion? Omn that guestion, those in favor iandi-~
cate bf saying Aye. Those opposed, Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment Ko. 8 is adopted.. Any further amendments?
ACTIHG.SECBBTARY:v {AR.. FERNANDES)

No further amendments. .

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

3rd reading. On the Otdér of Senate Bills 3rd Reading.
Senate Bill 1606. Senator Bruce seek...for what purpose does
Senator Vadalabene arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes; I've been teque;ted to pick up House Bill 2599, and
I undérstand that Senator...Semator Marovitz has already
picked it up. How do I handle that situation?

PRESIDIHG OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

If the House sponsor will notify in writing the Secretary
of the Senate, the...the change will be effected.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:
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Ies,.I-wanted...also had another point I wanted to bring
up. On House Bill 1655, Senator Grotberg as a joint sponsor.
PRESIDENT: v

411 cright. Senator Vadalabene seeks leave to shov Sena-
tor Grotberg as a joint sponsor of House Bill 1655. Leave
grantéd? Senator Bloom, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR BLOOM:

Point of personal privilege.

PRESIDENT:

Yes, Sir, state your point.
SENATOR BLOOM:

!és, Sir, Mr. President. Seated inithe President?'s gal-
lery is a delegation froa Saint-?raﬁcis Hospital in my éom—
munity. They...they do fine work and I...I wonder if they?d
stand and be recognized.  Sisters, fellows.

PRESIDENT:

Hili 0Our guestS...0ur guests please stand and be recog-—
nized. Velcome to Springfield. All right. The Secretary is
preparing an additionmal 1list with respect to recall bills of

a substantive nature and we'll get back to that order of

| business later. We will begin again...on the Order of Senate

Bills 2nd Reading.. And I would reaind the pembership, if we

‘need reminding, that it is Wednesday, May 26. On the Order

of Sepate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1202, Senator Chew.

AY]1 right. Senate Bill 1231, Senator Sangmeister. On the

Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1231. Read

‘the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES) -

Senate Bill 1231.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. The Conmittee on Judiciary II

offers one amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
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SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, at this time, Hr. President; I would move that we
Table Comaittee Amendment No. 1 Decause it's been encompassed
‘ in Floor Amendaent No. 1.

PRESIDENT:

All right.. Senator Sangmeister moves to Table Comaittee
Amendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 1231. Any discussion? If
not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. ~All opposed. The
Ayes have it. Anmendment No. 1 is Tabled. Further anmendmeants?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 2 offered by Sepators Saagmeister and
Marovitz.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Mr. President, Committee Amendm: nt...Floor Amendment No.
1 encompasses practically everything that was in_Comnittee
Amendment No. 1 except e added a few additioas to it which
I would be willing to explaim if you want to, or we can leave
it for 3rd reading..

PRESIDENT:
It is.;.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
. eeedt this time I'd ROVE...
PRESIDENT:

«es0Okay, it is technically Améndment No. 2, 1 was Tabled.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I'n sorry, you're right, No. Z.

PRESIDENT:

bkay. A1l right. Senat&r Sangmeister moves the adoption
of Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1231. Any discussion?
Senator Dedngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

~+-guestion of the sponsor.



Page 33 — MAY 26, 1982

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yield, Senator Deldangelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Is the automatic ttansﬁer of juveniles to the adult court
still in the bill with Amendment No. 22
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangumeister.

SENATOR SA&GHEiSTER:

The answer is, yes.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Delngelis.
SENATOR DeAHGBLIé:

¥ell, I will reserve>uy debate then for 3rd reading.
PRESIDENT:

A1l right. Any further discussion? Senator Sangmeister
has moved the adoption of Amendment BNo.. 2 to Senate Bill
1231.. 1If there is no discussibn, all in favor signify by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The amendment is
adopted. Purther ameandments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. ?ERHARDES)'

Amendment No. 3 offered by Semator Netsch.

PRESIDENT:
Senator,uetsch,
SENATOR HETSCH:Y

Yes, I have two amendments and the...I%a trying £0.e.let
me find the number of the one that I would like to have...be
offered first. éust,a second.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hetsch.
SENATOR EETSCH:‘

It is Befefence Bureau B8205258GLDVAMOT. Do you have
that? . Dkay.
PRESIDENT:

A1l right. Senator Netsch on Amendment No. 3.
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SENATOR NETSCH: .

Thank you, Hr. President. ‘Anendment ¥No. 3 offers an
alternative to that which is-basiéally incorporated in the
bill. Instead of auntomatic transfer f£or the. designated
crimes, it proyides for automatic hearing before the judge,
for not exactaly the same number of.crimes, but for a similar
list, and I will identify which they aré, saurder, rape, armed
robbery while armed with a fireara or éggravated arson. The
reason for this is that, well, several fold. One, I suppose
is just simply philosophical. There are those people who are
involved with this series of issues who do not feel that the
transfer into the adult system ought to take place automati—
cally withoat any hearigg or reviev on the part of a judge
who ultimately has some rTesponsibility. The ‘judges, of
course, will continue to hear requests for transfer in those
categories of crime that are not automatically to be trans—
ferred under this bilil. It is anm...it is somewbat
troublesome because it does mean that the sole discretion,
the sole Jjudgment, if you will, abou£ whether a particular
matter is...should be automatically in the adult system or
not is, in effect, left with the charging police officer or
the prosecuting attorney.. Aand Again, it is not subject to
any form of review. I dom't think anyone at the moment
really knows whether this system or the one that is reflected
in Semator Sangmeister's amendment is going to result in more
convictions of those juveniles who are, in fact, violent
offenders. And incidently, the...this amendment is in no way
disagrees w#with the basic premise that there are a number of
juveniles who are violent‘offen@ers, and who ought not to be
subjected, if you w®ill, to the. juvenile court system but
ought .to be part of the regular criminal court systes. It
just 1is simply a means of identifying how they are to get
into that system and basically who is to make the decision.

It's a . choice between the charging officer or the juvenile
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judge. And philosophically, it seems to me that there ought
to be some review by the presiding juvenile judge and that.is
what this amendment is intended to offer as an option.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Netsch bas wmoved the adoption of

Amendment No. 3 to Senmate Bill 1231. Discussion? Senator

Geo—Karis.

End of Reel
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REEL #2

SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

I don't have a copy of that amendment, bﬁt anywayiif the

speaker would yield for a question?
- PRESIDENT:

Indicates she will yield, Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

If that is...if I aa correct, the bill which...to which
you are speaking is the one that provided that minors at the
age of fifteen and upwards would auntomatically be tried by
the adult. courts for armed ctobbery, rapé and murders. ‘Ié
that correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Y¥etsch.
SENATOR HETSCH:

Yes, that is, I believe, the substance of Senate Bill
1231 as it has now been amended by Senator Sangmeister.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEO—KABRIS: .

«eothe amendment of which you speak, which is your amend-
ment, is tha£ correct? It further amends the bill...I didn't
quite get the gist of it with everyone running in and out of
hefe, so could you just...just give me a one line change that
you made. Did you say, in effect, maybe I  understood it,

“\ that the minor coanld waive himself back to the juvenilé
court? » '
PBRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCHs

Bo, that is not what this amendment which you are now

considering deals with. ¥hat it does, Senator Geo—Karis, is
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to substitute an automatic hearing before the court for auto-—
matic transfer with respect to a similar 1list of violent
offenses.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussiop? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I Tise with great trepidation
in support of this amendment. Senator Netsch and I usually
are not on the same side on juvenile court issues, bat on
this one, I would like to side with her. The problem with
1231, and really +this is the only problem with it, it's an
extremeiy good bill, is the fact that it really...
PRESIDENT:

Pardon me, Senator. Will the members please be in their
seats and those not entitled to the Floor please find some-
where else to congregate. W®ill those not entitled to the
Ploor please find somewhere else. Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS: '

The problem is basically that...in 1231 we are essen—

- tially riding juveailes, in this particular provision, out of
the juvenile court system, period. In other words, we're
doing a complete bypass, and now ve're saying that juveniles
age fifteen and older for certain crimes are no longer juve—
niles and nmust automatically go to the adult court. Now

~I...I know that the court has shown leniency in the past 1in
dealing with violent offenders as far as trying them as
adults, but I don'g believe that a complete bypass is a solu—
tion. I think juveniles are still juveniles, and the Juve-
nile coart should have the first shot at them. And this
bill...this amendment does, in fact, force a hearing on their
transfer. So I staand in sapport of Senator WNetsch's amend-
ment.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bowers.
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SENATOR BOWERS:

Tﬁank you, Mr. President. I rise in opposition to the
amendment, obviously. uAnd.I'd like to call the Body's atten—
tion to a couple of things that seem ‘to me haven't been
emphasized sufficiently.. We talk about ®juveniles®, we're
talkiﬁg about two yea;s...fifteen...fifteen and ahove, so in
effect, fifteen, sixteen and seventeen year olds, and ve're
talking about that age group that is charged with murder,
rape, or armed robbery. Now I suggest to you, if you want to
call them juveniles, and if you iant to pretend they're juve—
niles, that's fine, but undef today's society and today's
societal acts that these:people are committing, I don't think
they onght to be treated that vay. And all we're really
saying here is that this limited group of people should be
tried as adults, and as part of the reasoning behind this, wve
had testimony before a subcoamittee, ve've had numerous .mat—
ters called to oﬁr atfention where the juvenile courts, in
very, very serious matters simply refused to refer them <o
the...to the criminal coﬁrts, and because of these refusals,
ve've'come back now with the automatic transfer. and I see
RO TrIeasoh...NOo reason at all why people in this category
should be treated as "jufgniles,' and I would hope we would
defeat this anendmeﬁt.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce. .

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYQ::

Thank you, Hr. Presiéent. I, too, rise in oppositiom to
this amendment. I think the proponents of this Auendment are
ignoring‘the realities of what is'going on outside of this
Chamber. We are going to...if we’'are going to transfer these
juveniies, and ve're ialking about those types of persons and
those types of crimes as stated by Senator Bowers, to
tIy-.-~to put in ano{her step to put in a hearing creates such

deeede-.a burden on the whole system, now we will be into the
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issue or the gquestion of whether or not there was...the hear-
ing prior to transfer was fair, whether or not there was suf-
ficient due process for the defendant. We will be litigating
and appealing, and up and down the judicial reviev process on
the question of hearing before we even get the juvenile inm
front of a...in front of a judge on the question of...of the
substantive crime. I am strongly opposed to this. I think
if...if this goes in, it defeats the very purpose of the bill
and I vould ask your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
- Semator D'Arco.

SENATOR DY2RCO:

:hadk you, Hr.:President., I\fiseAin support of Amendmeﬁt
No. 3.. Senator_Netsch.aqd mnyself vere the only tvo people on
the Judiciary II Committee not to vote for the automatic
transfer. And I just feel that theISCOpe of +the ianclusioans
within ihe automatic transfer are much too broad. Murder, I
can understaad that, if...if you want to transfer a fifteen
to seventeen year old to the felony court without a hearing
in juveanile ';ourt if he 1is charged with a aurder may be,
under those citcumétances, it may be justifiable. But when
you want to charge a juvemile, fifteem to seventeen year oldg,
who has beén alleged to commit an armed robbery, I think
because 6f the...the degrees of...of, I don*'t know, what's
the right word...I's looking for a word...but armed robbery
can constitute almost anything. It could constitute a person
assulting another person with a baseball bat and in the proc~
ess stealing his wallet, and that would constitute a araed
robbery; Now, You...do you want that young person to go
before a fel&py court and be tried as a adult felon? I mean,
thatts the question. I think they over extended the scope of
the crimes that could be constituted enough to go to felony
court, and I would rise in..fsuppo:t of Amendwment No. 3.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)



Page 40 - HMAY 26, 1982

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise.in support of this
amendment, too, because I feel that the amendment 1is, in
fact, a reasomnable compromise. I‘thiﬁk Senator D*Arco basic-
ally expressed ay sentiments, because I, too, feel that the
scope of this bill is...is jgst too far. I, for ome, do0 not
want to coddle criminals...hardened c¢riminals, and I do
realize thé necessity for us to try and do something about
the gang-bangers and those youths who get away under disguise
of being youth, and who comnits serious and hideous crime.

" But I think this bill goes too far as it is, and I think this
amendment is, in fact, a reasomable compromise. Now, if all
things were equal in this country, if everyone received egqual
protection under the law, then maybe we could do something
like this and our comscience would be clear that everybody
would receive justice, that is not the éase., S0 we have to
operate under the system that vwe are under whether ve like it
or not. And I think this is a fair compromise, and I ask for
your favorable support of this amendpmeant..

PREBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President. Make the Body aware tﬁat ‘this
is a conmnittee bill, this did not come around lightly. We had
hearings throughout the State of Illi#ois, took a lot of
testimony and this is a very difficult-..éremise on which to
have to legislate. K So, the committee has taken, I think, a
very amodest approach, we are only taking it on fourteen and
fifteen year olds, elimipating the thirteen year olds, and
that's only for the three crimes of murder, rape and armed
robbery. This is an approach we think we ought to start in
Illinois and ve ought to take a good look at. This amend-—

sent, of course, if adopted, turns the whole situation
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around, and I rise in opposition to it. Ana I only wish that
Seﬁatpr Netsch, as a member of that comnmittee, uould  have
submitted these amendments in committee so that we would have
had. a chance to discuss themlfhete, bebause this...did cone
out ‘as a comrmittee bill 9-2, we think it is something that
ought to stay in its exact fora and I oppose any changes to
the bill in the form éf this ameandment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you very much, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. ;;;.I dare _anybody to try aamd
figure out who's where on this ome. I rise in opposition to
this amendment. There have been hearings held on this issue.
One thing thai everybody should realize is that very substan—
t;ai changes have been made in the bill from where it was
originally introduced. #e no longer have fourteen year olds
in the bill, and ve ao longer havevthe slew. of crines_ that
were in the bill originally. bniy limited crimes, as Senator
Bowers has said and Senator Sanqmeistet, and fifteen and
sirxteen year olds, and perhaps the most important provision
that is now in the bill is the waiver back provision, so that
if'a juvenile is charged with rape, murder, or armed robbery,
and if that charge is reduced, that indiyidual automatically
gets to go...go back to juvenilé " court ualess he himself
because of a plea bargaining arrangement waives that right.
S0 he...goes back to juveanile court and is tried as a juve—
nile unless he is actually tried with rape, murder, or an
armed robbery charge. I think it is a verx~good bill. It's
a tough issue and I...and I would...I would hope that the
membership would be listening to this because this is one of
the mo;t important issues that will be coaing before the Body
this Session. And...there ;s a ‘difference of opinion on it,

I think you have to take a hard look at it, and this...voting
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on this amendment really is...is votiang on the substance of
the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator DeAngelis. »
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Apologize to the Body for rising for the second time, but
I've a guestion of the sponsor...another gquestion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he...she will yield.

SENATOR DeABGELIS:
Heli, I'm sorry, I would 1like to ask the guestion of
Senator Sangmeister. Could I do that?
'PRESIDiHG OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICRAS)
Senator Sangmeister. Senétor DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Senator Sangmeister, at the hearings, it was recommended
"by somebody that perhaps the aiddle ground on this issue
would be to have a hearing with a transfer but shift the
burden of proof to the defendant as to why that persom should
not be moved to the adult court. HNow, did the...did your
group decide to scrap that compromise?
PBRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Sangmeister..
SENATOR SASBGMEISTER:

#ell, Senator DeAngelis, +there were many diffefent
approaches to this problem presented to us, and we didn‘t
necessarily scrap anything. We considered the testimony of
all the groups involved and felt this was +the modest
approach, and 6n a...0na 7 to 2 voted in committee, I
believe it was, this was the approach ué decided to take.
PRESIDING OFFICER:z . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

¥ell, there is an old expression in the public policy
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vorld that the consequences of public policy are <éonetimes.
unforeseen, unchosen, and frequently dichotomous. In this
particular instance, with the way the bill is righf now, it's
perceived that this is going to offer greater punisﬁment to
the juvenile because they have committed a more severe crime.
In reality, the opposite could occur, because, I think, first
of all; you®re going to see a lot more plea bargaining, but
aore importantly, you're going_ to find adult‘courts very
reluctant to prosecute a fourteen year o0ld who happened to be
riding around in a car vith some older kids when one of the
kids took out a gun and held up'a gas station and all fiveiof
thea gét tried on the same-.;same crime. And wha;'é going to
happen  is, you're going to have five kids going free rather
than one person who should be punished more severly and the
other four who should have been dealt with...with the juve-
nile court.. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I...1 apologize for speakihg to you again. I rise in opposi-
tion to this amendment. . When anyonets fifteen or fifty and-
comrmits armed robbery, or amurder, or rape, it*s still arhed
robbery, murder or rape in their intent crimes, you have to
prove intent. And this...this amendment will still - make it
optiongl in the court +to send them back to the.juvenile
court. Well, it's already optional.. What the bill.in itself
does is it makes it mandatory that any juvenile at the age of
fifteen years who commits...takes upon himself to conmmit
armed robbery, rape, or nmurder, which are vicioﬁs crimes,
they are subjecting themselves to a aandatory éppearance
before the adult court. And I certainly think this amendment
strips the bill...of its otiginal intent of the hearings that

militated to the final bill and I speak against this amend—
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.ment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Netsch may
close.

SENATOR MNETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Again, I think this is a...an
important issue and not one on which all right and justice is
on one side or the other. I am preseating it as am option,
because it is an option that was presented from time to time
before the committee and is supported by a namber of people.
I would say, first of all, Senator Sangmeister, the reason
why it vas not literally presented in committee was it...l
had talked to you at onme point and I really thought this was
going to be the compromise of the committee, so that that is
why I did not pursue it at that time. Secondly, I would like
to make clear that this amendment is not a, if you will,
soft-on—crime amendment. There is no question that juveniles
who have, in fact, committed the crimes that we are talking
about, either in Senator Sangmeister?s list or in =aine, are
very serious offenders. So that is not the issue at all, in
fact, I would suggest, and I think this was a point that was
being made perhaps by Senator DeAngelis, that the chances of
a conviction of a fifteen or sixteen year old uhq has commit-—
ted one of these offenses is probably amuch greater in juve-
nile court than it is in the criminal court, because all
kinds of legal rights that are just begimning to filter into
the Jjuvenile system are available once they are tried as
adults in criminal courts subject to all of the normal provi-
sions that are available there. So that, I think, im fact,
the...the end result, if indeed you have a violent offender,
of getting that violent offender "off the streets™ and ianto
something useful to try to change him if possible is nore
likely to take place when he'is tried in the criminal system.

Now again, the guestion really is not of whether you do or do
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not approve of what these people have domne, obviously no one
does that. The question really is by vhom and wvhen should
the decision be made as %*o where they are to be tried. 2And I
would point out, briefly, that ¥ew York which has, I am told,
‘a fairly identical law has had a real problem with the move-
ment back and forth. There?s a tendencf to overcharge, that
means that a lo: of...those who are subject to these provi-
sions get into the adult court, it is then determined that
the charge wvas too heavy for the particular crime and they
get moved back, and you get this jo—yo back and forth. That

certainly does not help the administration of justice nor zhe

end result. Pinally, I think, the...the real point is, who

should be making he decision? W%hat ny amendment is intended
to suggest is tha there should be a judge who is practiced,
hopefully, 4im d¢aling with juvenile crime or...or serious
crime committed b_ juveniles involved in the process And not
bave the decision be soley a matter of the descretion of the
arresting officer, which I think is the end result under
Senator Sangmeister's amendment. So, for those reasons, I
think it is a reasounable alternative and I would commend it
to your attemtion.

PRESIDING OPFICEKR: {SENATOR SAYICKAS)

Senator Netsch moves the adoption of Amendment No. 3 to
Sena§e Bill 1231. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed.;v The Nays have it. Apendment fails. A roll
call has been réquested.. on that, those im favor of adopting

Amendmpent No. 3 will vote Aye. Those opposed vote HNay. The

voting is open. uave all voted who wish? Have all voted who

vish? Take <the record. On that question, the Ayes are 7,
the Nays are 44, oone Voting Present. The amendment having
failed to receive a majority vote is declared lost. Any fur—
ther amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERH;BDES)

Amendnent No. 4 offered by Semator Netsch.
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» PRESIDINé OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Netsch.
- SEBATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendament does not change
the automatic traansfer provisioﬂ; it doesn?’t deal with those
at all, it simply confines the arped robbery to armed robbery
while armed with a firearm. In other words, automatic trans—
fer would take place in cases where the charge is
rape...nurder, rape, Or...sexwmal deviate assaalt O0r...no
sexual deviate assualt,I"msorry, I don't have the basic text
in fronmt of me, or afned robbery while armed with a firears,
and that term is defined in terms of an existing statutory
definition. It wounld reduce the nuaber of automatic trans-
fers and it would, of course, clearly pinpoint those where a
weapon . of that kind was in ase, and that obviously is the
most serious .category of armed robbery. As many oﬁ you know,
armed robbery can also take place without a firearm with sonme
_other kind of a weapon. There, the opportunity for the hear-
ing would still be available, huﬁ;it would not be an auto-
patic transfer. I would move adoption of Amendment No. 4.
PRESIDING OFPICER:. (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Is thére any discussion? Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SASGHEISTER:

¥ell, thank you, HNr. 9resideht. I rise in opposition to
* this amendment. .ie...ue d4id origimally consider. this and
then basically rejected it on the basis that armed robbery
with a knife is just as bad as armed robberj With a...a
' hand—gun and that diffetentiatidp should not be made. Armed
robbery is armed robbery.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Is there any discussion?...Senator Netsch...Senator
Harovitz, did you wish to speak? Senator Netsch moves the
adoption of Amendment WNo. 4 to Semate Bill 1231. Those in

favor will indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The ¥Nays




Page 47 - MAY 26, 1982

have it. The amendment'is.defeated.‘ Any further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)

¥o further apendments.
PRESIDING OPFICER:: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

3rd réading_ For what purpose does Senator Schuqeman
arise? .

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

A point of persoﬁal privilege, Mr. President.
PRESIDIBEG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sgate your point.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

A A group of .citizens from Fulton, Illinois are visiting
Springfield today.in an effort to try to bring about the end
of tolls over the Mississippi River Bridge between Fulton,
Illinois and...and Clinton, Iowa. They’re in the gallery to
the left under the capable guidance today of the Assistant
Director of tﬁe State...o0f the Board of Education, Mr. Robert
Leininger. ié'd ask them to please stand and be recognized
by the Senate. .

- PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Would they please rise and be recogmized. On the Order
of Semate Bills 2nd ‘Reading, Senate Bill 1492, Semator
Marovitz. Senator, I've been notified there is a request for
a fiscal. note on it and it hasn®t beem answered. Senator
Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I never received that request. I...I have had no noti-
fication of that. I will be happy to...if we can move the
bill to 3rd reading, I'1l be happy to hold the bill and get a
fiscal note for the sponsor...today is the last day to nove

bills on 2nd to 3rd.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)
Senator Marovitz, we can't move it yet, it's...evidently

Senator Ozinga has an interest in this. Sepator Ozinga.
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SENATOR OZINGA:

Senator Marovitz was served with notice of this fiscal
note the day it was on the Calendar the first time, vhicﬁuwas
at least three or four weeks ago, and he's been asked abou®
it at least a half a dozen times since.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

You have never asked me once for a fiscal note. Now
whether you filed it, that's...I have no qugstion about that,
I'a sure youlve filed it, but to say that I've been asked six
times absolutely is uhgrue. .
PRESIDING OEPICER: (SBﬁATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Ozinga.

SENATOR OZINGA:

I don't know what else I can say,‘thgre's no fiscal note
is up there, and he knew about it the. day it uasA filed
because it was mentioned 1in his...in the copmittee at the
time. The only reasom it was put up here so ‘that it could
stay on 2nd reading until we got.that éiscal note. Another
thing, there is supposed tobe “a. couple of amendments up
there with reference to the nurses and other people iavolved
which vas supposed to be here before it was moved.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR HAROVITZ:

I agree with the last point of Senator dzinga and thosé
amendments were what I was about to get up and explaim.. The
nurses apendzent, the Déntal Society amendﬁent, the amend-
ments that...the amendment...the asendment from the depart-
ment which now have been filed, and draftéd, and agreed with
those people and I was just going to explain them to you,

because those amendmentsS...the bill has been held this late

‘waiting for those amendaents. Those . agendments are nov
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drafted pursuant to the npurses and the Dental Society, and
they have agreed to the‘aﬁendments, and that's what I wvas
just going to presené to the Body.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

¥ell, Senator, we can®t move the bill as long as there is
this fiscal note requirement. I would sugéest that you take
it out ‘of record and sit down and talk to Semator Ozinga.
Senétor Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I will get a fiscal note if we can get back to this so
that we can move the bill to 3rd reading.today. And ve may
have to take it out of order, but could we have leave to take
it out of order when a fiscal note is fi}ed?

PRESIDING OFFICER:. (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard the motion. . Leave...leave 1is granted.
Senate Bill 1670, Senator Schaffer. Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary. ' '

ACTING SECRETARY: (MAR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1670.
(Sectretary reads title of the bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No coamittee amendments.
’PRESIDIHG OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Any amendments from the Floor?
ACTING SECBRETARY: (AR, FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 1 offered by Semator Schaffer.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members éf the Senaté, Amendment No. 1
strikes the title and deletes everything .thereéfter aad, in
effect, rewrites the bill., This becomes the only component
of the Medicare—Medicaid cost containment program that we
have been able to achieve anything approaching conseasus oa.

It affects the long-term care...long-term care industry,
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meaning the nursing homes, primarily. It is de.e-under
its...the amended form will be a one-time delay in the rate
increase. 1It's a one-time savings to the State of some
twenty-five wmillion dollars. I don't thipnk anybody in the
indastry is that bubbly about it, but I think they recognize
that ve have some tight fipancial...we have a very tight
financial sitwation this year, and 1 tﬁink they are soamewhat
reluctantly going along with it. Be happy to answer
any...other questioas.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senator Schaffer moves
the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1670. Those
in favor will indicate by saying Aye.  Those opposed. The
Adyes have it. Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further
amendments?

ACPING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

¥o further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

3rd reading. Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Representatives of the Alton Memorial Hospital and St.
Anthony's Hospital im Alton, Illinois are in the géilery, and
I would like for the Semate to recognize them if they'd stand
for recognition.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Would they please rise and be recognized. They're
in...in the gallery on the Democratic side.
PRESIDENT:

A1l right, if I can have your attention. Here are the
list of recalls...substantive recalls that have been filed.
We will get to these bills later. The order of procedure

will be, we will go through - Senate Bills 3rd reading,
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skippiﬁé the ones that there®s been an indication that
tﬂe;e's a recall on, and hold those *til the end. And then
we’li go again back to 2nd reading, so that by tomorrow,
everything, hopefully; will be in €£final form for f£final
action.. If you'll just mark these, we will skip these as we
go aloﬁg. 1272, Senator Coffey. 2hen on page 6, 1522, Sena—
tor Carroll. Top of page 7, 1606, Senator Bruce. . 1632,
Senator Taylor. And 1651, Senator Bloom.. 245. Is there
another one? Yes, Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN;

Thank you,vﬂrm President. I believe 1299, I*'d also indi-
cated ihat I vanted recalled. We did file an amendment on
it. .

PRESIDENT:

A1l right. 1299, we will also mark.that-‘ Can ve get
more copies of this amendment? The Secretary needs more than
onevcoéy. ¥e will get back to this later, but we need nmore
copies. for. the record. 1299, also. All right, it's 1272,
1299, 1522, 1606, 1632 and 1651.  Those six will be held
nntil after the call. 1202 is on 2nd reading. All right, on
the Order of Senmate Bills 3rd Reading, 1242, Senator Berman.
1243. Is there leave to get back to 1243, Semator Philip is
on - thé phone? 1264, Senator Bboadé. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1264. BRead the bill, H#r.
Secretéty, please. .

AC:ING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1264.° '
{(Secretary reads titlé of the bill)
3tdvreading of "‘the bill..
PRESIDENT:: '
‘' Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS:
. Thank 7you, ‘M. President and members of the Senate.

Senate Bill 1264 is one of a series of bills which amend the
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Truth in Taxation Act. As originally iatroduced, it had soae
referendum provisions in it which are no loanger in the bill
by virtue of Committee Amendment No. 1. . As now written, the
bill would provide that in the...in the cases where there is
more than a tem percent increase in the extensions over
the...prior year, a three—fifths majority of the district's‘
governing body, whatever that body might be, will be required -
to approve that extension. This is in addition to the public
heazing,notices that were passed last year. I think it's a
good and reasonable approach. There are...the bill is sup-
botted.by the Civic Pederation of Chicago, by the Tax—
payers...Pederation of Illinois, I ‘talked with them this
iotning._ As origimpally introduced, therevvas some opposition
from the Municipal League, I believe that they are still in
opposiiion, but +that their opposition has mellowed somewhat
by virtue of the Qatering doun prdcess that took place with
Committee Amendment ﬁo. 1. I think it's a good bill, and I
think most of the bills in the package are...are good for the-
people of the State of Illinois, and I would ask for
a...support of Semate Bill 1264.
fRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Netsch..
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank youU...Sorry, I pressed the wromg button. I would
rise also in support of the bill. I think that as it has
been amended inm committee it does not do any harm in terms of
.being unduly restrictive, although it certainly does require
a slowing down and a careful thisnking through of the procéss
of raising property taxes, and I think that is precisely what
many of us think ought to take place with this, probably,
sost onerous of all of the taxes that can be imposed on our
constituents.. It is a building onm, if you will, of a thesis
that ve started in this Legislature last year, the truth in
taxation provision, and I think it is one that is livable and
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that will help to proviﬂe some thoughtfulness about property
tax increases in the future.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SEHATOR SAVICKAS)
Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to Senate ﬁill 1264 and would
seek a ruling froa the Chair as to its preemptive pature, how
many votes are required for passage. But before the Chair
issues that ruling, I would suggest to you that we think
very, very cé:efully about this and the sqcceeding two bills.
¥e are in a time of shrinking, if not noﬁexistent, revenues
both at our level, the State level, certainly at the Federal
level, and most hard hit will be the local level, and we sit
here and make all kinds of grandiose schenés and suggest :o
local government that they ought to do this, or ought to do
that, and then ve are”at the same time literally and effec-
tively tying their hands. They cannot, they who are elected
and who are accountable to the people cannot, we suggest,
apparently, raise the revenue necessary to provide the
services that the people will require. There is a diminution.
of services at the Federal level, there is a shifting of pro—
gra®m responsibility back to the 1local level, and we are
saying, here, you take the respomsibility, but. you cannot
responsibly address that responsibilitybbecause welre tying
your hands. I think it'é a bad idea.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SE&ATOB SAVICEAS)

Semator Berning. ’

SESATOR BEBNING:

Just a question of the sponsor. W®hat is the effective
date? -

PRESIDING OFPPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:
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Section 2, page 3,. line 18, "The amendatory Act takes
effect upon it*s becoming a law."
PRESiDING OF:ICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Befning. .

SENATOR BERB;HG:

Senator, will not that pose some difficulties for the
locai governmental units? I respectfully suggest that, per—
haps, you ought to set an effective date a year hence, so as
to give the local governamental units an opportunity to adjust
to it and the clerks' and treasurers'’ office an opportunity
to gear up for this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:

Senator, I'a not sure whether I agree with you or not,
because I...I would have to look at the schedule of the hear—
ings of the various loéal taxing bodies involved. I can't
tell you it is nét a problem, but it...it aight not be a
problem. . If it...if that becomes a problem, I think that
effective date éould be added in the House.

PRESIDING OFPICEh:. (SBYATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGB:

¥Will the Senator yieid?

PRESIDIRG OFFICE§: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will. .

SENATOR ETHEBREDGE:

Senator Rhoads, does this bill as amended apply to all
levies by local units of government? I'm thinking, partic-
ularly, about fhe Bond and Interest Fund, of exanple.
PRESIDING OPFICEﬁ: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS::

Senator-Etheredge, that issue isn't addressed in this
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bill. fe had toyed with the idea of...as a matter of fact,
an amendment is being prepared by the Department of Revenue
right =now to try to do some;hing to correct the problem that
we'lve experienced in suburban Cook County of +the sixty-nine
taxing districts which...some of which...some of whom, many
of whom, I think acted inm good faith and included their
bonded .indebtedness froam the prior year. The State's Attor-
ney of Cook County and the Attorney Gemeral bave come out
with opinions, since many of those districts aczed, indi-
cating that they should not have included the bonded
indebtedness. Quite frankly, right now, I am looking for a
vehicle somewhere on the Calendar that..amends truth in taxa—
tion where we could address that problem, and I bhad thought
"about doing it om this bill. The Cook County A:;essor's
Office had objection to my doing it om this bill anc that's
vhy I didn*t offer it at this tiame. It®s a proble:. it's a
very naughty technical problem, set aside the politics of the
question for a moment, and we're...we're looking for a solu-
tion, the Department of Revenue is working on it.
PRESIDING OFPFICBR: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Collins. He indi-—
cates he will yield.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the spoamsor. Senator Rhoads, gnite: frankly,
I think you have a good idea. I think éhe timing is off, and
I want to know that if we pass this bill and it'*s ;igned into
law, will the sState, in fact, make up for the loss...Pederal
tevenﬁe to local governments, and will we make wup for the
needed - revenue for education and other vital essential
services in case theyvcan't get that three—fifth vote?
PRESIDING OFFICEB: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS:

No, I don't think so. I...I the...nothing in this bill
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says that +hey cannot extend befond a hunared and ten per-—
cent. It only stipulates that the majority by which they do
so shall be a three—fifths majority. In reference to the
previous speaker from Oak Park,' Senator Rock, I...it's
not...I share his concerns, and I...I think ﬁe's very sincere
in his criticisam, but npothing im this bill ties anyone
hands...nothing...nothing in the bill shackles anyome, it
simply does make it a little bit more difficult by requiring
the three-fifths majority. With respect to lost revenue, no,
there's no...nothing in this bill that would pledge the State
to making up é revenue, let's say you get majority but not a
three-fifths majority on a local taxing body, I...I domn't
think that's a suitable public policy for'tye...ior the State
to pursue. 50, RBO.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Let...let me...let né sake...this...I need clarification
here. If, in <fact, that they don't get the three-fifth
majority needed for the tax levy, if it*s more than the hun-
dred and ten - percent, then they could nmot get the revenue
that is needed to make up the losses for the cut in  Federal
revenues oOr for...or for...inflationary costs thﬁt neces—
sitate more money for essential s;rvices and educatios.  So,
where would the money come from? What woﬁld theyvdo? fhat
options, then, will they have if they don't get the
three—fifth vote? v
PRESIDING OPFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rhoads..

SENATOR RHOADS:

The only option in’;hat casé, Senator Collins, would be
to drop back below the one hundred and tem percent level and
pass it by a simple majority. Now I assume in...in the

example that you're giving, that there is at least a simple
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majority, there has to be, behind the...the increase in the
levy. 1If they don't get the three—fifths, them it doesn't
happen. I mean, that's the purpose of the bill, fraékly, is
tO0...is to control the further spread of these extensions.
Now, it...where there is a conpglling, overvhelming case to
be made for increasing the levy beyond a hundred and ten per—
cent, I think, in that case, you can get the thtee—fifths
majority without any problem.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Would you be able to...to move up the effective
date...move back the effective date?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:

I think in my answer to Senator Berning, 'I..,have no
objection to that, amd all I*'d have to do is..;is we'd have
to sit down with the Department of Local Government Afféirs
and the Department of Revenue and see if there's any...if
this creates any pfoblen in the schedule of the . governing
Bodies now wrestling with this. 1In the case of Céok County,
we're...we are first, wetre before anyone else, -and ve're
already experiencing the problem of  the sixiy—nine districts
that I alluded to and there is some pending 1litigation on
that. If it creates a problea, I*ll be happy to postpone the
effective date and suggest that to the House sponsor. I have
no problem with that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator ¥eaver...

SENATOR WEAVER: .

Thank you, Mr. President. Well, speaking to the bill,

Senator Rhoads, I have sonme groblems with this bill, partic-—

ularly im township governments where, say the road district
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one year needs no money at all and makes no levy, and then
the next year they come back and they need a full levy, and
it*s much more than a hundred and ten percent over the pre-—
vious levy, and the make up of township government sometimes
is bipartisan, sometimes there...they get into little fights
and snits. I think it?'s going to cause more problems really
in smaller, say township governments, in really taking care
of the oneeds, because at sometimes they don't have any levy
in certain areas, and then the next year they come. back and
they need a full levy. That?s vhat bothers me about the
bill, I...I have...I understand vhat your intenmt is, but it
concerns wme, particularly in downstate Illinois, that iefre
joing to run into a lot of problems.
?RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Hr. President and wmembers of the Senate. 1
rise in opposition to this bill. I think the truth in taxa-
tion legislation which we enacted last year has been tried..
Some sixty districts in suburbaa Cook County got in trouble
because they didn't have the hearings. The 1largest taxing
district in...in my district, im fact, did advertise in thir-
teen . newspapers that they were going to extend their levy at
a greater than a hundred and ten percent, and after having
advertised in thirteen counties, they got two civilians to
come in and want to know about it, and when they 1left, they
were all satisfied that it was necessary for them .to operate
the...the college district in a fair and equitable way, that
they have the additional amounts of money available without
any increase in their tax rate, it was just a benefit...they
were a beneficiary of increased valuation. All...almost all
vhe boards that have the authority to levy taxes in this
State are elected, now therg are some appointive boards, but

theY...they are limited, and all .of those people have to go
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" back to their voters and respond to their guestions about why
our taxes are Qoing up. To acquire a...a three—fifths major-
ity, for example, on a seven member community college board,
yoa'll have five positive votés, oftentimes there is not full
attendance at ﬁhose meetings. PFirst thing you know, one or
two people in a community college board is going to tip the
apple cart'ovet; They're elected, they have to go back and
respond to their voters. It seems to me that we ought to be
about our business, not about their business, and that®s what
ve're saying, you don't have the compentence, gyou don't
knoﬁ-..ﬁhat the voters think in your own district as much as
the State Assembly does, and we're going to tell you that you
have adopt these things by three—fifths. These are not tax
rates, those go to the voters, these are levies im extension.
As Senator .Etheredge pointed out, one of the big...big prob—
lems that are occurcing in the t;uth in taxation legislation
is, what happens about bond and interest levies. And welve
gotten opinions from Chapman and Catler both ways, and
whether or ndi those are included in your levy, and if you

" build a new buflding and the second year out, you have an
extension to éay for the interest on the bonds levied, does

. that throw you .over the hundred ard ten percent, and Chapman

'and Cutlert*s, I believe, advice to every district that I know
that got the :opinion was,.you'd better have your truth in

. taxation hea:ing just so that you can cover the bomnd and

interest levy'uhich is...which is required. Once you issued

. the bonds for the protection of the bondholders, you have to

levy it. S0, IeaeI...that shounld have been clarified in the

" Act...Senator Rhoads® explanation was that he was going to

clarify +that, but I think this Act could stay here. Host of

the districts have acted very responsibly in this area, they
don*t levy aore than they need. The Truth in Taxation

Statute is on the books, votgrs are notified, they're there,

they. can have the hearing and attend it if they wish, and I
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think that should be sufficieat protection for the taxpayers
in the State of Illimois. .
véBESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
. Senator Gfotberg.
SENATOB GROTBERG:
. Thank ° you, Hr. Presideat. Will ihe sponsor yield for a
queétion? 1
PRESIDIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he will yield.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Senator  Rhoads, in discussing the actual vote
three...what a three-fifths vote means, it has come to my
attention that this probably really only affects boards of
ten or more, because it takes six of ten to...that is three-
fifths. There is some discussion as to vhether a seven man
board would have five or four...with the actual...you can't
divide a person, depending on how the vote goes, but it
doesn't affect nearly as many boards. A ihree—man board
alreédy has to have two. DO you...have you got any arithme-—
tic on hov many boards are affected by this?

PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

‘Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:

Ho, Senator, pone at all. It*s...you knov, with the
numbers of elected bodies in this State, in Illinois of all
States, wve have more elected officials, more governing bodies
from mosquito abatements districts on up than any other
state. I...I can’t give you, and I*'m 1ot even sure
thate..that DLGA could give you a figure -on that
right...right now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

#ell, thank you. ToO...to the bill, I have a lot of good
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feelings about this bill .amnd I'm going to iote for it, but as
I discussed with the troops that are worrying about that and
sone other things, maybe im closing, fau can give it the
final impact to the best of your ability. Thank yéu, Senator
Rhoads. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAYICKAS)

Senator Geo—-Karisa.
SENATOR GEC—KARIS: .

¥ill the spomsor yiéld t0 a..-.for a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he?ll yield.
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Under the Truth iQ_Taxation law, was there a ;eferen@un
provision in it? I cam't recall.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: . (SESATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Bhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS: .

Ch, gosh,...no0, there vere...there were public hearing

provisioas. There were some referendum provisions im this

bill which were takem out il Coammittee Amendment Ho. 1.
PRESIDIBG OFFICERz  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the Chair is pre-
pared to rule on Senafqr Rock®s request. 'ﬁbe Chair will rule
that  Section 3 of the bill requires that..and it mandates
that taxing...districts comply with the provisioas of this
Act,. and under Article. V¥II, Section 6, Paragraph G of our
Constitution that would be preeuptivelénd ‘it would require
thirty;six,votes.. Senétor,ahoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:

I'm sorry, Mr. President. I...I heard the ruling, but I.

didn't hear the...the rationale behind it before you got to
the preemptive clause. What did you say that was in the bill
that...that dealt with that section of the Constitution?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)
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Section 3 would mandate that taxing districts comply with
the provisiéns of this Act. Is there further discussion? If
not, the question is shall Senate...oh, Senator Rhoads may
close. , Senator Egan, fo:'what'éurpose do you arise?

SENATOR BéAN:

Yes, just a repetition of the ruling, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The ruiing is that the bill is preeamptive. It vwould
require thirty—six votes.

SENATOR EGAH:.

I understand that, but what I want to know is what you're
sajing it...it violates. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Under Article VII, Section 6, Paragraph G. It says, "The
General Assembly by law approved by the ;ote of three—fifths
of the members elected to each house may deny or 1limit the
power to tax.” Is there further discussion? If not, Semator
Rhoads may close debate.

SENATOR RHOADS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. With
respect to the ruling of tﬁe Chair, I'a...I'n not going
to...dispute it.or argue with it at this time, I am somevhat
puzzled by it. I suppose one could state that by stipulating
the majority involved in the extension of levy that that was
a limitation on the power to tax. If that is your reasoning,
at least I understand the...the purpose of the ruling. With
respects of the merits of the bill, I think if...if you just
take a aminute to read the bill, it would take about thirty
seconds.. . There's onlyz four lines of new language in the
relevant sectioa of the bill. #®hat we're doing is amending
Section 3 of the Truth in Taxation Act that was passed. last
year, and that we required that in addition to the public
hearing§} we require. that the aggregate levy will be adopted

by a three~fifths majority of the members of the governiang
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authority of the taxing district, if the aggregate levy
exceeds the extension of the prior year by msore than one hun—
dred and ten percent. 1It?s a very simple concept. Yes, it
does make it tougher., With respect to the remarks of Senator
Weaver, I'm not sure I have an answer to your ptoblem; Sena—
tor, only...ay only ansver would be that aanyone vho was in
that situation,‘particularly if there had been no levy in the
prior year, I would thiank could muster a thrée—fifths major—
ity.. Ite...it would seem to me that there would be that kind
of consensus, and if there isn?’t, then that is the...exactly
the kind of sitsation that this bill is...is designed to...to
put a limitation on. " With respect to some of the concerns
of...of other individuals, what we're trying to do here ;s
control the explosion of levies that we've seen in recent
years... I think it is good concept and...and a good bill, and
I would ask for you support.’
PBESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Question is, shall Senate Bill 1264 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The: voting is open.
"Bave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have dll
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 25, the Nays are 26, 4 Voting Present. Semate Bill 1264
having failed to receive the: constitutional majority is
declared lost. Senate Bill 1285, Senator Buzbee. Read the
bill, Hr. Secretary.
ACTING SECBETABRY: [£.1:98 FEBNANDB__S)
Senate Bill 1265. . -
{Secretary reads title of bill)
- 3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAYICK@S)
{Machine cutoff)...Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:
Thank you, ur.,Presidentf This is a very simple concept,

it's a very siample bill. It simply says to the State of
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Illinois Department of Revenue, you may ao loager increasé
the maltiplier assigned to local " couaties. ¥e originally
Wrote the bill last fall when it was introduced to say tﬁét
the bill...that to ase 1980, but we have now amended that so
that 1981 is the operative multiplier year. So that in the
future, the State of Illinois Departnenf of Revenue canhot
increase any 'county's nultiélier.ovef the...the muitiplier
that was assigned to that county in...for 1981. Just to give
you some of the reasons why this legislation ought to pass,
people have 1little idea on how. their tax bills and ever
increasing sums have been calculated, taxpayers have not too
big ‘amount . of a knowledge, as a matter of.fact, on the
budget, 1evy; or collection cycle, they bhave only partial

understanding about the assessed evaluation of their prop-—

erty, but I don*t think anyone really understands the

mulitplier. Hou"cén we continue a system that allows sig-—
nificant increases in tax bills to occur year after year when
the taxpayer cannot understand vhai causes thea aﬁd allous
him no remedy to alleviate himself of this hurdén? I think

it was this very sort of thing that caused the taxpayer

revolts and brought about Proposition 2 1/2 in Hassachusetts,

and Proposition 13 in Califormia. Inflationary pushed prop-
erty values have shown up in the multipliers vhich have been
incteasihg in almost every county in the State for the last
several yeafs- Over the last six years, an ‘average of
seventy—two counties have received increases, twenty—one have
decreased on the average. This year, even cénsidering the
sick real esiate market, approximately eighty-four counties
will receive increased multipliers.. The...impact of these
multiplier increases have beea to provide artificial tax base
for taxing bodies, thus avoiding statutory tax rate naximum
limits imposed by the Legislature for the protection of tax—
payers. . Some years ago, we gassed the homeowners exemption

originally at fifteen huandred dollars, later increased to
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three thousand of the increased equalized assessed valua-—
tions. With the rapid and staggerimg increases in the
equalizer, we have eroded the taxpayer...the homeowhézs pro-—
tection that.was provided by the Legislature. I have passed
around to a few individuals, I dida't have enough copies for
everybody, but 1I*ve passed around to alfeuVindiyiduals a
little summpation as to what*s been happening on the
maltiplier. And let me just guote very briefly froa this,
“Comparing the 19 equal...'80 equalization factors with the
*81 factor, it shows that there were eigpty—fonr counties who
had an iancrease. in the a@multiplier im the State. Of thése
eighty-four,™ and I will 1eéve out the bottom percentage of
increases, "but_ thosev who ‘increased from four to five per—
cent, there were seven counties in the State; .from five to
six, ten; from six to seven, five; from seven to eight,
'eleven:,those wvho increased from eight to nine percent were
seveﬁ;. counties that increased from nine to ten percent were
ten; ten to eleven, eight; eleven to twelve, there vwere two
counties; twelve to thirteen, there were four counties; thir-
teen to fourteen, four counties, and there was one county
that increased by over fifteen percent in ome year.® Again, a
few of the increases in a few of the counties, "Alexander had
an 11.7; Adaas, 9.6; Bond, 13.3; Carroll, 10.3; Clark, 13.7;
Clay, 9.7; Crawford, 10.3; Cumberland, 8.0; DeKalb, 8.5;
DuPage, 10.8; Edwards, 13.7; Bffingham, 8.6; Fayette, 9.4;
Ford, 7.3; Gallatin, 8.7; Hancock, 7.4; Jacksom, 9.2; Jasper,

7.7;...Jersey, 9.8; JoDavies, 12.7; Kendall, 10 percent; Law—

rence, 12.7%." Well, I can go on, and on,Aand on, but you get
the drift, here’'s one Montgomery increased...pardon .me,

Monroe' increased by 13.3, Montgomery by 9.4. The increases

that have been laid upon these counties by the State of Illi-

nois Department of Revenue has taken away any property tax
relief we've given through the...through the exemption...the |

homestead exemption, that I just pointed out. I think it's
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tinme we say to the Illinois Department of Revenue, if you
decide next year you're going to assign a multiplier to this
county; fine, but, you cannot assign one that is any larger
than the omne that you assigned this year. You can, with this
1égislation, decrease the multiplier, but you cannot increase
it any more than it currently is. I think it's good legis-
lation.. I think this is the type of legislation that
everybody knowvs, obviously, that this came from Cook County
Assessor Tom Hynes. It was his...his bill to start with, so
why does somebody from three hundred and fifty miles away
sponsoring the 1egislagion for the Cook .County Assessor? It
is very simple, because'ny county is just asv affected, has
been. just as affected; my counties, my part of the State,
your part of the State has been Jjust as affected by the
Department of Revenue as has Cook County, and I will leave it
to some of my Cook County colleagues to make the argument as
to ih;t's happening in that county, but I would solicit your
favorable support.,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mc#illan.

END OF REEL
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REEL #3

SENATOR MCMILLAN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, about the only
good thing I cam say for this bill is that it...it was
brought forth by former Senator Hynes. It*s a bad bill and I
think you need to take a good look at it. Freezing
multipliers has become a very popular political approach for
a lot of candidates that I really don't think have taken a
good look at what it would do to the assessment system. This

- bill does prevent amny increases in the multiplier but it does
not prevent any reductions in the multiplier. ©Now¥ remeaber,
the whole reason why we end up with a multiplier is to nake
sure that in those cases where we have overlapping districts
there 'is some reasonable kind of equity in terams of the vay
property on one .side of the couaty linme in that district is

-taxed related to on . the other side. Now, this freeze in
pultipliers is not going to change...not going to change
assessment increases that might occur within any one county.
And if we have assessment increases in one couanty with an old
maltiplier applied, and if we have different assessnment

. increases over the county 1line but still in the same dis-—
ttict,‘and perhaps in that other district we have had a
reduction in the aultiplier because people in that county,

the assessors in that county, have done a competent job, then

- what we end up with is vastly different tax burdens being

borne by property owners that happen to be on different sides
_ of...0f the line. Bow, I know. this 1is designed to try
£0...t0o come forth with a popular gimmick, everybody hates
the mnmultiplier so what we do is freeze it, and supposedly
that*s goimg to hold down peoples taxes. It doesn’t do any-
thing  to reduce the power to levy tax increases, and what it

¥ill d0ee-and mark...or mark...the word, you'll have people
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coming to you after this is done aad try to point out or try
to have you explain why you have allbved their taxes to
increase on . one side of the coanty 1line, while in
another...with another property on the other side of the
county line they may bhave stayed the same. You're not nec—
essarily preventing somebody's;taxes from increasing, what
youtre doing is setting down a freeze which prohibits the
gultiplier from increasing while, in fact, the assessment
practices which go on may allow some taxpayers oa one side or
the other of the county line within the sanme districts to
have their taxes increased substantially. It's a nice idea
but it is destroying whatever equity there may be for tax-
payers that happen to reside in - ti: same taxing district,
whether it®s a highly taxed schérl district or a very lowly
taxed mosquito abatement district x.ich happem to be across
county lines.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berning. And I have Senators McMillan, Berrning,
Joyce and Thomas om my list, and Senator Rhoads. Senator
Berning. .

SENATOR BERNING:

Thank . you, M#r. Presideat. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, first I want to congratulate the sponser on proposing
an innovative solution to a serious problem, and then . point
out  to the Senator that as I understand the egqualization
process, it is to assure that eaéh one of our citizeas bears
an egqual share of the load. If our township assessors don't

-perform properly within their town_aip that county supervisor
of assessments equalizes between those townships, and then in
the‘event the counties are not fulfilling the purpose of
equalization . properly, the Stats egqualizes between couanties.
My...BY suggestionm to you, Senmator Zuzbee, is that to freeze
the aultiplier at the State'level could only compound diffi-~

culties for your citizems in your area or the citizens in ny
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area, Or some otﬁer...one §f the areas of the State, and cer—-
tainly is not going to produce any logical defensible bene-
Eits.. I suggest, Mr. President and members of the Senate,
that while thisi is a very, very interesting topic, and one
that some of us have been attempting to provide anzansver to
for a long, long time, that attacking the problem froam the
multiplier point of view is totally erroneous. In fact, I
can*t bel;evé that ‘a man o£ the intel;igence of the sponsor
can't see beyond the imeffectiveness of a hitting at the
multiplier. I subamit, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
the only place, the only place to attaék the ever - increasing
and escalating Snrden on the homeowners is at the assessment
level itself. That assessment, Senator Buzbee...Senator
Buzbee, I wish . you would consider joining me in freezing the
assessment at some determined level. That would eliminate
any problem with...vith equalization rates and tax bills.
They would automatically be terminated at their = caurrent
point..
PRESIDING OPFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE) -

“Senator Jeremiah Joyce..
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOICE:

Thank you, Nr.. President. VYery briefly, we have been
through this in coamittee. What ié are saying is, not that
each person -pay his -equai share, we say each person be
assessed at his fair share. It is inpossihle,,igiven the
classification system; given the requirement of thirtf—three
and a third pgrcént'of market valae, to properly...and given
the disproportionate ratio which exists to coﬁgercial and
residential property in Cook County, to come up ‘uith that.
What...how I view: this legislation is, I viewv this as the
first step in déing away with the multiplier. As you know,
Senator Stevenson, Adlai Stevenson, has made such a proposal.
There are inequities in thiST” #hat we are saying here today,

let us stop the inequities. The best vay that we can stop
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them .today is to freeze it and get to work .on the whole prob—
lem of...multiplier and resource equalizer and all those
other things that are tied into this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BBUCE):

Senator Thomas. 4
SENATOR THOMAS: .

Thank you, HMr. President.. Senatér Buzbee, your idea is
very interesting and...and I think thét I'm going to join you
on this. I was listeming very carefully to Semator HcHillan
and to Senator Berniang as well, and I...I do agree with thenm
that perhaps the problem should be taken care of locally
with...with the local assessors. Ebvever, I believe even tﬁe
Governor . said a few months ago that he was getting a little
tired of local nnitéAof government pointing their finger at
the State of Illinois for being the bad guy with...with the
adjustments, and I know that in various parts of the State of
Illinois property ovners are sﬁickering when they see the
assessment on their home because they khos.it's a low assess—-
ment, and many assessors are purposely.underassessing knowing
that the. State will come in and adjust. and I don*t think
ﬁhat...I don*t think we®ve got the problem that some of us
think . we have.., For instance, if you,ire trying to .sell your
home. or you're attempting to buy a home, the lending . insti-
tution will come out, they'll do an appraisal and that
appraisal will be right on the money, right om the money. I
xnow, I'm in the process of buying a home right now and the
people that are selling the home, both of us agree that it's
a fair market .value. So, there are people out there. that can
do a darn good _job of assessing the value of property. I
think all you’re trying to do, Senator Buzbee, is to get
local assessors to do the same sort of thing. And while
there are some problems, and I don*t like to be a party of
restricting local units of govermment, I do think that you're

on the right track and I will...I will support your bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:

Thank  you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.- ;
rise in support of Senate Bill 1265 as I have the entire
package...but must  in- fairness point out that this...béing
from suburban Cook, I might be more enthusiastic aboat fhe
bill than I;..I would be if I lived im another part of #he
State. It may impact different areas in different ways. For
the nenbers of the Republican side of the Chamber, I would
like to clear up one. piece of coﬁfusioh, some of you have a
staff analysis dated May 3rd which qu mislead you into
thinking that the Taxpayers Féderation-is not in support of
Senate Bill 1265. About five minutes I received a phone call
froninoug Whitley of the Taxpayers Pederation in- Chicago.
They are in support of 1265, aadviflﬁhat carries any weight
with anyone, the Taxpayers Federation does supporf this bill.
PRESIDING OPFICER: . {SENATOR  BRUCE)

Senator Siams.

SENATOR SIMAS: .

Thank you, 4r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. If...I think if everyome will remeaber that those
that served in the lLegislature sometime back, that the freeze
on property tax assessment was tried under Governor Walker,
and as most of you: . will recall, it .caused a very serious
debacle into the assessment procedures in the State of I1li-
nois.. And frankly, it caused more problems and more inequi;
ties tham what it solved.. If you want to really look at what
the problea is, it's the rising property taxes in the State
of Illinois. And let's be very candid, the places where they
have really increased have been in home rule units of govetn—
ment. In @y own community our property tax bills have sky-—
rocketed this last year because home rule ugits can simply

adjust their rate to generate the revenue that's needed to
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operate goverament, and government is going to ha§e to have
funds im order to operate so they go through‘the process of
either a front door or a backdoor referemdum, or in the case
of a honevrule anit, the city council can go ahead and just
simply increase the rate. ¥hat we're doing here is nét solv—
ing a problem, we're creating a §reater problem, and franklf,
you wouldn’t have to iorry‘abont the multiplier, you wouldn't
have to worry about ﬁhe...the assessment factor if it vwere
ndt for the School Aid Pormula. And perhaps the thing really
that should be changed is the School Aid Formula that it
isn?'t so dependent upon the...the property tax asseSsmeﬁt
procedure because, frankly, that's where the greatest argu—
ment comes in. I thiak the Senmator spomsoring this bill
meritoriously is trying to do something, but this has already
been tried, it*s failed, and so, consegnentiy, I think that
Senator McMillan bhas well addressed the issue, this bill is
‘not: going to solve the probleam, it will create a greater oné.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Channel 20 is seeking leave to film the proceedings. 1Is
there leave? Leave is granted. ~Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise im support of the bill
and would -like to make just a couple of points underscored
because I think they are important.. I don't think any of us
who supported this bill in committee and...and helped to
bring it to the Floor are suggesting that it is any kind of a
final solufion ta the probleonf property taxation. But by
the same token, I thipk we should make it-cleaf that it is
not a ginmick éither. It...it does not rést:ict locél
governments unduly, certainly mnot. in: any way at...at the
present time. It certainly does not, by the same token,
solye the problem of what we ultimately do with the property
tax. But what it does do is to eliminate ome factor of the

spiraling property taxes that some. of us suspect is a little
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bit artificial and for which no one takes any responsibility..
It is part of the pattern of being able to pass responsibil-
/ity for increasing property taxes off onto someone else but
never me, and whea local goveraments or local governsent
assessors are accused of too much increase in property taxa—
tion they say, oh, it%s not our fault, it's because the
multiplier has been going up so high. We do not expect this
to .be the end of the process of attémpting to control and put
d...S0De kind of a limitation on the ‘extent to which property
taxes have got to fund goverament, but whaf»we do say is that
it is one step, and an important step, in number ome, helping
to pin responsibility, and secoad, slowing dowsn the process
antil this General Asseably ultimately faces up to the ques—
tion of .what kind of a State and local government tax struc—
tare it does, in fact, want.. It is ultimately our respoasi-
bility as legislators to decide this. This bill is intended
only to help us to that ultimate decision.

PﬁBSIDIEG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? I bhave the following Semators now
have. been added to @y 1list:. Senators Demuzio, BNimrod,
DeAngelis, Schaffer and Egaa. Sepmator Demuzio. Alright,
Senator Niarod..

SEHATOR HIMROD:

Thank you, ¥r. President. A guestion of the sponsor if 1
may. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates bhe...Senator Buzbee...indicates he will yield..
SENATOR NIMROD: .

Senator Buzbee, do ie know...list of the states that you
have, what ‘is the total spread between the highest and the
lowest on the multiplier there?

PRESIDING OFFICEB: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:
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I can give you a.. . yeah, here I think I*ve got it. It
looks like the lovest multiplier in the State of Illinois is
Crawford County which has a multiplier of .9751, which in
other words is a negative multiplier. Anytime you go under
1.0 1it's a negative nmultiplier. So that would be the lowest
and the very highest is Pcpe with a 3.7 uwmultiplier. Those
obviously are both very small counties, so
it*S...it*s...they’re not good examples.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SZNATOR BRUCE)

Senator Niarod. .

SENATOR NINMROD:

Thank you, Senator Buzbee. - I thimk what we have to face
on a bill of this type, Jirst of all, ve are addressing one
phase as ve've been indic ting here of our. tax bills. And

the important thing is, of course, I think we have to address

the total tax bill or the total dollars, that's vhere it-

affects it. And I'am sure that all of yor are aware aand
recall that a tax bill is made up of three parts, the assess-—
ment which is controlled locally, the rate which is control—
led both locally and by the State, and the . multiplier which
is the State.. So anytime you adjust, or fool around, or
freeze or .panpipulate ome item, there are still tvo other
variables that can take place. 1t seems to me that my first
reaction of ;his vas that I thought it was not a good idea,

and as the more I thought about it, the more I felt well, at

least it’ll keep the bills from escalating and still allow .

the;;.if*the Department of Local Governments, and still allow
an equity to take placz. How, the figure you just gave nme,
Senator Buzbee, was it 3.7 to -9. something, alaost a spread
of four. So, inste2d of using ope as the base, maybe the
Departaent of Local Governments caR use .5 as the base and
use . that as the ‘basic an’ then adjust up and do¥m so that the
bighest one might be .8 or 9 and the lowest one would be dosn

to .1.. And om that basis, we would then have a reduction in
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all of the taxes and all the tax bills across the whole State
and still have an equity and allow some freedom for it to |
take place. I am:for any process or anyﬁhing,.in fact, that.
will stop us from allowing real estate property taxes from
increasing year after year. ¥We aré not only destroying the
ability here of the real estate property tax to bear - the
hnfden, vetre destroying the initiative of the young peoéie
to be able to_conside:’buying a home..  VWel're forcimg older
people to move out of their homes and to sell their homes for
the semior citizens. ¥e're forcing them either to move to
the Sudn Belt or to move into some. other rental property and
" accelerate their movemenat- into a nursing hogme. He'ie
destroying the American family concept by...one thing is tﬁe
American dream is of owning a home. Now, they...the interest
'ratés have done a part of that, but we®re sure leaving it an
open—end item and allowing taxes to increase each year. I
have a bill a little bit later.on thatvéddresses the bottoa
dollar, but I'm .for any bill that can take and do this proc—
ess, and I would say that possibly froa this discussion, we
can see that there can still be an adjustment between coun—
ties and a leveling and all:'the State has to do is constantly
keep lowering that multiplier, the factor, even if they use
negative figures so that we can still have that spread and
have the adjuéénent. Because it certainly would be unfair .to
stop any county from...who would take édvantage of this and
do some false assessing which wvould cauée an inequity of
adjustment between one county and the oiher-, sSo, as longvas.
they can go on a negative basis and keep going to the nega—
tives, minus two, three, four or five, I'm sure that they can
continue to adjust counties if they will just not...20 longer
use one as the basis for the adjustment.. And if they can
just do that each year, it seems to me that at least that's
one factor. But remember vwe're only dealing with. the

multiplier. . #e still have not addressed ourselves to rates
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and we still have not addressed ourselves to assessment and

we have not addressed ourselves to the problem of seeking an

‘altermative. And until the day comes whem this Body will

be...be able to accept that reséonsibility, and the time is
no¥, of saying, no more, we'll force ourselves into a posi-
. tion of fianding some bf‘the alternatives for raising those
taxes and finding some. other basis for taxing other than the
home. The home is not the place for you apd I to continue to
allow to be destroyed. The home is very vital and important
to our American vway of life, and I vant to tell you that I
for one am not going ta contribute to the decay and ‘the
demoralization of both the American individumal, the American
dreanm or the American family.. And the time to do it is now,
and if this is one step toward it, I applaud it. Thank you.
PBESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright, Semator Gitz, for what ° purpose do you
arise...Senator D'Arco.. Senator D'Arco. ‘
_SENATOR D*ARCO: |

I nove the previous quesiion and I suggest you set the
. timer. 4
PRESIDING OFFICEB: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright, well, the Chair bhas been watching the five
minate debate clock and ve...n§ speaker has yet exceeded five
ainutes., I have on my list then Semator DeAngelis, Senmator
‘Schaffer, Senator BEgan, Senatoruxéck and Senator HcMillan for
a second time and'Senator Bupp-..t'n sorry, Semator Rupp, you
»bvere covered by' a piece of paper, Senator Rupp. And
those...it was large piece of paper.. Senator Gitz, for what
; purpose do you arise? -

SENATOR GITZ:

On. a point of personal p:ivilége.
PRESIDING OFFICEBB: . (SENATCOR BRUCE)

State your pdint-

SENATOR. GITZ: .
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As a part of the lobby day today, the BRockford St.
Anthony's Hospital is in Springfield to lobby oa pending
legislation. I'd like to recognize them in the gallery to
our right.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Would our guests in the galleries please rise and be
recognized by the Senate. . Senator DeAngelis.
SERATOR DeAEGELISv:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise reluctantly and out of frustration in support for this
bill. 1It?s most unfortunate that Senator Buzbee indicated
that this bill was being pushed by Assessor Hynes, for I feel
that-vhe has been nuch. of the part of the problem, and
hopefully, now trying to be part of the solution._ This bill
is really putting perfame on a pig, and if it's going to make
the pig smell a little bit better, I*m .going to be in support
of it. Howvever, let me point .our a couple of things that we
ought to be avare of. Those of us in Cook, as Senator Rhoads
said, have no choice but to support this. If you really want
io do something about what*s goimg on, let®’s really attack
the problem. First of all, the classification systenm really
makes it...Cook Coanty subject to a rather high =multiplier
and then we blame the Department of Revenue. And I think we
ought to address ourselves to tkhat point. The second thing
about Cook County, and some of you talked about what we could
do for the business community yesterday, when you're assessed
at forty percent of market and residential is assessed at
sixteen percent and thé multiplier goes up eight . percent,
you*re really forcing a two and a half times increase on the
business community as you are on the residential community.
And I know <tight now there is a company from Indiana seri-
ously looking to coming into Cook County, and the thing that
scares them the most is the assessment practice and the

multiplier. Aad I think we would do well for. our constit-
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uents in <Cook County, and I will take back.everyfhing I'vé
said abogt Assessor Hynes if he will participate with me, as
I have asked him in a letter, to clear up some of the prob-
leas involved in the assessments in Cook County. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

. Senator Schaffer.
" SEBATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I didn*t really want to perfume tke_pié or save the
American hose, but I did have a couple of gquestioms. Been my
experience in bills like this that there's alway wvinmners and
losers. FPirst gquestion is, what are the affects of thié on
the Séhool Aid FPormula? I don’t-think that*s been'mentioned,
I assume that means. there are no affects, and if there are
some affects, who wins and who loses. And two, it's also
been my experience over the years that when someone has a
bill 1like +this and they pass out packets of info:matién to
selected members, it?s gemerally the members who stand to
win. ' and since I-didn't get a packet, am I to assume that my
district is a loser om this?

PRBSIﬁIBG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator . Egan. UWas tﬁat a question, Senator? It was two
questions, Senator Buzbee. .

SENATOR BUZBEBE: .

Yes, ‘Senator Schaffer, on your first gquestion, wvhat
happehs to the School Aid Pormula. As a matter of fact, i
was going to mention that in my closing in @y snnmation.
Hhat-Ahappens. of course, as jyou knoa-..wel;.név, Senator
Schaffef, I'm trying to answer your guestion...Senator Thomas
there éan give you...he’s got the...he*s got the...the...the
answer - to your second question. Bat your first gquestion is
on the School Aid Formula. As you know, the way the Besource
Bqualizer Formula works, and in fact, <he very reason why
it*'s called that is to equalize resources. Therefore, the

.formula..-you're a very difficult man to talk with, Senator
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Schaffer, because you keep getting interrupted and I can't
answver your question. As assessed evaluation iacreases or as
equalized assessed evaluatioh increases because of the appli-—

cation of the mumltiplier, so the egqualized assessed evalu-—

ation as it- increases in a county, their receipt of the

School Aid@ Formula goes down. So, everytime the State
assigns a multiplier increase to your county, that meaas your
local ' school districis are getting less access to the School
Aid Pormula money.. S0 it makes you a loser State dollarvise
if - you have am-increase in...equalized assessed evaluation.
The only thing that is rewvarded in the School Aid Formula is
an increase in effort, and the increase in effort is obvi-
ously the increase 1in tax rates. But as the egualized
assesseq evaluation goes up, the School aid PFormula access
goes down. The second guestion...the onlj reason I did
not...I was not trying to be selective, I was only given ten
handouts this morning, and I just passed them around to a few
people who were not busy at the moment. I think you have
alreédy seen inm there, anybody that is interested, we have
the .1981 multiplier for every county as coampared to the 1980
multiplier and the percentage of increase or decrease that
that has indicated. Senator Schaffer, I hope that you have
Seen YOUrs.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) :

Senator Egan. .
SEFATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. To
add what Senator DeAngelis has said to what Senator Buzbee
has said I think that...and incidentally, Senator DeAngelis,.
as long as you brought it uap, in ay meaory, Sena—
© £OT...ASsessor Hynes has done more to clarify and egualize
the assesssent practices in Cook tham anyone that I c¢an
remeaber and, T...I think he'll continue to do that, bat it?'s

a very complicated, it's a very difficult process, it's obvi-
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ous that the equ~lizer doesn't work. Because if it ‘did, then
ve wouldn't have to héve a .School Aid Formula to equalize the
assessment levels in different districts. So, obviously it
doesn't work, basically, bat it*s interesting to note amd I
think the bottom line should be that the locgl taxing bodies
are those who are most strongly opposed to this bill. It's
obvious that they will get more money from the real estate

taxpayer, and...becausé when we liait their spending author—

ity and they don*t reduce the rate, they'll spend the

increased amounts of money that they get. And it may be that
they need that momey but they shouldn’t have to get: it from
the real estaze taxpayer. It*s also interesting to note that
the ~ Department »f Revenue is opposed to this bill because
they know very w L1, as Semator Buzbee points out, that they
will have to piay less general.tevenue poney into. the school
aideeeinto the s¢ hool...local school disfricts; consequently,
saving them tax dollars and adding the burdemn to the real
estate taxpayers.. So, if ve’re going to give the real estate
taxpayers some relief, now is the time to do it.

PBESIDING OFFICER: ° (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

"SENATOR -ROCK:

Thank you, kr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. . Sa that all. the presises are clear, I rise in
opposition to Senate Bill . 1265, notwithstanding the fact that
I aa. from the County of Cook, notwithstanding the fact that
Tom Hynes is a friend of mine as is Doug Whitley. V¥e have
not heard, frank.y, about what the estimated fiscal impact of

this 1little gem is, and I probably won®t hear because aobody

. can. calculate the loss. I think it%s fair to say that aay

freeze of the multiplier is going to have a devastating
adverse affect % local school districts. #e are in the
sitvation now where the State has recommended, or is recom-

wending to those school districts, we've delayed their school
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aid payﬁent; ve've said, you®re going to have less revenue
from the State than you had a year age, and you®re going to
- have to make i* up locally. And now we're. saying %o then,
but we're pot - going to let you make it up locally because
even though the multiplier probdbly should go up, we won't
let it. It seems to me uhén you coasider the...what are
obviously adverse effects, you have *o vote No. We have just
sent to the House a gackage of bills, ~which I suppotted,
which calls for a new. procedure "im the issuance of the
multiplier, and I suggest ve ought to stay with those bills
and follow that céurse., I would also point out that in ay
opinion, this bill is patently, as is the next one, patently
unconﬁtitutional. And for those of you who have not yet read
this gem, I would point out to you that Section 2 is totally
different than Section 1. Section 1 .amends the Bevence Act
of 1939, and that's fine, freeze the multiplier. . Section 2,
at line 12, -on ?age 3, however, adds a section to the State
Mandates Act which is in Chapter 85. The Revenne Act, as I'm
sure yon all know, is in Chapteﬁ‘lzo., And so Section 2 says,
wthe following mandate is exempt from this Act, the limita-
tion on the Department of Revenue with regard to egualizing
assessménts as set forth in Section 146 of the Revenue Act of
1939." For tﬁose of yoa who have pot yet this weék reread
the Constitution, in Article IV,: Section: 8, it says very
plainly; and ie have argued ;his at some. length as has our
Supreme Court in years past, where ii says, "Bills, except
bills for appropriations amnd for the codification revision or
rearrangement of laws shall...shall be <confined to one
subject.” This bill I suggest to you very plainly has two
subjects. And if we are. to embark on this uncoastitutional
course, I suggest to you that there is no need for the
proliferation of five thousand bills as we have seen Session
after Session.. We can take gll our . favorite gems and put

them in one bill because we are no longer limited, appar—
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ently, to ome subject;' If we are to...lipited to one subject
as the Comstitution coastrains us, this is : unconstitutional.
So, for those .of you who don't wish .to vote...against this
bill on its merité, vote with us lawyers, it*s uncoastitu—
tional. . ) -
PRESIDING OE?ICEﬁ: {SENATOR -SAVICKAS)

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP: .

Thank . you, Mr. President. I should sit down after that,
I think, but...actually vwhat I...one question I would have of
the sponsor is does the bill have in there any restriction on
the costs of the ,supplies or the employees that these. gov—
erning bodies are going to have to use in their operations?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR ROPP:

Honldn't.it be logical if we’re going to put a cap on the
income thatvie also .do something with the...perhaps the
teachers® pay, make sﬁte that that is not permitted to go up,
make sure that the cost of the supplies, the books and every-—
thing else has a cap on it. And then, does this apply to
township mulﬁipliers1which are coming into fashion?

PBESIDING OPFICER:  {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee..

SENATOR BUZBEE:

well, first of all...I have a new word this week, Senator
Rupp, it?*s...it?s nonoperative, I've been using thatrquite a
bit. Your...your £first question is nonoperative because it

does not cap revenue. All it caps is the State'’s assignment

of a multiplier. All it says is they cannot assign-a higher.

zultiplier than last year, it doesn’t cap revenue at all.
They can increase. their " tax rates if they vant to. They
cah...they can continue to increase...they can continue

to...to . collect their property taxes, it's just they caa't
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have a multiplier assigned to them amny higher than last yeaf.
The second part of your secoand question is, which I assune is
the serious gquestion, the first one was not too seriou;, I
don't think. The second question is, it dQes,not address tle
township assessor. In other words, a county can still equal-
ize within the coanty. It's just that the State will not be
able to assign a higher multiplier.
PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

Senator McMillan.
SENATOR MCMILLAN:

1 Apologize for spéaking the...the second time and com—
mend Sepator Bock for a very forthright and statesnen—like
position oppoéed to this bill. I'=z vety-cbmfortable being on
the same side he is. I hope it doesn't nake him
uncomfortable siding in with a conservative. I just want to
reaind particularly those of you downstate who do have a
different problem with. overlapping districts that 5 lot 65
others...than a lot of others do, that the people who are
going +to be hurt most, the people who stand to be hurt under
this bill, are those iho happen to be iﬁ a county vhere there
is a supervisor of assessments’ vho does a competent job and
who when it comes time to assess property is going to assess
it according to the law, which means that it probably will be
coming under some increase. That county can either keep
their npultiplier the same while their assessments go up,'or
in some cases, their multiplier may go dowa which is fully
allowable under this Act and thgir,assessments may go up, aid
because their supervisor of assessgsents is abiding by the
law, they will ead up-carrying a telativelj heavier share of
the tax burden for some districts than somebody else.. I'm
appalled that the Taxpayers Federatioa, ‘Hhicb has notmally
been a...a source of some amount of good reason when it comes
to. tax matters, has supported this bill. I*m surpriéed at a

lot of the people that have. I know that many of you feel
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that  you've. got to do something to prove that you're doing
something about property taxés, but the inequity that you are
‘creating as. a result of this, I think many of you will 1live
to ' regret wheun some people on some sides of the county line
come to you and say you made it poséible for my taxes to go
ap, while somebody else in the same disttict, across the
county line may have had theirs either stay the same or go
down.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

That concludes the Senators that sought recognition
before the previous question was moved. Senator Buzbee nRay
nov close debate. .
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President.. I*m...I'm glad that Senator

- - Rock is a frjend 0f...0f Senator Hynes and a friend of miie,
and..-otherwisé, no telling what he wvonld have said about the
bill. I vould like to address a few of - the things in my sum-—
pation +that were brought up in debate. FPirst of all, recall
that the way that the...the multiplier is arrived at for each
individual county by the Department of Revenue, they go

- through . 2 series of looking at the sales of p:operty in that
_ county, and then they match that with property assessments as
done by the local assessors in that:@ county, énd then thej
apply a factof in the formula which brings it to thirty three
and a third of 'what they consider to be fair market value.
Now, I would sabmit to you that any kind of foraula that they
are using today is badly skewed, given the fact that there
have been very few propertf sales in most counties in this
State in the last few yéars..;invthe last year or sS0. SO how
-can you say that...that whatever a piece of property sells
for is a fair market value, there’s no way of determining in
today’s market the way that the...the way I look at it, and I
don*t claim to be any expert im real estate property values

or in. assessment methods, bat I think that the formula is
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padly skewed because of such few amounts of sales and ali of
the fancy types of finamcing, as an example, that are avail-
able today. I know I ‘have a piece of property for sale shere
I have said to a buyer, I will give you a lower price if
youa'll give ®me a higher interest rate if I've got to carry
this. for you. HNow you know that there are all kiands of fancy
forrulas worked out nowvadays for the bsale of real estate.
So, you'rTe Dot getting a true market value reflection when
you look at what ‘the price of property sells for ia this day
of high interest rates. Somebody mentioned, I think it was
Senator Rock, that there was no way to chlcnlate vhat this
was going to cost local units of goverament. I would turn
that around and say there is Bo way to calculate hovw much
this is going to save local property taxpayers in property
tax dollars. And we know, we've heard it time after time
after time from our constitaeats and from others om the Ploor
how: those om fizxed incomes‘and so forth are horrified when
they get their property tax bills after the wmultiplier has
been assigned because they continue to go up up up. Now, as
Senator Netsch pointed out, this bill is not a panacea. It
has never been built as that, it's not the final .ead all. We
-will be addressing this subject again next year, hopefully,
in a. complete look at the whole revenue picture Sf the State
of Illinois and of all of its local governaents;;.all«of its
iocél anits of government. This is a method of holding down
the  State's ability at this time to increase the multiplier
anymore. And ay final point in respomse to Semator Rock's
accusation that the bill is uncoastitutional, my lawvyer says
it*'s not. We have checked, and this procedure that has been
adopted on. this bill has been approved, and the form of the
bill bas been approved, and as a matter of fact, by one Stanm

- Johnson.., The Conmstitution provides that bills shall be con-—

fined to one subject. There is no prohibition from. amending

several Acts to accomplish this purpose, and that's what
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ue’te‘éoing. This bill is confined to ome subject but we are
édq;essing tvo different Acts im the bill to get at that
suhsect., It increases the exeaption and the proceduie to
increase this exemption under current State lawv, therefore,
the bill is in proper form, and as I said, ay lawyer says
that it is coastitutional. I think it*s a good bill, I would
solicit your .favorable support..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) )

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1265 pass. Those in
favor will véte Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The vbting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted vwho wish?
Have all voted who vish? Take the record. On that guestion,
the Ayes are 18, the FNays are 37, nome Voting Present.
Senate Bill 1265 having failed to receive the constitutional
majority is declared lost. . Senmate Bill 1266, Sepator Egan.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARTY:
Senate Bill 1266..
» (sécretary reads title of bill)
. 3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR -SAVICKAS) -
" (Machine cut-off)...Egan.
SENATOR EGAHN: -

Well, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
I ceriainly hope the mood improves over...with this bill over
the last two, but I's going to proceed to try omnce égain to
give ;ome tax relief to the homeowners, if not all of the
real estate taxpayers. I thiﬁk that everyone here is totally
familiar with the homestead exemption as it currently exists
at the 1eve1fof three thousand dollars. As this bill orig-
inélly was introduced, we tried to conceive of increasing
that - asount - %o forty-five hundred, but in the practical
world, we felt that it would be better if we limited...rather

to increasing it fifteen hundred to increase it by oaly five
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hundred which is simply tax relief to the homeowners in thg
amount of about forty-five dollars a home. Simply that and
nothing a&ore. The statistics have been bandied around here
all morning, I don't think we have to go it any further. But
if you wamt to go home and tell your homeowners that you gave
then some tax relief, vote Aye.‘ ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR -SAVICKAS)

Channel 17 has sought  permission to fila. Is leave
Agranted? Leave is granted. Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

C9nsidering we've spent. about six hours debating tvo
bills that lost that badly, I*m . going to move the previous
vquestion so we just have a couple of spegkers. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER:s . (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Sénator, if you'd hold 'your motiona. The only other
person seeking .tecognition is Senator Bowers. Senator
Bowers.  Senator Boék, I*m. sorry I dida*t see his light
underneath the pad.

