828D GENERAL ASSEMBLY

REGULAR SESSION

MAY 27, 1982

PRESIDENT:

The Senate ﬁill.please coﬁe to order. Will the wmembers
be at their desks and will our guests in the gallery please
risea. Our prayer +this morniag is...by Reverend Eugene
#eitzel, the Directo; of Chaplains at St. Johﬁ's Hospital,
springfield, Illinois. . Father.. .

REVEREND EUGENE WEITZEL:

Thank you, ﬂt.,?:esident.‘ Before I offer‘ ay regular
prayer this morning, I would like to offer a prayer for the
repose of the soul -of one of your colleagues of former years,
for Senator Homer Butler who was a member éf Sepator Johas!'
district, the 50th District. I invite those who know this
little prayer to join ne;

{Prayer given by Reverend Weitzel for ' Senator
Butler)

{Prayer given by Reverend #eitzel)
PRESIDENT:

Thank you, Father. Reading of the Jourmal. Senator
Johns.

SBNATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that reading and
approval of the Journals of Wednesday, May the 19th; Thurs-
day, May the 20th; Monday, May the Zdth; Tuesday, May the
25th; WVednesday, HMay the 26th, in the year of 1982 be post—
poned pending arrival of the printed Journal.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Johns. Any
discussion? If not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. all
opposed. The Ayes have it. The nmotion carries. It's so
ordered. Coamittee reports.A
ACTING SECRETARY: {(HUR. FEBRNANDES)

Rules Compittee report. Pursuan£ to amended Rule 5, the
Rules Committee met at 9:00 a.m. May 27, 1982 in Room 400 and

makes the followirg report:
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By unanimous vote, the committee ruled that the following
‘bills be considered during this Session of the Senate: House
Bill 608, 1046, 1229, 1302, 1623, 1651, 192#;.1938, 1986,
1992, 1998, 2005, 2056, 2088, 2135, 2167, 2242, 2284, 2303,
2359, 2425, 2464, 2503, 2505, 2516, 2521. By a majority
‘vote, the committee ruled zhe following bills be coansidered
this Session of the Semate: House Bill 1955 and 2474. The.
foregoing bills were ordered sent to the Committee on Assign-—
ment of Bills, By nnanimoué vote, the committee ruled the
'foliouing bills be considered during this Session of the
_ Senate: House Bill 396, 748, 1243, 1301.. Signed, Philip J.
Rock, Chairman.

‘ Senator Donnewald, +the Chairman of the Committee on
Assignment of Bills reports the following assignment:

To the Committee on Agriculturg —~ House Bill 2505; to the
Coamittee on Blections and Reapportionment — House Bill 2135;
the Committee on Executive — House Bill 1302, 1623...2474,
2563: the Committee on Finance and Credit Regulatioms — House
Bi;l 1651; Committee on Insurance, Pensions and License
Activity — House Bill 1992 and 2516; Committee on Judiciary I
— House Bill 608, -1938, 2167, 2284,... 2464; Committee on
Judiciary II - House Bill 1229, 2242 and 2521; Comnitteé on
Local Government - House Bill 1046, 1955, 1986, 2065 and
.2056; Commnittee on Public Health, Welfare and Corrections —
House Bill 2303; Coamittee on Revenue — Bousé Bill 1924,
2359, 2425; Committee on Traasportation - Houmse Bill 1998 aad
2088... ‘ : h
PRESIDENT:

Message from the House.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Messages from the House by Mr. Leone, Clerk.

Mr. President -~ I am directed to inform the Senate
that the House of Representatives has passed bills with the

following titles, in the passage of which I am instructed to.
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ask concurrénce of the Senate, to—wit:

House Bill 2066, 2115, 2190, 2191, 2193, 2194,
2195, °~ 2197, 2198, 2199, 2200, 2201, 2202, 2203, 2205, 220s,
2207, 2208, 2209, 2210, 2212, 2213, 2216, 2218, 2219, 2220,

2301, 2339, 2399, 2422, 2455, 2476, 2477 and 2558. Passed

the House May 26th, 1982. Anthony J. Leone, Clerk of the

House.
PBESIDENT:

Resolutions.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Resolution Né._553 offered by Senator Gitz and all
nembers.

Senate Resolution...it's congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 554 offered by Senator Jeremiah Joyce,
congratulatory.

And Senate Resolution 555 offered by Senator Berning,
congratula;ory.

PBESIDEBT:

Consent Calendar. With leave of the Body, we?ll move o
the Order of House Bills 2nd Beading. There is a bill of
some emergency. Senator Carroll is the sponsor of House Bill
2115. On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading is House Bill
2115. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2115..
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No cosmittee amendments.
PRESIDE Nl.':
Any amendments from the Floor?
ACTING SECBETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
No Floor amendmentsa.
PRESIDENT:.
3rd reading... Turn to Page 4 om the Calendar, on the

Order...ve'll, with leave of the Body, we'll move to the
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Order of House Bills 1st Reading. Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1882, Senator Gitz.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st readiry of the bill.

House Billi 1925, Senator Walsh.

(Secretary reads title .of bill)
i1st reading of the bill.

House Bill 2440, Senator D*Arco.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.

House Eill 2574, Semator Maitland.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
ist reading o the bill.

House Bil . 2578, Senator Totten.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.

House B2ill 2617, Semator J. E. Jojce-

. {Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Resolutions.
ACTING SECRﬁTARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Joint Resolutioq No. 98 offered by Senator Rocke.

And Senate Resolution No. 556 offered by Jerome Joyce.
PRESIDENT:

Executive. Senator Johqs, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR JOHR¥S:

Mr. résident, Deﬁocfatic Senators and today if the
secretaries are listening, they're not imnvited, but if their
Democratic Semator 1is in the office, tell them there's a
gaucus immecd. =t¢’y in Room 212, immediately..

PHRESIDENT:

Senator Oz ngae.
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SENATOR OZINGA:

The less caucussing we do, the better we're off.
PRESIDENT: .

I couldn't agree more bué_you don*t take the abuse I
take. I think Semator Philip wishes to have a caucus in his
office also immediately. Thé.Senate ¥ill stand ia recess
antil the hour of eleven—thirty. Senator Ozinga.

SENATOR OZINGA:

They do tell ume we uan£ troubie, so there is a caucuse.
Pate wants more fun, I guess. So, we'll be...meetin§ in
"Senator Philip's office immeiiately.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Democrats to 212 immediately, Bepublicans to
Senator Philip's office immediately. We will reconvene at
eleven—thirty with the absolute assurance that ve are léaving
today té return on Tuesday.. Senator Berﬁing; for what pur-
pose do you arise?

SENATOR BERNING:

Mr. President, I*'d just ;ike to recall for you and the
members of this Body the -  admonition of the Chaplain this
notn;ng.

PRESIDENT:

Apen. Iamediately ir 212. The Senate will stand in
récess until eleven—thirty.

RECESS
AFTER RECESS
PkESIDEHT:

The Senate will please come to order.. 'Hith leave of the
Body, WCIA-TY requests permission to tape the proceedings.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. <Channel 20, I guess,
also wishes to get in the program. Is leave granted? Hes—
sage from the House.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR.. FERNANDES)

A Message from the House by Mr. .Leone, Clerk.

o
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Hr.v President - I am &irected to infogm the Senate
that the House of Representatives has passed a bill. of the
following“ title, in the passage of which I am instructed to
ask cqncurrencé of the Senate, to—wit:

. ‘House Bill 2339, Passed the House May 26th,
1982. Aﬁthony J. Leone, Clerk of the House.