SENATOR BOWERS:

Senator Bgan, would...would you yield to a questionm,
Aplease?

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

"SENATOR BOWERS:

In the original Hynes proposal as I recall, amd this is
sort of...and it's had a couple of additioms since, it was to
come solely out of increases. That is to say that the exemp—
tion that was built in diad notvtrigger'unless there was >an
increase in the assessed valuatioan. Is that provisiom still
encompassed in this amendment? In other words, will this
five hundred dollars not trigger to the homecuner unless his
assessed value, in fact, iancreases?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Egana
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SEHATOR EGAN:

Yes, that provision‘remains.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR SAVICKAS) -
Senator Bowers.

SENATOR BOWBRS; ‘

Can that increase come either by assessor action or by
virtue of the foramula itself?

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Egasn.

SENATOR EGAN:

The formula itself?

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Bowers.

SESATOR BOWERS:

Well, I probably...misspoke. I don’t mean the formula, I
mean the egualizef, of course, applied by the State.
Does...does the appliciﬁion.of the equalizer also result in
an increased assessed valuation that the homeowner can take
advantage of?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

It applies to the egualized assessed value.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SZBLTOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bowers..

SENATOR BOWERS: ‘

Only to the increage in the egualized assessed value,

right?
lPBESIDIHG OFFICER: . (SEHATOB SAVICKAS)
Senator Egana.
SENATOR EGAN: .

:es.,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHgTOR‘SAYICKAS)

Senator Bowers.
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SENATOR BOHE#S:

Okay- Just briefly, I voted against the last two propos—
als;..or the ilast..,méybe there were three of them...tvo, I
guess, but it‘seems to me that...that this is the valid way
to...to get some taxpayers relief. I think it's extremely
limited in its applicaiion. It*s a small amount but...but it
will pot affect the School Aid Formula, and as a matter of
fact, iS...is probablybthe least offensive way to grant tax-
payer relief, and I think we ought to go for it, and Senator
égan, thank you for putting this to us.

PRESIDIEG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bocka.

SENATOR ROCK: .

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., I woﬁld...ask if the sponsor will yield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Indicates he will.

SENATOR BOCK:

Senator Bgan, can you explain in dollars and cents what
the. fiscal impact on 1local governments, particularly the
County of Cook,fwill be by virtue of this?

PRESIDING OF?iCEB:, {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Egan.

SERATOR EGAN:

§ell, I take it from your opposition that it will amount

to something, but...but I can*t tell you how auch. I cad...X

can only tell y‘du that nobody has called me, so it can’t be a

whole lot.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEiATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepator Bock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Rell, I guess the point of my gquestion, however, since ue
are again conofromted with an uncertainty as to fiscal impact

is, why the necessity then to amend and to have two subjects
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in the same bill? If you'll look on Page 2, lines 25, 6 and
7, ve are again confronted with the fact that there is vhat's
called, euphemistically, a disclaimer that says even though
it may cost the counties of this State, all hundred and two,
and the school districts of this State some great amount of
noney és yet undetermined, the State’s in no way liable.
Fow, I suggest to you again that my same objection obtains in
this one. The Constitution is very clearly says that bills
shall be confined to one subject. This is two subjects, and
so again, I suggest, Hr. President and members, that the bill
. is unconstitutional on its face. The Legislative Reference
Bureau of the State of Illinois notwithstanding.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR -SAVICKAS) -
Is there £further discussion? If not, Senato. Egan may
close debate.
SENATOR EGAN:
¥ell, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
T...I read the Constitution differently than Senator Rock. I
do believe that this bill addresses itself to only one
subject. . And wé many times have amended bills...have passed
bills that amend different...different Acts. This 1is cer-—
tainly pno different than many of the other bills that we've
passed out of here. I respect your opiniom but I disagree
most heartily with...heartily with the,..with the conclusion. .
I, bhowever,...ve...we certainly, I*m sure, hagg an oppor-
tunity to clean that up when the bill gets over té the House.
But I would like just in closing to say that all we're doiag,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, is giving acmeowners
abont forty-five do;lars off their real estate tax bill this
year, thét’é all we're doing. I commend it toe your favorable
consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
The gquestion is, shall Senmate Bill 1266 pass. Those in

favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Hay. The voting is
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open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted ;ho ¥ish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that questionm,
the Ayes are 29, the Nays ate 23, none Voting Present.
Senate Bill 1266 having failed to receive ~a constitutional
majority is declared lost. For what purpose does Senator
Egan arise?

SENATOR EGAN: .

1*d like you, Mr. President, to puﬁ the bill omn the.Order
of POStpone&ACoasideration. »
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Egam asks leave to bave Senate Bill 1266 placed
on the Order of Postponed Consideration. 1Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1280, Senator D'Arco.. Read the bill, #r. Secre—
tary. .

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1280.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator,D'Arco.v
SENATOR D*2ARBCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bili is commonly known as
compulsory insurance. I believe that it 'is a very ~effective
mnechanisa for providing that e?ery dpivét.uho oWwns a motor
vehicle im the sState of Illinois has insurance so
that...pedestrians who walk = our streets will be protected
against drivers who are not insufed and should be. The bill
would provide that when an insurance company issues‘an insur-
ance policy to an automobile driver, they would issue a card
indicating the amount of insurance, the policy number, the
cbmpany's naee, the effective date of the policy and the
description of the motor vehicle imsured.  ®hen the driver

applies for license plates and a registration tag withk the
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Secretary'of State Office, he would subait this card to the.
office, and then at that point, before the office would issue
hia 1ice§se plates and registration fees, they would check
with the insurance company so indicated on the card to deter—
mine if this person does, in fact, have insdrance. _the bill
also provides that if a...company intends. to camcel a’
person*s insurance, the company must notify the Secretaiy of
State until...at least thirty days after thé compény has
pailed to the Secretary of State a mnotice of cancellation.
It also provides that if a person'does not intend to fenew
his insufance policy, the company shall mail. to the Secr;tary
5f State a notice of such fact within twenty days after the
effective date of termination of the policy. A very iapor-
tant provision of the bill, I feel, 1is the fact that the
person - must . carry this card with him when he is driving the
motor vehicle. K So, if he is stopped by a police officer,
he...the police officer has the right to ask for his insar—
ance'card to determine if this person does, ih fact, bhave
insurance. and if he doesa?t have a card, he can cité him
for a violation for not having the insurance card. This way
the bill becomeé enforceable under the law. Host other
versions of compulsory insurance are not'enforcéable because
of the very fact that I have just mentioned. There are
extensive penalty provisions under: the...uﬁder the lave..a
violation is a Class A Misdemeanor, a first violation is pun-—

ishable by a two hundred and fifty dollar fime, a second, by

a five hundred dollar finme. Also, there are provisions that
provide for a three month suspension of a person's privileges
to own a license plate and a registrationm tag, and on the
second conviction a six month suspension of a privilege to
owr a license plate. and a registration tag. The bill vas
worked out very extemsively. Senator Collins and nyself
worked on the bill. #e believe it?s a good bill. ¥e believe

that the time has come for compulsory insarance in the State
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of Illinois. There is no question about the soundness of the
proéosal., There was recently an article. in the State
Journal—-Register ' that I have before me saying that we should
study the proposal more before ve make a determination. The
fact is, compulsory insurance has been before this Body on
any number of occasioans in the past years, aad, in fact,  at
one point, it did pass both House...both Houses and was sent
to the Governor and it was vetoed at that poiat and tinme.
#e*ve studied this for mamy years prior to now, apd the time
has come to pasé this and get it on the books. And 1 would
ask that we vote for this bill. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discuassion? Senator...well; let?s st&rt
right down the linme. ¥e have Senator Rupp, Keats, Rhoads,.

Schuneman, Simms and Buzbee and then Collins. Senator RBapp.

END OF BEEL
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REEL 24

SENATOR ROPP: |

Thank you, Mr. President. TYes, we have considered these

bills many, many times...this type of legislation. Ome other
state just. fécently went into this and that was West Vir-
ginia. They have a compulsory automobile insurance law that
they put ia -‘last October 1st. That legislation down there
provided for the same things that this bill does, advance
notice of ‘suspension and a certificate or evidence
OC...that?s proof of insurance. Both of these provisions- are
contained in this Senate Bill 1280. = The JVest virginiﬁ
experience was such that they have already changed their law
effective April 1st, of 1982 because of those two things. It
has become suchk a...a burdenm, they have not been able to keep
up vith the records, and because of that, they have already
rade changes in it. I don't see why Illinois has to continue
‘toi go. into this particular question. Tventy—two states have
tried this no#, and usually it has resulted in increased pre—
miums and a situation which was not enforceable. I don't see
why we cannot learn from .some of our other states and what
they have had happen there. - dnd I ask that this would get a
resounding No }ote-

PRESIDIRNG OPFICEB: {(SENATOR 'SAVICKAS)

Senator Kéats..

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you; Mr.. President. I think se*re all fairly awvare
of this bill. It's a major biece of legislation. ¥We've all
given it a lot of thought, so I'm going to: move the previous
question to shortem the debate. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
You!ve heard the motion...Senmator, if you would hold

that, I will indicate the Senators that have sought recogni-
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vtion.i They are Senators Siasms, Schunmeman, Buzbee, Collins
_and Geo-Karis. Senator Siamas.
..SENATOR SIMNSz
‘ Mr. . President, I have a...two gquestions I*d like to ask
the sponsor of the bill and thea I*d 1like to address the
billi. Senator, administratively in the case where a person
pays...some insurance companies offer wmonthly premium pay-—
nénts to insurers, in the case...on a monthly basis, where a
person fails to pay their insurance premina, adasinistratively
how will the Secretary of State be able tc have thirty days
_motice? Wouldm't it, in fact, turn into a sixty-day notice
‘that a person mpight not have valid insurance? The second
question is, does this prohibit sopeone from...from titling
and licensing a car and storing it and not driving it on- the
roads of the State?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator DfArco..
SEH#TOE D'ARCOz .

.Vell, to ansser your second gquestion first, if
you're...if you*re talking about antique vehicles, that's
DO...that!s Bno problem, I wmean that can be solved with an
amendment.. People have raised that gquestion and...and I
vould offer an. amendment for that. Thea..the...your other
,question‘is that it?s really the determination of the insur—
ance coampany when to notify theVSecretary of State that a
person has not paid their preamium, and...and, in effect, bhas
cancelled their insurance. If they would send the notifica-
tion to the Secretary of State, they mast make a determi-
nation that thirty days prior to the date of cancel-
lation...they...they have to send a notice thirty days prior
.to the date of cancellation. So, the point that they decide,
even if it's on a finance premius baéis, it's really up to
them to make that decision.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Simpms.
SENATOR SIMMS:

Thank you, Senator D'Arco. I'd 1iie to speak in favor of
the bill. Senator D'Arco is right, it has...this legislation
has been presented befdré the General ;sseuhly as long as I
have been a member of the House and iu the Senate. With the
responsibility of driving an automobile also coames the added
responsibility of financial responsibility that may occur ia
case of an automobile accidemt. I think Illinoisvshould be a
pioneer in enacting legislation that would, in fabt, require
' comp&lsory auto insurance for anyone that's..;that has an
auntomobile in the State of Illinois. And I - applaund Senator
D'lréo. for working on this bill. It's a very comprehensive
bill, and he's satisfactorily aaswered my guestion on the
antigue automobile.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMANZ

Thank you, Mr. Presidegt. A question'of the épdnsor.
PBBSiDIHG OFFICEER: (éEﬂlTOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he®ll yield..

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, this bill has gotten té be é...guite’a political
bill, I understand. Is State Treasurer Conmsentino still in
support of this bill? !

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)
Senator D'Arco..
SENATOR DYARCO: .
-Hell, I..-I think ite..I think he is, yes.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
v Senator Schuneman..
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN: .
Mr. President énd mepbers oé thé Senate, compulsory auto—

mobile ipsurance isS...is a very popular political issue and I
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understand that. But what we have here is a bad solution to
that- pcliiical issue. First of all, and there are...just
three éoints I wvant to make. First of all, the bill repeals
a very important section of law in that it repeals the safety
responsibility law in 1Illinois. VNow, that law is the only
effective help that the State of Illinois presently gives to
the victims of uniamsured drivers. And I, for the life of ne,
can't understand why the sponsors of this...bill decided
t0...t0o repeal the only effective éontro;_ue nov have against
uninsured mnotorists. Secondly, the amendment which was
adopted yeétetday nade; I think, a very bad bill much worse.
It does a couple of things that you should be awaré of.
Pirst of all, it puﬁs the State back into the business of
regulating automobile insurance rates. UNow, that's exactly
contrary to what we decided to do yesterday in the area of
vorker®s coampensation. We decided to have a free "and open
competitive market in.uorker's compensation} now what we're
seeking to do is set up a system of automobile insurance rate
paking which would give the government control of setting
rates and premiuams. I think +that's wmoving in the wromg
direction. The other préblea with that amendment, and I*d
1like those of you from downstate and particularly the
dovnstate Democrats to pay aitention if you  will, please.
There is a provision in this bill now that says there cannot
be more thanr a twenty percent variation in ipsuraace rates
throughout the State as far...I%1ll read directly froa the
bill, it says, "No personm within the same insurance class
shall pay prehiums for éoverage under a motor vehicle liabil-
ity policy' in- excess of twenty percent above the Statewide
average premiunm for the same class and coverage of insur—
ance." Now, I'd 1like to explaim to you what that meaas to
those of us downstate and what it means in Chicago. I called
ny office this morning and asked them to give me the premiums

for...for example, a youthful male driver in the inner City
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of Chicago with fifty and one hundred liability limits, fifty
thousand dollars property damage. The insurance premium for
liability that they quoted me was eight hundred and forfy—
thrge dollars, pretty high presium. In our part of the
State, the preaium for that same coverage is thrge .hundred
and fifty-seven dollars. Now, what the bill says is that
noshere in the Staté shall the rates be twenty percent aore
than the. average. So, if We can assume that the average
rates or presiums might be four hundred and fifty dollars,
then the pmaximum preamium in Chicago would be pegged at five
hundred and forty dollars, some three hundred ‘dollars below
wvhat the nparket is wnow. Now, if insurance companies are
forced to write insurance in the...inmer City of Chicago ﬁor
three hundred dollars less than they think the premium ought
to be, who do you think is going to make up the difference?
That premium is goiang to be leveled by the director of insur-
ance over _suburban and dowastate drivers. And I suggesf.to
you that this is a terrible idea for people from the suburbs
and downstate.. The third reason, the third reason that you
should vote against this bill is the cost that's involved,
.the cost to the State. I asked the Secretary of State last
week to give me his estimate of what this bill will cost to
administer, énﬂ the figure that he gave nme waé seventeen mil—
lion dollars the first- yeat“ and fifteen million dollars
thereafter. WNow, I uaderstand that this is a political bill,
and ve have two competitors for the same office seeking \to
use . this 1issue, so you may nq; accept those figures. B&t I
‘would like to point out to you that just a few years ago when
ve had ‘a similar bill at the time Alan Dixon was Secretary of
State, Alan Dixon estimated the cost of  administering that
bill at ten million dollars.. So, whether you want to accept
seventeen million or fifteen million or Alam Dixom's ten mil-—
lion dollars, it really doesn*t make that auch difference ' to

ne. I think we can all agree that this is a very expeansive
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compulsory automobile insurance systes. Now, if you're abs&—
lutely coammitted to. voting for coapulsory auto imsurasce, I
don't think anything I tell you can change youT...your mind,
but there are better coapulsory automobile plans'and syétems
thaD...than this one. I refer specifically to the one known
as the self-cergification ﬁethod, under which the State would
achieve substantially the samejcompliaﬁce and ' substantially
the same increase in the number of insured drivers within the
State. This bill is too costlf, it*s the wroang bill. If

you're committed to vote for conpuisory auto - insurance, I

suggest that you take this bill back, amend it, make it less

expensive for the taxpayers, less expensive for‘theAinsurance
premium payers and adopt some. other form of compulsory insur—
ance. This is the wrong one..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator anhee.v
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank youa, u;;»President-  I have long favored. the con-—
cept of compulsory automobile insurance and vso'uld vote for
this bill except for - the reasons just giveﬂ by Sena-—
tOC...Schunesan. There is no wmay I can in good ' conscience
vote for a bill that I know is going to raise the cost of
aatomobile insufance to the constituents in my @istrict con—
siderably to allow the constituents of another district vhqse
proven tisk is higher to get a lower rate. Nov,”if I were to
do that, I think I would be pretty'dunb politically, because
if I - were my opponent, I would use that against me. So, my
opponent viil not be able to use that against me because I'm
going to vote against the bill'in.its present form. As soon
2See+.this anendment is removed, I will vote for tﬁe bill..
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) .

Senator Collinsa..

SENATOR COLLINS:.

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in support of this bill
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becausé I do believe that we should have compuléory liabiliiy
insurance 1avs; and that everyone driving. an automobile
should be responsible for any accidents that they are
involved in to pedestrians and to..-to the citizens of the
State of Illinois. In addressing the part about the amend—
sent that I put oa yesterday, I know that this is, in fact, a
political issue and all of us are up for re-election. But
I'm here just as all of you are, first to protect thg iAtet—
est of the people of my district and the people of Illinois,
and I just believe in basic fairmess. And I do not feel that
it is right or no one camn justify haQing the good driver in
the City of Cﬁicago or any other hiéhly..-popnlated area £o
assume . all of the risk for bad drivers all over the State,
-and -that is exactly what is happening today.. TYes, maybe the
risk will be spreaded out . across the State. I very carefully
made . sure that that risk would be spreaded'on the basis of
classes of insurance, which simply means that a good driver
in the City"of Chicago will...in fact, assume‘somerf the
risk but not all of the risk, and that a bad driver in
Springfield will, in fact, assume the responsibility for
being a bad driver. That is basic'fairness- The other part
of +this bill théf vas incorpdrated in that amendment dealt
with the basic premise of 'whether or not the State of TIlli-
nois should,f'in fact, have some monitoring powers over the
insnrance...aktomobile insurance industrye. That anmendment
does that. It does not require the department
of.,.of-..of-.;State Department of Insurance to establish ~a
set rate.. This is not a rate making bill. It promotes oPén
competition, ‘but it simply allows the department
of...director of insurance to, in fact, review. .those raies
and detefmine gshether or not they are excessively hiéh.
That's all the bill does, and I think it is time that we get .
about the business and respond to the <cry of many of the

people throughout the State, notwithstandiang the...the lobby—
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ists of the insurance industry or vhether or not we are up
for re—election but to respond to a very critical need
of...0of our constituents. And I think that’s what Semator
D'Arco and I have done, and I vould hope that you would join
uS.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS: .

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,

this may not be the best bill for compulsory...automobile
'liability insurance, but ve...a number of us in this Legis-—
lature have been trying fot‘the last eight years to get a
.bill out and we have -constantly been...heen bucked by certain
insurance companies. I think the bill is worth a try. I
think it*s...it?s even vorth a try if we have to pay a little
more in premiums to safeguard the lives and property of other
people which we do not do at the present time, and therefore,
I think .that if there are aany bugs. in this bill, I'm sure
they can be taken care of by...by the other House and I rise
in support of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

That concludes the list of Senators: that sought recogni-
tion before Senator Keats moved the previoas guestioan. Sena-~
tor D'Arco is recognized to close debate.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. The one issue about the admin-
istrative cost of this bill. I...I believe is erroneous
because, number one, the personnel at DOT that presently cer—
tify the reports of accidents that occur in the State of
Illinois would be eliminated, and that function would be
taken over by the Secretary of State, so we would save nomney
by doing that.. Sécondly, the fact is that the nmechanism for
prograzming...coampulsory imsurance is already in place at the

Secretary of State?s Office. So, the administrative cost to
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pat - that program in effa2ct is not going to be that high. I
mean, the estimates on the otﬁer side about the millioas and
millions and@ millions of dollars that this is going to cost
are...are truly erroneous, and I haven't seem any figures to
indicate that.. Thirdly,ee..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For what purpose does Senator Rhoads arise?
SENATOR RHOADS:

Just on a point of order. The Senator is trying to
explain his bill and it®*s very noisy. Coﬁld we have a little
order please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard the requ 'st. The gavel has been struck to
reflect that request th: - we can have a little order om this
important issue, if we pull the conférences off the Floor.
Senator. Hall, and those :ot eatitled to the Floor .would they
please vacate the Chambers. Senator...Senator D'Arco.
"SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank you, Hr. President. Thirdly, the fact is that that
has nothing to do with rate makimg, the amendment that was
put- on the bill yesterday.. It*s a mechanisa to do whatever
it's going to do, I mean, but as far as rate making is con-
cerned, it has nothing to do with rate making. This issue
has been discussed many, many times in-the past. ¥®e all know
what it's about and I would seek your favorable vote. ~
PRESIDIRG OFFPICER:. (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

The guestion is, shall Senmate Bill 1280 pass.. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote HNay. Senator
DYArco. The question is, shall Semate Bill 1280 pass. Those
in favor will vote Ayc. Those opposed vote Fay. The voting
is. open. Have all voted who wish? Have all...vote me Aye.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 28,

1 Voting Present< Senate 2ill 1280 having received the coan-
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stitutional majﬁrity is declared passed. For what purpose
does Senator Schuneman arise?
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN: .

Request of verificatin of the vote, Nr. President.'
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

A request of the verification...a .request by Senator
Schuneman . for verification of the affifmative vote has been
;eqﬁested. ¥ill all the members be in their seats. Senator
D'Arco, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR D?ARCO:

I vant to verify the negétive.
PBBSIﬁING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.#e...we will verify the negative. W¥ill all the Senators
be seated. ®ill the Secretary please call the roll...of the
affirpative votes. . R
SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Bruce,
Ccarroll, Chew, Collins, D'Arco, Dawson, Degnan, Denuzio,
Donnewald, Egan, Ptiedland,AGeo—Karis, hall, Johns, Jeremiah
Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Lemke, Barovitz, Mclendon, Hash, WNedza,
Sega, Netsch, Newhouse, Sangmeister, Savickas, Taylor,
Vadalabene, Nr. President..

PRESIDING OPFICER: (sthon SAVICKAS)

The roll .call has been verified. Db you duestion the
presence of any‘of the sénatots, Senato:;Schuneman?
SENATOR SCHUﬁBﬂAl: .

;Sénator Taylor.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is Senator...Senator Taflor on ghe Floor? 1Is Senator
Tayloi on. the Ploor? Senator...Senator_Iaylor appears to be
on the PFloor. Do you gquestion the presence of any other
Sepator?

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN: .

Is. that really Senator Taylor, Hr. President? Senator
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Jeremriah Joyce. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jeremiéh.aqug;, Senator Jeremiah Jofce is to the
right of...do you questioi the presence.df any other Senator?
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

J. 1< JUPRNS e 29 N .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR.SAVICKAS)

On that question, the Ajes are 30, the Nays are 28, aad 1
Voting Present om a verified roll call. Senator Rock.
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you. Having voted on the prevailing side, I do now
move to reconsider the, vote by which Senate Bill 1280 is
declared passed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock moves to reconsider the vote by which 1280
vas .passed. Senator Carroll moves to lay that motion bn the
Table. All those invfavqr indicate by saying Aye. Those
opposed.  The Ayes' have it; The motion lays on the Table.
Senate Bill 1290, Senator Leuke. Senate...Senate Bill 1290..
Read the bill, Hr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1290. ,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of tﬁe bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) -
Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE: .

What this bill does ise..is gradually increase the exemp-
tion for surviving spouses, what it...to a hundred and fifty
thousand over a five year period of time. What it does is,
each. year it iﬁcreases it by twenty thousand dollars, and
five years from .now it will be a hundred amd fifty thousand
dollars. What this does i; tries to meet some of the prob—'

lens that were raised on other issues, but also tries to meet
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a needed problem which ve're trying to solve in the State.
With this bill, the revenue loss would be about fhree million
dollars a year, but the increase in revenues froa inheritance
tax through the years would pick up and cover this loss. K So
there really wouldn't be any loss to existing revenues, plus
this would not be affAble...until the 19...1984 Fiscal Year
because it takes approximately ten months to...on inhe:itance
tax. I think it's a good bill and I think it's ? bill that
the Governor will sign. I ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there ény discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1290 pass. Thosé in favor will vote Aye.  Those
opposed vote Nay. 'The votiné is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on that
guestion, the Ayes are 51, the PHays are 5, none Votiag
Present. . Semate Bill 1290 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1296, Senator.
Harovitz. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARIY:

Senate Bill 1296.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator. Marovitz.

" SENATOR MAROYITZ: .

Thank you very much, HNr. Presideat and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. This bill stems from 4a.-;an issue
and a problem that is on the north side.of Chicago. involving’
my district, Senator Carroll's district anad Senator Berman's
district. A charter. ias issued to Rose Hill Cemetery for
cemetery purposes to be used for an...a tax exenpt status for
nonburial purposes.. All this bill does Dnov¥...00¥ that we
have amended it is codify case lav in the case of Rose Bill-

YeILSuS...the State of Illinois versus BRose Hill, and Just
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reiterates that real estate held by the company...that is the
Rose Hill Conmpany for nonburial purpdses and not for the gen-—
eral use of lot holders and not subservient to burial uses
sﬁall not be so tax exempt. It doesan’t change their charter
in any way. Doesn't deal with thé back tai issue ig any way
as it did in committee. It's been changed compietely, it
just codifies existing case law and solves a very serious
problea in our comsunities. And I would ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDERT:

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? 1f not, the
guestion is, shall Senate Bill...I beg your pardon, Senator
Ozinga. Can we take the meetings off the Floog?-luill those
not ‘entitled to the Floor, except for Semator Telcser, bhe's
always welcome. . Senator Ozinga. v
SENATOR OZINGA:

I hate to rise om this issue, but Senator, havé they cor-
rected the exemption date when it will take care?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SEBATOR MAROVITZ:

Yes, . that bhas been corrected. There is no date, we're
taking all that...all that out of the bill, all that laﬁguage
aﬁout back taxing and going back to a certain date is now out
of- the bill, has nothing to do with that. All it says that
.the rTeal estate held for nonburial purposes and not for the.
géneral use and not subservient to burial uses shall 1not be
so tax exempt. The dates are now totaliy out of the bill.
PRESIDENT: ' '

Senator Ozinga.

SENATOR OZINGA:

According to this sheet that was just handed to me, there

is a technical problea wit; the amendment. ~She tells me it

was. cleared up, okay.
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PRESIDENT:

Alright., Any further discassion? 1If not, the question
is, - shall. Senate Bill 1296 pass. tThose in favor will vote
Aye. . Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
52, the Nays are 3, none Voting Present. Senate Bill 1296
‘having received the required coastitutional majority is
declared passed.. 1299 awaits an amendment. 1319, Senﬁtor
Netsch. Is Senator Netsch still with as? 1329, Senator
Johns. Oon the Order. of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1329. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.’

SECRETARY:

Senaté Bill 1329.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Johnsml
SENATOR JOHES:

Mr. President and meabers of the Senate, 1 come before
you after working for tem years for such passage of such a
bill. It's a very monumental bill in that we have it in . the
best shape that wef*ve ever had it. We have United Mine Work—
ers* endorsement, and I*d like to read that endorsemenﬁito
you if I might. "his is by Gerald Hawkins, he's the legis-
lative representative of twenty-two thousaad coal miners in
Illinois. He said in committee, "I am here in support of
Senator John*s Senate Bill 1329 as it has been asended. .In
doing so, the mine workers are pleased to Jjoin the repre-—
sentatives of county boards, churches and orgapizations in
the Illinois coal fields who are here today to endorse both
the idea of the coal severence tax and the specifics of the
proposal before you." Over thirty—three states now have some

sort of form of matural resource severence tax. This partic—
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alar bill will break it down to where ome—third of it goes
back into the use by coal companies and utilities of this
money. I will answer any guestions. Youtre all familiar
with it, aad I support the bill to the fullest without any
reservation.

PRESIDENT:

Is +there any discussion? Any discussion? Senatotr

. Nimrod.

SENATOR NIMROD:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I

have to reluctantly rise -against this bill. I think there
_are many merits to an idea of having a tax come about as a
severence tax, b.: certaiamly it's not the time to bring it
about when, ih fact, the miners nov have increased froa two
thousand to threc thousand, when, im fact, we have mines that
are closed in th: ...throughout this staﬁe, and one in partic—
wlar only a few .miles from here who competitively lost a bid
for less than the amount of momey that this severence tax is
going to ;dd, at a time when ve've had declining production
in coal and when we're tryimg desperately to get im the posi-
tion to become competitive to market our greatest asset, what
we're really talking about is starting off on a taxation.
We're trying to Jdivide a pot before we're starting to sell
anything. And it seems to me that we shouldn*t be pushing
this particula;,item- In fact, the coal nminers six months
ago were veheméntly against it, and today they...I don't know
how the miners feel but i know their representative has coame
out in. favor of i%t, but he also is a candidate for couaty
comnmissioner +ia one of the counties that's going to bemefit
from this. So, I think that what we ought to do is to make
sure that we allow oar major asset, and it is our asset
within this Sta*z, and I'm one of the strong omes vho stands
behind in the way Of. marketing and the method of

desulfurizing our coal so that we can produce and sell it.
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In facf. righi’ not too far awvay from here over in the
Charleston area, we find that the...one of the new plants
decided to go over there with their second utility plant,
that, ip fact, they're going to enter.-.thej have entered
into a contract with the Statefof Indiana to use their coal.
Bow, the present momey that's being collected here is two-
thirds of the momey goes to thé counties and one-third would
go to the State, but it wouldn't even go to the State.
There’s no limit...everything bas to go into research wvith no
lin;t going back into general reveaue. The bill is in a very
bad position. It's untimely, it's an unfair bill, and at the
same time, it cerﬁainly should not be dome at this time. I
vould say that what we need to do is to allow the market to
work, find ways of using our coal, and I want to tell you,
there*s plenty of wmoney to divide. If there are sixty
billion tons of recoverable coal, that means we will have
close to,three'trillion dollars. When you talk about three
.trillion dollars, you talk about two percent, you're talking
about several billioas oﬁ dollais that would end up going
downstate to the counties dowanstate. Before we start a proc-—
ess that involves billions of dollars, seess to me that ve
ought to be in a position to have a product to sell, we ought
to bhave people that are. working, and we ought to
have..ﬁdevelop a market., So; before we sﬁart making our-—
selvesbfurther in an unconpetitive position and destroying
our ability to market our coai, I.think the time is not now
for us to be pntéing a new. tax that makes us fuarther
uncompetitive and gets us in a very bad positios. I rise in
very'nuch.oppoéition to this bill at this particular time..
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, -Br. President. A couple of guestions of the

SpOASOra
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PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SﬁBATOR DONNEWALD)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR WEAVER: .

Senator Johﬁs, 1 had a letter from one of the Central
Illinois'utilitigs guoting that it was going to cost thea
next year...approximately eight hundred thousand dollars in
additional costs fof fuel :in .their coal burning generators
hgre in Illinois; Is that to be passed on then to the
ratepayers: throughout the service district?

PBBSIDIHG OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNE®ALD)

Senator Johams.

SENATOR JOHNS:

It?s not any differeat than your Governor's proposal to
hike truck fees, gasoline fees, liguor fees and whatever. It
always comes back to the consumér on any tax. Where do you
expect it to go?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEFATOR DONKEWALD)

Senatorvﬂeaver. ‘

SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, I know .there!'s a delegation always coming to ne
anytime : any utility comes up for a...a rate increase object-
ing to the ﬁigh cost. of utilities. 1I?ve heard you cry about
the high. cost. of utilities to the poor people. We’re all
,concernéd. but one other point, do the purchasers of Illinois
coal, do they not pay a five cent...sales tax on every
tONa..0r oh every dollar paid for Illinois coal?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Johns..

SENATOR JOHNS:

(dachine cut—off)...believe, Ladies and Gentlemen, that
Illinois ranks tenth, down tenth in the taxes op its indus—
try. '
PRESIDING OFFICER:. (SBNATOR.DONﬂEHALD)»

Senator Weaver.
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SENATOR WEAVER:

{dachine cut—off)...ask a guestioﬁ, Senator Johns. Did
you. hear the question? ;
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD).-

Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOHNS:

I heard the question, yes.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DONNEHALD);

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

And does not ome cent ofbthat five cents go back to the
local community? ‘ ) .
PRESIDING OPfICER: (SﬁHATOR DONNEHALb)»

Senator Johans.

SENATOR -JOBNS:

That's +true, Jjust as it 'is on many other things and you
vell know it.. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONHEWALD)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR -WBAVER:

Well, ay omly point is, Mr. President, is this is just
going to add to the cost of electricity 'sold throughout the
State of Illimois, and whether or not  the bepefit derived
from . a .gortion of - this going into coal research, I don*t
knov. We've already established a Cocal Bond Research Fund in
millions and millions of dollars which has not really been
effectively used yét.. So, at this goini, I would stand:in
opposition to 1329.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONKEWALD)

Is there further discussion? Senator .Demuzio.
SERATOR DEHUZIO:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Presidemt. Will the spomsor yield
for a guestion? '

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)



Page 112 — MAY 26, 1982

Indicates he will.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Senator Johas, am I to...am I correct in...in assuming
that the United Mine Workers are...are strongly in support of |
this legislation at this fime. Is that correct? |
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR DONNEWALD) ‘

Senator Johas.

SENATOR JOHNS: .

Absolutely correct, oné hundred percent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator .Demuzio.

SENATOR DEHUZIO:

Well, I would like t§ point out that in some respect
I...I do have to agree with some of the speakers that have
already spoke today on this very issue, that this indeed nmay
be a very bleak time in order to...to bring about a...a coal
severence tax. However, I should also 1ike t0 point...for
several reas&ns 1 guess, nuaber one, because of the coal
glut; nusber two, because of the foreign markets that have
gotten into our...our own mparket, and I will say that you aad
I have had some long discussions about this severence tax
over the years and...and I am prepared this...this mormiag to
support you. in your effort. I am, hovever, gbing to watch
this 1legislation as it‘proceeds through the Legislature, and
if there 'is no rejuvenation of the coal industry in the State
of Illinois before this bill geis out of the House, perhaps
we might have the opportunity to discuss it as it proceeds
through that Chamber. Thank you. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATORvDONNBUALD)»b

Is there further discussion? Senator Johné may close.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Alright. Would I ask that my colleagues pay close atten—
tion. One is that in Illinois alone the utilities are only

using one-third, +the...only one—third of all the utilities
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will be...affected by this particular passage of this partic—
ular bill., Midwestern states by 1985 will pay close to 2.6
billion dollars to western and southern states in severeace
taxes. I copied this bill after Kentucky, a state probably
that...ve as supposedly sophisticated people say is redneck
country, but they've been utilizing this tax to remain sol-
vent. . The State of Montana coliects six .dollars and
sirty-six cents a ton on Illinois coal ‘and it pours into this
State nany,.many times. One—third of this will be utilized.
#hat for? To develop coal, to aid the utilities to put om
scrubbers. Strange enough, Senator Weaver, you want fifteen
million dollars for the University of Illinois, and the bond
fund that I'm wanting to put this money into, as Senator
Buzbee knows, yesterday he spoke, one-third of that money is
to come from the bond fuad fori Illinois coal. This would
help fund the very project that you seek to have in your
-localized area. 1Illimois coal is high sulfur coal anrd the
production is down because of that very reason.  Coal compa-
~pies will tell you the environmental regulations are the
problems. Now, let me point out: something else to you.
- Think of this very closely, Senator. One year is the effec—
» tive Jdate from July 1st.. If you Republicans believe in your
President and that this recession will end and we*ll have an
upsuing,: then you*re . going to need steel, yoh;re going to
peed coal to produce the cars, you're going to have produc-
tion going again and then, and oanly thea, cogld this bill
 kick in.. One year. The Governmor, if he had sigmed this bill
in 1975 would have captured a guarter of a billion. dollars
for this State. I -dare say, if Govermor Jim Thompson were on
this Ploor today and put his hand on the Bible, he would tell
you he probably regrets not signing that bill because he
wouldn®t be scratching today for dollars. He wouldn't be
hitting a deferred payrent on education. He wouldn't be

trying to tax gasoline, and cigarettes, and 1liquor, and
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everyihing else because vwe could have been solvent. HT..

‘President, I move for a favorable roll call on this vote,
please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: : (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

alright,  the question is, shall Semate Bill 1329 pass..

Those.ih favor vote Aye. Those opposed Bay. The voting is
open. Have all those voted who wish? Have all those'voted
who wish? Have all those voted vho wish? Take the record.
on that gueétion, the Ayes are 29, thev Nays are 30.
Senate..-Senaio: Johns reguests postponed consideration.
Consideratioﬂ. is postponed. (Machine cut-off)..Demuzio, for
'uhatvpurpose do you arise?
SENATOR DEHQZIO:

Thank you, Mr. President. A point of parliamentary

inquiry.. Are we...does the Chair intend to go to motioms in

writing today? I...I filed a motion on the Senate Bil1 1313

on thé election of Commerce Coammission members. Are we going
to 'go to that qtdet of business today?
PRESIbIBG OPPICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

No.
SENATOR DEMUZIO: .

Héll, 1 move, Mr. President, we go to the Order of Busi-
‘ness of Notions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

That motioa is out of order. We're on the Order of 3rd

geadings, Senator. Senate Bill 1358, Semator Bruce. Bead
the bill, ur-'Secretéry.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bi;l 1358. . k

‘{secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
‘ Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:
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Thank you, 4r. President and members of the Semate. This
is the bill which was the companion to Senmate Bill 1357,
Because an amendment came up a little late yeéterday ve did
not move it out.. This is the funding mechanism for the com~
munity college funds which we ran out of here yesterday. It
is the funding formula at the level approved by the Appropri-
ations Comaittee which adds an additional eighty—eight cents
per...average of eighty—eight cents increase per credit hohr
' grant. I would ask for your favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD) .

Is there discussion? The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill
1358 pass. Those in favor wvote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The
' voting is open. - Have all ;hgse votéd who wish? Have all
those voted who wish? Take the record. on that question,
the ‘Ayes‘ate 58, the Nays are none. Senate Bill 1358 bhaving
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1363, Senator Carroll. Read the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary. .

SECRETARI:

Senate Bill 1363..

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you,'ur. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is the omnibus commission bill for those
compissions that have been filed in the Senate, to-wit: 'the
Botor Vehicle Laws Commission, Atomic Energy Commission,
Bthnic Heritage, Public Employees Pension, Pension lLaws,
Criminal Sentencing and Commission to Visit and Exaaine State
Institutions, as well as Judicialy Advisory Council. I would
ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICERz . (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
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Is there discussion? Senator Keats.
SERATOR KEATS:

Would the sponsor iield for a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

He indicatgs ﬁe ¥ille
SENATOR KEATS:

On these particular pork barrel comnissions, how bad is
the increased rip off on a couple of these line iteas?
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

since we never deal with pork in Ey conmission...in my'
-compittee, I can®t ansver your question. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Are. there further questioans, Senator EKeats?
SBHATQR KEATS:

eeel stand correct;d., These excellent commissions that
do absolutely nothing, in many cases, could you tell us how
much more they're going. to cost us this year than last jyear?
And I apologize for such a nasty reference to these fine
comdissions.. .
PRESIDING OPFICER: . (SENATOR DONBNEWALD)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR tABROLL:,

I don't care about yoar reference to the commissions, vwe
just. don't deal iitﬁ that topic in my committee. Im fact,
one commission will be higher than last year's level of fund—
ing and’that is the Visiting and Examining of State Insti-
tutions Commission. :The others...three of the commissioas
have basically no change or minimal downchange. The others
range from two percent to forty—two percent decrease in fund—
ing from last year's level. »
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD) -

Is there further discussion? - Senator Tottem. Is there
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further discussion? Segator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the spdnsor..
PRESIDING OPfICBR: {SEFATOR DONNEWALD)

Indicates he will respond.

SE?ATOR COLLINS:

Senator’ Carroll, does this bill have all of +the commis-—
sions in it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD) -

Senator Carroll..

SENATOR CARROLL:

¥o, Senator Collins. It merely consolidated all of the
comnissions that had filed bills in the Senate.. There is a
similar bill ip the House which contains a great number of
commissions és well. This one deals with eight commissions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:.

Do yon'hgve any idea of the total appropriationms for all
of the commissions proposed? _
PRESIDING OPPIéBB: {SENATOR DOBNEWALD)

~ Senator Carroll.
' SENATOR CABEOLL:

NO.. This, again, is only part of all of the ones that
are around. .This one is a approximately seven hundred and
sixty thousaﬁd'two hundred dollars for the seven combined.
The House, obviously, has a significant number of comsissions
as vell, apd it would really be too early in the year to

~figure out eiaqtly'what.those appropriations. will be. As the
House bill comes over and this gets to passage stage, assum—
ing 4t  does 4in the House, then we would be better able to
give you an identification of what that total would be.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Collinsa.
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SENATOR COLLIAS: .

Do you know what the total was last year?.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: . (SEE&TORVDONHBHALD)

Semator Carroll.

SENATOR ‘CARROLL:

Offhand,,no..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DORNEWALD)

Is there further discussion? The gquestion 1s, shall
Senate Bill 1363 pass. Those in favor yote dye. Those
opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all those voted who
wish? Have all those voted who wish? Take the record. On
that guestion, the Ayes are 40, the nays are 1%, 1. Voting
Present. - Senate Bill 1363 having received thé cons itutiopal
majority is declared passed. Senate  Bill 13€¢ , Senator
Lemke. K BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1366.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD) -

Senator Lemrke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

®¥hat this bill does is remove the exemption for...gives
an exemption to churches and church sghools for electric and
gas utilities. What this does is helps these schools to
function so. that they don*t have to pay the...tse high cost
of utilities., In one incideat that, I - believe, a church
schoél.in my area pays a utility bill of about sixiy taousand
dollars, and this would mean a substantial savings to then.
But I think it’'s more important that...to look at the fiscal
impact.. The fiscal impact for public schools was less than
four million, this fiscal impact, according to t"s depart—
pent, is...they’re unable to determine, and it should be coo-

siderably less...and I assume less tham a million Jdollars..
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And I think that we as a body should do something ‘to assist

private schools to keep fuactioaming, because as long as they

function, the burden of teaching these students is on them
and not on the public, and ve have trouble with public funds.
I-think it?s a good bill. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR -DONNERALD)
Senator Schupeman. .
SENATOR -SCHUNEMAN:
Question of the spomsor, Nr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Indicatés he will respond.
SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Senator, does your bill apply to only church related
schools or does it also apply to the churches?
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SEHATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEHKE: .

It applies to religious institutioas, which I*m going by
what the Departmeant of Hevenue gave me as a definition of
what they coasider a church. This would include day schools
. as well aS...the church body. I...I would assume that it
would include churches because we...there's no way of sepa-—
rating the two. _ v -
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DOMNEWALD})"

Senator...S5enator Schuneman.’
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN: . .
’ Well, that was the point of ;y gquestion, Senmator, whether
we are éxcluding taxes to be'paid by all charches or just
schools that are relatea to churches. And are you telliang me
that...that the bill applies to both2
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DO#HBHBLD)

Senator Lemke. .
SENATOR LEMKE:

Yes, I believe 4it...I +talked to the Department of
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-

Revenue, there is no way of...they'd have to use tke pteSent
definition of religious and that would include the church as.
well as the school.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Schuneran.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. Unpopular as it prbbahly
is, I...I feel I have to stand in oppositiom to this bill. I
think that...that we may see ourselves exempting churches
today, fraternal orgamizatiosms, service clubs, Veteran'®s
groups tomorrow, and I suggest that this bill may be going
too far. If it were only limited to the church related
schools, then perhaps we'd be consisteat in vhat we did
yesterday, but it seems to me this...this goes beyond that
and I rise in opposition to the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG: ‘

Thank you, Hr. President. A guestion of the spdnsor._
Senator Lemke, what happens now with the charitable organiza-
.tions? Is,..do.-;a:evthey allowed a refund of any kind on
taxes paid? Hovw...how do they get around to taxes now or do
they just pay them and eat them?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMEKE: .

This tax they pay and eat. /—There's some otherv'taxes
they’re exempt from like real estate taxes and water taxes
and things. It*s up to thé local government, but...and this
tax they pay directly to the utility company sSo the utility
company must collect, I think, a five percenf tax. So they
pay +this tax direct...two percent is...is a tax that goes to
the individual and three percent is'a tax that goes to the

utility. shat this does is eliminate the two perceat tax
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that the church has to pay to make up‘the five percent, bat
thé utility must pay five percent. What this will do, by
doing this, the utility will only have to pay three and the
churches won't have to pay the two.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator  Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

‘Thank you. Then under this bill, how is it administered,
in. the form of a refund or do they just change the tax rate
on your monthlf biil?

PRESIDING. OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCEQ

-Senator Lerke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

They?1ll just simply change the tax rate on your monthly
bill if you're au..

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (éEHATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg. .

SENATOR LEMKE: .

- «ssfit "into this category.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Well, thank you, Hr. President. HNow.to the bill, I just
discovered in the analysis that I carried this bill last time
around. . I have a feeling I'm going to: vote for it. Thank
yOu..

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar. ‘

SENATOR MAHAR:
Thank you, HMr. President. #ill the spomsor yield for a
gquestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
He indicates he will yield, Senator HNahar.
SEFATOR MAHAR:
Senator Lemke, many municipalities hafe a utility tax

that they add oa. Does this exempt the churches from the
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utility tax at the local level?

PRESIDING OFPiCER: {(SEEATOR BRUCE)
Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

This does;not apply to local municipal tazes. This only
applies to State taxes, the State two percemt tax, it does
not ‘apply to ihose. Let the local government decide whether
théy want to...some local governments exempt charities, soame
don'f., I mean, it;s up to theam to decide, I'm not going to
get - involved, I don"t believe in compelling local government
to do anything, and if I did, wve*d get hooked ander the
uéndates Act,’so let them do it themselves. This is only the
State's parta. . '
PRESIDING OFFICER:  {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Egana
SENATOR -EGAN: : . ‘

Thank you, Mr. President and nmembers of the Senate..
Barlier in the Session, the spousor of this bill afforded me
the opportunity to become the hyphenated co—sponsor, aad
because of...bf the burden of the times, I inadvertently did
not do that.: At this time I would like to accept that offer
and...and be listed as the bhyphenated co-spoasor.. And I
think that in support of the bill, just to say, it®s a good
thing to do aéd I ask for ydut favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR" BRUCE)

Is there leﬁve tOe..Shov Senator Egan as a joint
co—-sponsor? Leave is granﬁed...Senator Grotberg waants to be
joined as a co—-sponsor, Senator Carroll as a co-sponsor,
Senator...alright, why don't all of you who have. seen the
merit of this 1legislation tell the Secretary. Further
discussion? Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:
¥ell, yes, I'd 1like to ask the spomnsor a couple ques—

tions, if I @may. Pirst of all, Senator Lenmke, does



Page 123 — HAY 26, 1982

this...vould éhis apply to privat;/colleges that have...that
are...that are affiliated with a religious domination accord—
ing to your amendment? Would the private institutions gqual-
ify.nnder this?
PEESIDINGAOE?ICEB: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Lemke. .
SENATOR LEMKE:
According to my staff, he says...he says, yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)
- Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:
‘WHell, if...if JOU...is there anything in your amendment

that determines or defines what a religious...what reli-

. gious...church or religious domimation means? Is there any-

thing covered in this definition?
PRESIDING OPFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

" SENATOR LEMKE:

- IBeeeno, DOt in my bill, but in talking to the Department
of Bévenue, they have a standard...definition which bhas gone
to court and has been decided what a religious...and have
revised that there is a standard definition what a religious
insﬁitution is 4in that definition of Departmeant of Reveanue.
PRESIDING.OBBiCEB: (SENATOR BRUCE)

iéénator Demazio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO: .

Can youU...Can you..‘cén you tell me...I?ve asked the
chairman of revenue and unable to. get an answ¥er, how
nnch.;,vhat the revenue impact is to the State of Illinois if
this...if this bill is adotped?

PRESIbIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

According to the fiscal note that I got...the study, it
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¥aS...they couldn*t measure it and...asd they coasidered it
to be...not be very much. ‘ .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.
SESATOR LEHKE: .

That*s the note I got.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

) R § Boqld point out, however, that at the tipme that the
fiscal note was requested from Economic and Fiscal Coamis—
sion...and it is true, they said that they did not have any
;nfornation on the amount of sales of € ectricity to any
church religious educational. institutiﬁ broken out, but
since then, the bill has also been amended. as I recall aad
understand it, to exempt all of these inst tutions and groups
from all the other State utility taxes so that that...that
zero is now zero compounded many times, Senator Lemke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSOH:

Senator Lemke, I like to have a...ask a questioa. In =y
district I have guite a few storefront churches, are all
.these going to qualify for that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE: .

If they gualify under the present tax exemption of the
Department of Revenue, then they will qualify. If they don’'t
qualify undér that, then they wouldan®t cgualify. I understand
that they did a...they did a survey on it, and Representative
Huskey had a bill about the license plates and they did a
survey and they have determined that, you know, that certain

places get and some. of them don*t. But I doa®t think because
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a. church starts off in.a storefrént or if it starts off in a
garage, I can remember our church started off in a basement
and it's quite large. I know a lot of chuiches like St. Baul
that started off ina étorefront and no¥ are million dollar
churches. . So, I mean, you can't start selecting which réli-
gion is capable or which religion isn*t., I mean, you know.
But I think it's good bill. And Senator Netsch, if .you
multiply zero by ;eré, you still get zero..

PRESIDING OPPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Schaffer.

END .OF BEEL
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REEL #5

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
piscussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER: .

Mr. President, this bill was introdncéd on March 23.
Between now and then, I have not received onebphone call, one
postcard, ome letter, one telegram, or one piece of conversa—
tion from anyone in favor of it. I suspect most of us on the

" Ploor are in a similar situation. I would suggest to jyou
that there are a lot of people asking for tax relief and that
we ought not to give them tax relief antil they at least ask
us for it.

_PRESIDIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion?  Senator Berning.

SEBATOR BERNING: '

* Second debate going here, HNr. Preéident- i have a gques—
tion for the‘sponsot, if you will, please. Ibhave a copy of
the Amendment No. 1 in my hand and let me read the underlined
portion on limes 14—15, 9Exempt...except Treceipts obtained
from any church or religious denomination from transmission
of messages.® Senator, what would we be doing if we passed a
bill like this designating religiﬁus denomination? . What is a
religious denomination? Is that not a gemeric term?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOS BRUCE)

Senétor Lemke.. v
SENATOR LEHNKE: .

That is a standard language used by the Department of
Bevenue and they have a decision as to what a...a religious
denomination is. They®ve been to ﬁourt many times on that
and they have that basis in case law, and it's there what a
religious denomination is. I tried to talk to them as to

what category it is, and they said that each case as it comes
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ap, they're alvays tested and sometimes the definition.
changes, sometime it stays the same on those court decisions,
bat that is determined by decisioms of court.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERMNING: .

Well, it seems tome that an amendment such. as you are
- proposing...or a bill such as yéu are proposing can be spe-—
cific in its definitiona. When it says, aad I go oa,
“neceipts obtained from any church or religious denomination
froz transmission of messages.” Well, now, I submit to you
that that's going to be impossible to deterning- And on the
next page, of coarse, it goes on, "Por'receipts fron gas sold
to any church or religious demomination.®” I don't see that
you're...ejer able to identify that, Senator.

PRESIDING OEfICBE: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Senator Berming, for years in the State of Illinois,
local governments and counties have been exempting religious
denopinations, and there are coart decisions on wvhat a ‘reli-—
gious denoamipation is. It*s there, it's on the books and
tﬁey've been doing it for years. And county taxes, they have
no problem with determining what a religious denomination is,
and I think, Senator Berning, you may be a little confused as
tO0e.e-that there is no case law, but there is case lawv even on
vhat...any Veterans? group or any type of group i;, there are
case laus. And it's very tight amd it changes ;ith
the...with the court and with what the Supreme Court of this
State. does, and there is definitions,,and the Department of
Revenue assures me that there’s no way of coming up with a
set definition without that being immediately challenged and
going to court and declared gnconstitutional, that the best

way to handle the definitiom of religious denominations, or
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charity groups, or Veterans'! groups is to follovw the case law
and ~their rules and regulations, and I think - Ehey're
right...and it seems like the Department of Revenue is very
tight in construin§ what religious denominations are and if
they' are too tight, they®'re usually takem to couft.. So, I
think it's a bad policy to set in this Act what a religious
denomination is because we'd have to go through all the Stat—
uﬁes and set up...make definitioas in all.those what a reli-—
gious denomination is. I think it would...it's best to let
to the Department to determine.-
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Just a question of the sponsor.
If we are exempting all these religious institutions, many of
which we don*t even kgow how many...religious, charitable and
educational, we don't Xnow. how. many there are, if ve are
exenpting them, obviously that means someomne is going to have
pick;up the revenue. ¥Who is going...is this going to cost
the residential customer more money since the utility compa-
nies are obviously going to receive less?

PRESIDING GPPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -

Senator Lemke. ..

SBNAfOB LBHMKE:

_ﬁo, this will net go into the...this doesn?t affect the
tate; tﬁis is just a strict tax. W®hatever the...whatever
rate is charged, okay. The utility is not paying the extra
two ' percent...they®re only paying three percent vhich they
alsays pay now. So, the utility customers will not be baying
the two percent. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marowvitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Okay, so then the State...Il...I'm sorry...the State is
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téceiving less money. I mean, is there...is there no way of
determining...since we have religious, charitable and edmca-
tional institutions not included, is there no way of deter—
mining how many institutions we're: talking about, 4, and 3B,
how . mach this is going to cost the State of Illinois in lost
‘revenue?
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LENKE:

According to the fiscal note, you knov, they said it was
not very much and they was unable to determine what the exact
loss would be; That?s what the fiscal note said. T
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

If I wight Jjust add to that once more, it is true that
the fiscal note could not come up with a figure. They didn't
say it wouldn®t cost muchk, Senator Lemke, they just saxd they
could not determine it because there wvas no basis on which to
deternine it. It is also true that at the time this bill was
in comaittee, it was voted out, although I think the vote was
5-3-3, so it was not an overwhelming vote, but it was with
the understanding +that if possible the definition would be
tightened up. . Instead, an amendment was offered on the Floor
which further exempted them from .the gas tax and the message
tax, SO0  that it wvas broadened rather than narrowved. Now,
there is no question that this is going to have a significant
impact on the State revenues from those sources. Having said
that, I'm sure the bill will go flying oat if here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: kSEXATOR BRUCE)

A1l right, any further debate? Amy further debate?
‘Senator lemke may close. v
SENATOR LEMKE:

I think that, just to set the record straight as far as
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Senator Fetsch, I did mention thht‘I vas going to amend it to
inclade gas.;.gas for heating. But I think this is a good
bill and I think it's a ;ositive step to help people with
their ever grow;ngvenergy crisis, and iﬁ spreads the savings
across the bdard and will eventually help us in this State to
say thate..to utility cogpanies, quit charging the large
rates and quit»trying to pass things off on the people. - But
.this does not increase rates on the utilities, it doesn't
increase anybody*s own bill, and I think it*s a good bill,
and I think it's positive le»gislations;, I ask for its adop—
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBﬁCE)

Questiou-ié, shall Senate Bill 1366 pass. . Those in favor
¥ill vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
‘Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are -39, . the...the BNays
are 18, none Voting Ptesent; Senate Bill 1366 having
received the reguired constitutional ‘majority is declared
passed. Senate B8ill. 1377,  Senator ‘savickas. Senator
Savickas. _Béad the bill, Mr. .Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4B. FEBHAH_.DBS)

Senate Bill 1377..

(Secretary reads title of billj
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR BRﬁCE)

Senator Savickase
SBNA‘:OR SAVICKAS:

Yes, ‘Mr. President and members of the Senate, Senaté Bill
1377 would p:ofide for transfer of the thcago Fire Depart—
ment paramedics from the Chicago Municipal Employees Pension
Fund to the Chicago Firemen*s Pension Fund.  This amend-
ment...or this bill was drafted pursuant to the originpal
agreement between the Chicggp FPirefighters Union and the City

of Chicago and would provide the following: It would extend
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the Chicago Firemen'’s exemption from worker®s compensatioa
: éovetage to the Chicago paramedics, it would clarify the

timing of the transfer from the Hunicipal Pension Fund to the
Piremen*'s Fuard, aand the paramedics service within the fund
wvould cémaence January, 1981 pursumant to a contribaution for
service throuéh January of *83, and it eliminates the con—
.tribution for salary amounts in. excess of permanent rank
rates. This will preserve the integrity of the fund by
eliiinating theAuindfall'pensioqs for higher salary adaminis—
trative employees. I would solicit a favorite...a favorable
vote on this Sill.
PRESIDING OFFICERz . (SENATOR BéUCE)

Is there discussion? ' Sepator Berming.
SENATOB BERWING: .

Question of the spomsor, pléase. Senator, were you Dot
going to furnish this Body an official statement from the
City of Chicago renouncing the obligation which the State

“would have under the State Mandates Act for this four hundred
fifty thousand dollars a year which this bill will cost aesd
I said per year.. Ha; that not the agreement, Senator?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Savickas..

SENATOR ‘SAVICEAS: .

Yes, Wea..Il don't know if that was the agreement, vwe
talked about  that in committee, and the city has agreed to
sign off any obligation of the State under the State Mandates
Act with the passage of this bill. I don®t know if they sign
off before the bill is passed or after the bill is passed.
PﬂESIDIXG O?FiCER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berning;

SENATOR BERNING:

Well, it was my distinct understanding, and I'am sure that

of the other members of the committee, that this was a ;tate—

ment that would be furnished to us before consideration of
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any kind was given to the bill. - Senmator, it would bé totally
irrelevent to have a statement come holding the State harm—
less after we have passed this and assumed the obiigation. 1
suggest that we do one of two things, Mr. Presideat, either
the bill be taken out of the record and thé Senator proceed
to supply us with that hold-haramless statement from the City
of Chicagé, or in the alternative, we would have to defeat
- the bill. |

PRESIDIBG OFFICER: . {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

""4ell, Senator, I would take it out of the record then and
try to get it here by tomorrow¥ or some type of cpmmuaication
that would indicate the city's intent to hold the State harm—
less in this and call it tomorrow.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

1s there leave to take it out of the record aamd call it
for tomorrow then?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there leave to-take it out of the record and that we
get  to it tomorrow? Leave is granted. ~Senate Bill 1393,
Senator Schaffer. BRead the bill, Mr.  Secretary, please.
Just to alert the nmembership that this the first of about
fifteen or twenty appropriation bills that we ;ill be, I
think, going through rapidly, so stay nea:.your switch.
Senator Schaffer...read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY:z (MB.. PERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1393.

{Secretary teads:title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATDR_BBUCB)

Senator Schaffer.
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SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This is a supplemental and transfer bill for the FY
v82...fiscal year. It amends the Guardianship and Advocacy
Conmission:and appropriates an additiodal...trénsfers seven—
ty—five thousand froa the Personnel line items to the Service
line itesm. Transfers...pardon me, appropriates an additional
two hundred and eighty-two thousand for the Military and
-Haval Department, this is for armories? utilities, ve
underbudgeted again, as  usual. Arends the Department of
Mental Health Disabilites; appropriates a total tramnsfer of
two million five ninety—eight among various line items, and
transfers some forty—two mil;ion dollgrs worth of line items
in the Public Aid budget. I don®t think any of it is con-
troversial.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . iSENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1393 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye... Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
-all voted vho vish? Have all voted wﬁo wish?  Take the
record. On that. question, the A}eé,are 52, the Nays are
none, none Voting Present. . Senate Bill 5393 having received
the required constitutional majority ‘is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1396, Senator Sommer. Read the bill, Mr. Secre—
tary, élease. '

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB.. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1396.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. |
PEESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR ‘BRUCE) -

Serator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank . you, HNr. President. This .is the OCE for Adain
Services... It's down three million from what it was intro—
duced.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -
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Question is, shall Senate Bill 1396 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The votiag is opem. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record., On that gquestion, the Ayes are. 53, the DHNays are
none, none Voting Present. Senate Bill 1396 having received
the required constitutional majbrity is declared passed.
Sepnate . Bill 1397, Senator Davidson. Read the bill, HMr.
Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(4R. FERNARDES)

Senate Bill 1397. )

(Secrétéry reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRE$IDIBG OFfICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Senator Davidson. |
SENATOR DAVIDSON: .

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this...annual

appropriation to the Departaent of Aging, and it is

sixty-seven million three hundred and eighty-eight thousand
three hundred dollars. Appreciate a favorable roll call..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFSATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? The guestion  is, shall Senate Bill 1397
pass. Those im favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open.. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
vish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 54,

the Bays are 1,...noné Voting Present. . Semate Bill 1397 hav-

ing received the reguired constitutiomal majority is declared

passed. Senate - Bill 1398, Senator Haitland. Is Senator
Maitland oa the Floor? Allvright, Senate Bill... 1400, Sena-
tor Somamer. Read the bill, HNr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR« FERNASDES) »
Senate Bill 1400.
(Secretary reads title of bill) -
3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Soamer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the bill that contains
the new capital projects and nev monies. It*s down aboﬁt
thirty million dollars which figure reflects that prison
money that. was removed from it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE) -

Question is, shall Senate Bill...Senmator Lenke, did you

have a commeant? Senator Lemke..
SEFATOR LEMKE:

I just wanted to ask the spomsor é question.
PRESIDING OFPiCEB: {SENATOR BRUCE’

Indicates he will yield, Senator Sonm€Le..
SENATOR LEMKE:

Senator Somser, how. much of this capital development
money goes for those..that art that we put in at 5 half of
one percent, I think it is? How much is it total that vwe're
spending for all of these new structuares uheré we have to
add...art objects to the structure?

PRESIDIRG OFfICER: (SENATOR. BRUCE)

Senator Sommer. »
SENATOR SOMMER:

Apparently, the law is that it's what a half of one per-
cent ofv ther total construction price? However, there was a
bill introduced here by Senator Thomas, which would have made
that thional_but, it was killed in the committee, and per—
haps, 7you could get the bill out of the committee and qha#ge
that, huh2?

PRESIDING OPFiCEB:_ {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE: .

Think onm the hill,-you know, we*re building a new State

of 1Illimois Building ia +the City of Chicago, and our

projections will be that there*ll be a 1.7 million dollar art
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ﬁbject built:for the State of Illimois building. 1.7 million
dollars, that's a lot of money when were talking ébout clos—
ing the Heariag clinic and‘the visual handicapped clinic,
wve're going to go out foolishly and spend a million seven for
some kind of a monstrosity that we wvoa't understand.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -

Question is...Senator Weaver.
' SENATOR HWEAVER: .

Thank you, ﬁr. President. I think there's a House bill
tbat Senator Lemke counld co-sponsor to do away with that half
" of one percent soon as we can get it out of Rules.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Gentlemen, we were doing pretty well, it's now three
o'clock. Senator Grotberg. .

" SENATOR -GROTBERG:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. ' But you can't let oppor—
tunities like this go by either.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SEEATOR BRUCE) -

NO,...add they*ll...they'll be...
SENATOR GROTBERG: .

I wish they'd have spent another half a point across thg
street at the Strattos Building, it’s the dullest building in
I1lipoisa. I hope to Heaven they spend something in that one
hundred and ninety millionm dollar moﬁster down in LaSalle
Street in Chicago to keep it from becoming, over the ages, anm

"ugly building. And I would just wish everybody would think
twice before they shoot from the lip on the concept of build-
ings that last fifty to a humdred jyears, of building them
right when you build them the first time, and don't come back
vorrying about architects when bnsiﬁess is good. . Right now
ve're in a recession, it's a very popular move and that I
understand, but be careful and beware of the arts. .
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? The guestion is, shall Semate Bill
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1400 pass.. Those in favnr vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
. The voting is open. Have ali voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish? Take the record.. On that question, the Ayes are

46, the Nays are 7, 1 Voting Present. Senate Bill 1400 hav—

ing received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill...W”...¥ith leave of the Body, Senator
Maitland is now on the Floor, may ve return to 13982 Leave
is granted. 1398. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTIBG'SECBBTARY: {MR. PERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1398.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OPPICER: {SEX TOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland.
SENATCR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. Presi ent. I apologize for seing off the
Floor when this bill vas called. Senate Bill 1398 yesterday
as amended added back in  two hundred and £forty thousand
dollars. The agency...the bill as...as submitted was forty
million nine seventy-eight. The agency bill today is <forty
thousand three hundred and +twenty-one dollars, that's six
hundred and fifty-six thousand six hundred dollars below .sub—
mission.

PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussiop? The question is, shall Senate Bill
1398 pass. . Those in f;vor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all «+oted who wish? Take the record. On
that gne#tion, the Ayes are 56, the Ways are none, mnope
Voting Present. - Senate Bill...1398 baving received the
required constitational majority is declared...passed. Senate
Bill 1401, Senator #eav-:. Read +the bill, Mr. Secretary,
Please. .

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEFJARDES)
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Sénate 3111‘1uo1-

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator #Heaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President.. 1401 raises the bond authori-
_za£ion by one dollar. Appreciate a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OPPICﬁR: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussidn? The gquestion is, shail Senate Bill
1401 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Hay..
The .voting is open. (Machine cutoff)...all voted who wish?
Have all votéd who viéh? Take the record. On that guestion,
the Ayes are 48, the Nays are 7, 1 Voting Present. Senate
Bill 14071 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is decléred passed. . Senate Bill 1402, Sénator .Sommer.
Read the bill, Mr. Secfetary, please.

ACIIEG SECRETARY:  {BB. PERNAKDES)

Senate Bill 1402. ' :

(SeF:eta:y reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. ‘
PRESIDING OPPICBR:_ (SENATOR BRUCE)

SenatorVSonuer. '
SENAfOR'SOHHER:.

Thank you, Hr.xpregident. This is{for the operations of
the Captial‘Development Board and it's down eighty-nine thou-
sand dollars from the level at which...it was introduced.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

' gQuestion is, shall Senate Bill-..1&02 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye; Those.opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have. all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 535, the Nays are 1,
nope...! Voting Present.. Senate Bill 1402 having received

the teéuired constitutional majority is...declared passed.
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Sepate Bill 1403, Senator Coffey. Read the hiil, Mr. Secre—
tary, please. . )
ACTING SECRETARY: {¥R. FERNANDES)

Semate Bill 1403.. -

(Secretéry reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey. »
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and wmembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1403 as amended provides three hundred and five
thousand five hundred dollars for the ordinary énd contin—
gency expense of the Civil Service Commission for the fiscal
year beginming July 1st, 1982. 1I'd be glad to aaswer any
questions, and I*d just ask for a favorable roll call.
PBEéIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

1s there discuésion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill
1403 pass. Those iﬁ favor v&te Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have ali voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the. Ayes are

53, the Nays are 3, none Votiag Present. Semate Bill 1403
having received tie requifed constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1404, Senator Kemt. Bead the
bill, Mr. .Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1404.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

"3rd reading of the bill. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: . }SER&TOR BRUCE)

Senator Kent.
SENATOR KENT: .

Thaﬁk you, Nr. President and members of the Senate. This
bill appropriates the funds for the FY *83...operations of

the Department...excuse me, Commerce and Coapunity Affairs.
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The dollar amount is a hundred and ninety—sii million seven
hundred and sixty—one thousand nine hundred dollars.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Is there discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bilil
1404 pass. Those im favor vote Aye. Those opposea vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all .voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. . on‘that question, the Ayes are
56, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. . Senété Bill 1404
having received the reguired constitntional- majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1406, Senator Etheredge. Read
the bill, Hr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERﬁAgDES)

Senate Bill 1406. '

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR §BUCE)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE: .

This is the appropriations bill for the Department of
Energy and Natural Besources. It is in the amount of forty—
eight million eighty hundred and ninety-one thousand dollars.
I would ask for a favorable roll call..

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill
1406 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Hay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? . Take the record. On‘that question, ;he Ayes are
51, the Nays are 6, nome Voting Presént. Sepate Bill 1406
having received the required constitutiomal majority is
declared passed., Senate Bill 1407, Senator Simas. Read the
bill, #r. Secretﬁzy, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1407.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OPPICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Simas. .

Sf!!.TOR SI84s:

Thank you, Br. President. Seﬁate Bill 1407 as anmended
appropriates three millioa...excuse ge, three niilion forty-
five hundred dollars for the ordinmary and coatingent expenses
of the Department of Financial :Ianstitutions for  the fiécal
year begianning July 1st, 1382. 1 move for its passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) ,

Is there discussion? The questionm is, shall‘Senate Bill
1307 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote HNay.
The voting is open. Have all voied who wish? ‘Ea#e all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are

.56, the Bays are none, nobne Voting Presemt. Sedpate Bill 1407
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed., Senate Bill 1408, Senator Haitiand. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1408.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd regaing of the bill.
PRESIDING OFPICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE)
' Senator Maitlamd..
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you,  Mr. President.. Senmate Bill 1408 as amended
éppropriates one million eight hundred and forty-four thou—
sand one hundred dollars to the General Assembly Retirement
System. That's two hundred and seveﬁteen thouéand dollars
below introduction. »
PRESIDING OF?ICEﬂg {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill
1408 pass. Those iam favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.

The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
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who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
57, the NHays are none, none Voting Present. - Senate Bill 1408
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed.  Senate Bill 1409, Senator Schaffer. Read
the bill, yr., Secretary, please..
ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNASBDES)

Senate Bill 1309.

(Secretary reads title of bill) -

3rd reading of the bill. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFEB:

The appropriations for a total of three million fifty-siz
thousand dollars, two hundred and twenty-one thousand five
hundred below .introduction.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR BRUCE)

Allxright-, Discussion? The gquestion is, shall Senate
Bill 1409 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppoéed vote
Bay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? = Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 51, the Bays are 2, 1 Voting Present. Senate Bill 1409
having received the required constitutional pajority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1411, Sepator Davidson. - Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary, please. .
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1411,

{Secretary reads title of bill) -
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator .Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSOH:.

#r. President and members of the Senmate, this 1is the

annual appropriation for - the State Historical Library, ome

million six hundred and sixty-seven thousand one huadred
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dollaré. Appﬁéciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SEBATOR BRUCE)

Is thére discussion? The question is, shall Sesate Bill
1&11.p§ss. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The votingiis:open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who uish?_ Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are
54, the...55, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. Senate
Bill 1411 havihg received the regquired constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. . Semate Bill 1405 is néw..;we now
have a copy of it. Ié there leave to return to that, Senator
Mahar? Read the bill; Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRBTAR!:. {HR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1&057

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of -the bill.. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sena&or uéhar.,

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank yod, . § éfesident and gmembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1405 is the PY '83 ordinary and contingent
expenses for: the State's Emergenacy Service and Disaster
Agency. The ;otal amount after amendment is twelve npillion
eight..;eightfhundredfand twelve thousand fhree hundred. Ask
for a favorahle vote.

PRESIDING OP?ICBR: (SBHATOR_BRUCB)

Is there discussion? The question is, shall Senmate Bill
1405 pass.- Iﬁose in favor vote Aye. -Those opposed vote HNay.
The voting is open. Have all voted wﬁo wish? Have all voted
who wish?2 Take the rgcord. On that ques;ion, the Ayes are
53, the Nays are none, nome Voting Present. . Senate ﬁill 1“05
baving received ‘the required coanstitutional majority is
declared passed. . Senate Bill 1413, Senator Becker. Read the
bill, ur;_ Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETABY: (#B.. FERNABDES) -
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"Senate Bill 1413..
{Secretary reads title of bill) -

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDISG OFFICER: {SENATOBR BRUCE)

Senator Becker.
SENATOR BECKER:

Thapk you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1413, Department
of Llabor, under Amendment 4 restores a total of three mil-
lion nine hundred amd sixty—two thousand four hundred to the
PY 83 budget of the Bureau of Employment Security in the
follouing line items: 'Gronp Insurance, three hundred and
ninety—one thousand four hundred; Contractual, three million
fifty-four thousand seven hundred; Printing, tvd huadred and
eight thousand; Equipment, three hundred and'eight thousand
three hundred. For a total of three million nine hundred and
sizty-two thousand four hundred.. Semate Bill 1413 as amended
provides a hundred and fifty-one wmillion nine hundred and
ninety-nine thousand seven bundred and one dollars for the
ordinary and contingent expenses of the Departmeat of Labor
for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1982. General Reveaue,
eighteén million two bundred and thirty—six thousand; Federal
Punds, a hundred and thirty-three aillion seven hundred and
sixty—three thousand seven hundred and one dollars, or a
total of a hundred and fifty-one millionm nine hundred and
ninety-nine thousand seven hundred and one dollars. and I
ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATORE BRUCE)

Is there discassion? The question is, shall Senate Bill
1313 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote MNay.
-Tﬁe voting is opem. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gumestion, the Ayes are 50, the ¥ays are 5, 1 Votiné
Present. -~ Semate Bill 1413 having received the required con-—

stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1414,
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Senator Schaffer. Read the bil;, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTIEG SECRETABRY: {MB. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1414. :

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bil;. V
PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SEN¥ATOR BRUCE)

. Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR -SCHAFFER:

Appropriates ninety—seven wmillion three hundred and
fifty—-two thousand. 1It?s. down about a million seven.
PRESIDING OPFICER:' {SENATOR BRUCE) _

The gquestion is, shall Semate Bill 1414 paés. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Hay. The voéing is opean.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. Op that guestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 1,
'none-Voting Present. Senate Bill 1414 having rTeceived the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. ~Senate
Bill 1415, Senator Coffey. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1415.

{secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIHG QFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

_Thank you, #r. Presideat and mesbers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1415 as amended appropriates twelve million eight
hundred thousand and eighty dollars for. the ordinary and
contingency expense for the Illineis Law Enforcement Coaris—
sion for the fiscal year beginning July 1st, 1982. And 1I*d
ask for a‘favotable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discuésion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill
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1ni5vpass-' Those in favor vote.Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The...voting is open. Have all voted who wish? HBave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 54, the Hays aré none, ﬁone Voting Present. Semnate Bill
1415 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed.. Senate Bill 1416, Senator Thomas. BRead the
biil, Mr. Secretary, please.
,_ACTINQ SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1416.

' {Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Thomas.
SENATOR THOMAS:

Thank you, very much, Mr. ~President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate.. Senate Bill 1416 as amended appro—
priates. four million one hundred thirty-one thousand eight
hundred one dollars fof the ordinary and contingent expenses
of the Illinois Locél Governmental La# Enforcement Officers
Training Board for the-fiscal year begimning July 1, 1982. I
ask. for a favorable vote..

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The guestion is, shall Semate Bill
1816 pass. . Those in favot vote Aye. Those opposed vote Hay.
The voting is open. 'héve all voted who vi;h? Have all voted
wvho wish? Take ghe record. On that guestion, the Ayes are
56, the Nays are none, nole Voting Present. Senate Bill 1416
having received@ the required constitational majority is
declated passed.. Sengte Bill 1417, Senator Schaffer. BRead
the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(HB. lPEBHANDES)

Senate Bill 1417.

{Secretary reads title of hill) -

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDING O?FICEB:. (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATGR SCHAFFER:

Department of ﬂent&l Health, substantially down belowv as
introduction.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SESATOR BRUCE)

1s there discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill
1417 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wisk? Have all voted
vho wish? Take the record. On that questioa, the Ayes are
52, the Hays are 2, 2 Yoting Present. Semate Bill 417 hav—
ing received the reguired constitutiocnmal majority is declared
passed.  Senmate Bill 1418, Senator Rupp. Read the bill, i:.
Secretary, please.‘ 7
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FEBRANDES)

Senate Bill 1418.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Senate Bill 1418 appropriates fourteen aillion
sixty-seven thousand fifty dollars for the Department <cf
Mines and Minerals for Fiscal *83 ordinary and contingent
expenses. I ask an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SESATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill
1418 pass. fhose in favor wote Aye. Those opposed vote ¥a, .
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take thé-reco:d; On that guestion, the Ayes are
53, the.uays are nome, 1 Voting Present. Sepate Bill 1418
having received the required coamstitutional majority s
declared passed. Semnate Bil; 1419, Senpator Etheredge. Read

the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
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ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 18319.

(Secretary reads title of bill) -
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Mr. President and Ladiesl and Gentlemen of the
Senate, this is the appropriatioan bill for the Department of
¥uclear Safety. It is in the amount of three million nise
hundred fifty-six ﬁhousand four hundred and fifty dollars,
and I would ask fbr a favorable roll cali.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)} -

Is there discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill.
1419 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who vishé Take the record.,K On that question, the Ayes are
52, the Nays are none, none Voting Presept.k Senate Bill 1419
. having received the required constitutionmal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1420, Senator Sommer. Read the
bill, Mr. Secreiary, please..

ACTIHG SECRET&R!: (¥R, FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1820.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sommer..

SERATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, Hr. President. This is the appropriation for
the Depa;tment of Personnel. It's ‘doun four hundred and
fifty-three thousand dollars from the iniroduction level.
PRESIDINé OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discassion? The question is, shall Senate Bill

1420 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
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- The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the 2yes are

. 55, the Nays are 2, none Yoting Present. Senate Biil' 1420

baving received the required constitutional najority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1422, Senator Schaffer. Rea@
the bill, Mr. Secretary, pleaée.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNABDES)

Senate Bill 1422..