#r. Presideat - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of 'Representatives adopted the following Joint
Resolution, adoption of which I am instructed to ask concur—
rence of the Senate, to-wit:

House Joint Resolution 89, Senator Vadalabene,
the Senate sponsor.
PRESIDENT:
Consent Calendar. Besolutions.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Resolution ¥o. 557 offered by Senators Hall,
President Rock and all Senators, and it?s congratulatorye.
PRESIDENT:

fes, Senator Grotberg, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR GROTBERG:

On a point of‘personal privilege, Mr. President. This is
so personal itt*s very difficult for me to express because
this is National Pickle Week, and I have cause to have a
resolution...

PRESIDENT:

1 can see you're all choked up.
SENATOR GROTBERG: -

-=-0n that subject...I am all choked up, I have warts,
you know, and I have all of the things that go with pickles,
but I am causing to be placed upon your desk the ansder to
everything about pickles and would want the membership to
know .that National Pickle Week always is two weeks long, and
I*n sorry, I'm three days into the second week already.

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR VADALABENE: ‘

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
As you know, Memorial Day is~approac5ing'this weekend, and if
any of you Semators are giving a Memorial Day speecﬁ, I
really have a good ome for you. TYou cam come to ny desk and
get it; It really is an outstanding speech if you want +to
include it in your remarks. And don't forget, Tuesday we are
having our Memorial Day here on the FPloor of the Senate, and
ve would want all the Senators to be here on time. v
PRESIDENT:

That*s Tuesday %t twelve—thirty. When we retarn we will
have our Memorial Day service. Commiﬁtee LEPOT LS.

ACTING SECRETARY: (¥R. FERNANDES)

Senator Gitz, the Chairman of the Committee on Reorgan—
ization of State Govermment to which was referred. the
Governor's Executive Order No. 1 reported the same back‘uith
the recommendation the Senate Do Not Disapprove of Executive
Order No. 1.

Senator Gitz, the Chairman of the Committee on Reorgan-
ization of State Government to uhiqh was refe;red_ the
Governor's Executive Order HNo. 2 repérted the same'béck’vith
the recommendation the Senate Do Not bisapgrove of BExecutive
Order No. 2. 4 ‘
PRESIDENTY

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Thank you, MAr. President and members of the Senate.
Executive Order No;, 1 is the Executive Order that Hould'com—
bine the ptésent Depaitment of Personnel with Administrative
Services. The ;ppropriations bills that we have taken up are
already predicated upon the combination. The comamittee has
heard testimony on two separate occasions. It was the

jodgement of the majority of the committee that the reorgan—
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ization under Executive Order No. 1 should take place. This
would again combine fersonnel and Administrative Service.
There have been, in fairness, objections in certain quarters,
questions that have been raised. 1 ihink that overall people
feel that this would be at least some minor éavings in the
State budget. Onder the Constitution, the motion that will
.be put before you is, shall the Senate disapprove of Execu-—
tive Order ©No. 1, and that meaas to act_affi:matively upon
the copmittee’s recommendation and to accept that recommenda—
ti&n, you will have to vote No on a moition of disapproval..
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATGR BRUCé)
. Is there discussion? Is there diécussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL: .

Senator Gitz, would you yield, please?
PRESIDING OFEICE§: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates Se will yield. Senator BHall..
SENATOR HALL:

Senator, I...I just walked back on the Floor. Are you
proposing this for a vote now?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ: ‘

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
‘ Senator Hall. .
SENATCR HALL:

Well, the...I don't want to delay that, but I just wanted
to tell...you were not able to be there yesterday when we had
the hearings, but I have some very vital coanceras
about...l've gotten some calls and eépecially in the Depart—
ment of Personnel about some people that are being replaced
and they...the real procedure is not being followed. It!'s
anfortunate this comes at eleventh hour, and I just wanted to

call and pmake known that...we do have some problems.. But I
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know that?S...is this...what's the deadline for the passage
of this? »
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Gitz.
"SENATOR GITZ:

The effective deadline, Senator Hall,_ would be today
since this is the last day we will be in Session before we
move to June Calendar, and May 31st would be the last day
under the sixty days to act upon it. I would point out in
response to your guéstion, yes, there are positions being
eliminated, énd yes, there are people that perhaps have
raised concerns. It's perhaps unfortunate that those con-—
cerns were not rai;ed earlier wvhen wve were taking up these
same matters in &he Appropriations Committee. I would like
simply to state, in passing, that if we do not approve this
Executive Order, then we are going to have some major prob-—
lems with the way we have structured the appropriations bills
because they are based upon it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? I have Senators...Geo-Karis,
Grotberg and Berning and Bowers. Senator Geo—-Karis. State
your inguiry. »

SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

If...there's...there's a motion on the Floor not
to..disapprove. If we vote Yes, then we are not disapproving
of the Executivé Order, is that correct?

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright, if I might have the attention of the Body, we'll
go through +this three times before we vote om it, so
letts...let's try it ome time. If you wish to approve the
Governor's Executive Order, you shall vote No. If you wish
to disapprove of the Governor's Executive Order, you will
vote Aye...Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO—KARIS:
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‘Then mpay I ask for a clarification. What is the motion
-on the Floor?

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRI;CE)

'Senatot Geo—Karis, I can expléin the motion and jyou
‘viii...alright. The motion will be, shall *he Governor's:
"BExecutive Order be disapproved 'so that it shgll not. becoase
effective. It is a double npegative. So if you wish toA
approﬁe, you vote No. If you wish to disapprove, you vote
Aye. That is the easiest way for the Chair to explain it.
if you approve, vote No. If you disapprove, vote Aye; Now,.
Senator Grotberg...well, I had Semator Berning wvas up first
then, so wetll have to g0...g§o in order. Senator Berming.
SENATOR BEBﬁING:

First question on the order im which we're proceeding.
Are vwe considéring only Executive Order No. 1, or are they
being taken‘as one issue, 1 and 272
PRESIDIEG QFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

' Senmator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Senétor Berning, we are taking Executive Order ¥o. 1 at
'this time, the combination of Administrative Services and
bepartmentgof Personnel. And after we have voted upon that
motion, then we will proceed next to Executive brder NOo. 2
‘Hhich is the present Illinois Lav Enforcement Commission.
PRESIDING 6PFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

:Alrigﬁt.4 Senator Berning.

'SENATOR BERNING:

¥y guestion then has %o do with +two things. ¥hy, in
light of o#; present finmancial éondition, are we establishing
‘a direétor at fifﬁy—tuo thousand and two assistants at forty
thousand vhen we all know that the director here exceeds the
salary of our judges, and many of us are having some diffi-
cnity in justifying an increase for judges, and obviously, a

jadge has greater respoasibility than the director of even a
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combined system of departments. And secondly,...if you can
successfully answer that, Senator, secondly, why is it now
considered appropriate? What is the rationalization for con—
solidating Adainpistrative Services and Persosnel when in
1977, again under Executive Order, we established Executive
order No. 2, risk management and other employee benefit pro—
grams in the Department of Personnel...incufring a greéier
responsibility in that department, aasd at that time, it
appears that the Depqrtment of Personnel was a defensible,
single entity. What was the rationalization Ffor consoli-
dation?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Giti.
SE!ATOR GITZ:

Senator Berning, at that tiame, the then‘Départment of
Finance bhad certain risk management functioms. It was felt
that 7you could streamline the State government by combining
those funétions within the Department of Personnel. Now,.the
adainistration in reviewing its organization of State Govern—
ment has decided that fhey could further streamline that by
taking the Department of Personnel and consolidating.those
functions in Administrative Services. Now, I will freely
tell you that there are good arquuents in both sides, but I
think that a very important element of this is, number one,
lgiving the Executive reasonable flexibility in how to organ-—
ize the functions of State Government, and secondly, that if
there is a cost savings im a time of tight budget, that per—
haps it should move forthwith. Our appropriation bills have
been approved with this Executive Order in mind. And I think
that uhétever guéstions we have on that perhaps would best be
addressed to the fellow in the blue coat who is lurking near
your desk. I don't set the functions, I don't set the sal-
aries of those directors. 1If fhey are considered to

be...excessive, I think that the Senate is perthaps mnot the
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place that we are going to decide that issue at this time.
PRESIDING OFFICER: fSEHATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

One comment that was made that'intrigued me wWas there
would be cost saving. What do you westimate is the cost
saving?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

It*s four hundred and ninety—six thousand dollars esti-
mated savings, Senator Berning. Let me also point out, Sena—
tor Beraning, that thére is a House Biil, House Bill 2461,
which has the direct amendatory language on the salaries of
your director and his subdirectors. And consequently, per-—
haps the most effective way to address that specific issue
that you raised im your prior guestiop is to prepare the
necessary anendment should that bill éome before you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Sepator Himrod.

SENATOR NIMROD:

Yeak, thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate, I wasn't going to address. this subject, but for
Senator Berning's -sake, let mev jést go into just a brief
coament. The salaries of the director and tvo assistant
directors in the .new case, in fact, is less than the two
present directors and the two assistant directors. And in
this Executive Order the salaries are not addressed. If we
have some concerns about that, we'll have a chance to address
that subject on those salaries when it comes over in the
fouse Bill that's coming over to the Senmate. So, I think
that that might...concern of that issue is not within this
bill, but certainly we?'ll have a chance to discuss the issue

and...and make any changes or adjustments if you so feel.
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fhe important thing is that this move is one that was...ve've
held hearings on, i;'s been explained before, there has been
an opportunity to ask many dquestioms, it is certainly anm
advantage; I believe, at this time for us to...to approve
this Executive Order or not to disapprove the Executive Order
and, in fact, to go out because it does provide for a good
management practice and it does provide some effiéiencies.
There are some reductions and changes that are taking  place
in the departments that have nothing to do with this partic—
: ﬁlar aetéér, would take place anyway, the conversation was
brought out. But there are a total reduction of séme
twenty—thrée ?ositions that are involved with this wmerger.
and I would say that this is a wise thing to do, and I would
certainly ask us to support this position by voting ¥o.
Thank you. .
PRESIDING OFPICER:‘ (EBNATOB-BBUCE)

Further discussion? Semator Bowers, you had sought
recognition earlier.  Okay. Purthgr discussion? Senator
Gitz may close.

SENATOR GITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Semate. This
Executive  Order will create the new Department of Central
ﬂanagement_Sefvices,_conhines the functions of the Department
of Personnel and the present Administrative Services. As I
stated previously, our budget is predicated upon it. There
have been thqrough hearings, the overall consensus has been
that the Eiecutive Order should move forward. Now, the
motion before you under the Constitution is, shall the Senate

rdisapprové.E;ecutive Order No. 1. And to approve this Execu—
tive Order, it is necessary to vote negatively on the motion
to disapprove.

‘ PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright.. If you wish to appfove, you will vote No. If

you wish to disapprove, you will vote No. And nov the gues-—
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tion 1is, puarsuant to...if you gish to approve, vote No. If
you wish to...disapprove, vote Aye. Alright. Alright, the
question is, pursuant to Article Vv, Sectionm 11 of the Illi-
nois Constitution, shall Executive Order No. 1 be disapproved
so that it shall not become effective by opera=ion of law . by
its terﬁs. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
Thevfoging is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. Alright, on that question, the
Ayes are 4, the Nays are 54. Executive Order No. 1 not hav—
ing been disapproved by a majority of the Senators elected
shall become effective by operation of law by its terms. For
what purpc;se does Senator DeAngelis arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Point of pefsonal privilege, Mr. President.
éRﬁSIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR BRUCE)

State your point.

SENATOR DeABGELIS:

in the gallery on the right side of the Chamber, we have
with us a very distinguished ngnember of our Board of Edu-—
cation, Edie Goodman and some less distinguished members and
oﬁr superintendent, Mardel Parker from School ‘istrict 161.
I would like for them to stand and be recognized.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) '

Would our guests in the galleries please rise and be
recognized. Executive Order No. 2, Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

Thank you, #¥r. President and members of the Senate.
Executive Order No. 2 will create the Illinois Criminal Jus—
tice Information Authority, and it will traﬁsfer all the
functions 6f the present Illinois Lav Enforcement Commis—
sions* powers and duties rTelating %o criminal justice
information systems. It will also abolish the :ruzent I1lli-
2ois Criminal Justice Information Council that was created in

1977. . Now, if you*ll recall, the present 1Iliinois Law
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Enforcement Commission has é very substantial impact in the
immediate past on the administration of grants, traditiomally
which were made with wmoney a?ailable through the Federal
Governaent. The grants made under the Illipois Law Enforce-
ment Commission have virtually ceased to exist. The Criminal
Informa*ion System that is being designed is to take care of
some necessary functions that are felt to be very iamportast
to our ;riminal justice systen. And this uillv'include
tuenty—oné members which will also be balanced according to
the Illinois Attormey Gemeral, the Director of the  Illinois
Department of Correctibns, the Director of the Illinois
Department of lav Enforcement, the Shériff of Cook County,
the State's Attorney of Cook County and certain other
appointees. There also is a superintendent of the Chicago
Police Department, the Chief Judge of the Circuit Court of
Cook County, a justice from the Illimois Suéceme Courtbdesig—
nated by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, a Jjudge of
the 1Illinois Circuit Court -of a county other than Cook, a
sheriff and a staie's attorney from a county'othgr than Cook,
the chief'of police from one of the other wmunicipalities to
be appointed by the Governor and three meabers of the general
public to be appointed by the Governor. I*d be happy to
respond to any questions. This review of the Executive Order
has proceeded in two occasioas. Thefe ¥as exténsive testi-
mony taken. It was felt ta be in the best interest of the
continued functions of State Government and the Criminal Jus—
tice Information System that Executivé Order No. 2 shoald
proceed forward. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Nimrod.
SENATOR NIMRODY

Thank you, Mr. President. On Executive Order 2 I would
urge us to also suppor* this motioa by also voting ¥o, which

means not to disapprove. This did have extemsive hearings,
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questions were aasvered, and I find...I know of no opposition
to this. There was no opposition in the...in the hearings,
and I would urge your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? FPurther discussion? Alright, it is

the same guestion. If you wish to approve, you will vote No.
If you wish to disapprove, you will vote Ayej The gquestion
is, pursuant to...to Article ¥, Section 11 of the Illinois
Constitution, shall Executive Order No. 2 be | disapproved so
that it shall not become effective by operation of law by its

teras. 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
none, the Nays are 58, none Voting Present. | Executive Order
No. 2 not having been disapproved by a majority of those
Senators elected shall become effective by |operation of law
by its terms. For what purpose does Senator |Donnewald arise?
SENATOR DbNKEﬂALD:

Yes, on the Committee on Assigment of Bills, I inadver-
tently misass;gned House Bill 608 to Judiciary I. I would

1like to have that from Judiciary I to Public

Health ;nd Wel-
fare. And on the Local Government be discﬂarged fgom House
Bill 1955 and that the bill be reassigned to|Conservation aand
Energy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) ‘

You?ve heard the motion. 1Is there disc&ssion? " all in

favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes havg it. House Bill

608 and House Bill 1955 will be discharged a%d rereferred to

the committees suggested by Senator Donnewald...Message fronm
the House.
ACTING SECRETARI: {MR. FERNANDES)

A Message from the House by Mr. Leone, Clerk.

(

Mr. President — I am directed to inform the Senate

the House of BRepresentatives has passed| bills with the
|

|
i
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following titles, in the passage of which I am instructed to
ask .concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:
House Bill 2196, 2214, 2217, 2247, 2283, 2370,
2393 and 2481. Passed the House May 27, 1982. Anthony J.
Leone, Clerk of the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
For what purpose does Senator Bock rise?