{Secretary reads title of bill) -

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sena£or Schaffer. .
SERATOR SCHAFFER:

Three billion tventy—féut million, down about eighteen
rillion from introduction. Leaner than a junkyard dog.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) .

1s there discussion? Senator Lenmke.

SBHATOB LENKE:

Senator Schaffer,...I'd like to ask you a guestion.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yieid, Senator Lemke.

SENATOB LEMKE: .

¥hat is the Department of Public Aid doiag with the
workfare program we passed last week...last year?
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:
Great thingsa.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lenke. ' V
SEFATOR LEMKE: v

I understand that they have some problems trying to
implemént it;eesand I...I see a probler where...how .woald.you

have people that encourage people to be om welfare try to
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encourige them to get off?2 I think the department should
give up this function to .the Department of Labor so we can
start looking for jobs. I think they have dome nothing with
it except discourage it. I understand they have hearings ob
why workfare will not work in Illinois , evem though it is
workin: in Indiana. I mean, this is what they're going
around doing. I'n going to Vote Present on this bill and I
urge everybody else to until they get the workfare prograam
straighteneﬁ ont. We . got to straighten this thiag out,
because people that aré on welfare that deserve to be on
should get their money, but these other people, the majority
tha:r cheat on welfare, should get off of it. And they
shoalé¢ ..get out and put a job to work and they're not doing
anythi g with it, and I%m going to Vote Present and I...urge
everyb:dy else to do the same. .

PRESID _NG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SEHATOR SCHAFFER:

I think, Senator Lemke, that the workfare progran is
working very well, except perbaps in some of the large urban
settisqgs which regrettably is where 1we have the largest
pumber of clieats, but I think . the department has nade a
sincére effort. And I think those of us that are om the Joint
Committee on Public Aid and have heard testimonies, certainly
havei comeAanay with the impression that the depart&ent is in
pitching on this. Thanks to the courts, there are obstacles
tossed in their way, but they have, I think, rather doggedly
pursued the concept that this General Assembly enacted, and I
thinx that they are making a good faith effort to achieve the
goals that we outlined forvthem and think the bill should
pass, that problem notvithstanding.

PRESY iING OFFPICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)
Question is, shall Senate Bill 1422 pass. Those in favor

vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
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all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the-tecord. On that guestiom, the Ayes are
35, the ¥ays are 14, 9 Voting Present. K Senate Bill 1422 hav-
ing received the required constitutibnal majority is declared
passed. Semate Bill 1425, Semator Bloom. Read the bill, Hr.
Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (ﬂi. FERNABDES)

Senate Bill 1425.

. {Secretary reads title of bill)

“3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING bPPICBR: [SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom..
SENATOR -BLOOM:

I*ve just consulted with leadership on the other side of
the aisle as well as leadership here. I'd ask that this bill
be held until the information that was requested at the
committee hearing be furnished to the satisfaction of the
Minority Spokesman. and the chairman of appropriatiom. Will
you take it out of1thé record, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Take it...is there leave to take it out of the record?
Lea}e is granted. Take it out of the record.. 1426, Senator
Davidson. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: . (Hﬁ- FERHANDES)

Senate Bill 1426. -

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. '
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR BRUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSOE:

Mr. President and members of +the Senate, the annual
appropriation of one aillion. nine hundred and ninety-four
thousand nine hundred dollars for the annual budget of the.

State Employees Retirement System. Appreciate a favorable
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vote.
PSBSIDIFG OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
‘ Question is, shall Senate Bill 1426 pass.. Those in favor
will voie Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? . Have all voted who wish? Take the
record., On- that question, the Ayes are 57, the WNays are
none, noﬂe VYoting Present. Senate Bill 1826 having received
the reguiied constitutional majority is declared passed.
Sepate Bill 1327, Senator Kent. Read the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: ({MR. FEBRNANDES)

Sepate Bill 1427.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill. \
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Senator Kent.
SﬁNATOB KENT: .

- Mr. President and members of the Senate, the budget for
this is tvénty—thtee million five hundred amd twelve thousand
eight hundred dollars. Ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATOR BRUCEY

. Is there discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill
1427 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
56, the H¥ays are none, Dnone Voting Present. Senate Bill
1427...Senate Bill 1427, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none,
none Voting Present, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1445, Senator Sommer..  Read the bill, H¥r. Secretary,
please. . -

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNAHNDES)
Senate Bill 1845. -

{Secretary reads title of bill) -
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3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ARUCB)

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, Mr. President. 'TBese are the old projects
that are 1in various stages of completion. It*s down forty—
eight million dollars from thé level at which it wvas intro—
duced.

PRESIDING O?PICER: {SENATOR. BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The queétion
is, shall Semate Bill 1445 pass. Those im favor vote ‘Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Héve all voted
'ihOAHiSh? H#ve all voted who wish? Take the record. - On
that guestion, the Ayes are 53, the ¥ays are %, 1 Votiag
Present. Senate Bill 1445 havigg received the required con-—
stitutional. majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1&&9,
Senator Bloom. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretar}, pléase-

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FPEBNANDES)

Senate Bill 1449,

(Sécretary reads titie of bill)
3rd reading of the billa
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Bloos.
' SENATOR BLOOH:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1449 addresses a ninor problen
vith the interface of the Administrative Prqcedure Act - and
what velve written into the;Environmental,Proteétion Act by
vay of hearings. Basically it says, to satisfy the econonic
impact hearings, you don't have to go through the process(tvo
times. The .second...the APA hearings, if they comply with
bringing out the information én-..cn economic impact wvould
suffice. I'1l try and ansver any questioas, otherwise I'd
ask. . for your support. -

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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1s there discussion? Is there discussion? Senator
Schunenan. .
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the sponsor. .
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, I'm particularly interested in this because of
the possible impact apon. some of the hazardous waste sites in
my district. Aand particularly, the authority granted the
Pollution Control Board ‘to cite hazardous waste locations;
will this in any wvay change the...the 1law that. was passed
last year, for example, Senate Bill 172 or any other existing
Statute at all, or...does this only have to do with rule
making? t
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloon. '

SENATOR BLOOHA:

This is a great sicrophonme, it kind...no, it's...it
addresses...goes through the rule making process itself. It
does not address those other hearings. And shen I refer to
economic impact, we finally passed, I believe Senator
Donnewald was the spomsor back 'in ’75, an amendment to the
anironméntal Protection Act that said when you start these
rule makings and get these light bulbs go off over your head
in the agency, you go out and have hearings and determine the
economic impact of your regulatory schemes. And so, this
measures the APA with those sort of provisions. This is a
great microphone, if...

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lewmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:
Senator Bloom, I have a guestion.

PRESIDI¥G OFFICER: (SESATOR BRUCE)
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Indicates he will yield, Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEHMKE:

How does this affect our bill that we passed for small

businessmen as far as having representation. Does this chaange

any of those rules?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom. »
SENATOR BLOOM:

¥o, Sire.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Thank you.
SENATOR -BLOOA:

¥o, Sir, it's tracked to %03, as a matter of fact. This
microphone ‘is kind of like Sepator Bowers.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {(SENATOR BROCE)

Further...Senator Lemke, further discussion? Senator
Demanzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Wwell, thank you, Mr. Presideant.. I*d ask the spomsor to
yield for a question, if he...if he would.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Bloom. Sena—
t0rl...Senator Demuzio. :
SENATOR DB@UZIO:

<eesSenator, I was detained here and no* listening, can
you briefly reiterate again the rationale behind the elimi-
nation Ore..o0r the...going to the _Quplicative hearings?
There ®»as So nuch going on over here, I dida't hear you.
"Would you reiterate your explanation again, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB BRUCE)

Senator BloonR.
SENATOR BLOOHN:

Well, Semator, this was ome of the recommendations coming

out of the Joint Committee on Adminisirative Reviews annunal
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_report and you sit on the qommittee. 'And basically, we fouad
that this would cut down on what we perceived as wheel spim-
ning. In. other words, going through the same‘hearing process
tvice. .
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Deauzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

So, under the...the proposed legislation, both the hear-—
ing for the Poliuticn Control Board and the...to satisfy the
PCB>and EPA would be held simultaneous. Is that correct?
PRﬁSIDIﬁG OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloonm.

SENATOR BLOGH:Z .

Where it's applicable and if...you%ll: notice the 1line
which says, "So long as both provisions are fully complied
with.® We don't want to gife anyone an opportunity to make
an end run.

PBES;DING OFFICER: {SESATOR BRUCE)

.;;Senator Denuzio.

SENATOBR ‘DEMUZIO: .

Is there anything in the Statute now that prohibits ‘the
hearings to be held concurremtly?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR BRUCR)

Senafor’aloon,‘

SENATOR BLOOH:

“§hy I don*t think there’s amy language that says, thou
shalt onot hold coﬁcnrfent hearings. This just sets it out,
*cause whenvwe...we;re revieving the process, we said that it
appears that this would involve going arqund the track a
couﬁle of times.. Believé me, I wouldn't be handling this if
I thought that it would...it would provide an agency a ch#nce

. to make an end run.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SEBATOR BRUCE)

Senator Desuzio.
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SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, I'm juStee.-I'Be..I'm trying to...to recall wvhat the
rationale was of the Jjoint committee ia recoamending the
legislation, and £fraskly, either I was absent or I.;.I
simply...just simply do not remember the rationale behind why
we would do this. Can you tell me im what procedufes and 1in
what hearings that this pertains to? TWhat is...what...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOHM:

Okay, you ‘look at the bill, you refer to Sectiom 27,
we're amending the way the hoard adopts its substantive .regu—
lations...its regulatioms. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEFATOR BRUCE)
A1l right.
SBNATdB BLOON:

He'fe amending the way the board adopts itS...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

HBold on, Senator Bloom. I wonder if we could have some
order.. If we can take our conferences off the Floor. . Sena-—
tor Bloonm.

SENATOR BLOOM: .

Thank you. Okay, you look at it, Section 27 of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Act sets out how the Pollution Control
Board adopts substantive regulations, pursuant to the direc-
tions in the other sections in the Act. I forget, ten, thir-
teen, tventy—tvo, twenty—seven, something like that. Then it
says, except as provided below before the adoétion of any
one, they go through their own notice and. procedure thing.
Now, this was set up prior to the creation -of the Jjoint
committee. Now, there'!s...you go around the track twice
right nowv. VNow this language them says, %A hearing uader
this subseétion, or before it, may also be used to satisff

the requirements of this section on new rule making, so loang
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as,"...and that's the key..-thatfs the key thing, "so long as
the provisions are fully complied with.»
PRESIDING OFFiCEB: (SENATOR BﬁUCE)
Senator Demuzio.
SBHAIOB hBHUZIO:

Also, I'm told then that pursuant to Section... 1027, Sub
‘ C, that in case of an emergencies that the. Govermor could
proclain...and may order proposed regulations to take effect
prior to the hearings vwhile such heatinés are being ‘held..
And does that...is that something new that...is being added
t0uu. ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BﬁUCE)

Senator Bloox.

SENATOR BLOOH:

Aye. The guts of the bill are on page 4 and on page 2.
Now, you look back on page 4 and they talk about the proce—
dures and he;rings required by Subsection A, of Section 501.
of the Act. Then again they say, "So long as both provisioams
are fully complied with.®™ If...if staff feels that it is
flawed, I don't want to take up the time of this Body. I'll
that it out of the record and bring it back and éortect it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio. And your time, Senator, has just about
expired. . Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO: .

Could yoﬁ hold it just for..a few minutes? Maybe we cam
iron some things out and come back to it if the President...
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCES

Is there leave to take it dut_oi the record? With leave,
we can bring . it back in just a few minutes and maybe save
some time. Is there leave? Leave 1is granted. Senate
Bille... 1879, Senator Carroll. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please..

ACTING SECRETABY: (MR. FEBNANDES) -
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Senate Bili 1479.

{Secretary reads title of bill)v
3rd reading of the bill. ‘
PRE-SIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

_ Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:-

Thank you, N¥r. President and Ladies and Geatlemen of the
Senate. This is the bill that has Been so widely acclaimed
by various news media throughout the State to unshacklé our
Comptroller amnd allow him to gquestion questionable warrants.
Senator Totten raised a legitimate question when this bill
came 'before us once before,  but we've done a poll and we
think we're relatively safe, so that -we'véuld like to pro-—
ceed with the legislation. The legislation adds like the
codnterpa:t states of California, HNew York, Penansylvaania,
Wisconsin, - Massachusetts, Michigan, Florida, Coamecticut and
others would Qllow the Comptroller to,. in fact, check before
payments were made on a guestionable expenditure. There are
significant safeguards to various departmeants and agencies
vherein they can still require the payment upon affidavit and
I wodid arge a favofable roll call. '
‘PRB.SIDIEG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -

{ Is there discussion? Senator Delngelis.
SEBATOR DeANGELIS:

'fhank you, Hr. President and.memher§ of -the Senate. This
bill 1is no better tham it was vhea it was taken out of the
record several weeks ago.. I might caution everyome that this
is the Comptroller's State Grand Jury bill. It allows them
the privilege of holding up amy warranty they choose to, for
"vhatéver purpose he wants to, for whatever period of time he
-iould like to, and then hold a public hearing on the holding
up of the warrant. I really think that that?!s a heavy
responsibility. I don't think that the Coastitution ever

intended for the Comptroller, regardless of who...whoever it
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might Se, to have these kind of autherities and powers. I |
would urge.a No vote on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

further dicussion? Senator Totten.
SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would like to submit as Exhibit A to this Body the
latést poll that shows the incumbent at tventy-two and the
challenger'ét tvent y-six, undecided are the rest. It would
probably be our best choice to give these powers to undecided -
rather  than to either of the other twe, and this bill should
have the same action from the sponsor as it did tvwo weeks

“ago. This is a dangercus precedent espec 1lly vhen andecided
is ahead. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator  Geo—Karis..
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
think the intent of the bill is good, but if we're going to
give the Comptroller...investigatory powers, which is similar
to a grand jury type of power, we're going to have to give it
to every other department, then we'll never finish paying
billS...the State will bé completely in- *“he red. I don't

~ think that this is the bill that should go forward, because
you cannot give it to just oﬂe agency gnd not give it to
another, and therefore, I speak against?ihe bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer..
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Ar. §£esident, McHenry County has never had a governor.
This bill will put a resident of my county in the Governor's
Mapsion. . I intend to support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Keats.
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SBHATOR KEATS:

Could...a...a gquestion of the sponsor. Question of the
SpONSOT.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Senmator Carroll, was this bill brought to you'. by
'our...our young friends in the press? This bill will keep
more cub reporters enployed than anything else I can possibly
think of. Do you have any comprebension of just what this is
gding to be like? ‘You're going to have cub reporters in

.every nook and cranny of this State...coveriﬁg goofy stories
about things that probably never should have been discussed.
¥hile I appreciate your...your introducing the bill to help a
frienmd, I thi#k you're going to kill your friend and a lot of
other pedple too, and I would think the best idea would be to
save the Legislature the problem of kiliing-this bill and do
as you did earlier and perhaps set is aside. Thank you.
PBESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion. Senator Carroll mﬁy close.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Well, first, I thought the rules were that the other side
uduld have one designated hitier, bat I §uess they've decided
to go uifb a larger nuamber. 2s ga Senator Keats, if full
employment is a good idea it's aigood idéa for repo:tetsa%oo,
even though the idea did ‘not generate from that area. I
think it is quite ciear, however, you know, the Governor has
used other methods of not paying bills when he didn‘t feél he
had the cash around? This-isn't necessary to do that, nor
will it accomplish th#t purpose, nor should it, @nor is...is
it intended to. ﬂhat it is intended to do, however, is to
say to the persom who has the coastitutional responsibility
to be the Comptroller of this State to have some authority to

check things that come across his desk, rather than bave
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potential scandals take place wherein, even ou_its face, it
was guite apparent that it was an imp;oper payzent, but uel've
bnever given the Coaptroller the -authority  to do what
Comtrollers would do im private industry or anywhere else and
that is to look beyond the four corners of_ a document when
there is something on the document itsélf that shows there
might, in fact, be a problem. I think it wouiﬂ be silly for
anyone to  want.to deny that authority to tﬁe Comptroller of
this State regardless of party, regardless of occupant, other
than possibly Semator Totten's concern, and I would ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFPFICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE) .

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1479 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Eay. The voting is open. Have

~all voted vwho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
30, . theb Hays are 28, nome Voting Pfesent-v Sepate Bill 1479
iaving received the required comstitutional majority...l see
three senators who have requests...Senate Bili 1479, the roll
call is 30 Ayes, 28 Nays and the bill is declared passed.
Senator‘DeAngelis requests a verification of those who voted
in the affirmative. Will the némbersfpléase be in their
seats. Will the Secretary please call those who voted in the
affirmative. Will the members pléase-ﬁe in their seats and
.ansver when your name is called.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

The following voted in the affirmative:’ Berman, Bruce,
Buzbee, Carroll, Chew, Collins, D*Arco, Dawson, Degnan,
Demuzio, Donnevald, Egan, Gitz, #all, Johns, Jeremiah Joyce,
Jerome Joyce, Lemke, Marovitz, néLendon, Hasﬁ, Hedza, Hega,
¥etsch, Newhouse, Sangmeister, Savickas, Schaffer, Taylor,
Yadalabene.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis, do your question the presence of any
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nenber? Senator Buzbee on the Floor? Senator Buzbee is in
his seat. . Senator Davson. K Senator Dawson is in his seat.
Senator Jeremiah Joyce is. standing im fromt of Senmator
Carroll’s seat.. Senator Nash. Is Senator Nash on the Floor?
Senator Nash is in my seat.. Is Semator Degn#n on the Floor?
Degnane. Is Senator . Degnan on the Floor? Strike his nane.
@ell, Senator Carroll.  Senator Cafroll. Well, - Senator it
wouldn?'t...vwe . no:nally...ﬁo, We..o.We d0 DOt allowW...Senator
Carroll, we do not allow a verification of negatives when it
has Ano_ inpaci upon the outcome, and S0, NOw..n0. The...the
Chair...the Chair will have to rule that your :éguest is out
of order and I've stalled about as long as I Eqn. Oon a veri-—
fied roll call there are 29 Ayes, andvza'uoes,'andvthe...and
the sponsor asks that further consideration of Senate Bill
1479 be' postponed...it will be placed on the Order of Post—

poned Consideration. Senate Bill 1490, Senator Davidson.

Hold. . Sepate Bill 1501, Senator Nedza. Bead the bill, H4r.

' Secretary, please.

END OF REEL
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Reel No. 6

ACTIHG‘SECBETAR!:' (MB. FERNANDES)
senate Bill 1501
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd'reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SBEATOﬁ BRUCE)
Senatér‘uedza. May we...Senator Nedza, excuse me just a

moment. May we have some order, please.. We cam take some of

the conferences off the Ploor and clear the aisle. Senator -

Nedza is recognized.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1501 will provide that the Chicago Park
District may issue bonds to an amount which when added to the
outstanding bonded indebtedness will not exceed 1.15 percent
of the assessed valuation of the district's taxable property.
It.falso changes the wmaximrum interest rate on the district
bonds so as to confornm with the Geperal Interest Rate Act.
There were two amendments to the bill. The one amendment
vould...to the bill, ¥as to change the one and one-guarter
percent to the 1.15 percent, which I just mentioned, which
refiected‘a thitt; million dollar to a decreased ampount of
eighieen million dollars. That twelve million._dollar differ-
ential §as because of the accrual of twelve million dollars
on previous bond issues which was applied to this bill. The
other amendment that was put into the bill was some wordage
and the wordage 'heing, #For the pteservation.-.of the
habilitation and renovation of existing district facilities
or for similar purposes.® Both of -those were put in based on
some legal opinions that came in as to the use of the money,
and the language being to offset some: objections to the bill.

If there are no guestions, I would move for a favorable roll
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call.
PRESIDING OFFICERz (SERATOR BRUCE)
Is there discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:
Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Nedza, are the museums
" iD...in this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
. Senator HNedza.
SENATOR BRUCE:
No, Sir, Senator Grotberg. 1502 is the nuseun. This

bill has nothing...with the museum, this is just the straight

bonding.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

" Senator Grotberg.
SENATOBR GROTBERG:

Thank you. That does make a difference. Thank you, very
. much.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATDB BBUCEf

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1501 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record.. On that‘questidn, the Ayes are 30, the Nays
are 27, none Voting Present. Semate Bill 15071. having
received the required constitutiomal majority is declared
passed. Senator Weaver, for what purpose do you arise? a1l
right. Senator Heaver_ has requested a verification of the
roll call on Semate Bill 1501. All right.. Hr.  Secretary,
would you call those who voted in the affirmative. W#ill the
pembers please be in their seats and answer when their nanme
is called.
ACTING SECRETARY: . (MBR. FERNABDES)

The following voted iu'the affirmative: . Berman, Bruce,

Buzbee, Carroll, Chew, Collins, D*Arco, Dawsom, Degnan,
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Demuzio, Donnewald, Egan, Giti; Hall, Johas, Jeremiah Joyce,
Jerome Joycé, Lemke, Harovitz, Hclendonm, Nash, Hedza, Bega,‘
Hetsch, HNewhouse, Sangmeiséér, savickas, Taylor, Vadalabene,
‘ﬁr.,President.‘ » ‘
PRESIDING OPFFICERBR: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Weaver, do you gﬁesticn the presence of any
member? )
SENATOR izuén':

Senator D'Arco.
- PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR-BRUCEf

Senator D*Arco is in the well.
SENATOR WEAVER: ‘

Senator Nevhouse.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is Senator Newhouse om  the Floor? sénator Newhouse.
Okay, strike his name. Oh, Senator ¥ewhouse is right.-.right
at the...rear of tke Chamﬁers.f Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Carroll on the Floor?
PRESIDING OfFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Carroll is in the phonme . booth, or was in the
phgne,booth., All right.  Senator Heaver.
SESATOR HEAVER: . ‘

Buzbée..toh yeah,...he's there.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

BuzZbee...Senator Buzbee...standing -by his chair. Colonel
Buzbee. 7
SENATOR WEAVER:

Colonel qohns here?

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Johns on the Floor? Here he is.
SENATOR WEAVER: .

Ne're keeping them hoffoqted apyvaye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR BRUCE)
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Right. On a verified roll call, there/;te 30 Ayes, 27
Qays, and Senate Bill 15071 having received the required com—
stitutional najori;y is declared passed. For what purpose
does Senator Vadalabene arise?

S‘EKATOR. VADALABENE: -

Pirst of all, Mr. President, I'd like to have some order.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All righﬁ; May we have some order, please. Senator
Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, - ue'fe getting' into the habit again, and I made a
talk about it last year in reg;rd to our colleagues who are
supposed to be responéible Senators who are playing with
their swvitches on these bills when they come 29, 30 ané 31.
As I said last year, some of &s vhen wve hit that narrov mar—
gin, there's others who would like to get on those bills, but
when they see'that 30, 31 and 32, refrain from getting -oa
those bills; and consequently, the button players get off of
the bill and it causes the bill either to get on postponed
consideration, lost, or it takes the time of the Senate.
How, I don't have any bills on 3rd reading, but I suffered
some bad effects from that kind of game playing last Session
and had two very iﬁportant bills on postponed consideration
of which we never got back to because the players played with
their switches. Now, I think this is a bad practice and, Hr.
President and members of the Senate, for the sponsors of the
bill and for - the. lobbyists, 1 think that kind of
action...should discontinue.

PéESIDIHG OFfICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Also advise ghe membership as to that practice that
We...if you wait long enough anmd change late enough, the
official Journal may not reflect your true vote, as that the
printer sometimes locks before you change, and although you

may be changed on the electromnic board, the printer =may, ia



Page 168 — MAY 26, 1982

fact, print a different total. And so I would advise you
that you may be embarrassed, as time goes on, if you wait
antil the very last second that the printer ané the board
. may, in fact, not be the sanme.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)
For what purpose does Senator Demuzio arise?
SENATOR DﬁEUZIO:
N Yes, HMr. Presideqt. Can we go to the Order of Motioans in
driting now? What...is that the order of business?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Nell, the order of business right now, Senator, is 3rd
"reading, Semate Bills, 1502.
' SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, do ve intend to get to motions in writing...very
quickly?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICRAS)

I would suggest you turn around and talk to”the President
of the Senate.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, I - am talking to the Presiding Officer. Do we
intend to get to motioms in writing today?
PRESIDING OFFICER:. {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The Presiding Officer does not intend to get it...to it
very gquickly, bhe i&tends to go through Senate bills 3rd
reading.

SENATOR DEMUDZIO:

I will pefsist ig:my motion at a later dateithen, today.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR. SAVICKAS) -

Thank you.

"SENATOR DEMUZIO:
Thank youw, Sir.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)
On the Order of Senate Bills 3Jrd Reading. ..Senator

Thomas, for what purpose do. you arise?
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SENATOR THOMAS:

Mr. President, while we had just a iittle lull, I*d 1like
to ask leave to have House Bill 1954, which I am showvn as key
sponsor, I would like that changed, if'I could; to reflect it
Senator Davidson—Thomas. .

PBESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard ihe notion. Is leave grénted? Sepator
Davidson indicates he  would accept it Leave-'is granted.
Senator Maitland, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would also like to ask leave
that my name be removed from House Bill 1733 and that that
bill be assigned to Senator Bruce.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard the motion. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. Senate Bill...Sepator HNedza on Sepate Bill 1502.
Mr. Secretary, would you read the bill? .

ACTING SECRETARY: _(ﬂkw-PBBNANDES)

Senate Bill 1502..

{secretary reads title of billj
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Fedza. .
‘SENATOR REDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President, ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senmate Bill 1502 increases the bond authorization
for aquarium and Buseum purposes from thirty million to sixty
million dollars. The increase in the bond authorization is
needed for a nuamber of reasous, the extensive repair and
restoration vork is needed on the Art Institute, the Field
Museum, the Shedd Aguariam. Hew projeéts include more gal-
lery space. for the Art Institute, a Marine Mantel Pavilion
for the Shedd Agquarium, and galleries, lecture rooams and a

theatre for the DuSable Museum of African...American Art. It
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shouald be noted. that according to the district that the eight
auseunms will collect one dollar from private donors for every
one dollar they receive in tax supported bonds. If there is
no discussion, I would move for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Demuzio.’
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

!es,v I just have one guestion.. Senator Nedza, on the
previous bill, 1501, the Chicago Civic Federation had a posi-
tive position on Senate Bill_lSOZ‘ Can you tell me what the
position of,ﬁhe Chicago...Civic Pederation is, on this bill?
PBRESIDING COFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICRAS).

~ Senmator ﬁedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Senator Demuzio, I cannot presume to speak for the Civic
Pederation, but the Civic Federation was concerned with the
twelve amillion dollars that was the accrual on the previous
bond issue.. Thai...tvelve million dollars was applied
to...Senate Bill 1501 and on this one there's, you know, it
was just the tvelve million is vhat we vere concerned with.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. A gqguestion of the Chair.
#ould you tell me the number of votes necessary to...pass
this bénd authorization.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator, we'll get back €6 you. We want to look. at the
original bill. Senator Becker..
"SENATOR BECKER:

Thank you Mr. President. Would the spoasor yield for a
question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.
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SENATOR BECKER;

Senator Nedza, im 1502, is there a hundred and eighty
thousand dollar bond for the Brookfield Zoo?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

¥o, thefe is not, Senator. It is...it is for eight
nuseums-total.‘ ' .
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICEAS) -

Senator Becker..

SENATOR BECKER:

Museums énly?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza..

SENATOR BEDZA: .

Yes, it is for the Adler Planetarium, the Art Institute,
the...Chicago Academy of Sciences, the Chicago Historical
"Society, the DuSable Museun of African-American History, the
Field Museum . of Natural History, the Shedd Aquarium and the
Museum of Science and Industry..

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAViCKAS)

Farther discussion? If we can stand at ease for a
second, we were...Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

#ell, fhank you, Mr. President. We do need the ruling..
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The ruling would...Sepator, wve've read the bill, .and
there's nothing in it that indicates anything out of ‘the
ordinary. It does not apply to full faith credit of the
State, so it would take thirty votes. Senator Grotberg.'
SENATOE GROTBERG: »

Well, thank you, because I'm going to give you a vote,
but I wanted to make sure if you needed thirty-six that maybe

somebody else can too. The museums of Chicago beloag to
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everybody ia Illinois and we don’t want anything to really,
seriously impair thea. Sometimes even their art work, for
those of youw who guestion, but asvlong...vell, I understand o
that, but .also coming to Chicago taxpayers...a voice from the
background says as long as Chicago taxpayers pay for it.
There are tens of thousands of Illinoisans from downstate .
‘that travel to Chicago and spend their good moneye. The
museu:m business is awful good for Chicago, but it's also good
for the State of Illinois.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) -
Is there further discussion? ‘Senator Nedza may close.
SENATOR NEDZA:. »
Ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SESATOR SAVICEKAS)
The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1502 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open... Have all voted who wish? Have allbvoted who wish?
Take the record. OR that question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays
are 2, none Voting Present. ., Senate Bill 1502 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1516, Senator <Carroll. Senator Carrollfhere? Sepate Bill
1521, Senator Nimrod. Semate Bill 1522, Senator Carroll.
Senate Bill 1523, Semator Carroll. - Senate Bill 1524, Senator
Buzbee. Senate Bill 1525, Senator Buzbee. Senate Bill 1558,
senator Chew. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SEC.REI'AEY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1558. ] ‘
‘ {Secretary reads ti;le of bill) ‘
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) |
Senator Chewd ‘ }
SENATOR CHEW:
Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,

this is the bill that we called on day before yesterday or
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yesterday. Senator Cuffey asked me to hold until the agree—
ments had worked out. Those‘agreements are now worked out,
all. parties involved are satisfied. It did not intend to
reach a conclusiom as had been rumored. Senator Coffey has
discovered <that that is true and there’s no controversy on
the bill and I'd ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? "If not, the questiom is, shall
Senate Bill 1558 pass. . Those in favor iill vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all voted who
wish? Bave all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
qﬁestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are Bone, nore Yoting
Present.. Senate Bill 1 38 having received the comstitastional
majority is declared , issed. Por what purpose does Semnator
DeAngelis arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I would like the members of the Body to knov that today
is the birthday of our esteemed leader on our side, Semator
Philip. 2nd contrary to popular belief, he is not approach-—
ing the age .in which his vote is to be considered critical on
any of the pension bills. Also available in his office at
the fine hands of his good secretary, Oma, is some delicious
birthday cake, and everyone here is invited to participate in
that at your leisure, in the leader's office. Happy Birth-
day, Senmator Philip. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (S:EHATOR "SAVICKAS)

Would Semator Gev—Karis wish to lead us in song? Senator
Philip. ‘

SEHATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Is that long enoughé I just want to thank you, very
much, from the bott-= of my heart. You know, I've been in
the Genmeral Assembly sixteen years now. It seems like

thirty-six years, but I'il tell you, I've met a lot of great
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peoplé here.. f've enjdyed the comradery, it's a lot of fun,
I still enjoy it. Look...forward to four more years at
least. And I hate like heck to admit it, but I am £ifty-two
and I.feel twenty—tvwo, and...all...all come back to mny office
then and havé a piece of cake and &'cup of coffee. Thank
youa .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

. Senator Cartqll bhas retarned to the Floor and seeks leave
to-go back to the Order of Senmate Bill 1522..  1Is leave
granted? Leave... 1516. 15...Senator, did you make up your
mind? Senaée Bill 1516. Léave granted? Leave is graated.
Readlthe bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (NMR. FERNANDES) -

Senate Bill 1516.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
PRESIDING 6FFICBR: . {SENATOR SAYICKAS)
Senator Carroll.
SBNA?OB CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. Presidept and Ladiés and Gentlemen of the
Senate. It's.probqbly'very'fitting that this bill be called
immediately after the announcement of éenator Philip's birth-
day, and in celebration ghereof, I think it appropriate that
¥e . pass the huck.ovef to the House. This bill appropriatés
one.dollar under the Mandates Act, which is a dollar more
than * we. have so far ﬁandated, so thatjse can get it over to
the House ahd‘keep it there as we need it for mandates, and I
iqula move.-;I vould ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OP?ICEB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senate...the guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1516 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye.‘ Those oppbsed vote Hay. The voting is open.. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that guestionm, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are 4, none

Voting Present. Senate Bill 1516 having recesived the con—
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stitutional.majo?ity is declared passéd. Senator, 1522,
Senate Bill 1523. On the Order of Senate Bill 1560, Senator
Berman. Read the hill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR FBRHA&DES)
" Senate Bill 1560. )
(Secretaty:reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN: '

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill as amended does three
things.. Humber one, it deals with the <Chicago Community
School Study Coanmission, it allows designees to represent the

‘State Supe;intendent and the Chicago Superintendent of
Schools on that commission and extends its vreporting date
from September 1, of #82 to March 1, of '83. Secondly, it
gives the authority to school hoards to hire certified school
counselors and a supervised school counselor interns, grants
pern1551ve pover only as to those persons. And thirdly, it
clarifies that parent teacher...conference days may be held
on those days that are preséntly used as teacher workshop
days. . I ask your favorable support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR -:SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? 'Senator‘névidson.
SBEATOR‘DAVIDSOH: ‘

Mr. President and nembers of the Senate, I rise in. sup—
port of this bill as amended and urge a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({(SENATOR S‘AVICKAS)

Is there further discdssion? I1f not, the question is,
shall Senmate Bi;l 1560 pass., Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those -opposed vote Nay. The vbting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 1, none Voting

Present. Senate Bill 1560- having received the coastitutional
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majority is declared passed., Senate Bill 1588, Senator
Schaffer. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: . (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1588.

{(Secretary reads title of biil)

3rd reading of the bill..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR -SCHAFFER:

_Mr. President and members of the Senate, this bill
addresses a problea that ve have in the northera part of the
State where snowmobiling is extremely popular. Due to a
legél opinion in the Department of Conservation, evidently
backed up by'legalropiniﬁns and a couple of our local units
of government, we came up with an interesting Catch-22 simi-
lar to the old situation we used to have on the sidevalks.
. If you shoveled your sidewalk and someone fell, you were

liable, if you did nothing, you weren't. The Department of
Conservation was advised that if they attempted to mark haz-
ards for smowmobiling and failed to get them all or do thea
exactly right that they were liable, but if they did nothing,
they weren't. The snowbmobile clubs have offered to help the
department mark all of our parks were snowmobiling is allowed
and the problem extends beyond our own system, and fraskly,
there are, in fact,‘people being killed and seriously injured
and loss of property because of this problem. This bill, I
think, in a responsible way attempts to solve that problem by
simply saying that if you in a conscience effort attempt to
mark . hazards for snouwmobiling, you will not be held liable
and...for anything that you iould otherwise, if
- you'de,.if...you'd have the same liabilities if you'd done
nothing. I think, obviously, we wish to encourage these haz-
ards to be marked so that our citizens will not be harmed.

I'd be happy to answer any questioas.. The Depactment of
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Conservation is in support as are the many snovmébile orgﬁ—
pizations. Appfeciate your support. . ‘
PRESIDIKG OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the questi&n is, shall
Senate Bill 1588 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote HNay.. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. ~ Om that
guestion, the. Ayes are 56, the Nays are'none, 2 VOtin§
Present. Senate Bill 1588 having received thé constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1596, Senator
Buzbee. . Senate Bill 1597, Sénator Berman. Senate 8111:1601,
Senétor Chéw., Read the bill, Mr. Secretarya.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR.. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1601..

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

"'Senator Chew.

SENATOR- CHEW:

.Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
is the versidn to cieate a new .transit system in northern
Illinois.v We did have some extensive discussion on this ‘on
yesterday. . We brought it back for the amendments that those
mesbers that had some problems with it and those anmendments
ueté adopted. I have no additional amendments and no oae has
informed me of any amendments that are outstanding or filed.
fe have carefully worked this out with all paptiés coacerned.
I will ansver any questions; otherwise, I wvould ask fpr a
favofahle roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Sangmeistef.
SEFATOR SANGMEISTER:

© ¥ill the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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He indicates he willa..
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Chew, I spoke.to you the other day about this and
you did amswer in the affirmative. I just want to check that
the opt out is in here, is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chevw.

SENATOR CHEW:

Senator Sangmeister, that was adopted yesterday, spon-
sored by Geo-Karis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:.

Just a rapid, gquick questiom regarding the opt out
because I did not see it and that's my fault, not yours. But
the one that was in the other transportation bills around,
there vas a three year period before you could opt out. Have
you got...that #as adapted similar to the sape one that...all
. right, thank you, that?s all I need to know.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)'

Is there further discussion? xSenator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of tﬁe
Senate. I‘risé in support of Semate Bill 1601. This bill is
the work product of a number of public hearings and public
meetings origin;ted and initiated by the. Conference of Mayors
of suburban Cook County at the request, I might add, of the
Governor. They have Qorked long and. hard. They have invited
legislative participation, and, in fact, there vas legis—
lative participation by both Senators Chew and Carroll vho
attended their meetings. They vere meeting a couple of timeé
a.month for the past few months. I think the vork product is
a..good ome. It affords to those who vere concerned about the

structure a true change in structure. It recognizes the need
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for a State su“sidy and I think it's deserving of our sup-
port. I urge an Ayé vote on Sepate Bill 1601.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Chew may
close debate.
SEEATOB CHEﬁ:

Thank .you, Hr. President. It is a step forward, and to
reemphasize what the President has said, it's been a lot of
long hours and input from everybody concerned. I would ask
for a favorable roll call. - '

PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senmate Bill 1601 pass. Those in
favor will vot- Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
Opena Senato. ; wonld you vote me. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On. that question,
the Ayes are 3¢, the Nays are 20, 2 Voting Present. Senate
Bill 1601 having received the constitutiocnal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1606, Senator Bruce. Senate
Bill 1607.. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate
Bill 1607. Would you read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR.. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1607.
(Secretary reads title of bill) )
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIEG OP?ICER: {SENATOBR SAVICKAS)
Senator ﬁruce.,
SENATOR BRUCE: )

Thank you, ¥r. President. Senmate Bill 1607 changes the
formula under which distribution is made of the Corporate
Personal Property Beplacement Tax Funds. As you will recall,
vhen that bill was passed three years ago, at the reguest of
Sepator Knup zl and others, we put a hold-harmless claase in
there which related to sixty percent of the 1976 and *77

collections. Because of changes we have made in the Statutes
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and the effecf of the econony, the amount of collections that
have been received in the Coréorate Personal Property Tax Re-
placement Pund have not risem nearly at the rate we expected.
fhat this bill does is change that distriﬁution formula to
reflect the lessened amount of.uoney ve have so ‘that dis-
tricts do not lose any noney, and it holds every district in
the State of Illinois, some six thousand seven hundred taxing
distticts.harmlessifron loss by moving the formula to the
1978 personal property tax collection year. That is fair to
everyone, I believe. If we do not move the formula, there
will be two thousand seven hundred districts that will lose
ap to forty percent of their revenues, three hundred and
sixty-one districts that will lose more than sixty percent of
their total revenues, but only about thrée thousand districts
that will have any gain, and the maximum gain of all the dis-—
tricts is two percent. I have made available and indicated
in the commitiee, we have run each taximng district. in the
State of Illinois, ve have a printout of it, they are all in.
As far as I know, the uunicipai League, the Taxpayers Pedera-—
tion, Jjust about everyode ﬁhat I can think of except the
apple grovers have indicated that they would liker to change
the foramula so that ‘everyone is held baramless based on the
1978 collection year. I know of no opposition to the bill
and I would ask for your favor?ble considerafion-
PBESIbIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAYICKAS)

Any discussion? Senator ﬁcﬂilianm
SENATOR MCNILLAN:

Very simply, I rise in1support of the bill. 1It*s very
necessarye. Iuseek a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING. OFFICER: {SENATOR . SAVICKAS)

Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:

Will the Gentleman yield for a question?

PRRSIDING OFFICER: - {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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He indicates he wili.
SENATOR WALSH:

Senator, I tried to follow your explanation of this.
The...vwe're concernéd here with a reallocation of the funds
that are collected under the personal property tax replace—
ment tax 'that we enacted a couple of years ago. And...I'a
nsﬁally-in something like this, you?re taking from one and
giving to another, and I*m wondering who benefits and to
whose detriment is...is this bill, if it passes? I haven't
seen the -1ist which you!ve distributed hut...ve're talking
about the same amount of money that®s going to be distributed
in a manner different from that im which it is distributed’
v now. So, I wonder if you might elaborate on that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce. '

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Senator ¥Walsh. This..this is the list of
taxing districés, so I did not distrihutei_it to you.,6 We
wduld have had an inﬁrease in the printing costs of the State
that even vwe couldﬁ’t afford. It is +true that vwe are
redistributing the nonéy, but I...the reason that there has
not . been any great opposition is that those from whom we are
taking money, the m?ximun they have of all the six thousand
seven huﬁdred distriéts, the méximum increase is tvo and one—
half percent over 1aét;year. The maximum decline of some two
thousaﬁd and seven hundred districts has been up to sixty
percent loss. Those who are gaining, are gaining so little
that they have decided to gedistrihute the money. No single
unit of government in the,staté‘of.lllinois is going to lose
more than two and a half perceant of their total collection.
Districts I kmow in Seﬁator...one..-one school district ia
Senator Buzbeels district is goisg to lose...it goes from a
hundred and nine thousand dollars in two Yyears to eleven

thousand, a loss of a hundred thousand dollars nearly in a
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two year period. So, that is...I wish Semator HcMillan uere
still on the Floor, we went through this is committee. It is
a QLStrzhutlon, you are absolutely correct, we are taking
froa some winners and redistributing to the losers,_but there
are very few winners and almost all the districts lose money.
PRESIDING OFPIéER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -
" Senator Walsh.

7 SENATOR WALSH:

¥ell, the one example you gave would indicate to aze we
should vote ©No on this bill..-nothing personal, Senator
Buzbee. But I...I just wonder, that is the effect maybe for
this...the next yéar. §hat...what is the overall effect
iDeceleeeI know we had considerable debate om this...on tLLs
bill when it was otlglnally passed, and once we change t! is
formula, we...we find these things are very bhard to...:o
change back if...if what we are doing nov.is mot the ricat
thing to do, becau#e the people that benefit may be im a much
stronger position to see the error of their ways than what
you state now. The people who are benefiting, apparently, are
either not aware of what's going om or are willing to...to

inake a changde. But is this...is it a population trend situa-
tioD, OCLee+0L...0r if you can explain just what brought about
the...the need for this bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Okay. The prohlem> has been we have more money to dis—
tribute eacﬁ year. , So, .I mean, I want you to keep that in
»ind. Oone of the controversies, as you recall, when vwe
passed the replacement tax is that it would go up every jyear
and taxing districts would get a windfall from the income tax
addition that they would not have gotten from personal pr~p—
erty tax, and that is exactly what kas happened, that is why

this is not a bill that has caused a great deal of anguisk
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from taxing districts, they bhave, in fact, received more
money._‘ We base those allotments, based on: 1376 for
dovwnstate...for Cook and 1977 for downstate. As you recall
the pot is divided into two...two portioms. 1In the legis—
lgtion as ve passed it, ve said they no district this coming
year vwould get less than sixty percent Of..«0f the initial
year. The problem is the collections and how much we are get—
ting is going dowa, it is not increasing at a fast rate as ié
thought, so that when we go to that formula of éixty perceat
of either 1976 or 1977, there are a great number of losers,
but-very, very few gainers. If you ﬁové the year to 378, the
amount of money has gross from about an initial five hundred
and eighteen million, has grown eqough that if we change the
assessment year for -everyone to 1978 which is the year per—
sopal : property tax was abolished, if we go to that year,. the
Department of Bevenue and the administration who supports
_this says that that is a fair distributioa of the money
available.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH: .

So -.thenr...correct me if I'm wrong, this...this bill
changes the...the base year from 1976 to 1973? Does it do
anything’other than that, Senator Bruce? I.,.i. can under-—
stand why we're making it *78 because that...and it also goes
from sixty to a hundred percent? Does it do two things?
PRESIDING. OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE::

¥ell, as you know, the pot is determined by the '76-'77
year, that has not changed...the fifty-two forty-eight split.
What we are changing. by this is, under the original legis—
lation, we triggered the ‘hold—harmless provision which is

already in this Act to 76 and 177 collectioas and ve started
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phaéing that out. So that it was a hundred. percent last
year, it is to be sixty perceant in the coming year. The
D;partment of Revenue will, to any taxing body that :équests
in writing, a certification of how much money we're going to
get from corporate personal property taz. You need it for
your bond and interest fand, you need it for many levies.
" #hat thej found out is that in...when I get tHe figure; it*s
about three thousand districts of the seven...six thousand
seved hnndfea, they all got letters back saying, youfre going
to get a loé less money at sixty percent of that year. What
this bill ‘does, and it was drafted by the Department of
Revenue, was to change the hold-harmless year to 1978 collec—
' tions. That protects everybody in the State of Illinois that
they get as much as they got in *78. A lot of districts are
going to get more. A lot of districts are getting more than
they had ever from personal propetﬁy tax, because it has
groin. What this does is say that you cannot get less than
1978 which is what you got when we abolished the tax.  That
seems to be fair, that was the year in which we did away with
the tax.  We now know 1978 collections, no district will be
harmed if we keep it that way, no...district is going to be
unjustly eariched. If we don't change it and we leave it at
sevénty pezdent...or sixty‘perceﬁt of *76 and *77, nearly
’three thousand of the sixty seven hundred districts will lose
and. they are big losers, up to sixty percent of their total
is §oing to ‘be lost. And sose districtS....some three han—
dre& districts vill lose one hundred percent of their per—
sonal property tax collectiéns because they made no collec—
tion in that year.
PRESIDING OPf‘ICER: (SEHATOR SAVICKAS)
= Is there further discussionr? Senator Niamrod.
SENATOR NINROD:
Yeah, one further guestion, Mr. President, of the

Sponsor.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHNATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he?ll yield.

SENATOR NIMROD:

#hat...what happens...l understand vhere ve are now, bat
what happens as we go on a year and we get out of
thiS...declining involvement. of money and it starts to
improve again? Are .we goiag to create another inequity?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.Senator Bruce.

SENATOR -BRUCE:.

NOeeeNO, vnow you remember, Senator Nimrod, as the systen
grows, you will only get your percemtage, your proportional
share. This is the floor...this ié the floor and it says
that you can never. get less than *78. 0Once ¥e...every taxingv
district in the State gets.thein 178 share, we then divide it
among all the other taxing districts. As the system grows
you uill get your share of shat'pérsonal property tax collec-—
tions were :in ?76 and in *70...in *77..

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Could we break up those conferences, this is very impor-—
tant. K Senator BrucCe....
SENATOR BRUCE:

Okaj, Senator Himrod...so that I dontt confuse you, what
you get is based on your *76 and *77 collections as a propor—
tion of the total pot. Then...but you will not get less than
your *78 collections.. So this just establishes the floor.
You will nmot be unjustly enriched as...as the system gross
because you . will only get your proportional share as it was
determined in- *76 aund in *717, downstate and Cook
County...Cook County Downstate..

PRBESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If aot, Senator Bruce may

close. - Senator Bruce, do you vish to close?

SENATOR BBUCE:
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I’B...all this bill does is change the formula so that no
taxing district will be harmed next yeaf by the distribution
of the money in the c&rporate personal property tax by basing
it on the 1978 collectioas. I know of no objection, no
taxing district in the State of Illinois opposes this bill.
It is supported by every group I know of because it egquitably
divides the money by putting a hold-harmless and also allows
the growth to go to those districts in the same proportion it
was in *76 and *77. It just places a floor under the three
thousand districts that stand to lose a great deal of money
unless we.change this bill and pass. this bill and I'd ask for
your faverable consideration. . »
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS) °

The gquestion is, shall SenatevBill 1607 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote ¥ay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have ail voted who wish?
Take the record. On”that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays

-are nome, none Voting Present. Senate Bill 1607 having
received the constitutional majority is. declared passed.
Senate Bill 1613, Senator Newhouse. (Machine cutoff)...Bill
1614, Senator Bloomf Senator Newhouse. ' .
SENATOR NEWHOUSE: .

Senator Becker asked if I would brimg that bill back for
an amendment and I will accommodate-him. I*d just like to
nake Eertain that I can get back to thé bill today. And I
understand that's the purpose of the recall list, right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: . iszuuoa SAVICKAS) -

Bight. ¥e have a list now being made up of the recalls.
SENATOR MEWHOUSE: - '

Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate Bill 15614, Senator Bloom. Bead the bill, Hr..

Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)
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Senate Bill 1614.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of -the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senétqr Bloon.

S?EATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Ar. President and fellow Senators. This bill
also is recoamended bj the Joint Coamittee on Administrative
Rules. Briefly, in October of 1980 we filed advisory objec-
tions to three provisions of R and E's medical disciplinary
rules because they did not set out stamdards and criteria,
and that ve felt fhat it violated Section 4.02 of the Illi-
nois Administrative Procedure Act. This legislation sets out
standardé and criteria to be used in determining what coasti-
tute the. érounds for revoking physicians licenses. I*ll
answer aany questions,’otheruise, I would seek your support.
PRESIDING OPEICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the quéstion is sLall
Senate Bill 1614 pass.. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote HNay. The voting is opea. Have all voted who
wish? Have ail voted who wish? Take the record. On that

question the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none Voting

Present. . Senate Bill 1614 having received the constitutional.

majority isb declared passed. Senate Bill 1624, Senator
b'Atco. Beédvthe bill, H#r. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {BB. PERNANDES)

{Nachine cutoff)...Bill 1624.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFPICER:. (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DfArco.
"SENATOR D'ARCO: .

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the peamsion bill for

the Chicago Park employees. #e discussed the amendment
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yesterday as far 'as the survivor?s annuity ard the child?’s
anauity vas concerned. - The bill itself deals with a vperson
age sixty or over, and provides that he may opt out of the
pension systeﬁ if, ;n fact, he joins the park district when

he. is age sixty or over. We don*t feel that it should be

" incumbent upon -him ‘to pay into the pension system because he

is. sixty years old and he would not enjoy the benefits of a
pension because of his age.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not...Senator Berning.
SENATOB BERNING:

Thank you, Mr. President. May I ask the spoansor a - ques—
tion abput his statement of exemption under the State
Bandates Act. . Senatgr, what do you have in thé way of a

- statenent and from whon?
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator D*AIcCo.
SENATOR D*ARCO3
I don't have the amendment in front of me. Do you have
_the amendment?
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICXKAS)

Senator Berninge
SENATOR BERNING:

¥No, I...I don't have the amendmegt. My understanding is
that...this, that?s been furnished me, is an amendment to the
Act, Mr. President and meabers of the Senate; and it says,
mThe General Assembly finds that this Act does not reguire
reimbursement under Subdivision E, of Section ¢ Jf the State

.Handates Act.®™ - And: let me refer you then gquickly tc Section
‘B of the State Mandates Act, which says, bear iu mind this is
the law right now, "All...all of the increased costs of the
local government directly attributable to a mandr+ed increase
in public employee retirement benefits enacted after the

effective. date of this Act and which has the effect of
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elevating retireaent benefits of local govetnment' employees,
shall be reimbursed by the State." Mr. President and members
of the Senate, it appears quite obvious that this amendment
to the Act in no vay obviates the obligation of the State of
Illinois under the provisions that wonld prevail if this bill
is passed. And we would be talking about an annual cost
0f...in the neighborhood of three hundred thousand dollars a
year, and that is in addition to the over a aillion'dollafs
whicﬁ the fund would have to absorb ‘as increased
uaderfunding. The question arises...ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senéte; as to what does it really take for the Sﬁate of
Illinois to be absolved of obligation under this siatutory
provision. Short of amending the law, it would appear to ame
that. the very least we can depend oﬁ is a copy of a resolu—
tion duly enacted by the city_council advising the State of
Illinois that tﬁe State will be held harmless, and any and
all obligation as a rgsult of, im this case, .Senate Bill
1624, will be borne by the city council. I'a not sure, Hr.
President, hov soon the...the Senate spomsor could furnish us
with that, but I sabamit that without that, the State of Illi-
nois will be obligated if this Senate does pass 1624.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

UPI seeks permission to fila. fs- pérmission granted?
Leave is. granted. 6 Senator Buzﬁee-

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Yes, - thank you, Hr. Presideant. PFirst, Senator D'Arco, I
have absolutely no objection to the intention of your bill as
amended. My fear is what's going to happen to. it when it
gets "to the House of Repiesentatives, and this is a pension
bill and I think we are all vefy much aware of what happened
to the pension bills as they came back to this Body last year
after they left the House of Representatives. And there vere

some amendments put on in the House on, those pension bills,

that several of us in this Body found to be objectionable and
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embarrassing. First of all, my question to you is, would you
assure us wvhen this bill comes back from the House to us that
you‘uillvkeep the bill in its present pristine form, and not
accept any amendments that the House aight add.on as it
pertains to General Asseambly retirement, or as it pertains to
judges?® retiremeant or anybody elses retirement?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D*Arco.
SENATOR D?ARCO:

Well, yes, I would do that, and, ;n fact, if there's any

amendments ob...o0ffered in the House on the bill, I would not
bconcur in those amendments and would hope that the, bill would
remain iBee.in its Christine form. And I .doﬁ't know
Christiné nyself but...I heard she's a hell of a girl. No, -
but I...I*11l do that for you. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKASY
Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you. Well, I appreciate that, Senator D'Aréo. My
second point is a question to the Semate President. I wonder
if he is going io raise the constitutional objection on this
bill that he did on Senator Egan and ay bills prefiously,
given the fact that this bill .addresses tvo separate things.
One is the Pension Code and the other ié the State Mandates
Act, and I think that perhaps Senator Rock may bhave a
comment, because he 1is concerned about the constitutional
gquestion as to whether you can address those two subjects in
one bill. I wonder if Semator Rock would care to comment on
that. |
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock is ﬂot on the Floor, and i'm sare after he
reads the transcript, he will send you his comments. Senator
Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:
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Thank you, Hr. President and fellow Senators. I would
first of all like to ask a question or two of the sponsor if
he would yield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates hé vill yield.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Senator D'Arco, the old guestion always goes back to who
uaﬁts this bill, and I can...it?s the Chicago Park District
and we know. that, but hov.many individuals are affected?
fRESIDIXG OFFICER: (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DYArco.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

I guess all of the spouses of the retired menmbers
and...and the offspring of those members would be affected by
the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Our summary shows, Senator D?Arco, and I don*t know if
it*s still ‘ia it, that it sas those over age sixty when they
started work. Is that still in the bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D?Arco.

SENATOR D®ARCO:

Yes, that?s still in the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Sell, it seems to me, Mr. President and fellow Senators,
that this 1is kind of a new departure. I aon°t‘knou'uho
Pristine is, I would like to méet her one day too, but creat-
ing creative retirement programs for people who enter systems
at the age sixty and beyond is kind of a whole new ballgame

in the retirement business, as far as I know, and State
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retirement programs and other public retirement programs, aad
just based én that alone, letting the door opemn to such
expénsion of already troubled and underfunded retirement pro-—
grams, seems to me like a 5ad way to go and I think we should
defeat the hill.A
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I think we should get back to
. the main point here. 1In the committee, the sponsor agreed
that vwe would get a signoff letter taking the responsibility
for the money under the bill. That is vhat we are waiting
for, we do not have that, and so, I ask that he hold the bill
until he gets it. That's what the indication that we got in
the committee, that's why some of us perhaps voted to permit
it to get out of the committee.

PRESIDING O'FPIéEB: . {SENATOBR SAVICKAS)

?urther:discnssion? Senator D'Arco may close.
SENATOR D'AR\CO:

Thank fou, Mr. President. To answer Senator Berning and
Senator Rupp, the...the guestion becomes whether or not the
second amendment, which provides that the General Assembly
finds that this Act does not reguire reimbursement under sub-
section E of...o0f Section 5 of the State...Mandates Act, does
specifically'provide that the State does aot bhave to reis—
burse the unit of local government. Aand ia my opinion, there
is no inconsistency in that amendment and the bill itself,
aﬁd it vould.meet the requirements of the State Mandates Act.
I have here a letter from ihe...a Mr. O¢*Grady, who is the
State's HMandate Beview Officer. Aad he says, it is...it may
be a gquestion. of judicial'interpretation whether or not the
amendment is consistent or not consistent with the State
Mandates Act. And he does suggest a mechanism for remedying

the situation if we feel, in our wisdom, that there is some
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incbnsistency. ‘There is no gquestion that the 1legislative
intent and By dintent in passing this bill is to exempt the
State from reimbursepment.. I mean, that should be absolately.
clear. This purden, if you want to call it that, is going to
fall on the Chicago Park District only. We don't want any
aoney from the State of Illinois to pay for these increased
benefifs, and I make that perfectly clear, here and now. If
there is a problem and...and there is a question of interpre-
.tation, I will definitely, amd I give you my word, will defi-
nitely solve that problem when the bill is in the House. And

¥e can sit down and study that question.. But I-va&t to make

it perfectly clear, it is not our intent to violate the State

Mandates Act and I don®t know how else to put it.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

The question is shall Senate Bill '16...S5enator Berning,
we are on the closing remarks of Senator D'Arco. So, vwe are
on the vote now. Senator DYArco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

And Senator Beraing indicated it would...it would take a
resolution from the city council in order to satisfy that
requirement. , W¥ell, the State Mandates officer indicates that
éhe simple reiterating in the bill itself that the Chicago
Park District would pay the: cost of these benefits would
satisfy the requiremeats oflthe/hct. And he is in a much
better position .to know what ihe State Mandates Act...Act
teqpirés than I...than I believe a&yhody else. So, we don't
Bave to go to the city council for a resolution to prove the
point.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOH SAVICKAS)

The question is, shail Senate Bill 1624 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote ¥ay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted vho wish?
gave all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,

the Ayes are 30, the Hays are 28, nome Voting Present. Senate
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Bill 1624 having Vreéeived thév cons;itutional majority is
" declared passed. For what putposé does Senmator Bhoads arise?
SENATOR ‘RAOADS:

To request a verification of the affirmative vote, MHr.
President. |
PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SEHATOR-SAVICKAS)

Senator Rhoads has 'reguested a verification. #ill all.
the Senators be in their seats. Will all the Semators be ia

their seats. W®ill the Secretary read the affirmative votes..

End of Reel
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RBEL #7

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

The»followiﬁg voted in the affirmative: Berman, Bruce,
Buzbee, Carroll, Chéw, Collins, D?Arco, Dawson, Degnan,
Demuzio, Donnewald, Egan, Gitz, Hall, Johns, Jeremiah Joyce,
Jerone Joyée, Lemke, Marovitz, McLendon, ¥ash, Nedza, HNega,
Netsch, Newhouse, Sangmeister, sdvickas! Taylor, Vadalabene,
Mr. President.

PRESIDING ‘OFI’ICER': ($ENATOB SAViCKLS)

Senator BRhoads, do you guestion the attendance of any

Senator? '
SENATOR RHOADS:

Senator Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR -SAVICKAS)

Senator Dawson is.standinghin the back.
SENATOR RHOADS:

Senator Bruce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce is...is Senator Bruce om the Floor? Sega—
tor Bruce is on the Floor. Is there...
SENATOR RHOADS: .

Senator Mclendon.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator MclLendon. Is Senator HNclendon omn the Floor?
Senator Mcleandon.  Senmator HcLendon om the Floor?

SENATOR RHOADS: A

I don;t see him, do you?

PRESIDING OFFICER: : {SENATOé SA?ICKBS) ’

He's not answering the call. . Strike his name from the
record. Do you guestion the attendance of any further Sena-—
tor? Senator D?Arco asks leave to postpone consideration.

Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Semnate
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Bill 1643,  Senator Davidson. Semator Davidson. Senator
Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I*d like leave
.to Table 1643. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATOR SAVICKAS)

Youtve heard the motion. - Is leave g;anted? Leave is
granted.  Sepate Bill 1643 _is Tabled. Senate Bill 1645,
Senator Gitz. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: . (MB. FERNANDES)

Semate Bill 1645.

7 (secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAViCRAS)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Séﬁate.
Senate Bill 1645 in its amended form would increase the
privilege tax on horse racing by a schedule that is approxi-
mately twenty perceant. The proceeds from this Act as of this
year would be earmarked to the Common School Fuund which is
frequently used for paying ghings ~like mandated - prograsms,
sixty—five percent to that fund and thirty-five percent to
the Mental Health Fund. ¥We toyed with amending each of the
schedules and found that to be very cumbersome and felt that.
would best be donme by rule. .Now, this legislation is‘ its
reforas would generate in the neighborhood of twelve t;_fif—
teen million dollars. I offer it for your consideration
because I think all of us are sincerely interested in p;ovid—
ing some new revenue initiatives that, hopefully, are as
painless as possible for the everyday...taxpayer.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there any discussion? Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:
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Question of the sponsor;
PRﬁSIDIHG‘OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will yield. '
SERATOR WEAVER:

Senator Gitz, how long has it been since we've raised
these...fees? |
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOR'SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ: »

Senator Weaver, I'm.not auaie of what year was the last
increase in fees. I knov that it has not occurred in the
lést four years.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver..

SENATOR WEAVER:

I thought,,ar few years ago we passed kind of a compre—
hensive schedule, and my only concern is, maybe we're...we're
going to lose momey in the long—run if...if Qe...I'm not
saying that it's right or wrong, I just uondgfed if you had
some information as to how long it'd been since.we raised the
privilege tax, or what it might...vwhether we stand to win or
lose.. You say we’re going to possibly gain twelve millionm
dollars. I think Senator Rock had a bill not foo- long ago,
maybe he could tell us what the schedule was then and how
much we raised it then, and what this is going ié agsount to.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: - (SENATOR SAViCKAS)

» Senator McMillan.
SENATOR !eHILLAN:.

Br. President and members of ;he Senate, I:simply rise in
opposition to the Sill._ It is a;-.a tax increase and 1 don't
believe, even though we...we heard it in sone détail in...in
Revenue, there were other‘tax increases that were proposed, I
don't see anymore justification for an increase in this tax

than...than any others, and I would oppose it.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bock..

SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Genilemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to Semate Bill 1645. As Sena-—
tor Weaver rightly pointed out, in 1975 then Senator Harris
and myself embarked, after about am eighteen month study by
the Legislative Investigating Comiission, to totally
restructure the lav of Illinois as it applied to paiimutuel
wagering in horse racing, and it*s the Horse Race Act of
1975, I guess is the éuphemistic term that the raciag board
ternas it. And we set up a schedule of both privilege tax aad
takeout, the takeoﬁt is to be equally divided between the
operators of the track and the ‘horseman. And that was a
legitimate attempt to increase the handle for the State of
Illinois and thus increase the tax revenue for the State of
Iilinois. In fact, it has dome that. ¥We will receive by
virtue of parimutuel vwagering somevhere in the neighborhood
of seveaty-five to eighty million dollars this year and the
prospects are even better for next, even in a deflated econ-
ony.. This kind of tax, and it*s a tventy perceat tax
increase, there?s no increase in the takeout, so what's
happening, in effect, is wvhatever the amount, whether it’s
twelve million or eight million as the Economic and Fiscal
Commission estimate, that eight sillion is comiang directly
from the racing industry and from the horseman. And you and
I both knov that if the purses are not as high as they ought
to be or can be, the horseman will siiply race elsewhere. We
nade a legitimate attempt, I think; £0ae.t0 stabalize and
encourage the growth of that industry. This, for the amount
of money involved, I suggest, is not going to be of that sig-
nificant amount of help to both those worthy causes, edu-
cation and wmental health. Eight milliom dollars simply is

not -going to cover the shortfall as we project it for .. thkis
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year aand next. But I suggest to you, it will be...have a
deVgstating effect onAparimutuel.uagering in this State,. and
for that reason I oppose it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Gitz pay
close. A
SENATOR GITZ:

¥ell, Mr. President and amembers of the Senate, for a bill
that is supposed to have a devastating effect on the indas-
try, I find ‘it remarkable that since its date of introduc—
tion, a date that, in fact, goes back to Harcﬁ 25th of this
"year, there has not been a single pﬁone call, a single
letter, a single contact from anyone in the racing = industry.
Now, this legislation was introduced to put iﬁto the
mainstream another idea, and it certainly has had ample time,
if_indeed there were very deleterious effects, for ihose to
.be voiced. There ®as not a single witness against this bill
in the Senate Bevenué‘Committee- How, it is true that each
racing organization = licensee is permitted under the present
laé to retain up tci about sixteen percent of the daily
handle. There is nothiag that prohibits in this legislation
then from adjusting those iicket sales. There's ﬁothing that
compels any citizen of this State to go to the race tracks,
that is an option’'that they exercise. 2And I sabait to you
that probably one of the reasons that this legislation has
not - had an outpouring of negative support has beem the very
fact that they are not that concerned about it. I think that
this legislation is worthy of consideration. I talked earl-
ier today with the éovetnor's floor representative, he said
they didn*t seem:to have any particular problem with the
legislation, they were neutral oxn it. I think that it is
another concept.that is worthy of our consideration. And at
a time when we're asking State employees. and other people to

serve without pay for a certain number of days, when we are
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adjusting baudgets and the fine prinmt right down to the print-—
ing . items, 1 submit to ydu that it is not untoward to con—
sider ways we might be able to put together another four Bil-
lion dollars or eight million dollars, whatever that may be,
and then certainly, if this legislation was going to be
totally destructive of the racing industry as represented, I

vwould not commend it to you for your coasideration and 3rd

" reading because simply the opposition has not been there.

.PRESIDIN; OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Semate Bill 1645 pass. Those in

‘favor will vote Aye. ‘Those opposed vote Hay. The voting is

open. , Have all voted who wish? Have all voted vwho wish?

' Have all voted who wishk  Take the record. On that question, -

the Ayes are...18, the ays are 33, 2 Voting Present. Senate
Bill 1645 having faile: to receive the coastitutional major—

ity is declared lost. or what purpose does Senator Grotberg

-arise?

SERATOR GROTBERG:

A point of personal privilege, Mr. President.

_PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR - SAVICKAS)

State your point.

SENATOR GROTBERG: .

" Sr. President and fellow members, in the rear gallery on.

the BRepublican side is a charming lady, Mrs. Dorothea Greea

.of Pontiac, Illinois. HMost of you have...remember her best

in _the many years,ihat she ran radio statiom WGSW...BOK in
Pontiac, and for these ten years and now . dwindling down to
the fact that I®'m lusing Livingston County in my new dis—
trict, but she has guided wny legislative...and legislative
aid function in the livingston County area for tes years, and
I'm honored that she would come down and help us with the
svan song on this dist ict representation. Dorothea Green..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB'SAVICKAS)

Would she stand ard be recognized. On the Order of



j?\ % . Page 201 - MAY 26, 1982

Senaie Bills‘3£d Beading, Senate Bill 1654, Senmator Schaffer.
Read the bill, Kr. Secretary. '
ACTING SECBETARY: {(MR. FEBRKNANDES)
Senate Bi;l 1654.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS):

- (Machine cut—off)...Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. Presideﬁt, it*s a simple bill that simply expands the
Public Assistance Energenc} Revolving Fund to allow that fund
to be used to assist public aid applicants in obtaining .
copies of birth certificates, death certificates, marriage
license or other similar documents that may facilitate the
verif%cation .of eligibility £for public aid uéder the code..
sinply put, we have people that are tryimg to get ,in‘ that
probably are gualifiéd; but our requirements require them to
come up with certain documents, they don‘t have the money to
do it, the department does not uant}to be unduly harsh but
they also want to make sure they‘re poiicing the system prop-—
erly. And I believe it's an appropriaie use of that fumnd.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS) .

'Is thefe farther discussian? I1f not, the guestion 1is,
shail. Senate Bill 1654 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed'vote uay; The voting isfopen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Om
ﬁhat.guestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are noﬁe, none
VOting Presente.. Senate Bill 1654 having received the con—
stitutional majority is declared passed. Sesnate Bill 1671,
Senator Simms, BRead the bill, Hr. Secretary.

ACTiNG SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1671. .

(Sectetary‘rea§s title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBSATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Siams..

SENATGR SIHMHS: .

Thank you, Hr. Preéident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. - Senate Bill 1671 is a merely bill, it numerely does
several things. . The first thing it does, it amends the Act
on the representation and identification of State eamployees
to: include physicians io contract with the Department of
Public Health and persons who serve on advisory boards, the
Department_of Public -Health, Public Aid and Registration Edu-—
cation. And in additiom, it indesnifies physicians that are
erployed by the Department of Mental Health. And the last
portion of it which was amended on, amends on a proviso that
was placed on that to assist in the~cash flow crisis of the
state of Illinois which has the potentiality of adding an
additional forty to fifty million dollars. W®hat it would do
is, for the fifsi ten days of the Qonth‘of July of the next
fiscal year,. thosebconstituiional'and State officers would be
unable to drawv their paycheéks and five days for those State
‘employees in the corresponding period -of time. As I indi-
cated, this legislati&n is predicated on many facets dealing
with ueUMerﬁ@ofﬁmqwsﬁuum& The wmerits of
the bill toward...of helping the cash f£low of the Staﬁe of
Illinois hasiéally is predicated om the...the premise that
with the amendments that were offered by Semator Carroll and
on many of the appropriation bills, whatever, basically has
been relegated to the employees of the State of Illinois t£at
those in the higher up positions of the Executive department
of government as well as the nembers of the Legislature
shouid also help in the sacrificial contribution to the
financial well-being in the State of Illinois. And this
would take effect July 1st, of 1982, so it would be an
immediate contribution on the part of those elected offi-

cials, and I would move for .the passage of Senate Bill 1671..
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PRESIDING OPPICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Alright.  Se have the following persons that have soughtv
recognition here:z Senator Sangmeister, Collins, Ball,
Schuneszan and Senmator Rock,..Senator Sangneistér.' Oh, wait,
ve have two more, Keats and Bloom. . Senator Sangmeiéter.
SENATOR SANGHEISTER:

Thank you, Hr. President. Having been the co-sponsor of
the amendment ﬁhat,was placed on the bill whic§‘seens to have
caused some concern to a lot of people about the fact. that
they're . going to have to give up ten days or are going to
have to give up five days of their pay, I vould just like to
once again explain that, fop knou,»this.particular anendment
or proposition is nét in concfete to begin with. It's an
alternative, as I see it, to what has been proposed by the
chairman of the Appropriation Committee for ' the Senate.. I
think it®*s a reasonable alternative to it, it‘sﬁould be com—
pared to it. We all know .that this bill if it passes and the
other appropriatiom bills will be coming back in the way and
fora of Conference Committees, where it?’s just another viable
alternative that I think you ought to consiaer; For those
people who think that this is a great sacrifice all, I can
say to you is, you should take a look back in .my legislative
district as to what we are doing in the. private sector im
order %o exist in these times.. One out of five people, and
it's going on ‘to onme out of four people, don't even have a
job in. the Joliet area anymore. They would be more. than
happy to give up five days, and many of theam are giving up ash.
much as a day a week, which will amount to fifty <two
veeks...fifty two days out of the year oat of their employ-—
ment just so that they can. maintain their employment. I

-don%t think . that asking us to give up tea dajs or the State
employees five days is too much. Buat, as I say, this prop-
osition is not im concrete, it's, you know, everybody safs

we've got a fiscal crisis, we’ve got a fiscal probles that ve
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got to face in the State of Illimois, and I think each and
every one of us bas a respomsibility to look to that and

attempt. to solve it. This is my humble approach to how this

problem . ought to be solved. If you dom*t think it*s a great*

idea and you don't want to give up this time, then go ahead
and vote. it down, and I don*t say that facetiously. Not
going to hurt my feelings how you go on this. But I want to
tell yﬁu; I think you have your responsibility as a legis-
lator. ‘You know, some members of my party say, as I said to
Senator Carroll, uwhy you getting out in fromt and trying to
solve the Governor®s problems, I mean, it'S'his. problems to
see that the State of Illinois is funded. Well, maybe it is,
but I think ve share that responsibility as vell. I don't
. think you can sit here and know that the State is goiag bank-
rupt and do absolutely mothing to keep the State employees
- working. I think +they bhave to realize too that giving up
five days pnor giving up ten is not that nwmuch to keep the
pachine running. This is a family problem. Industry is
solving it among their employees, th shouldn’t the public
sector do it as well. But if you don*t like this program,
then why don*t you, instead of just speaking against it, come
up an@ tell me, what is your program to solve the problem?
PRESIDING OPPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) .
Senator Collinms. '
SBNATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
think that when this amendment went on yesterday, that the
spoasors and proponents of this amendment had the opportunity
‘to have cast a vote in the affitmatife so that épey can take
it back home and put it on their campaign 1iteratgre, and
tell all the people how charitable they wvwere and ho¥ con—
cerned they were, and they can say, look here, I®ve given up
part of my salary, and hopefully, they will be successfully

reelected. Amen. However, this bill does not just deal with
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the State Leqislaturé giving up part of their salary, it is,
in fact, a double whammy on State employees of this State.
‘There was a bill that passed through here which we cut their
salariéS‘already by five daysS...their income, and in this
anendneﬁ;m, it included thea back again which says, the first
week of July that they will not get paid. It is true that
people throughout this country are making sécrifices and I
think  that is good and that we all»should, in fact, make
sacrifices. But I think the form of that sacrifice shoﬁld be
voluntary on the part of those who...participate. I have
chosen to sacrifice and I make those sacrifices. As I said
yesterday, month of June...the month of Hay and Jume and part
of April, I am, in fact, paying my staff ome thousand dollars
a. month out of my legislative pay, and I, in . fact, pay two
hundred and sixty dollars a month out of my legislative pay,
and I, in fact, pay approximately two hund;ed and fifty
dollars a month for telephone calls, stamps and everything
else to go with it. Now, I feel that is a form of sacrifice
and I'm willing to make that sacrifice, but I tﬁinx this is a
joke, and that this ués a noble gesture and that we should
give it a noble death with flashing...fifty—nine flashing red
-1ights.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: . (SENATOR SAVICEAS)
Senator Keats. .
SENATOR KEATS:
I1.vould move the previous question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) - )
Senator, if you?d hold that motiom, we have the following
people that have sought recognition: . Senator Hall,
Schuneman, Geo—Karis, gahar, Bruce, Buzbee, Gitz and Senator
Rock. . Semator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:
Thank you, Hr.. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. Will the spoasor yield £for a guestion? Senator
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Simns, accoréing to your bill, that ii says here, ‘“State
employees.” Now, who do you considet:State enployees, and
tell ne, ;hat State employees are you talkking about in your
bill? 1 mean, everyone that's in there. Not every name but
I mean wh;t-;.evety category, I’m talking about legislators
and so fqrth;A .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICK;S)

Senator Simas. . '
SENATOR -SINAS: , .

The people thatrvotk for the State .of Illinois, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

§ell, I understood that yﬁu didn*t have some...you dida*t
have the Secretary of Staté in this bill, T understaﬁd you
didn*t have the Jjudges. in this bill,_AAren't they State
enployeés? ﬁho-..iho all's in there? Is...let ne ask you
this, is the Secretary of State in the bill?

PRESIDING OPfICEB: (SﬁﬂATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Simms.

SENATOR SIMMS:

#ell,  Senmator Hall, Senator Sangmeister drafted the
amendpent, iaybe it would be. bett;r ifb you directed your
question to him., But it applies to anyone that receives a
paycheck f:dm.the State of Illigois and it's ny urderstanding
that thgijndicial arm of State government does receive their
paycheck frci the State Treésury.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)r
Senatpr ‘Hall, -@o you = want to di;ect your question to
© Senator Sangmeister?
SENATOR HALL:

Yes. . fell...

?RBSIDiHG OFFICER: (SEEATOR'SAYICKAS)

Senator...Senator Hall. .
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"SENATOR HALL:

I*1l direct it to...because the media carried last night
that there was a flaw in that the Secretary of State wasn't
incladed. IS...are they in there, Senator Sangmeister?
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

‘SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

It's not they, Senator Hall, it's he. One individual was
left dut“inq¢vertently vhen drafted by the Reference Bureau.
I*11 take the responsibility of not having it in there, but
I'11 tell you, I haven't even talked to the ‘Secretary of
State yeta. One individual...but I'm sure that if I were to
speak.to Jim Bdgar, he®d be more than happy toA give us his
ten days, so-I wouldn®t worry about the ome individual that's
not in there.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SEEATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Hall. ’

"SENATOR HALL:

Well, I don't know how you come here and set yourself up
as a péison who?'s going to go around aand talk to the
one..;uhy did you not include bim when you include the
others? Now, I've been here for over sixteen'years and we do
'thingS’honorably around here, and, you know, that I*m kind of
shocked to think that you would come alomg at this late day
NOW.+.ifo..if you are trying to embarrass some members of the
Legislature, if you're trying...since you're doing well,
since you*re getting along, no¥ then you use the term of our
late, beloved President, "Ask not...turn the mike on..."Ask
not what you do for...country caan do, what can the State do
for you."™ But why don't you do like he did? If you so well
off, why don't you turn your entire salary over, that®s what
they do. How, I want to tell you this, that what you need to
do iS...you know and I know, ard if you had read...you're an

attorney, and you knov Article VI of the Cosastitution,
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Section 11 says..®Compensation and Allowances. A member of
the Legislature shall receive a salary aad an allowance as
provided by law, but changes.in the salary of a némber shall
not take effect during the term for whiﬁh he's béen elected.™
How, you kpow that. Kouiihy are you up here trying to add
something on, and who...vho are you misleading? You...you're
an.attorney. And...aad, you know, it*s really é sad state of
afﬁairs when you come along vand‘.here...nOﬂ, I know that
youre doing well, I know that you on many payrolls amd I
know you represent a lot of people, but the point is that
there*s no need in the world for you coming herg at this time
trying to embarrass a lot of people, and I'n 'telling you,
it's time for you, Gentleneq of the Legislature and Ladies,
to stand up, be counted. I'a willing to bear any...and I'm
willing to help anyone, and I®m willing to do what every
others, but there’s no way to do. Now you come along and
tell me you left out one indi;idual.

PRESIDING OFFICER:. {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Was that a question, Senator Hall? Senator Samgmeister,

we have about a miaute left on his time..

SENATOR SABGMEISTER:

¥ell, it cert&inly was a question. Number one, I tried

to explain 4o you that ipadvertently, inadvertently, the
Seétetary of State was left out and that's one man. But as
long as you asked the question, Senator Hall; about what my
other activities are, and you asked the other day when I was
practiciag 1lav, let ae tell:yon something, as you fully well
know, we are down here...we are not dowa here in July, ve're
‘not . down here in August, ve're not down here in September,
- ye're pot down here in October, maybe a couple weeks in
Novemrber, - we're not down here in Decembec; we're not down
here, basically, ia January. It*s February, March, April and
Bay and June that we're doun‘here. Now, I donr’t- know what

you do with the rest of you time, maybe you sit in the Mis—
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sissippi.ﬂivervand throv a liné in the water, I don't know
how - you spend your time. But I want to tell you one thing,
in .this céunﬁry there is plenty of opportunity to do things,
and if you got »ény ambition, you don't sit back in your
office with your feet up on the desk. You go out and you do
something; you earm a living, and you have some pride for
ybur family. If you don*t want to do that, dom't criticize
‘other people who do.. .