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. I have discussed with Senmator
Philip and I think the order of business oughi to bg just
start on Senate Bills 3rd reading, we'll go right down thé
line. 1f anyone has én amendment or wishes to call it back,
that's their prerogative. But we?ll just go right down the
line.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR BLOON:

¥ell, I'd make an inguiry. As I recall, | last night vwe
had gotten to 1651 which was the last on the call backs, aand
I -wondered if nobody objects, we could get that takea care of
before we go down the list.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there leave? Leave is granted. Hh%n we adjourned
R | .
last evening we were on the Order of...of Becalls and Senator

Bloom had presented an amendment...was prepared to present an
amendment on Senate Bill 1651. Senator Bloom asks leave of
the Senate to return Semate Bill 1651 to the Order éf 2nd
Reading for the purpose of an amendment. | Is there leave?
Leave is granted. The bill is on the Order of 2nd éeading.
Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MB. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 2 offered by Semator Bloosa.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom.
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SENATOR BLOOH:

I'd like that withdrawvn. Was..-that

rather thick amendment? _No...éardon? Yes,

bigger, longer, wider amendment withdrawn.
ACTING SECRETABY:

{(¥R. PERNANDES)

Amendmeht No. 2 offered by Senator Carrol

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAagelis, for what purpose do yo

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
I have a request of Senator carroll.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Carroll, you mwmight have YOUTLe.
attention. ~Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Carroll, I had an amendment prece
I asked to put back. (
Senator Blooﬁ

on youar amepdment.v
"PRESIDING CPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

I...Seﬁator DeAngelis would like to consi
ment. prior to yours.
SENATOR DeA&GELIS:

I  would like to have mine considered pri
uould.lett.;if he would let me have Senator
his before mine.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

I...I guess the order would be Bloo

Carroll. The Secretary has them in...Senator

drawn anmendment, you were the next, Senato:J

has an
thank jou, Senator Carroll. - With leave of th
take Senator Bloom's amendment first,

Bloom, the Secretary inforas me, in fact, we

amendment.

was...is that a

I'd 1like the

u arise?

.might have your

ding yours which

I vas just wondering if you would give

|

the same opportunity, because it might impact

der his amend-—

or to his, if he

Bloom consider

m, DeAngelis and
Bloom has with—

DeAngelis also

amendepent and a substitute amendmenés and...alright,

e Body, we will

then Senator...Senator

don*t have the
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SENATOR BLOOB:A
My hat is off to...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
» No, Senator BlooR...
SENATOR BLOOM:

eeethe staff 0f the«..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Okay, we don't havevthe amendment, that's
Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOM: )

Right, well, my.;.my hat is off to the s
Governor and...and IDOT, they've dome it agai
of the record, we?ll get back to it. I was
handle this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator BocCk.

SENATOR RBOCK:

Good. NoOW...novw let?s start at the topf

through the list, alright?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Is there leave to take it ou
Leave is granted. Take it out of the record,
to it in the ordinary course, Senator Bloon.
you anderstand that, we*ll just get to it whe
Alright. So, if you open your Caleandar t
'Bills 3rd reading is Semate Bill 1231 under
of Senafor Sangmeister for the Judiciary II
the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERHANDES)

Senate Bill 1231.

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

Senator Sangmeistera.

the difficulty.

taff of both the

n. Take it out

hoping we could

and go right

t of the record?
and wve'll get
Senator Blooa,

n. ve get to it.

o Page 2, Senate

|

the sponsorship

Committee. Read
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SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and menmbers of t
is the Senate Judiciary II Committee bill whi

of what amendments -there ought to be made

Court Act, if any.
should not be a complete overhaul of the Ac
one area in particular that we should addres
and that 1is the automatic transfer of Juv
cases.
adult court would be 'in the crimesvof murde

- robbery. I believe we discussed at lenéth
Senator Netsch's proposals to modify that, I
out all the dischssion necessary oa that p
There are other things inm the bill which if
qﬁesfiéns about, 1I*d be hapby to answver.
bill ‘a...I think, a well

Written pocrtion

We ¢ame to +the conclus

S very

conceraing

he Senate. This

ch made a study
to the Juvenile
that

ion there

t, but there was

strongly,

|

eniles in certain

The certain cases where they would be transferred to

|

r, rape and armed

on 2nd reading
think it brought
afticular‘point.
have

you any

There is in the

court

supervision which will give our judges a guide as to how to

handle those particular cases. Senator

us a bill
stand that are in the balcony, to be notified
that thef had a problem student ‘in thei
didatt pﬁt everythihg in he wanted im - that
case there is a convictionm, the school super
He notified that he's got a bad éctor:in his
it's...it's a good bill and I would answer an
have. If not, move for a favorable roll call
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROUCE)
I5 there discussion? Senator Simms.

éEﬂATOB-SIHHS: ’ '

" I...if the spoasor would yield% Senator
that provisiof... .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE).

Senator Simms, just a ~moment. If we

order. This is the first bill. If we could

DeAngelis

wvhere he wanted his school people,

presented
some I under—
in the event
r school, and we
pegard, but in
intendent has to
schools . I think

y questions jyou

Sangmeister, has

could have some

just get through
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this one, perhaps we can calz down and run the rest of the

day., Senator Simms.

- SENATOR SINMS:

Senator Sangmeister, is the portion of the bill that was

originally in there dealing with the age of
dropped to ten years old, was that eliminat
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SIMMS:

Is that a different bill?
SENATOR SANGHEIS&ER: '

I'm DOtae.l don'f_think that was even in
another bill, not éven this ope, but if you
Phil Webber standing right next to you; he'll
.antee ﬁou that that was long, long gone.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion?|
is, shall Senate Bill 1231 pass.. Those in
Those opposed vote Nay. - The voting is open.

vho wish? Have all votgd vho wish? Take

consent being

ed by ameandment?

this. That was
*11 just talk to

certainly guar-

The question
favor vote Aye.
Have all voted

the record. On

that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, 1one

Voting Present. Senate Bill 1231 havin
required constitutiomal majority is declared
Bill 1242, Senator Berman. Read the bill

pleasé.

END OF REEL

g received the
passed. Senate

, Mr. Secretary,
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REEL #2

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNAXNDES)
Senate Bill 1242. .
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB‘BRUCE)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

¥ell, thank you, Mr. President and Ladies

of the Senate. Senate Bill_12ﬂ2 is a bill t
a long overdue pay increase for the judiciary
Illinois. Several weeks ago there was distri
member of this Bo&y, a pamphlet entitled, Th
cial Salary Increases. It was pphlished by a

of the Illinois State and Chicago Bar Associa

and Gentlenmen
hat will provide
of the Stete of
buted

to every

e Case forVJudi—

joint committee

tions and went

into great detail as to the background and the justification

for this salary increase.. As amended, this b

a judicial pay raise in tvo phases. On July

salaries of the Supreme Court and...and appel

be raised eight thousand five hundred doll

present level of fifty—three thousand and £

sand dollars respectively, ahd one year later

eighty-five hundred dollars. The associate

cuit court judges will have a seventy-five

increase on July 1, of *82 and a similar seve

dollar increase on July 1, of *83. Both

present time, the associate judges...receiv

forty-five thousand and the circuit court ¢

of fifty thousand at the present time. de

recent weeks, I think more dramatically t

that several excellent judges have seemn fit t

retirement. It's a very simple fagt, it's th

ill provides for
1, 1982 judicial
late courts will
ars from their
ifty-eight thou-
an additiomal
judges and cir-
hundred -dollar
nty-five hundred
of them, at the
e a salaty of

eceives a salary
in

have seen

han in the past,

|
|

e
]

o announce their

economics of
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the situation. Judges salaries are only fifty-five percent
of what they ?buld be receiving bhad- their sala#ies increased
,in  line with the average full-time wage and'sélaty worker in
the United States simce 1969. They are receiving half of
|

what average full-time wage and salary workers receive. A

judge?®s saldfy today has the purchasing | power of only

sixty—four percent of what it was receiving in 1969. And

|

according to the study that we passed out, the average full-
time vage and salary worker has a hundred geLcent purchasing
power. A judge presiding in a courtrooa today is receiving
only half, fifty percent, of what the average_layyer practic—
ing . in that courtroom makes, and 6nly a third of the income
of the most successful lawyers that appear before that same

judge. This bill is justified by the economics of the salary

scales. It is justified in order for us to respond to an

equal branch of government, in order to maintain and eancour-

age . good judges to stay on tke bench and Jo encourage good

lawyers to aséend to the bénch. I will be glad to respond to

any questions, and solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Thomas.

SENATOR THOMAS:

Thank you very mﬁch, Mr. President Jand Ladies and

Gentlemen of the Senate. We are led to believe by editorials

. \
in the Chicago area papers that. without an increase in pay we

are not _going to get good quality peop;e Janting to become
judges. I find that interesting because as a ﬁémher of the
General Assembly, I . don't ever see a shoréage of qualified
. men and uomen;Statewide ¥ho want %o take’ jdbs that pay
tventy—eight. thousand dollars and are willing to conviace
others to spend upwards to a hundred and £ifty and tvo hun—
dred thousand dollars to get tﬂem elected to this twenty-

eight thousand dollar a year job- I just had a phone call

from one of @my local mewspapers who said that back in Rock
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Island County there is a little associate jﬂdgeship that has
opened up, and there are eight applicants Lér that job and
all of them have réceived favorable recommendations froa the
Baxr Association. V I further submit that if we graant the pay
raise, is this going to get the judicial system in this State

to reverse some of the insane rulings om our| county jails?

In Rock 1Island County we can’t even house anybody anymore

because according to a judge, the jail is substandard. Hill
the pay raise also get judges to change their nind on the
public aid ruliag iﬁ-the City of Chiéaqo vhen we know the
Department of Public Aid doesn't have enough| momey? I doubt
.that’that will happen. W#ill the increase...a%d I'm sgeaking
nov as a Republican, will the increase in judge's salaries
reverse the reappottionment»decision? I doubt that, too.
Will our granting this huge pay raise in light-of the fact
that we are cutting back on State employees? wages upgrade
the image of the General Assembly? I doubt it;
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Keatsa.

SENATOR KEATS:

I thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. I*d appreciate your listening for a moment. I

personally intend +to support this pay raise. I have always

consistently voted for pay raises 'cause I recognize if you
want good people, you're going to have to pay for them.
Earlier...carlier we are having some commeats made about a
member of the Governor?s Cabinet being paid fifty thousand
dollars and thought that was an unbelievable |apoant of money.
Well, I concede, that may be a lot of =money in tée real
world, but you know what, there are some people in this world
who do make that kind of money, and it may come as a suprise

%0 someone, but if you want people at that caliber, you're

going to have to pay for them. Now, I want to throw in a

couple of other thoughts, it isn't just that the judges need
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a pay raise, when 1 think that the Governor| of the State of

Illinois is paid'fifty—eiqht thousand dollars é year, that is

two inches short of disgraceful. The fact that the Governor

has cabinet members who barely make forty thousand dollars a

year is disgraceful. UNow, I do say with a |little bit of

chiding to our friends in the press, every time we try and

review the salary levels at all levels in the State,' it is

way to sell a newspa

perhaps printed as a per and a way to
sell advertising space, and it's probably | not accurately
reported in terms of what needs to be dope to insure the
guality of the people we have. and I think we should be 1ot

simply looking at ‘the judicial level, looking at the Gover-
nor, looking at his cabinet and looking at State employment
as a vhole. And I do recognize we have some excellent judges

who are grossly underpaid, but I wvaant to follow up on some-

thing Senator Thomas has said, we've got a couple of judges

on that bench who are grossly overpaid, and I wvant to give

you "two examples. There's a judge named George Higgins, I've

never met the san in ay life and with a little luck I npever

-will, he has decided that he knows more than Jim Thompson,

Ken Buzbee and the entire General

help when it comes time to retain a few of th

Howard Carroll,
He nust think the elected officials of this
budget and decidg at what level we will fund
tance, et cetera, tsat ve've never given any
and, thﬁt we don't know how this system works
Higgins, whoever you may be, if we pay you a
you're probably overpaid. There®s another ju
Staniec who has decided that he knows more
Déielopmental Center than does anyone else
And I would mention to some of these judges,
for retention

on the bench while we are vo

gries to...retain the highest gquality Jjudge

should say to the news pedia, ve would like

i

Assembly.
State who pass a
general assis—
thought to this,
And to George

dollar a JYyear
dge named Marjin
about the Dixon
in this State.
when it comes up
ting higher sal-
s, I think vwe
a little of your
for

ese Jjudges
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those who are grossly overpaid...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator...Senator, }our time has expired,| would you bring
your remarks to a close.
SENATOR KEATS:
ee-I think it has come time...I think it has come time
that we remove them from the bench, and I think that is an
obligation Athat should be ours also. So, I would solicit
your support for this, recognizing that most | of our judges
are. well worth this pay raise, and for the few that aren't I
think it is up to us to try and do something |about it.
ERESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:
:nr. President acd members of the Senate, | Ifn iising in

opposition to Senate Bill 1242, and I would like to point

out, before making some comments, that consistently in the
past I have éupported pay raises for the General Assembly,
other Statewide officials and the judiciary when and if money
is available. For us %o éome at this time and ask for this
kind of increase for a judges pay raise while at the sanme
time we're having trouble balancing the budget, we're cutting
pay to...to other Statewide employees as vell as...we passed
out of here cutting our own and other State officials I think
is. just npnot right.  And I think that we ought to...to, at
this time, deny the thirty votes it takes to| put 1242, out
regardless if the Chicago Tribune says don*t delay the...the
. judicial pay raise. If’ie go back to our| districts, and
Ia;.yesterday got some " hundred and fifty phone calls and
letters in...in both my district and here in Springfield from
most other State employees saying, you know,| don't cut our
pay raise...or don't cut our salaries and we need a...a cost
of living pay increase. And we have to tell them, UNo, vwe

don*'t have the @wmoney, and tken to coae bayk today and pass
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this kind of pay raise for ths judiciary is just not in good

taste for us to do at this time, and I wvould ask, as many of

the members in this General Assembly, to oppose this bill and

re available to

letts deal with this at a time when moanies a

give those pay raises. 1I': not saying judges don't need pay
raises or that...that we should consider this at some tinme,
but now is not the time and we should object to this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

en of the Senate,

l

I rise to speak in favor of che pay raise for the judges.

«asMr. President and Ladies and Gentlem

I*ve had about thirty-nine- jears of trial experience, and

anless you are in the courts, ¢ : many...some of us who are

attorneys and are there :any days, you domn't -really

appreciate the differemce of a political hack, or a judge who
doesn't know which end is up, or one who is a qualified trial

lavyer sitting on that beach. We cannot attract qualified

trial lawyers or keep qualified trial lawyers on the bench if

\

we dont't face the realities of life. W®hen g know that there

are people coaing out of lav s:hool...fresh Jut of law school
commpanding starting salaries at...in some Chicago firms as

high as thirty-seven thousand dollars a year, it just galls

me to know that we cannot do something to keep good trial

lawyers om the bench and attract good trial lawyers on the

bench.  And unless they are good trial lavyers, not

|

Remember who finally

they're
'going to be sitting as good judges:
determines the...the coastitntionality of any law passed by
;his General Who...who deter—

Assembly, it is the judges.

mines on every legal dispute when they hit th

the judges. And I think it behooves us to b
i€. I thought the commissior Liii last year
the Legislature did not abdicate its responsi

thought that any of the raises 7 citer hearings

e courts? It's
e sensible about
was fair because
pility if it had
too

Were high
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for any of the officials. We could have file

had a roll call vote on it, but that bill #

ever, I think we have to face the facts of 1li

a .good judicial system, you have to nmake it

vhat it is worth if someone is staying

political bhacks that are in there cannot cut
good lavyers‘ on the outside. There?s where
the systen, and I speék in favor of this bill
a worthwhile bill no matter what people think
PRESIDING OFFICER: - {(SENATOR SAVICKAS) ‘
Senator BOCk.
SENATOR BOCK:
Thank you, Kr. President and Ladies and
Senate.