PRESIDINé OFFICER: (SENATOR"SAVICKAS)

Seﬂator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. fresident and members of the Senate. I
have a gquestion either to the sponsor of the amendment- or the
sponsor of the bill. And I*m concerned about some of our
State enployees. .now, there are many areas where the State
employee can be off for five days or can go five days without
pay, but I®m wondering about, for example, Joliet
Prison...Statesville Prison or our State police. If they're
'§oing to go five déys without pay, do they have to work?
Supposingly they decide...for example, the prison people
decide, look, we're not getting paid, we're not going to be
at Statesville for five...five days. What are we going to do
in that case? 1Is tiere an ansvwer to that?

PRB§IDING OFFICER:..(SEHATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeiéiér or Sim@s...Sangmeister.
SENATOR SARGMEISTER:

The nicest way - to have structured this bill would have
been to give everybody five days off and I kmow that’s what
they would like. Ené.fpt the very reason that you cited, we
can't let all those employees out of Statesville Penitentiary
or anyplace else and ﬁhen have to hire people to come in and
replace - thenm. There's no money saved under that kind of a
program. So, the answer is, it*s five days with work..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Mahar.

SENATOR -MAHAR: _

7 Well, it?s five days with work, but do they bhave to
report? Can they be fired if they don't report? They're
APSCHME employees, can we fire them if they don®t report to
vork? '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNA?OB SAVICKAS) '

Senator Sangmeister. '
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I dom*t think we can fire anybody here. It*s up to the
people who have control of those employees as to wvhat action
they would want to take if they wouldn®t shos up.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo—Karis. Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ: .

Very briefly, Hr. President. I was one of the people 'ho
walked <the 1line the other day, and one of the things that
people said in respomse to that as State employees is, well,
how . easy it is for you in the Législature'to tell the State
employees of the State of Illinois that we should have only
a four perceant increase, but vwhere's the sacrifices that
you've been making? And we know that in this Body that
there's not been.a general increase for legislative compan—
sation, but at least this amendment, which 1is offered by
Senator Sangmeister, does take care of one simple guandry and
that is to take something that we presently enjoy ahd to
apply a standard of comparisom that shows we are putting our
responsihility vhere our rhetoric has been. and whers our
votes have been for other people. Like Senator Hall, I®a not
a practicing attorney, I‘doﬁ!t bhave a side deal. going that
gets. extra income in the side, but I feel very certai# that
this is not such a monumental sacrifice that amybody in *iais
Body is truly going to have a real difficulty im paking their

bills or . their ends mnmeet by simply signing on board to do
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what we are asking other people, in efféct, to do.as vell.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise im support of this. s
I said when it was debated the other day, this has been pro—

posed in other states. In Idaho they?re trying to do it now,

and I...I think that if ve're asking others to tighten their

belts, I think that we ouéht to be tightening our own. I*d
urge support. -
PRESIDING OPPICBR:> (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Buzﬁee.
SENATOR BUZBEE: .

Thank you, Mr. President. It's too bad we didn't have
this bill the first thing this morning so we could have
gotten. off to a good start as opposed to ending up on a good
start: This is a...this is a bad idea. Itve gotten' the

masty letters also from State employees saying, you know, if

you .think the four percent pay increase is a good idea, well,

why don't you take a pay cut yourself. Well, I informed then
I didn't thinklthe four percent pay increase was a good idea
.to start with, but I -also informed them...I sat up late here
in my office one evening writing sone gersonal’notes on Athe
bottor  of my typed letters to those Qho had been especially

nasty saying that...reminding them that the General Assembly,

in fact, bad not had a pay increase at all for three years..

Y...I think im this tine of...of.;.of tight fiscal matters
that ‘it would not be too much to ask the members of the Gen-
eral Assembly and the elected officials of this State to-take
a furlough for a fév,days- I could iive with that, I'm not
- sure my banker that holds my notes couid live with that, but
I could 1live with that. for a few days, perhaps tem is a

little bit too much but at lgast some. But I would point out

to the Body that as Semator Collins stated earlier, as it
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affects State employees, this is on top of the proposed only
four percent increase inm January that passed... has been
passing out of this Body in the appropriationm bills. . So,.my
guess is, that...first of all, Senator, your...your bill is
unconsti;utional as it's present...your amendment is, I...I
believe, because Semator Hall is correct ip that youv_canﬁot
reduce the pay during...during a meamber's tera. Hoxever,‘
if.,.if we were to agree that we would do that, there's some—
how or .other, I would imagine, that we could coavince the
Coaptroller ' to reduce our checks for a few days. But as it
affects the State employees, you're now going to be imposing
upon them an additional five day work without pay, on top_ of
the pay increase or the pay decrease...the increase in the
decrease...the decrease in the increase, if you will, that is
proposed for Januarye. S0, T...I think this is a double
vbammy, I think it’s a bad idea. I know that it was com—
ceived in a good fashiom, that you were absolutely sincere in
your effort to...to address the problem. I don't think this
is fhe proper vay to do it and I think it ought to die a fast
death. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE: .

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Sénate. This
bill has a lot of good points and a lot of bad points, but it
resinds me about an ugly baby that was so ugly that the
mother had to tie a pork chop-around its neck so the dog’
would lick it, that's what this...that's what this bill is
all: about. This bill has a couple of warts on it and then
Senator Sangueistef has tried to hang a pork chop around its
neck sSo that somehow we're all going to find out.hou to get
reelected in the fall. VYow, Senator Sangmeister, I...las.l
enjoy your concept about workiag and mot getting paid.  Some

people would sa& that a lot of people around here are paid
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but don®t, vork but I think this is a mew concept. If we can
bdo this for five days, why can?t we do it for ten and double
the savings? No, let's...let?s think about that. If it's
legal ‘to teguirevan employee to report for work for five days
vithout pay, why can’t we say that for ten days, and if it's
, legal for ten, why can*t we say it for twenty, and if it®s
.legal for twenty, why not thirty, and if it*s légal for a
month, why not tuelvé months, and then ve can save...if I had
oy gold dust tvins down here report to me how much we have in
personal services‘incéne. we would have saved the State of
Illinois a lot of money. And I think that shows...now, that
shovs the problem with this. I had the staff last night.
spenc a lot of time goimg through old law cases. TheyAfound
out ‘¢ case in the State of Illinois that says you can't work
and :ot...you cannot. be required to work and not be paid.
That :as when we abolished siavery in the 13th, 14th and 15th
Amendments. In the Land of Lincoln, I don't think since thaf
time, in 1865, we've ;eguired people to report for work and
not paid then. A lot has been said aboﬁt private indastry
and the sacrifices made and that the State of Illinois ought
to. take a look and say, yes, to the State employees, let's
make the same sacrifices they're making in industry. I think
.that is a reasonable request and we ought to do tbat. And I
think the State employees would say, we're willing to talk
abqnt sacrifices, but those are all negotiated. United Auto
iorke:s weren*t +told by General Motors, or Chrysler, or aay
of the other companies that have negotiated reductiomns in
salaiies and increases im production demands by just...by a
unilateral fiat that says, from now on you're going to work
fcr 1less; they negotiated those and they layed off people.
There is not a private sSector employer or enployee iﬁ the
"Stat - or in the nation that bas negotiated contract, of which
I am avare, that requires a_vorker to report and work and he

is not paid for.it. That would violate, as far as I know,
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State and Federal laws... under the Fair Wage and Hour Act.
And'I don't think that anyone, and I will stand here until
someone...reports a contract in which people have been
required to work that thgy have négotiated and not gotten
paid for it. I dén't..-I think that the point wvas made on
the other side, what memtal health employee or prison guard
is. going to report‘fo: work when he knows he’s not going to
get paid. How, that?s a tough . job anysay,' and if you're
going to fire him,...does he get fired if he doesn®’t report?
Can he grieve the firing? 1Is the judge going to say because
yoa didn;t report on a day that you weren't going to gef paid
that thét's grounds for disaissal? What about Saturdays and
sundays vhen you're not paid, you didn*t report those days
either. and so, I think that there®s a real problean.
#e're...we're asking for a minor...sacrifice from . ourselves,
seven hundred and f£ifty dollars and ninety ceats as I men—
tioﬁed yesterday, and I...I still stand as I 4id yesterday
and say that®s fine. If we truly wvant to make this bill
symbolic, if we :ealiy think that there needs to be ap act by
this'Legislatnre as a beacon to private industry aad the
employees who work for the State of Illinois that we want to
have them work and work more productivel; and work for less
pay, then let us get about the business of creating that
symbol by reducing'oﬁr o¥n salary by five days. Let us Jjust
do £hat. Let .us-;-let us do that now and say to the State
enployees, ®we have cut your salaries, we have reduced jyour
pay - raise, we have taken off youi holidays, we have reduced
your sick leave aund 'we want to suffer with you because we all
have an economic problem and the Législatnte alone, alone is
going to pass a bill that reduces our pay for five days, and
that .would not be political chicanery, that would not be sonre
bill that the press is going. to write aboat, that is sonme-
thing that we could go back to the State employees and go

back to our .constituents and go back to all the people that
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ve try _to: help in this State and say, look, we took a five
day.cut in our pay, and we're asking you to do the same. 2and
if that bill .is bef_ore~ this Body, I will not only vote for
it,«‘f ﬂillv'speak for it and co-sponsor it, but this is not
what ve are about. We are about doing sonetﬁing that 1is a
nullity, we are doing something that will po% require any
State employee to get less money, and I think that it...it
does nﬁt serve this Body well to debate this type of iten.
Thank you. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator BRock. For...for.what purpose does Senator Rhoads
-arise? ‘

SENATOR RHOADS:

Point of order, Mr. President. I would regquest that the
timer be turned os,  please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

. Yes, well, let me just give you a timetable here. The
iimer has.rnn out, we haven't watched it very closeiy for the
members, ﬁut we have one more speaker before Senator Keats®
motion to move the previous dquestion. We have four others
that sought recognition after that motiom was made and two
others thét sought .recognition for the second time. The last
person who sought recognition before the motica was made was
Senator Rock. Senator BRock.

SERATOR ROCK: . '

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Geantlemenm of the
Senate. I too, as Senator Bruce, rise in opposition to
Senate Bill 1671 as apended, and I agree wholeheartedly with
wvhat he said. I think we are, in fact, being a little bit
hasty. We are being stampeded when it truly is unnecessary.
It ié one +thing %o suggest that the State Treasury canmnot
afford legitimately a proposed increase and so we will have
to. cut and delay that increase with the hopes that when

things get better ve'll all get better. 1It’s gquite another
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to . ask existiné’employees to take this kind-ofAé cut. If we
‘uish to do it, I am perfectlf.uilling to do it, that's sone—
thing else. What we are doing by virtue of:..of this amend—
' meat, it seems to me, is setting up one heck " of a vclass
action in the court of claiams, and I aa still practicing law,
Senator Hall.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SBUATOR. SAVICKAS)

On...on Senator Keats® amotion to @ove the previous ques—
tiou,»those'in favor of adopting the wmotion, signify by
saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The-ﬁotion
carries... Senator Simms may close debate. . A
SENATOR SINHES:

‘ Thank you, a:._P:esident-aﬁd Ladies and GentlemenAof- the
Senate. I think if most of you today have read The Chicago
Tribune, in the busimess section there's a large story, it
said, "Caterpillar Salary Freeze Indefinite." So, this is
" not something that's just come out of the Air of the Illinois
Senate. , It says, "Tﬁe Caterpillar Company, the largest pri-
vate employer im Illinois said Tuesday it is freezing for an
indefihite.period of time th; salaries of all management and
weekly salaried 'énployees in the United States and abroad.®
The paraphrase a little farther down, neanvhilg, t¥o other
midwest compamies announce salaried reductions beginaning June
1st, Sun -Electric Corporation of Crystal I.é_ke which is in
Senator Schaffer?s district, said it w»ill cat ‘officers- sal-
aries by ten perceant and the salaries of thg»upper maragenent
employees by eight. percent iﬁdefinitely-_.Cnihine Blectric
Company anpounced it will reduce  salaries for all salaried
workers, including officers, bj‘six percent. Previouslx, the
company had.cut officers' salaries from five to ten percent.
And it goes oh to list some 6ther large: emélogers that are
doing the same thing. It said earlier  this wmonth the
Caterpillar Company said that it will layaff eight thousand

of its sixty thousand two hundred workers on June 7th. That
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will bring the number .of Caterpillar workers laid off ¢to
seventeen ihodsand five huaadred. so, they?re doing it in
industry, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I think we in
the State of: Illinois, in the Illinois Legislature and the
constitutional officers can also endure some of the economic
suffering that other State eamployees evidently are going to
have to.en&ure by some of the amendments that have been
placed on the appropriatiom process. I leave this decision
to you. Vote your own conséience. I'm gbing to vote Yes for
Senate Bill 1671...1671%.

PRESIDING QPPICER:. (SENATOR §AVICKAS)

The question is, shall...shall Senate Bill 1671 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opbosed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vqted who
-wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 20,
the Nays are 38, 1 Voting Present. Senate Bill 1671 haéing
failed to receive a constitutibnal majority is declared lost.
Senator Simms, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SINMS:

Postpone conéideration.A
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR SAYICKAS)

Senator Simms seeks leave of the Body to postpone con—
sideration. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.  Senator...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Ozinga, for what...can I have the attention of
the membership. Senator Ozinga, £or what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR OZINGA:

I have been asked by ileade;ship to call a Republican
caucus in the Minority Leader*s Office. It will not last
more than fifteen minutes I am assured.

PRESIDENT:
Alright, Senator Philip, do you want to make that other

announcement? Alright, let...just so everybody understands
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vhat"ve're...where we're . going, I understand that Senator
Philip has requested a Bepublican cauncus immediately in his
office for a very short amount of time. 1681 will not be
called this evening. #We will, when <we vreturn, go to the
Order of Senate Bills 2nd BReading for the last time and.thei
go to the recalls, and then we will be finished for the eve-
ning. Well, we...Senator Philip..

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Xr. Presiden* and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I*d like to make the announcement that the Secretary
of State is holding the lottery for your tern of office in
Room 212 at siz—thirty.. So, I*m assuming we?ll still be in
Session, everybody will know their terms sometime after
sir-thirty. .

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Pursuant to requést, there...request for a
Republican caucus immediately in Senator Philip'!s office, the
Senate will stand in recess until the hour of six o'clock..
Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:
I was just going to ask Senator Philip where you buy
tickets for the lottery.
PRESIDENT:
Please stay loose, we'll be back ﬁere at six o%clock..
RECESS
AFTER RECESS
PRESIDENT:

The hour of six—thirty has arrived. As yom Xnow, pur—
suant to the law that was signed by the Govermor today, the
Secretary of State is conducting a lottery to determine the
Senate terms of the members, so I would saggest that we all
repair to BRoom 212, and then we®ll come back up here immedi-

ately after the coanstitutional lottery.

RECESS
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APTER RECESS

"PRESIDENT:

‘ The Senate will please come to order. If I can have the
attention of the zeambership. W#hile the hour is adaittedly
late for this early in the Session, we are making an~attempt
to assure the fact that we will, in.  fact, Adjourn +tONOTTOW .
and not return until . next Tuesdéy. SQ,.ne will again go
through Senate Bills on an reading, and there
are...amendzents filed with the Secretary with respect to six
hiils op 3rd reading that bhave to be recalled. There is
additionally, the House just sent us a bill which is of an
ene:gencyv nature ~which we will have to finally approve on
Tuesday, but it's necessary for us to move it. So, if ve can
move with some dispatch, wve should be finished within the
hour, if we can move with some dispatch. Senator Cértoll,
are you ready on nessages.fron the House? HMessages froam the

House, Nr. Secretary.

. ACTING SECRETARY: {NR. FPEBNANDES)

A Message from the House by Mr. Leonme, Clerk.

Mr. President -~ I aa difected to inform the Senate
that the House of Representatives has passed a bill of | the
following title, . in the passage of which I anm instructed to
asifconcurrence of the Senate, to—wit: v '

House Bill. 2115 passed the House May
26th,....1982. , Anthony J. Leone, Clerk of the House. A
PRESIDENT: ’

Senafér Carroil-
SENATOR CARRBROLL:

" Thank you, H#r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen{of_the
Seﬁate. This bill is of somewhat an emergency nature in that
it affects the ability of the State to meet its obliqafions
to- pay certain bonds. ¥We must appropriate the funds within
three legislative days so as not to he in a position of de—-

fault. I would therefore move you, Mr. President, that se
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suspend the appropriate rules so that we may read the bill a
first +time, bypass the Committee on Bules, bypass any sub-—
stantive committee and advance the bill to 2nd without refer—
ence to comaittee. »
PRESIDENT:

You®ve heard the motion as. placed by Senator Cﬁr:cll- Is
there any discussion? If not, all ‘in favor sigpify by saying
Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries.
If.is so ordered. Mr. Secretary, Tread the bill a first time.
ACTING SECBBTABY:. (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 2115.

k ‘{Secretary reads title of bill) -
ist reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT: .

Blright, 2115 will, pursuant to that motion, be shown on
the 6rder of 2nd Beading without reference to committee on
the Caleﬁdar " toRmOTIOVW. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd
Reading is Senate Bill 1202, Senmator Chew. Bead. the bill,
Mr. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1202.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. The bill has been recoampitted to
Comzittee on Transportation and is reported back with the
recommendation the bill Do Pass as Amended with Amendment ¥No.
S5e
PRESIDENT:

Alright.  Apendment...on Apendment No. 5; Senator Chesw.
SENATOR CBBU: .

Hr..Presidenf, I would ask leave to Table Amendmeat No.
S.. ‘

PRESIDENT:
Senator Chew moves to Table Committee Apendment ¥o. 5 on

Senate Bill 1202.. Any discussion? If not, all in favor sig-
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nify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
- amendment is Tabled. Further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERMNANDES)

Amendment No. . 6 offered by Semator Sangmeister.
Passznﬁnr:

Senator Sangaeister. . 1202 on 2nd reading. Well, we have

‘a problem, Senator Sangmeister, because this amendment is as
 auended and we just Tabled Cosmittee Amendment No.. S. So,
we'll have to try to resort this out.
ACTING SECRETARY: {8R. FERNANDES) )
‘ Anendment NOwaaa.
PRESIDENT:
Wait...vait a minute. . Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
Does that- mean my amendment is now out of order, is
. that...or it's not correct?
PRESIDENT:
Yeah,...technically, it ‘doesn’t jive anymore. Why doa't
‘We.e.Why don't vwe see what we've got in fromt of uas and thea
maybe we can . get back to  you, Senator Sangmeister,.
vitho..with. respect to further amendments;_ Senator
Sangmeister. .
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

p R & dpn’t vant to hold up the bill. What*s going to
happén now,  I...I have td_ have that all redrafted, is he
going-..isvhe...is he got other amendments OLa...Nno¥
PRESIDENT:

There are...there are at least four or five here pending.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER: '

Well, is he going to have to have them redrafted because
they’re out of order now that something has been Tabled?
PRESIDENT: .

My understanding . is that the next amendpment is Senator

Chew's amendment which will, in fact, fit what was...what the
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procedure is.he:e.
SENATOR sAHGHBISTER:,

fell, th doesnt't my amendment fit? Well, alfight, go
aﬁead vith the other amendments. Let me také a look at it.
_PBESIDENT:

Okay. Amendment No. 6, Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEN:

Mr. President, Amendment No. 6 strikes everything after
the enacting clause and rewrites the entire bill. And this
‘is the..f1202‘that, as the Secretary stated, was brought back
out of committee with the recommendation Do Pass..  We Tabled
number 5, which makes this an entire nevw bill, and it is the
truck weight bill, the eighty thousand pounds as we talked on
yesterday that we have worked with all. of the groups that
vére concerned.. The Secretary of State's Office so stated
this morning that the cost of...administrating this...of
adninistratibn is zero, that there would be no additional
employees mnecessary in order to administer Amendment No. 6.
L£ is not based om the weight distance tax. It is designed
fof those that use'fhe.highuay with heavy loads will be those
that-will pay for the usage. The revenné generated by this
amendment is at thirty million dollars. There's been some
long studies by the Pederal Government, the Federal Bridge
Pbrnula, the Transportation Study Commission, Secretary of
Sfaﬁe's Office, Department of Transportation, the truckers of
_Illinois, the...every organization or iadustry that has had
some interest in proposing an additional weight om our high-
vays have had participation.. I have a list of cosmpanies,
cba@erce and industry, I don't want to read this list, but it
goes om and on ;s in total support of this amendment that I
nov ask the Senmate to adopt. I would answer any questions
that I can, and if there are no guestions, I move its adop—

tion.

- PRESIDENT:




Page 223 -~ MAY 26, 1982

Senator Chew 'has moved the adoption ~f Amendment No. 6 to
Senate Bill 1202. Any discussion? Senator ﬁloom.»

SENATOR BLOOM: .

.Thank\yon, Mr. President.. Can we see a copy of this gem?
It has not been distributed and our staff tells me that our
spokesaan’ and staff baven’t. got a =opy of this. I want a
copy.

PRESIDENT: 7

That request 1is in otdef. Let...let the Gentleman
receive a copy, will you. Can we get a Page up here to take
a cbpy over to Senator Bloom, please. ' Alright, there are
four or five others who wish to addreés thise.aI®llas.Senator
~ Bloom, we'll give you time to take a2 loc-. Senator Maitland.
SENATOR NMAITLAND: .

Thank you, Mr. President. A questio: of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

VIndicates. be will yield, Senator Haitland. Can we stop
the conferences, please.  Semator Maitland.
SENATOB MAITLAND:

Senator Chew, I have two or three questions I'd like to
ask of you. Pirst of all, could you walk us through the
mechaniso used for trucks that are not domicile im Illinois?
What...what®s the procedure used for reportinmg their miles in
Illinois?

PRESIDENT: .

Senator Chewd

BEND OF BEEL
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BEEL 28

SENATOR CHEW: .

As it is now, trucks do not...Illinois truckers &o not
report mileage qthér than what has been mandated by the Fed-
‘eral . Government. Out—of-state trucks will éay on a mileage
base that:come into Illinois.
éRBSIDEHT:

all right, Senatof Chew, there...there has bgen a request
that copies of this amendnenﬁ be distributed. In order to
facilitate that to get fifty-nine copies of this lengthy
amendment, -we are going to have to take it out of the record

for the momeat. I understand. - Not yet. All right, take

this one out of the record and let’s get copies of Amendment’

No.. 6 run off and distributed, so that everybody is apprised
to what's going om.. I will assume nov that this other %stack
of apendsents have all...already been distributed. VYes,
Senator Chew. .
SERATQR CHEW: .

I undetstandrfroq the Chair the otﬁet day that unless
these amendments were requested.-.nov,ve have about éaenty
copies. ' ‘ '
PRESIDENT:

I...I just indicated that they are requested.

SENATOR CHEW: :

Okay.

PRESIDENT:

There'’s a reques£ fros Senator Rhoads, from Senator Gitz,
from Senator Netsch, from Senator Saangmeister, froam Senator
Bloom, from Senator Geo-Karis, and so let's get them distrib—

uted.
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SENATOR CHEW:

No problen.

PRESIDENT: .

All: right. ALl right, on the Order.of Senate Bills 2nd
Reading, Senate Bill 1350‘,'Senaior Taylp; does not wish to
call it. 1492, Senator Marovitz. .Read the bill, Hr. Secre—
tary. ' -

ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)
" Senate Bill 1492..

(Secretary reads tiple of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Insurance, Pen—
sioas and Liqensed Activities offers, one amendment. This
bill...had a feguest for a fiscal note and has been answered.
Cosnittee on InsurancCe.... v
PRESIDENT:E

Okay, Committee Amendment No. 1, Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ: . » ‘

Move. to adopt Committee Anendmeﬂt No. 1 to Senate Bill
1492,

PRESIDENT:

séﬁatot Marovitz moves to the adoption of Comaittee
Apendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1u92. Any discussion? If
pot, all  in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes havé it. The amendment is adopted. Further ameadmeats?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES) '

No further coammittee amendments.

PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor2
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Agendment No. 2 offered by Senator Marovitz..

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you very mwmuch, Mr. Presideat and Ladies and
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Gentlemen of the Senate. Amendment Eo.,z‘to Senate Bill 1492
vas. the aunendmeat that was requested by the Illinois Deantal

‘Society and prepared by the Illinois Dental Society. It
is...it  is the amendment which takes dental techmicians out
of the purview of this bill because of the small amount of
radiation and a limited scope that is used in ‘those nmachines,
therefore, we take them ' out of thé bill.  They are...the

_'d‘ental assistant is also...off the board and replaced with a
registered nurse. This answer is the...the:request of the
nurées Association, and that basically is what Apeandment No.
2 does.. 1It. also adds three classes as to the...when an

. inspection report must be filed. This justlchifies what is
presently in  public health and néclear saféties rules and
regs, so that...Class A would be inspected every three years,
that vould.be the dentists, Class Two, every two years, and
all. physicians and bhospitals in Class Three which are
inspected annually aand that is as is being dome right now by
the department and by public health, and I would ask for the
adoption of Senate Bill...Amendment No. 2 to Senmate Bill 1492
which is the Dental Society and the nurses amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Al1-right, Sepator .Gitz has moved the adoption of Amend-
ment. No. 2 to Senate Bill 1492. Any discussion? Senator
Ozinga. .

SENATOR OZINGA:

Hf...Mr. Presidente..Chairman, I h&ve received a copy of
the fiscal note. Hoﬂevef, I don*t want to delay the proceed-—
ings, there are no copies. I«havéftuo copies, I have got a
copy of each, the seconad and third amendment, but I would

‘ like the wvord of the spomsor of this bill that he gets the
copies around at least so ve have them and tomorrow . when vwe
can vote on this darn thing. There are no copies in the
hands of the rest of the members.

PRESIDENT:




Page 227 - MAY 26, 1982

Senator Marovitz.
SBﬁATOR BARQVITZ:

I've given a copy of the anendment to Senator Ozinga
prior. to the...amendment coming up. I gave copies of the
améndments to the spokesman on .the committee prior to this
coming up. Amendments are being printed right now, vill be
diétrihuted £o all the members withip...just a few ainutes.
PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senétor Schaneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

A question of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

. Indicates he will yield, Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEHNAN:

I's not certain what you said about the sapport or non-
support of the Nurses Association.. Could you...could you
tell me whether or not they're in supportvof this bill aow as
angnded.

PﬂﬁSIDEHT:

: Senator Marovitz.
SEFATOR MAROVITZ:

"/ Yes, they are. They asked to be added to the board, and
they have been added to the board and that satisfied their
prbblem;

PBESIDEHt:

‘ Any farther discussion? If 'not, Senator Marovitz
BOVES..sNOVES thébaaoption of Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill
1492.  All in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Further ameﬁdments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Marovitz.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.

SEEATOR HAROVITZ:
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Thank yoau very much, Hr. President and ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Amendment No. 3 is the amendmeat
prepared by the Department of Nuclear Safety. This just
changes some language as to..as to the fee, it doesn*t change
the fee schedule whatsoever. It also says that...we took the
Classes A, B and C in Section 8.9 out of...out of the pre—
vious amendaent and put it into this amendment and says that
' the schedule iill;be...nillvbe determined by the department.
The schedule is to be three, two and one as in this émend—
ment, and I ~would ask for the adoption of Amendmeat No. 3,
prepared by thé department, to Senate Bill 1492,

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz has moved the adoption of Amendament No.
3-to Senate Bill_1492_ Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. 6 A1l opposed. The Ayes have it.. The
amendment is adopted. PFurther amendments?

ACTING SECRETABRY: (HMB. FBREA!DES)

No faurther amendments..
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. All right, if I can have your attention,
this is the 1list of recalls that...that the Secretary has
provided to the Chair where amendments have been filed. They
are:s . Senafe Bills 1272...1272, 1299, 1522, 1606, 1632 and
1651. 1613, - the Secretary tells me there is no amendment
pending. Is that...three...those six bills, I understand,
are the only ones remaining and thea 1202. 1all right, Sena—
tor Coffey does not wish to recall Senate Bill 1272. On
1522, Senator Carroll. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
geading, the top of page 6, Sepmator Carroll seeks leave of
the Body to return 1522 to the Order of 2and Beading for pur-
poses of an amendment. Is lgave granted? leave is granted..
Oon the Order of Sepate Bills 2nd Reading, Semate Bill 1522.
Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
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1522, Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Carroll.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CABRROLL: .

Thank ybu; Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Aé many of you may be aware, we have been atteapting
to hold cost containment hearings with the medical providers,
mainly the Hospital Association, in‘an attempt to provide a
‘realistic solution to both the financial and health needs
crisis the State is facing for riscal‘tea: 1983. W®hile those
discussions have been going on for quite sometime, they have
not as yet led to a resolve, which of course, those who have
dealt 'in thé area understand that we are about a month and a
few days away from normally resolving those types of issues.
The intent. of this bill at the reguest, basically, of both
sides is to have a vehicle potentially available that could,:
in fact, be used as substantive language should a agreement
of . cost containment  be reachable hy»nenbers of the General
Assembly, hopefully, and also.members of the provider groups
and the bepartment of the Public Aid. This amendment is an
éttempt to make sure that at least. it will still be a vehi-
cle, and ‘it would provide that,dnring the fifteen day spell
of illpess- limitation th;t shbuld thai'every become law, then
actual costs would have to be paid. I would move adoption of
Amendment ¥o. K 1, so that we cﬁn then move the bill on and get
it over to the House.

PRESIDENTI.

All right. Senator Carroll has moved the adopfion of
Amendnment Nﬁ- 1 to Senate Bill 1522. Any discussion? | If
not, all in favor signify by saying Ayé- All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The amendmént is adopted. Further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Bo further amendments.

PRESIDEKT:
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3rd .teading. Senator Bruce on the Floor? Senator
Totten? : Okay. Turm to page 3 on' the Calendar. On the
order of Semate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1299. Senator
Totten and Dawson seek leave of the Body to return that bill

to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendament. Is

.leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order. of Senate

Bills 2nd Beading, Senate Bill 1299, Nr. Secretary.
ACTING SBCBETAB&: {HR. FERNANDES)

Apendment . No..2 offered by Senators...Totten, Dawson and

Bloom. .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Totten..
SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Ar. Presideat and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would like leave &o Table Comamittee Amendment No.
- o
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Totten having voted on the prevailing

side moves tp reconsider the vote by which Amendment F§o. 1

‘was adopted. Any discussion? If not, all in favor signify by

ééying Aye. All .opéosed. The Ayes have it. The vote is
reconsidered. Senator Totten now moves to Table Committee
Amendnent No. . 1i to Senate Bill 1299. 2Any discussion? If
not, all ia favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes bave it. Amendment No. 1 is Tabled. FPurther amend-
ments, HAr. Secretéry?
ACTING SECRETARY:  (MR. FEREANDES)

» Amendneﬂt No.. .2 offered by Senators Totten, Dawson and
hloom. ‘
PRESIDENT:

Senator Totten.

SENATO8 TOTTEN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

‘Senpate. Senate Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1299 is the
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fashion in which the spomsors, myself, Senator Dawson, and
Semator Bloom would like to present the bill to the Body. It
encozpasses a lot of the discussions that were .held in the
committee, the subcommittee and discussions vith interested
parties on the bill. I believe everybody £as a copy and an
analysis of the anmendment.. I%*d be happy to apswver any ques—.
tions on the amendment. I move its adoption.

PRESIDERT:

Senator Totten has mﬁved the adoption of Amendment No. 2
to Senate Bill 1299. Any discussion? If not, all in_favo:
signify.by éaying Aye. All'opposed. The Ayes have it. The
'””;Eéﬁaﬁeﬁi’isnaddpted.' Purther ameandments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (HR. FERNANDES)

Ro: further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Bruce on 1606. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, at the top of page 7”is Senate Bill

1606. Senator Bruce. seeks leave of the Body to return that
bill ‘to the Order of anvxeading-of purposes of an amendment.
1s leave granted? Leave is gramted.. On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1606, Hr. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: }HR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No-,Z'qffered by Senator Bruce.
PBESIDENT: :

Senator Bruce..

SENATOR BRUCE: .

Thank you, Mr. Presideat and mesbers of thé Senate. This
is an amendment to the Unemployment Insurance Act which
relates to compliance with the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1981. That eliminated the trigger on extended hene—.
fits for employeés in the State of Illinois, and we will have
to put in a pew trigger period. Under the current law, a

- state extended benefit period occurred when the rate of...of

insured unemployment was four percent for a thirteen veek
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moving.period.tln—éddition{ the...option could ;aive the hun—
dred-apd twenty percent requirement, which is the average
rate for the.cotrespondiné thirteep seeks and offer extended
benefits.. As you...remember, individuals are entitled ¢to
twenty-six weeks of unesployment comp. They can have the
extended benefits of thirtéen weeks. We no longer have the
national . t:igger,: this vould_ implement the State trigger.
This changes that trigger to effective for the weeks hegin—
ning after September 25, 1982, to a five percent plaus, a
hundred and twenty percént'fot the " thirteen week period in
the preceding two calendar years. In additiom, in other
words, we first have the triggering 'of the unemployment
- compensation extended bemefit period...in addition, the Omni—
bus Budget Reconciliatioa Act limited the individuals® con—
bined unemployment insurance benefité and trade adjustment
allowvances to a maximum of fifty-two weeks. All right, Sena-
tor DeAngelis gives me the signal that I think everything
iS...is running along vell. If we don*t pass this, it's
going to cost uS'fbur hundred and nipéty million dollars in
State benefits, a hundred and thirty-three million dollars of
Pederal  funds. If we pass this, wére going to cutoff of
gnesployment. benefits about fifty—eight hundred "and twelve
people, which will reduce the cost to the employers of the
State of Illinois significantly-  It'tbughens ﬁp the require—
ments for the extended benefit'petiod;- Thank you.

PRESIDENT: '

: Any discussion? Sehator Bruce had moved the adoption of
Amendment No.. 2 to Senate Bill 1606. Senator Keats.
'SENATOR KEATS: v o

Thank 'you, Mr. President. BEven though this did not go

through the Senate Labor aad Commefce Conmittee, it is
a...agreement within the‘ Governor, the business communiiy,
labor. I would say to By Republicans, it sounds controver—

sial but it isn*t really, it%s Pederal compliance, and I
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mean, ve're sort of stuck with it. It's nog.that bad of a
bill. . ' L
PRESIDE&T:

All yxight.  Senator Bruce bhas ‘moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to Semate Bill 1606. Further discussion? = If
not, all in favdr signify by ﬁaying Aye. K11 opposed.  The
Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEBNAMNDES)

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT: .

3td‘reading. Pagé 7 on the Caiendar, on the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1632. " Senator Taylor
seeks lea{e of the Body to retarn: that bill to the Order of
2nd Reading for purposés of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave 1is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading,
Senate Bill...1632, Hr. Secretaty-

ACTING SECRETARI: (58. .FERNANDES)

Anendment NO. 4...Amendment No.., 5 offered by Senator
Taylor.

PRESIDERT:

Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR: .

Thank you, Mr. President and menbers of the Senate.
There's ﬁeen muc; discussion on the amendment that I*ve tried
to place on 1632 in order to get it into the liking that most
menbers of this Body would like it to be. I have adjusted
this bill to try to meet all objections, and I think at this
point in time, it does justv that. It deletes everything
after the...the enacting clause. It eliminates the curreat
_board: thirty days after the effective date of this Act and

provides means for. the appointment of seven new nembers.

1t provides that no commissiomer of the CHA may receive any

compensation or other things of value directly or indirecily

Increased the numbers needed for a quorus from three to four..



Page 238 - NAY 26, 1982

from .the organizatioca or business entities that tfansact»bany
business vifh_ the authority. I amove for the adoption of
Ameadment Ro.. 5 to Semate Bill 1632.

PRESIDENT:

A1l right, Semator Taylor has moved the adoption of
Ampendment 50.,5 to Senate Bill 1632. Any discussion? Sena-
tor Joyce. -

"SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE: .

Thank you, Mr. President and meabers of the Senate. We
" are now at the, vhaé we call, the fall-back position. Aand I
-don*t mean to w®make 1light of tﬁis, and I don?t think
it's...and 'I...I don't mean toijoke about it. I have‘been
trying to figure out what these amendments are about and what
they do to the people living in public housing and what they
do to thé taxpayérs in the City of Chicago. HNow Senator
Taylor has sought fit to fashion this as an anti-Jayne Byrne
proposition, and that my...the basis of my opposition is
solely because I oppose Jayne Byrme's administrétion. Let me
tell you what I think has happened amd what this means, and X
Hill.leave'it up to you to decide the merits of this. The
first...the £first amendment tﬁat-ne...that ve had before us
transferred these> powvers to' the city council, including
» povers to convey and povers of eminent domain. That was
defeated;. ¥hen we discussed that amendment, Senator faylor
. told uas, tif you're interested in good public housing in
Chicago you should support this. . Senator Savickas got up and
said, excuse me, didn't say, intimated, if you donft .want
public housing im your ward, you should support this.. Anrd
Mr. HcCabe who represents Jayne Byrne down here vent around
and told people that you nade a big .mistake, yon.didn'£ sup—
port th&t, now you're going to get publié housing .. in .your
ward and I know you don't want public housing in your ward,
that was day one. Day two, we get the...we get the amendment

from Senator Taylor that provides that ve put two new members
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on the Chicago Housing Authotity, pot a word about what is
going to happen to the present five. members, pmothing in the
asendment about what is going .to happen to the chairman. And
nowvue...aﬁd ve defeated that, and now we have before us the
fall—-back position, and I®*11l tell what the fall-back position
is and what I think proapts it. We are mow going to replace
the whole board. And the reason we have to replace the whole
boafd is because there are at least two and possibly three
members on that board, Mr. Nash, Hr. Bobiason and 'possibly
Br. Finney who cannot be coatrolled by Mayor Byrne. So, if
Mr. Svibel steps off, we might have too much democracy on the

CHA. So this is what this is about, as near as I can figure.

There is still nothing in here that says, Mr. Swibel will not-

serve, there is nothing in here that assures he will. not be
reappointed. But the bottom line is this, why is this here?
#hy is this being placed in front of us, and why are we being
told to occupy our time with this vhen they saw. no problem
with HMr. Simon getting off the Park District Board, and cer-—
tainly..-certainly, Mr. Swibel is as willing or wmore so to
accommodate the mayor - than Mr. Simon, frosm ay knowledge of
that. So I ask wWe...that we defeat this, and...we've taken
up enough time, defeat iti..it isn?t good goveranment.
PRESIDENT:

Purther  discussion? Senator Rhoads. Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Oonly to reaffirm the previous figure. If it looks bad,
and it smells bad, and it tastes bad, it's probably bad.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:.

Question.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates...sponsor Jindicates he will yield, Senator

Degnan.
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féBﬁATOR DEGNAN:
#hat?s the effective déte of the bill now?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR:
Immediately.
PRESIDENT: .
Senator Dégnan.
" SENATOR DEGHAN:
Is that July 12
EBESIDEHT:
Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR: )
Thirty days after he effective date im this
sembers should be reap;ointed.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN: -
That?s August 1st. Who appoints?
PRESIDENT: .
Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR: .
It would also have to be signed by the Governor.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Taylor. Oh...all right, Senator Degnan.
SERATOR DEGNAN:
Are we assured that Mr. Swibel will not coame
mexber of the seven meaber board?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR:
It said appoinmt z ven new members. New members.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.