I*s not sure that anyone's mind can

this moment. I thipnk we all know what's bef

suggest, however, is one of those instances w
responsibility, not easy, admittedly, but it

bility. It seems to me that we ought t

recognize the fact that throughout this State
and women serving who

as judges

andercompensated. And as a matter of publi
it to them and to ;he people about whom they
to recognize their true worth. I urge amn Aye
this 1is really sérious. I. don't think
political igsue for ope's campaiqn’for or ag
it*s a recognition of our responsibility, a
vote. : .
PRESIDING OfFICEB: " (SENATOR S}VICKAS)
Senator. Simms.
SENATOR SIMAS:
of

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen

rise in opposition to the pay raise. At a

tory of Illinois when we have inadeguate fumn

education, we have inadequate fuads to pay fo

are

d:the motion and
as vetoed. How—
fe. If you want
4icomparable to
out of it. Some

tﬁe austard as

#e can weed out
I think it's

1

pentlemen of the

|
be changed at

?re us. This, 1
here we have a
is our responsi-
o, at this time,

there

are men

sadly, sadly

)
C

'policy, ve owe
render judgement
vote. I think
ii ought to be a
ainst, I think

nd I urge an Aye

the Senate, 1

time in the his-—

Ps to pay for
£ mental health,
|

|
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scholarships, other programs of State Government, the ordi-
nary operations of government and the serious|fimancial prob-
lems that our State faces, I think it's an i1l time that we

grant a pay raise. I don®t question the need that the nem-

bers of the ‘judiciary do need a 'pay raise, but I think it's a
uatietvof timing. But I tiink another‘_thinL ought to be
taken iﬁto consideration, and .that's the pensiqn windfall
bénefits that can take place. Already, over two hundred men—
’hers of the. judiciary have imquired of the Judicial Pension

System exactly vhat this will mean in their retirement. #hat

it means basically is a three thousand dollar| increase in the

retirement predicated on their last day of| service. And I
submit to you, Ladies and Gentiemen of the Senate, that we
are going to see a mass exodus of judges as iL is, becausé of
the judiciai increase and the benefifAthat‘it will give to
those that have the twenty years of service fLr the pemnsion
bonanza that they will receive on their lasJ day of service.
We in the State of Illinois and those in the [Senate, reflect—
ing a responsible position, in all good conscience shouid not
be granting ihis type ofbpay raise at other time when we're
asking State employees to take decreases in pay, layoff of
employees and not being able to provide the essential
services to those citizens of Illinois. |A pay raise, I'm
sure, probably is justified for most of those that sit on the
bench, bat I think the timing of it is i1l conceived and the
citizens of 1Illinois are hot éoing to appreciate another
bonanza pay raise that is bestowed upon the elected officials
of the State. I'm.gping to. vote No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, the...I agree

with Senator Rock that there's total justification for a pay

raise for the judges. I also agree that we?re going to lose
I
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sone good people if we don?t do something. I would
respectfully suggest to you that it's time for the General
Assembly to get away from these lump sum salary increases,
although I have to commend Senator Berman for at least sp1it—
ting this increase in half and making it |two lump suas

instead of one. I <think it*'s time for us to get down to

treating ourselves, the judges and tﬁe rest of the Statewide
elected officials 1like we treat everybody else, with anaual
salary increases. Now, admittedly this year the annual
salary increase for State‘ employees doesnft look all ‘that
rosy, but I  think because - an elected official’'s
terﬁ..-salary,.and_not the judges but. in most cases, can't be
increased during their length of term, that we've got'to get
away from this tradition of last  minute burglary, as our
friends in the media like to call it, excépt for their edito-
rial pages on this...in this case, I vonder hlow they'ré going
to treat us on page 1, I wonder hovw many people read fhe
editorial page. I think it*s time for us to | get away from
that tradition and to s*tart a new tradition, a tradition we
can defend back in our districts and that's |for reasonable,
anpual increases spread over the length of the term of the

officials. I personally hope that this bill won't receive

thirty votes, that it will be put on postponed and called

back for that amendment that tied he}e last fall 27 to 27,
and if it does, then I think a lot more of‘ls can do what we
think is right, which is vote for a reasonabJe increases in
salary for the judges, one that we can justify backliﬁ our
district, and one that I think will go a long way to keeping
the good men and women who serfé on the bench doing just
that, serving.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAYICEKAS)

Senator Joyce..

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Mr. President, I move the previous questijon.
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PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) )

If you would hold that motion, we have bthe following
Senators that have sought recognition before that...your
motion: Senator Buzbee, Berning, Lenke, Demuzio and
Schupepan and Senator §ega. Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. _I-..vhat...vhat are we doing?
I...I know that Senator Berman ié absolutely |sincere in this
attempt, and I an sure that there are all kinds of cases that
can be made as to why judges ought to have pay increases, and
I would assunme that most of those cases are |legitimate ones.
But -we have, in effect, in this Body just told prison gﬂatds
who make fourteeam thousand dollars a year and who experience
everyday the threat of imnedia;e death, | and I'a not

overdramatizing here, tha* is, in fact, *rue, who experience

human feces being throvn on them as they walk past certain
cell houses.. ¥e have said to mental health workers and
developmental disability workers who make...who start at
somewhere around twelve %o fourteen thousand dollars a'year,
vhose jobs include changing diapers on adults, who have to
literally sometimes pick adults up and carry | them, we've said
to them, in effect, we're oaly éoing to allow you a four per-—
cent pay increase on yoar fourteen thouslnd dollax éalary
aext year. Now, I do mot try to equaée the duties of a.
prison guard or §f a mental health vorker, or the responsi-
bilities, or the training with that of a judge. But the fact
of the matter is, this State is im dire fiscal straits, and
this Body has made an expression of what they think the
public policy ought to be as it relates to |those low paid
State employees, and so, how can we possibly| be talking.about'
giving an eight or nine thousand dollar a year pay increase
to public employees who are already making! fifty thousand

dollars a year plus?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR'SAVICKAS)
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Senator, would you bring your remarks to a close.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, Senator, I certainly will. It's interesting to me
that my five minutes started one and a half minutes ago, how—
ever. I would point out that this is going to cost us sone-—
where im the neighborhood of six million dollars. I have
said all along that I will support a pay increase for the
4udges if they will do it over a four year increment, over a
four year period. They doan*t find that acceptable. Senator
chhaffer is absolutely correct, we ought to stop this fiddle
faddle that we go through evefy time on pqgﬂmigq;eaggsri We
ought to establish a percentage pay iancrease for departmeat
heads, for the Govermor, the Attorney General, tle General
Aésembly and judges that is anA automatic percentage pay
increase every year, tied somehow or other, and I have sone
ideas as to how it éould be, but tied somehow or other to the
same percentage pay increases that State employees and uni-
versity employees get. At one point I thought that idea was
sold back in 1976 when then Senate President Tom Hynes agreed
to be a spopsor of that along with then Minority Leader Doc
Shapiro. Unfoitunately, it became a political issue and the
Democratic candidate for governor that year said that he
thought it was terrible that anybody who wanted a pay
increase that served in public life and then...then candidate
Thoapson...or then Governor Thompson, rather...pardon me, it
vasn't '76 it was in *78 I guess it was, when Govermor
Thompson said he would veto any such pay increase. And so as
a result, the idea died before it ever had a chance to come
to public light. But for us at this time o talk about
giving judges an eight thousand dollar a year pay
increase...and, by the way, I've had...I've talked to a 1lot
of Jjudges about this, and every one that I've talked to has
said, your idea of spreading it over four years seeas good to

meé. I think my idea of spreading it on a percentage basis
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fét all employees when you consider some of the directors of
departments iﬁ'this State running departments with three or
four thousand employees are making thirty—éwc thousand
dqllars a year, that it 1udicrous.. §#e ought to pht those
folkSe.. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

'Senator, would you bring your remarks to close.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

e-eyes, I will, Hr. President. ie odght to put all of
those folks‘on a éliding pay scale that goes up at the saae
rate that all tate employees and ail the uapiversity
'empioyees péy scale goes up. We could save oﬁrselves an
aﬁful lot of grief, and'wé could édequately conpensate the
folks that need to be compénsated. This is a bad idea and
eSpecially at the irong time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR YSAVICVKAS)

Senator Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:

Thank you, Mr. President. I just want to speak briefly a
bit further on the guestion of the judicial pensions and call
to _your attention, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, that
uﬁder the Judges éeﬁsion Coﬁg, and bear in wmind that it's
funded in the low thirty percent range, that under that Pen—
sion Code, the day after this bill, if it passes, were signed
by the Governor and the neuléala:y'scale takes effect, any
judge wmay resiga, .and hi; or her pension will be based on
thai nev salary séale even though the individual served one
day. For that one day the pension will increase approxi-—
mately three thousand dollafé;a year. That, to ;me, is the
inequity here. i have tried desperately to negotiate, to get
a bill out of the House and into a conference where we could
amend that pension system to require at least the last year
fof the basis for a pension rather tham that last day. I

have not been able to successfully get the cooperation needed
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to get that amendment passed. And in my opinion, it*s ill
advised to pass a salary bill without first providing the
protection to that pension system. On the basis of that, I
see no choice bu* to resist this, and let me...make one fur-
ther commeant, Ladies and Gentiemen, in my nineteenth judicial
circuit in Lake County, Lake McHenry, we have probably the
finest contingent of judges im the State of 1llinois. I wish
it were possible to classify judges, just as there are some
who would like to cféssify legislators.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR -SAVICKAS)

Senator Lerke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Mr. President and members of‘thé Senate, I "find tﬁat I
must get ub to defen& one of our jurists, Marjin Pete Staniec
who iS...who is one...at one time and is still ome of the
noted experts on Social Security law in this country. He
WaS...ConRerorated bye..President Eisenhovwer, President
Truman and other presidents of both parties as being an out—
sténding expert. And if it's wrong for a jurist-to enjoin a
State body that's insensitive to hear the parents of Dixoan's
and not even take their testimony or hear there...there
thing, and it's...if it's wrong for a jurist to enjoin a
State body and said, have a hearing first so we cas find out
what the reasons are, then I think we are stepping our bounds
'cause that!s what the judge®s job is, to see that a fair
hearing is given to all before a law takes. effect, and that's
what we're saying when he did that, and I think it's another
case with Senator Keats not checking out the facts oa a par—
ticular " jurist's background. He has the qualifications on
bofh sides of the aisle.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DENUZIO:

Yes, I have tvo gquestions of the spoasor if he will
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yield. The first questiﬁn being, uhét is the revenue impact
to the State of Illinois this year and next iyear, and  if
in...and what is...are the pay raises in the Governor's
budget?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SA'VICKAS)

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Six million dollars this year, six willion dollars next
year, that’s assuming that we don'i increase the number of
judges. It's not in the budget.

..PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

¥ell, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I feel like...a little bit iike Alice in Wonderland
here. Evea though I did, im fact, drive fifty miles and came
back to this same Chamber, yesterday we sat in here and we
started t#lking about reductions, we...talked about everyone
téking a éeven hundred and fifty dollar pay reduction, Aof
State enployees being 1layed off another five days. I Kkeep
look...looking for that big white rabbit, Harvey, you Kknow,
the one :in Alice in Wonderland who kept fading in and out.
NOW...now yoa had the money and now you dida’t. He;l,'in ay
story it's Harvey. We have in Illinois, as you well know,
the highest unemployment, we have inferes{ rates that are
astronomiéél, we have the highest number of bankruptcies of
any state'in the nation, we?re talking about cutting hospi-~
tals thirty perceat, wefre talking about delaying State aid
to schools and educational school diétric:s, we're talking
about further layoffs, we got people in cheese lines all over
the State of Illinois. It Jjust appears to me, my dear
friends, that something went bump in the night, what a
transsformation that this place has taken since...since

yesterday, and it appears to me that if we pass this, I think
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£hat ve are saying to the peoéle of the State of Illinois,
tlet them eat cheese.
PRESIDING OFFiCEB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
» Senator Schuneman. ‘
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
Thank. you, Mr. Presideut and membefs of the Senate. I
~find I ha;e to‘rise in opposition to this bill. I think that
a good case has been made for the need to raise the salary
for judges, but I think youncan make a good case for raising .
the salary of a lét of people. I think that a lot of people
in the private sector and a lot of people in governmeant this
year are going without pay‘raiges. And so, I think that the
problem with this bill is first of all the timing, it's the )
wrong time. We all know that we're in a recession, we all
- know that government incomes and revenues are down. The
other thing that's wromng with it is th; magnitude of the pay
raise. How, I come from a district that includes the City of
Dixon and it includes Dixon Developmental Center; ahd'there's
a lot of pain and a lot éf trauma in that community because
the State of Illinois is closing the major industry in that
town. We're goiang to pqt' out of work about a thousand
people, more or less, in Dixon and Lee County, and they're
not - going to' get a pay réisé, tﬁey're not going to get any
pay because of the financial constraints of this State. Now,
we have a bill coming along that purports to spend all the
money that‘the State is going to save by closing Dixon, going
to spend all the mohey to”give the judges a pay raise. I
suggest to you that that's wrong, the timing is wrong and the
amount of the pay raise is ;éy' too mach. We should vote

against this bill at this time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I



Page 37 - MAY 27, 1982

" had not planned to speak on this issue, and I think that most
of the people speaking in opposition to his bill have voiced
-ny sentiments one hundred percent. This is not a political
'issue for me, and I think if I had to labor it, I would say
it was an immoral issue as it affects me, because there is no
way at this tiae thét I can all...with all coasciousness go

" back hoze and sleep tbhight after cutting and all of the
sacrifices that we have imposed upon the people of this
State, and before the deadline of June 30th we may not even
héve monies to fund education. I have not seen yet any new
sources of revenue that will, in fact, bring us back up to
the level of essential hum;n services that we had last year.
I think there'svnothing wrong with giving the judges a pay
raise and we shoald give thez omne, but this is bad timing,
and if the>;§oﬁsor §f this hiilvﬁave any human compaésion at
all, I would ask that you delay this pay raise at least until
the first of the year, unleES've will take this bill out of
the record and put the amendment suggested by Senator
Schaffer on it. This bill at this time is impractical,

immoral and inhuman.