Act, all

back as. a
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SEEATOR DEGNAﬁ:

I have no further gquestions.
PRESIDENT:

Yes, I was aware of that, Senator. Por the fitét time,
the House has quit before we did. Fufther discussion? Sena-—
tor Newhouse.

SENATOR -NEWHOUSE:
‘ Thank you, !r-.?resideét., AS...as everyone knoss this is
a very sensitive issue with some of us from Chicago with a
great deal of concerm about what happens with that authority,
by virtue of the fact thaf it has been a pretty terrible
opeﬁation over the past tﬂénty years, and we're not sure it's.
going tovgét that much better. I wonder if the sponsor would
yield to a question?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yield, Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Do you take the language of this bill to mean that it is
impossible to reappoint those petsons?uho are presently on
the board?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Taylor.
SEQLTOR TAILOR:

Yes, I do.
PRESIDENT:

Senatof Newhouse.
SBNATOB NEYHOUSE:

‘¥hich means that Hr. Robinson and Mr. Nash will be out,
and Mr. Finney will be oat, is that csr;ect?

PRESIDENT:
.Senaton Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR:
If they appoint seven new memhérs, 1 suppose it would be

correct that everyome would be out..
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PBESIDENT:

Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR BEWHOUSE: -

can YOU...I'm a iittle puzzled becaﬁse ve have been
strong champioﬁs of hoge rule im Chicago, and we now have an
opportunity for -a home rule unit to do anything it wants to
do within the law.. I...I'ﬁ curious as to why we want the
change. . ‘ . . v
PRESIDENT:

Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

Mr. President and penbers of‘ the Senate, I have did
everything in my powver to try to convey the pmessage to the
meabers of this Body. I have put different amendaents in
just to passify some individuals here. And 1I*ve felt that
putting . it . in...im this direction, that I would be able to
:get.my ameandment énto the bill, so that I could have the bill
in the form that f vant it in, It doesn’t mean that the bill
is going . to pass, although I hope it would. I wouald like to
get the amendment adopted..

PRESIDENT: .

Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

I...I wonder if yoﬁ'd ansver the question though, Sena—
tor. £ Shat is the purpose of the expansion? .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Taylor.

SENATOR ‘TAYLOR:

Because much of the...the knowledge that I gained from
reading the newspaper that HUD wanted a nev operation there
was the first sfep- They wanted all board members removed,
that was the first order of business, and then they chaanged
it of a later date, and I said, well, if I’m going to move

anyone, I ¥ill move all of them. And that is the purpose of
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had...the conflict that ve have with HUD.

PRESIDENT: .

All right. Further discussion? = Senator Newhouse.

"SENATOR NEWHOUSE: .

I'Ree-1'D sorry.; Jewel donfte..l dontt quite under—

you -saying that HUD has demanded that the entire board be

eliminated?
PRESIDENT:
Senator.faylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:.

In the first article that I read, they~did

all members be removed.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:
Are...are you basing your comclusions on
newspaper story, Senator? .
PRESIDENT:
Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR:
I -have not talked with amyone from HOD.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR MNEWHOUSE:

all.

~ stand...I wasn't clear vhat you were saying, Semator.

this

Were

demand that

on

Senator, how could you confors to what HUD requested

without having some conversation with the HUD officials?

PRESIDENT: .
Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR: .

There were persons on my staff that had conversation with

BUD people, not I.

PRESIDENT:
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‘ Senatof Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Would you share with us what it was that HUD wanted?
. PRESIDENT:

Senator Taylor.

" SENATOR TAYLOR:

1 cannot give you all the informatiom at this point in
time. I do not have it here before me what HUD vanted.
PRESIDESNT:

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR MEWHOUSE:

Hellg' Senator from what of - many of us read, what Hud
really asked for was the elimination of “the presént
chairperson. 1Isn®t that correct? .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:
There was a certain article that I read.
PRESIDENT:
. Ail right, Senator, your time has almost expired. Sena-—
tor Newvhouse.
" SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Well, the point being this Mr. Chairman;..ur,f:esident
and Senators, ve have a home fule unit which has always held
‘very close to the home rule principles. We have an organiza-—
tion that's been set up under the Statutes already. For us to
have to come to battle everytime there is a regquested change
along the 1line, it just doesn’t nake any senée,, Either we
‘ have set up an operationm that is sofkable or if_isn't. W%hen
there was a wish for the resignation of the chéi:uan of
another similar operation, it was very simple, there was a
request made for the resignation, that reguest was honored.
I see no difference in that operation than in this one. And

I's, frankly, puzzled as to why we're eliminating a board
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ihich has two persons on there, at least, who really want to
do a job for the Chicago Housing Authority, and I would cer—
tainly like to see them having been appointed permitted to do
that job. It just seems to me a little insane for us to have
to act to...to increase a board for uno reason that .anyone
can...can discern...to eliminate a board for no reason that
has been explained to this Body. It seeas to be an exercise
in . something other. than what this Bo&y ought to be.@ealing
witha . ' '
PRESIDENT:

Further discﬁssion? Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS:

Mr. President, I wonder if I might make a suggestion to
the sponsor. Some: of us on this side of the aisle think that
you nmight be moviag in the right direction, and you did meet
one of +the major objectioams. Inasmuch as the...it's
seven—thirty and the amendment has not been distributed, and
there is a question raised by Senator BNevhouse on a com-
plete...turnover of the new members, would it be possible for
you to distribute the amendment, and since the bill has

-already been read a third. time, we could...we could discuss
this...again tomorrow om a call back..
PRESIDENT:

Senator Taylor.
sxnnmbn TAYLOR:

#r. . President, due to the fact that the latemess of the
hour and the discussion that Senator Rhoads made, it might be
better that we move it back to 3rd and put it on the recall
for tomorrow, if-that'svpossihlé. Could I have leave?
PRESIDENT:

A1l right. Withdraw Amendment No. 5 and if there are no

" further amendments at this time, the bill will be returned to
the Order of 3rd BReading., I understand the anendment has now

been distributed on Semate Bill 1202. With leave of the
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. Body, - we'lij go to the Order of Senate Bills 2ad Readiﬁg for
Senate'Bill 1202, ¥r. Secretary.
.ACTING;SECBETARI:‘ (ﬂR. FERNANDES)
Number 6 offered by Senator Chew.
PRESIDENT:

Amendment No. 6, Senator Chew, the previous amendment.
having been Tabled. :
SEHATORVCHEH:

Thank' you, Hf. President. The amendment has been dis—
triﬁuted to each ne;her, and I can take questions, or I uouid
ésk for.its_adoption,

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Chew has moved the adoption of Amend-
ment No.. 6 to Senate Bill 1202. Any discussion? Semnator
Gitz.

_SBHATOQ GITZ:
a question of the sponsor. Senatolf...
. PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicateS'ﬁe will yield, Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ: .

«ssSenator Chew, I see in Section 1332 that a tax is
hereby imposed at a rate .of 2.2 cents per gallon above the
rate established inﬁSection 2. I interpret that to be that
we  are tgxing all vehicles who use diesel fuel, includirg,
presunably,.diesel automobiles and very small diesel trucks.
What is tﬁe purpdse, since they are obviously not the ones
that are going to be creating the démage, of having that .in
the amendment? I do have follow~-up questions.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: |~ (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chew. :

SENATOR EBEH:,

Senator, - that  is, if you read it right, it is for all

commercial vehicles, an automobile is not a commercial vehi-

cle. Anything that has twvelve passengers oOr mOL€a...passenger
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ﬁeats or coamercial vehicles, and in for...commercial vehi-
cles would have the tax on the diesel fuel..  However, the
Department of Revenue...that's a law with the Department of
Revenue noQ on the deal...on the fuel...diesel fuel for the
taxes, and they can maintain their receipts, even those
twelve—-passenger vans, and be. refunded the taxes on
those...on that fuel.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR -SAVICEKAS)

Sénator;Gitz.

. SENATOR GITZ:

I fol;ow. your  point on commercial vehicles, apparently
not :including diesel automobiles, but what is the purpose of
a 2‘2 cent per gallon tax on diesel fael t§ begin with? I
mean, it...it seems to me that this is being levied in all
vehicles, And what we really are trying to do is arrive at a
system wherein raisiné the weight limits, the onus falls on
those vwho are <really reéponsihle for damage. And you know
and I know that there afe vans and other vehicles that fall
within that. commercial category that clearly are going to be
asking us questioms like, why did you give us an additional
téx .increase when welre not associated with the weigh limit?
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

"Senator Chew. .
SENATOR -CHEW:

Senator,. the heavier.the load, the more fuel you consume. .
The taxes. on the diesel fuel will generate approximately 2.6
aillion dollars.. The further youn travel in Illinois, the
more fuel that®s consumed by the 'diesel—using truckers.. .
VAgain, that's a creation of revenue, which you'll find in the
final analysis that we're genex:af.ing thirty million dollars
including the taxes on the diesel £fuel. As you probably
know, we are lov on taxes now, one of the lowest states in
the union with diesel fuel. tax, as it is. §e are...had

conference after conference with the users of the fuel, and
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it vas unagiuously agreed that thgy would pay that cost. The
truckers...the users themselves, are not. objecting to that
cost at all. The various otéanizations that's supportive of
1202 as amended are not objecting to that cost.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBN;TOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitz.
. SENATOR GITZ:
- "Senator Chew, one of the reasons this 1legislatioa is
before the Legislature is the fact that there is reasonable

concern that the FPederal Government will act for us, amd we

#ill not get thé benefits of this legislation unless we act’

novw. And yet I notice that the effective date of this is the

deferred effective date of, I believe, July 1, 1983, is thatr

correct?
PBESIDING OFPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW: .

The reason for the legislation, Senator, is that we are
one of the three states that do not have an eighty thousand
pound Statue on our books. It is true that the Federal
Government is going to mandate these remaining states for the
eighty thousand pounds because we are losing comherce by
virtue of the fact that that eighty thousand pound, or any-—
tking‘passed seventy—-three tp eighty, aust go around the
state or _take the chance on being caught and paying a fine.
¥e are like a thumb setting Qut in. an ocean without the
legislation to allow .the comﬁerce ta come through this State.
Re've worked on this for the past four years. Now¥ that is
the first part of your question, what was your second part?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:
¥ell, my dJuestiom is, that it seems to me that therets

something askew here when we have a years deferred . effective
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aate."If ie can 40 this in Jaiy 1, then presumably, we don't
havé to do_this right avay now.. I db have one last guestion,
Mr. Séeaker...ﬂr, ‘President, before I speak .directly to the
bill. Senator Cheﬁ, I am looking through the amendment and

the analjsis of it, does this increase the weight distance

. tax above the original provisions in your first ameandment,

6:...are we at the same levels ve were talking about previ-—
ously? : .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOﬁ-SAVICKlS)
Sénator Ches.
SENATOR CHEW:

Senator, at any change in any law, the adminiéterihg
agent has to have sufficient time for notification-getting
the operational procedures in order. That is the answer to
the effective dafe- The amendment that was Tabled, we were
at that point about twenty-seven million dollars. We are now
at thirty .million dollars,. so it has been an increase of

three million dollars.

* PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitze
SENATOR GITZ: .

Thank you, for the explanation. I truly hope that every-
one in the Assenblf 9ill look carefully at this amendment.
And I aa certain that the Honorable Chairman has spent'a con—
siderable amouat df'time.on this, I know Senator Coffey has.
I heiieve ve're gettinq closer to a reasonable and acceptable
bill,.but I think there are some shortcomings still within
this legislation. I would like to see us act, but I hope we
do not act p:ecipifodsly, aad I question, quite franmkly, the
fact that we are presumably going to put an amendment on to
preempt the Federal éovernment from doing something for us,
and yet, it's not going to.have an effective date of a year.
ind yes, I'm still aware of the implementation probleas, but

I don't think thkat that's going to solve our problem with the
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FPederal Government. And I really think that Amendment ¥o. . 6
is an improvement over what we sav in committee, but I'am not
sure it totally gets the job done. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SBNATOB_ SAVICKAS)

Senator N¥edza.’ ’
SENATOR HBDZA;

fhank you, #r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of ‘the
Semate., I rise vin support of the bill if for no other but
because of the greaf many hours, at not only the Hotor Vehi-
cle Law Compission and the various other state agencies that
vere instrumeatal :in puttiﬁg this bill together, and I nust
lav the...the Chairman of the Tramsportation Copmitfee and
the Minority Spdkesman on the Transportation Cogmittee Cor
the vamount of work that they have done. Ve don’t..; any
tizes we...we come in with all types of legislation, we dca’t
claim any of it to be a panacea, because if we were d:ing
that, we'd probably put ourselves out of business because
every las...every bill that we woald pass that would becone
effective into the law, would probably be the only bill that
we'd passed. If we are going to have some of these commis-
sions do ‘a. creditable 3job, I think that we...it behoove's
this Body to at least pay attention to and acknowledge thé
‘work that they have done and try to at least take a step in
the...right diréction in accepting this amendment.

PRESIDIEG OFFICER: {SEHATOR SAYICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SEFATOR HBAITLAND:

Thank fou, Mr. President. I agree with previous spea..ers
that this bill is better than the ome that we addressed
yesterday.. I do have some...a follow—up question on Senator

- Gitz?s question with respect to...to the differential tax.
Senator Chev, what...what is the mechanism that we shal’' use
for refunding, and that's the way it*s going to have to be, a

refund to noncommercial diesel .vehicles?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATCR SAVICKASi 

Senaté; Chewa.
SEBEATOR CHEN: .

¥ell, all one has to do is to maintain the ;eceipts and
apply for it and the Department of Revenue will refund it.
However, there's been a comparisou, Senator, made and we just

recently got the report back. We get into a passenger...have

a. little attention, Mr. President, please. #r. President,

can we have a 1it£1é attention, please.

PRESIDING OFFICER:. (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
!ou';e got my‘attention.

SENATOR CHEW: .

The driver of a diesel automobile conparéd to the driver
of -a .gasoline driven automobile has been brought to an eight
dollar difference per year at fifteen thousand miles per year
driven, Jjust a mBmere eiéht dollars. I have a gas consuming
Antomobile, gou have a diesel consuming automobile, we both
drive fifteen thousand =miles annually, the cost to you in
taxes on your fuel would be eight dollars different than what

it ‘would be now. But in the meantime, my owning a gas

consuming automobile, I would pay far more taxes on ay gaso-—

line than you would on your diesel fuel, and yet, you . would

be  eligible for an eight dollar refund, I would be eligible
for nothing. - So it is so ninor shen it comes to a diesel
automobile, but even at that rate, the Departmeht of Beﬁenue
will, in fact, refund you your taxes if yoﬁ will present
receipts.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAYICKAS):

Senator Maitlanda
SENATOR RAITLAND: . .

Okay, second gquestion has to d§ with.o..with the local
option. . Are...are all units of 1local government mandated
into the bill now and by proper resolution have to..to depart

from .that?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chevw.

SEFATOR CHEW:

Yes, Sir. All units of 1local government where thése'
units will operate, by the way, will ‘even get a five -percgnt
portion of the...generated revenune 1oca1.govérnnent.~ ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Maitlanda. .

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Final question. Yesterday the 1egislqtion that was
before us, I thought, discriminated rather drastically
agaihst trucks that were domicile to Illinois. This omne
tends, I believe, to give them a little special break, espe—
cially below : the...what is iteessixty—fiver thou-
sand...sixty—tﬂree thousand pounds. We are allowing those

-trucks an additionmal two thousand pounds per tandem axle for
no extra charge, and I'm wondering if there was any consider—
ation to perhaps raising those...those...these fees Jjust a
little bit. Tﬁe intent being, of course, to generate a
little more revenue.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SBﬁATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Chew. . .
SENATOR CHEN:

It*s not a special privilege, Senator, but tﬁe fact is
that this amendment is not-based on a weight distamce tax, so
consequently, it*s only being paid by the actual users. ¥We
wouldn®t want to tax someone who actually did not use the
privilege in vwhich Apendment #Ho. 6 does, in fact, grant.
fe...those trucks ‘that are operating in Illinois now that do
not expect to. purchase a Z plate, and w¥e only have one plate

_ involved on the registration for . the users, villrnot'he
paying amy cost other than the tax om the diesel fuel in
which it will be using that's parchased ia Illinois. So,

it*s not a special privilege, it*s just a breakdown of costs
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to a~t to penalize those that are aot...users.
. PRESIDINd OFPFICER: . (Sﬁ!ATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR HAITLAND:

Hell, - thank you.. Pinal point, Senator Chew, you are
still peramitting those trucks, although not increasing
their...the. cost of their licenses, io...to...to...to_haul
more per axle and so,,theoretically, they 30 more damage to
the highways. k '

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:s .

i3S, - M. . President and members of the Senate, I rise in
favo of Amendment No. 6, and would like to point out that
Aneniaent No. 6 was not something that just came ub over—
nigh-. It's a amendment...a proposal that we’ve been working
on over a period of wmonths. And involved in that pro-
posal...or that amendment which is the bill, at this time,
was the Illinois Departmeat of Traasportatioan, the Secretary
of State's Office, the Taxpayers Federation, the railroads,
the State police, the Ag contractors, Midwest Truckimg, Illi-
nois Trucking, Illinoié AG, county of superintendent of high—
ways, Illinois Farm Bureau, and the public, as well as the
press. . So, I think this bill has been aired for many months
to try to come up with a bill to deal with the problem or
siiuation that we're getting ourselves into. And, Senator
Gitz, I -don*'t think we're preempting the Federal Government
with this 1legislation, we're dealing a the need that we
should deal with before the Federal Governmeant does come down
tpon us and thea...allow eighty thousand pound trucks without
a fee.  And thean if was suggested that...that the effective
dat . was too late. The fees that we'll be able to increase
will...¥ill not...we cannot collect thenm immediately, and it

will take some time to...to get this proposal from the Secre—
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ta:j' of State's Office to get it eamforced, and I think that
time ig néeded-, Ai the same tine, ;e'll be...dealing with
the issue where at least the courts will not have to come in
and deal with the issue for us. Ahd I would ask this side of
the aisle...to suppéft'this amendment because I think it is
one that is agreed upon. It?s going to brimg tventy-six and
a half million dolléfs this year and an additional two and a
half million dollars next year for tweﬁty-nine million
dollars into the Road Fund which we feel is adeguate, at
least at this time, to take care of the needs of
the...adaitional deterioration to the highway system. And if
it is noi, there is a reporting procedure im this .hillv that

will...it should cope back to the General Assembly, which we

could address and add om if it's necessary to add additional-

costs for the damages done to that system. I think it's a

"compromise, like I -said before, between two groups wvhen they
stQtted out  and one said, sixteen pillion damage to the
syétem and at one time the Department of Tramsportation said
thirty aillion, thén thirty-six million, and we come up with
a cdnpromise which ée think is going...in the end result, is
going to bring in twenty-nine million dollars to the highway
systen, and w@e tﬁink'it's fair, and I*d ask this side of the
aisle to support this amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICRAS)

It seems that.;;to move things aloag, we have...I'd like
to make a néiification here. We have fou:’senatoté that had
sought and reguested copies of Amendments bo. 6, 7, 8 and all
other amendments‘toiSenate Bill 1202 to be distributed to the
Senéte membership. So, I'd just like to place...vhoever has
amendments on these bills just for. their notification to move
this along to distribute the amendments to the gsembership,
because there has been a signed request for this. Senator
Marovitz. .

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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Will the sﬁonsor yield?’
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

Be indicates he will.

SBHATéR MAROVITZ:

Sepator Chew, could you just explain ta.me,' is there a
‘differengiatiod, and...and please excuse ame in advance if
this question'was asked and answered. Is there a differ-—
entiatién between +he amount of tonnage that a vehicle has
and...and a differing fee or a gradumated fee that that vehi-
cle -will pay for his overdgg or for the increased tonnage
that's going to be allowed by this bill?

- PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR S;\VICKAS)

Senator Chew..

SENATOR CHEW:

Yes, Sir.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOB SAVICKAS)
| Senator Marovitza.
‘SENATOB'ﬁLBOVITZ:

Can you tell me what...what that is?  I...I...I®ve been
led to believe that there are about seventy thousand samall
diesel povered vehicles, automobiles or vans, that will coze
under the purview of this legislation. How will we differ—
entiate between those seventy thousand vehicles between. those
that weigh eighty thousand tons, those +that weigh seventy
thousand, sixty thousand, fifty thousand; et cetera?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chew.’

SENATOR CHE:

Senator, omn page 8 of the amendment, there is a total
breakdown. However, just to give you...one category, from
seventy-three thousand two hundred ard eighty-one pounds to
eighty thousand, that would be nineteen hundred dollars.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senatorlee-
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SENATOR CHEW:

«--from sizxty-four ﬁhousand and’ ~one pound to
‘seventy-three thousand two hundred and’ei;hty pounds, that
would be fifteen hundred and'tio dollars. But om page 8 will®
ans¥er your question in its ehtirety.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOﬁ SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Seﬁgtpr Bloom. Senator Bloom; do
you wish to diécuss this bill...amendment?.
SENATOR BLOOM:

dell, the hour is late and perhaps...because theramend—
nent‘is ﬁhé bill, we can save.it for 3rd reading. I would"
say that this ié bad.

PiBSIDIBG OFFICER: . (SEHATOB'SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Semator Chew may
close debaté.,'
SENATOR CHEW:

Thank you, Nr. President. Those persons fhat have had
sone...somé questions on this bill, apparently their ques—
tions either some were not sincerely, because aé long as it*s
been atonnﬁ, if we've had- any ideas, certainly we have
welcomed every member of the Senate to give us input. ¥e
-have had it on 2nd reading, we have accepted amendpents, we
have discussed it, ve have had early ﬁorniﬁg meetinés, we
have had late night meeting, this morning at eight o®clock we
in a meeting dealing with this same thing. Sehator Gitz said
it?’s...it?s an improvement. qul, Semator, if the Pederal
Governzent mandates. Illinois to have eighty,pouﬁds, ve get no’
money, none whatsoever, there is ﬁo increase in the Federal
subsidy for highways if they néndate uS. If we pass this
legislation and get it signed by the Governor, we will éene:—
ate thirty million dollars énnually. Nov,‘there is a provi-
sion that the Departmeat of Transportation will report to the
Governor and to the General Assembly. If we find this amount

that's being taxed on the additional weight is not sufficient
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to defray the cost of damage. that has occarred, them it will
be up to us to deal with that additional cost at that tinme,
énd I might-add, ve have an agreement with the trucking
industry of ILliuois that if it is proven, scientifically, by
authorized bodies of State or Federal Government, which
include highway engineers, that the damage that it...these

_extra weights have caused bave, in fact, been beyond or above
£hé amount of taxes that thése,users are paying that they
will agree to pickup that additional money. .Senator Gitz,
I'm trying to amnsver your question, I hope you're listening.
Bt.'President, I would aSk,fof a favorable roll call on adop-

 tiODe..OC an adoption of this Amendment No. 6 to Semate Bill

1202. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ‘SAVICKAS)

Senator Chew moves the adoption of Ameﬁdment No.. & to
Senate Bill 1202. Those in favor indicate by saying hye.
Those opposed. . The Ayes...thé Ayes have it. Amendment No. 6
is adopted. Any further azendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. _FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 7 offered by Senator Sangmeister.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SLVICKAS) ‘

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, HMr. President and asembers of the Senate.
If..-

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, just a minute. PFor what purpose does Senator
Philip arise? . ‘

SENATOR PHILIP;

Thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Geatlemen of the
Senate, for the purpose of an introduction. W#e have the
first Comptroller of the State of Illinois, Appellate Court
Judge from the Second Appellate Court district, the Homorable

George W. Lindberg.
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PBESIDINGIOPF1CBR:. (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

All right, now Senate...Senator Sangmeister on Amendment
Bo. 7 to Senate Bill 1202. . Senator Chew, for what purpose do
you arise?
SENATOR CHEW:

I don*t have a copy of his amendment. If he has an extra
one, I'd like to have it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

. Senator Sangmeister. '

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I distributed it amd you vere not at your seat at that
time, and I told Senator Degnan to tell you that it was
there, that was at least two days ago. But @Y...®Y amendment
is very simple, Senator, just let it...I don't even have a
copy on ny desk, I doa't know what happened to the last copy
that I had, but I...the omly thing this amendment simply does
is, if you're going to pass this bill, I think you're puttiang
on the highways of the State of Illinois an even more lethal
weapon that's out there already.. You're increasing these
veight limits, as I see it, something like three toams, and I
hope that you?ve had the same experience, I hope that =maybe
you haven't, but in driving our interstate highways, hov¥ .many
times have you looked inm your rearview mirror and you don‘'t
see a truck behind yom, you see a g:ill, and you see a guy
flashing his 1lights, and he's already ten miles over the
speed limit because you’re probably five miles over the speed
Iimit, and he still wants to go by youd. Sinply what this
amendpment does is, if any driver of a truck is convicted of
following too closely, this is apn automatic revocation of his
license and I think it should be.

PRESIDING: OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICEAS)
is there any discussion? Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Senator, that kind of amendment, in my opinion, is some—
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thing that shoﬁld not be attached io this bill. ©We have thé
Illinois State Police, and we also have a law the im Motor
Vehicie Code that altready has a penalty fdt tailgating, I'm
sure you*re familiar with it. VNow, tailgating is foilowing
too close to another car, but what is too close to yom, Or
-what is too close to me if no accident occu#s? You're saying
in you're amendment, that any trnck;vwhiéh I think is$ totally
ugfait,:thai's behind an automobi;e, or another truck, or a
bgs, does your amendment state anythinq pertaining to a dis—
t;nce? That is why I asked for a copy because I‘ don*t have
one.. ‘

PRESIDING OFFPICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

- SENATOR ‘SANGHBISTEB:

Senator, this amendmgnt ties it right into the StAtue of
following too closely.  Following too closely is a violatioa
of the Motor Vehicle Code, and all it says is that if a truck
driver is comvicted of following too closely, that he auto—
paticallye..it?s a...it*s a :evocagion of his license.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Chew..

SENATOR CHEH: _
. %¥hat about if an automobile is involved in tailgafing and
he's convicted...an automobile driver?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR CHES: _ ’ '
‘Shouldn®t he be treated the same way?
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
. The..-.the amendment is restricted to the driving of a
truck. HNo, I do not feel the same way. It's a lot différent
when I look in my rearview mirror and I see. your car follow—
ing me, than when I see a...a forty tom truck that®s six

inches from ny bumper and is about ready to ride right over
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the top of me, that is a lethal weapon.

PRESIDING OFFICER: - (SENATOR SAVICRAS)
Senator Chevw.

ASEEA!‘OR CHEWN:

Senator, I'a not éoing to resist this amendment, but
always remember, you'd never look in your mirror and see me
behind you.

PBBSIDIHé OFFICER: (SBRATbk SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey. . Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

¥ay to go, Charlie. Hr.,?resident and wmepbers of the
Senate, I would just like to clarify one thing, and .I*a not
sure.;.whether-..t;e:Senatof's amendment 1is either bad or
good, but I would like to clarify ome thing that...a little
information I have here which says, the size and weight of
ttu&ks is not a primary factor in truck related accidents.
This is from the Department of Transportation and National
Highway Safety Administration, it sajs here, the Pederal
Bureau of Motorcarriers or Safety imn 1978 and *79, showed
that higher percentage of accidents in wvhich. one was killed
or injured in the eighty thousand pound class weights, which
iSe..in other states, is less than the trucks twenty-five
thousand pound weight class.. So, I don*t think by going to
. eighty ‘thonsand pounds is going to make the roads any more
hazardous. Maybe in total, all trucks might be hazardous to
some degree if there is someone that is abusing their driving
privileges and following too close. If the amendment is
necessary to correct  some of the ' problens,. I
JuessS...there?s...there*s no big problem. But I donft think
we can say that eighty thousand pourds is going take more'
lives than the present trucks ve have there now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Purther discussion? If not, Sepator...Senator Gitz. .
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END .OF REEL
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REEL #9

‘SENATOR GITZ: .

Mr. President, very briefly, I really...I hope that some

people think through this amendment. I*m sure that we've all

‘had instances where there's been following too closely, but

you know, ‘that can also be interpreted very broadly. And

quite frankly, to just simply, completely revoke sonmebody's

"license, which in many cases is a livelihood, on this kind of

an issue 1, frankly, thisk is excessive. A penalty, yes, but

.this kind of a pemalty, I really think ve ought to think very

carefully before ve go that route.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR -SAVICKAS) -
‘ FPurther discassion? Senator Cheu, for the second time.
SENATOR CHEW:

\

Hr. President, we have discovered that Amendment No. 7 by

Senator Sangmeister which is claiming to do wothing but

revoke a driver?’s liceanse ‘of a trucker if he's following too
close, in fact, rewrites the entire bill. So, if we accept
this amendment, the amendsent that we have just adoptéd,
Ahendment'uo. 6 really become null and void.. So, I resist
the amendment. The copies of his amendment have not shown up
on my desk npor his, and I have just received a copy of the
Aiéndment, and it clearly states by deleting the introductory
clause of Section 1 .and inserting ia lieu of the following.
So;. in fact, Sepator, your amendment is not bad, it is a
disaster.
PBﬁSIDIHG OEFICER:, {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
' Senmator Totten..

SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. In lieu...because of what Senator Chew has said, I

think this amendament now looks like the best amendment we got
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on the bill aad we ought to adopt it.
V PBESIDIKG.OFPICEB: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)
’_Purther discussion? If not, Senator Sangmeister may
close debate.
SENATOR SANGHEISTER:

¥ell, frankly, I dom*t...I hope evarything is in order.

I*n not trying to screw .up your bill that u#y, but I talked
“to your staff man, Frank, and Fraak told me that as soon as
your amendment went onm, mine was in order. So, that*s 'why
- ge're proqeediﬁg that way. Oh, well, this is not iniendéd to
destroy the bill. Let ﬁe ansver Sznator Coffey over there.
¥ think I*m:correct, if it uasnit just last week, there was a
State trooper om the bypass at 55 that was completely run
over by a truck like this of lesser we. jht, so don't tell me
that those things don?’t happen. How, I want to tell you,
these truck. drivers better learn thit if they*re going to
tailgate antomobiles or other trucks or whatever, that if
. they get caught at it and they are found guilty of following

too closely, they ought to lose their license. They ought to
remenber that, it's their livelihood, it*s a strong point
from that standpoint, but . they ought to remember it when
they?’re six inches behind you.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

The question .is on the adoption of Amendment No. 7. .-for

“vhat purpose do you arise, Senator Chew?

SENATOR CHEW:

I wanted to ask the...sponsor a question of the amend-
ment, if I may.

PHESIDIHQ OFFICER: (SBNATOB‘SAVICKAS}

He...he WaS...he vas on the closing debate there. de're
on the adoption of the amendment now. On the adoption of
Amendment No. 7 to Semate Bill 1202, 5  aator Chevw.

SENATOR CHEW:

May I have leave to ask the sponsor a2 gquestion on this
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amendment?
PRESIDING bF?ICEB: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is leave granted?' Leave is not granted. O©On the adoption
of = Amendment No. 7 to Senate Bill 1202, those in favor indi-
cate by saying Aye. .Those opposed. There's been a :équest
for a roll call. Those in favor of adopting Amendmeat No. 7
vill vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
.vaave Allvvoted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
“yoted who wish? . Take tLé recoid-_ On that question, the Ayes

are 27, the Nays are 27, none Voting Present. The amendment
ﬁaving failed to receive a pajority is deﬁlared-lost- Sena-—
tor Sangmeister, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SANGMEISTER: .

There's a number of people interested that we will have a
verification of the negative.
PRBSIDiXG OPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

A verification..-Senatot Sangmeister has regquested a
verification. #ill all the Senators be in their seats and
will the Secretary...we will...Semator Chew has requegted a
verification of the affirmative and that will be tﬁe next
order of business. Secretary, will you please read the nega-
tive votes.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(MB. FEB&AKDES)

The following voted in the negative: Becker, Bérman,
Clew, : Coffey, Collins, D’Arcé, Davidgon, DeAngelis, Dégnan,
EBtheredge, Geo—Karis{ Gitz, 6rotberg, Hall, Johans, Keaté,
Mclendon, McMillan, ©WNash, Nedza, Nega, Hewhouse, Rupp,
Taylor, Thomas, ?adaiabene, Hr. Pre;ident-

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVI&KAS) '

Senator Sangmeiéger, do you questiol...
SENATOBR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Nash..,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKASO

Senator Nash is in his seat.
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SENATOR SANGMEISTER: .
‘Boﬁ'did Keats...Keéés voted Ho. 1Is Senator Keats around?
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SaVICKAS) »

1s Senator Keats on the Floor? Senafor Keats.. Senator
Keats on the Floor? will tﬁe Secretary please strike his
name. Any further questions, Senator Sangmeister?

SENATOR SANGMEISTER: _ ’
’ Oh, somebody said Senator Thomas, is hé'hete?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEﬁAIOR SAVICEKAS)

He's sitting in his seat. There has been a request
fhat...a request to verify the affirnativé vote. MNr. Secre—
tary, will you please read the affirmative votes.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)

The following voted in the affirmative: Bermniang, B8loon,
Bowers, Bruce, Buzbee, Dauson, Denuiio. Bgan, Friedland,
Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Jayce, Kent, Mahar, Haitland,
. Marovitz, Netsch, ¥igred, Ozinéa, .Rhoads, Sangmeister,
Savickas, Schaffer, Schuneman, Sommér, Totteﬁ, Walsh, Weaver.
PRRSIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICEAS) ’

Senator Chew, do you-quéstion-..

SBUATéR CHEN:
7 I..-I have no guestion, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Mr. Secretary, would you give the vote.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

- The Yeas are 27, the Nays are 26.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATORVSAVICKAS)

" on that question, the adoption of . Amendment Ho. 7 to
Seaate Bill 1202, the Ayes are 27, the Hays are 26. Asmend—
nent No. 7 is adopted. Any futtherAamendmentsz.

ACTING SECRETABY; {MR. FERHANDBS)

Amendment No. 8 offered by Senator Berning.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVYICRAS)

Senator Berning.,
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SEiATOR BERNING:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment ¥o. 8 is a very,
very simple amendment and seeks to address the guestion of
inadequate funding for highways. In addition, most of us
know that these very large trucks are the major factor in the
deterioration of our highways. 1In fact, pev highway I-55 up
here is already crumbling. By one survey, the indication was
thai.éne of .these big trucks creates as ‘euch highﬁay damage
as nine thousand six hundred automobiles. Sé, Mr. President
and members bf the Senate, Amendrpent No. 8 seeks to raise

additiomal funds by doubling the license fees. That will

produce between a hundred and forty-five and : a hundred and.

fifty million dollars.
PRESIDING OFFICBR: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For what purpose does Senator Bock arise?
SEBATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. I have just...chat with the
spoasor aad I would like to yield to Senator Chew.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

I would ask for leave to return Semate Bill 1202 back to
the Committee on Trapsportation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard the motion. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. Recomait Senate Bill 1202 to Transportation Commit—
tee.., On the Order of Beéalls, Sepate Bill 1651, Sepator
Bloom. Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. . Before we put the...motion to

adjourn *til tem -o'clock tomorros morming, it appears from
the Calendar .that there are only approximately twenty bills
or so that will be subject to our actiom tomorrow, and I -an

deeply hopeful that we  will, in fact, adjourm tomorrow so
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that all .of us can enjoy a much needed rest. The only bill
rénaining o the recall list is 1651 and that?s subject to
vhatever Senator Blooa wishes to do, but we will...when we
aéjourn. we viil adjourn *'til ten o*clock tomorrov Borninge.
I'ﬁ ask all the members. to be prompt so that all of us can
a¢conmodate one another and we can, in fact, leave for home
tomorrow afternoom. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENA'I.Oﬂ SkYiCKAS)

Senator Donnewald.
SENATOR DONHEWALD)

Yfes, Hr. President and the members. Could I have their
: aﬁtention that there will be a Bules Coamittee qeeting tomor—
rtow morning, nine o*clock, Rooa 400.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll moves to adjourn. For what purpose does
Senator .Bloom arise...Senator Delngelis?
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Br. President. I have been...I have been wait—
iﬂg-..,
PﬁESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

<eaW€ll, Mr. President, we vere informed that the bills
'tﬁat were on 3rd would be called back to 2nd. Now, okay.-.he
said you're going to adjourn right now. bh, okay.
PﬁESIDIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bock. .
SENATOR BOCK:

Ife.aif everjbody can sit down for a minute and. have a
little order, we cab...what I suggested was, that before the
motion to adjoura is put until ten o?clock tomorrow morning,

all the bills that were...amendments were filed were subject

to recall at the sponsors request. I had an amendment filed

omn 1272, Senator Coffey did not request that it be returned
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to 2nd reading.. The only one left is 1657 which is subject
éo,4Senator Blooa, uhatever.he wishes to do. . But when we get
:inished, it*s ten o*clock tomorrow moruniag. I asked every-
one to please be prompt so that we can, in fact, all of us
leave.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Simas.
SENATOR SIMMS: )

Mr. President, I'd like to have leave of ﬁhe Body to take
from postponed consideration Semate Bill 1671 to return it to
2nd reading for tﬁe purposes. of Tabling an amendzent.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) T

Senator, I'm sure we cén,handle that tomorrow¥ in time for
your concern. I doa’t think that's a problea. K Senator Rock,
did youa...Semator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK: .

Well, now .Senator Taylor received leave of this ‘Body to
come back to 1632 tomorrow.. I will assure Senator Simas
"we'll get to that one toamorrow too for the same purpose..
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

S0, Senator...Senator Demuzio, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR DEMUZIO: -

Yes, I move we.go to motions in writing.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SQHLTOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator, at this point we're on Senate Bills recalled...
"SENATOR DEHO2IO:

Well, I...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«-s0R the Order of Sespate Bill 165%.... .
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

«e«I have a motion that we...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHLTQB.SAVICKAS)

es-before we were interrupted. Senator Demuzio.
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SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I peréist in my motiop, I move that we go to motioms  in
vriting and request a roll call. .
PRBSIDING'OFﬁICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloom, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR BLOOH: . \

Uell,.'the hour is late and perhaps there®s only one
recall left. We can handle 1651 first thing in the morning
and then maybe we can adjours, what do you think? Yeah, if I
can get the coamitment -to bring it back, there®'s only one
récall left, we don't need to get info another...about five
other wars, .and I can see that happening..

PRESIDING OfPICEB;. (SENATOR SAVICKASY)

Senator, you will have that conmmitment. ~Senator Demuzio,
you persist in your motion?.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yes, I m@move we go to nétions*in writing for the purpose
of discharging rules from Semate Bill 1313 which is to elect
the...renbers of the Illinois.Commetce Commission.
PBESIDING.OPFICEB: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR BOCK:
That -certainly sounds blike idn, but I move we adjéurn
*til ten ofclock tomorrow morning.
SENATOR DENUZIO:
Roll .call. )
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
It's undebatable.
SENATOR DEHUZIO:

I request a roll call on the adjoﬁrnment-.-_
PBESIDING 6EPICEB: (SEHA*OB SAViCKAS)

Senator Demuzioa.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:. .

I request a roll call on the adjourament.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR -SAVICKAS) -

That...that*s in order. W®ill all the membérs get 1in
their seats, there's been a motion to adjourn until ten
o*clock tomorrow morning. A roll call has been regquested.
on that motion, all those in favor will be voting Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The votimg is open. Have all voted
who: wish? Have all voted who wish? On that motion...take
ihe record, Mr. Secretary. On that motion,»tke Ayes are 41,
the Nays are 13, none ?otinglpresent. The motion catiies.
The Senate stands adjourned until ten o?clock Thursday amora—

ing.