© PBESIDENT®

Senator Berman to close.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is a tough bill and I
think it vas interesting, one of my colleagues came up to me
and said that everybody that spoke against it dre# a two year
term yesterday. Now, I think that every day in this Body vwe
are called upon to make tough decisions, and I think that ve
have enjoyed a little bit of'demagoghery with some of the
people that have opposed this bill. And we understand those
things, we do it every day. But let me tell you something, I
woaldn*t be up here with this bill if +this Legislature had
done for Jjudges what we have dome for every State employee

for the past thirteen years, because instead of asking for a
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jadges...judicial pay raise for circuit judges from fifty
' thousaand to fifty-seven five next...next July fst, those same
judges if they had been State employees would "be...n0¥ be
earning seventy-five thousand dollars. There is not one
State employee who has gone without some fype of wage
increase for the last three years since 1979, not one. But
there isn't a judge who has received a step increase, a merit
increase, a lohgevity increase or a cost of living iné:eaéé
as . have obe or other category of State employees since 1979.
Judges haven't received a penny.increase since 1979. I'nm not
asking for us to put the judiciary on the sage ' level as  we
have done for every other State employee for the past number
of years. I'm asking to do less for then, aAd I don't think
that they are comparable: Every person that stood up...in
opposition to this bill said a good case can be made for the
increase. Somebody else said, you can't compare the duties
of a jail guard or mental health worker with the respoasi-
bilities of a judge, then dom't. I am telling you that some
of the brightest and the best of the judiciary who have grov—
ing families, who have sacrificed a fimamcial future to dedi-
caté themselves to the judiciary, which is a crucial part of
our society, cannot afford to stay on the bench. And I'm not
. sure tha}t they can afford with this split pay raise to stay
on the bemch. One of our best judges who served in this Gen-
eral Assembly has announced that his...that he's retiring to
leave the...a very respoansible position in the Circuit Court
of Cook County as a presiding judge of the largest divi-—
sion...divorce divisioa of the...in the country where they
handle tens of thousands of cases each year to go imnto pri-
vate practice. He's a young man, I don't blame him for leav—
ing the judiciary even with this pay raise, he*ll triple his
fircome. Now is that the kind of Jjudicial syster that we
want? I say, no, it's not what we want, we can't afford that

kind of judicial system. I would suggest to you that this is



Page 39 - MAY 27, 1982

a tough vofe, but ‘it must be voted Aye because the future of
the judicial system in this State dependé on if. If you have -
" the backbone to justify your presence in this Body, your vote
Bust be Aye, and I call for am Aye vote.

PRESIDENT: - '

"The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1242 pass. Those in

favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Néy. The
’voting is open. Havg all voted'vho wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question,v the Ayes are 32, the Nays are 25, none Voting
Present. Seﬁate Bill 1242 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passed._'On thee...yes, Sena—
' tor Buzbee, for uhat.purpose.do you arise?

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Request a verification of the affirmative votes, Mr.
President. .

PRESIDENT:

Alright-. Senator Buzbee has reguestéd a vetification,
will the members please be in their seats. HMr. Secretary,
please read the affirmative votes.

ACTING SgCBETAB!: (MR. FERNANDES)

The félldving voted in the affirmative: Berman, Bowers,
Carroll, Chew, D'Arco, Davson, DeAngelis, Degnan, Donnewald,
Egan,. Géo—Kéris, Grotberg, Hall, Jeremiah Joyce, Keats,
Lepke, Hahar, Harovitz, Mclendon, Nash, Nedza, Fega,
Newhouse, Himrod, Ozinga, - Philip, ~ Rhoads, Sangmeister,
Savickas,-Taylor, Vadalabene, Mr. Présidént.

PRESIDENT:

Here. Senator Buzbee, do you guesfion the presence of
Aqy membei? The roll has been verified. On that question,
there are 32 affirmative votes. Senate Bill 1242 having
Teceived the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1243, - Senator Philip. On the Order of Senate of

Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1243. ar. Secretary,
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read the bill.
‘ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1243.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank {6u, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1243 as amended appropriates the sum of
a little over two million do;la;s to the Department of Trans—
portation to help the flooding along Sauk Creek. Basically,
does three things, it iaproves the Bussey Reservoir, provides
mﬁney to.b&y land for two reservoirs and dredges out a little
bit of Sauk Creek iu»betuéen Elahurst and the villagerof Oak
Brook. The Department of Tramsportation says it will clear
up about eighty-four percent of the flooding in that area.
It has been endorsed by the Sauk Creek Steering Committee,
.the Villages of Elmhurst, Villa Park, Wood Dale, Itasca and
by“the DuPage County Board. Be happy to answer any gJunes—
tions.

" PRESIDENT:

any discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1243

pass. Those 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 Ithat question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, nomne
}oting Present. Senate Bill 1243 having received the
‘required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1272,
>Senator Coffey. Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I would

like to recoamit 1272 back to the Traasportation Comaittee. .

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Coffey moves to recopmit Senate Bill 1272 to the
Committee on Transportation. Any discussion? 'All in favor
signify by saying Aye. A1l opposed. The Ayes have it.
Motion carries. 1299, Senator Totten. On the Order of
Sénate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1299. BRBead the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FER&ANDES)
‘ Senate Bill 1299. )

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the biil. ‘
PRESIDESNT:

Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1299 as‘amended yesterday is a bill +to .
create enterprise zones in the State of Illinois. The bill
has rather extensive provisions to target to certain depres-—
séd areas within the State as designated by a...manicipality
énd approved by the Department of Coamerce . ané. Community
Affairs as areas of persuasive...pervasive...poverty and
oﬁhetvise unemployment and economic distress. The bill also
pﬁovides that for all local initiatives they may be...they
mist be initiated by the local municipality or county before
taking place. So, the bill is not preemptive. There are a
nusber of significant credits that‘vould take place in the
éfea of an enterprise zone, some of those are. the results of
cﬁmpromises that the sponsors, Senator Dawson, Semator Bloom
and ayself  have nmade with the Governor's Office and the
Governor's Task Force. As the bill is presented, we are in
agreement' On...on everything that is in the bill. I must be
frank and say tﬁe Governor's Office does object to a couple
of things in +the...in the measure.. The bill creates local
neighborhood organizations, ' provides for shopsteading,

homesteading, provides for the creation of venture capital by
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the use of IDA bonding, provides for income deductions for
corporations giving money to .neighborhood organizatioas to ﬂo
such .programs as privatizing public servicesa. There's sales
tax exemption in here for the rehabilitation and construction
saterials used in a zone, dividend exemptions, intefest
gxemptions, property tax incentives from the local levels,
ﬁhea ﬁill also peraits local municipalities or counties to
suspend zoning, building codes, remt and price controls.
There's .capital formation provisions in the bill and there's
tax increment finahcing provisions for the coanstruction or
reimprovement oOr ‘imgrovement of existing interest structure
within a zone. If we lookrag the éroposal aé an experi-—
nentee. -
PRESIDING OFFICER: - {SENATOR BRUCE)

May we bave some order please. If we vould take our
conferences off the Floor. Senator Dawson is trying to hear
the &iscussion and  cannot, So0..-.Senator Totten. K Senator
‘Totten.. :

SENATOR TOTTEN:

«e.thank you, Hr. President. When we look at the concept
of enterprise zones,AI..-He cannot look at it as @a<...a Tre—
placepent for what's happened in our inner cities in the way
of urban decay, selmuét look -at this as an experimeant  and
another tool in .the arsenal to reverse the exodus of jobs,
people and business from our inner cities, and if ve view it
as an experiment and an experiment that's a little different
than the prevailing,éhilosophy tha+ has come froa W#ashington
and from our state capitols, I think we can do nothing but
. say that this...ihis ptopoéal, this concept deserves a
chance, let?!s take.i..let’s pass this law. And I would
solicit your favorable support for Semate Bill 1299.
PRESIDING OFFICER: _(SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSOSN:
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(uachine' cut—off)e.lir. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate, I*'d just like to reitérate that this
vas a Democrat and Republicam piece of legislation and many
hours went in here to...to work on this piece of legislation,
and as was said, it*s not pleasing everybody, but sz feel
it's the best thing that we can come up with and I ask for a
favorable roil call. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

‘ Further discussion? May we have some order please. 1t
we could'just take our qonfetences-off the Floor, I think we
could get about our business. I have Senators Geo-Kari and
Bloom and Carroll. Senator_Geo—Karis_

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr.. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Ser te,
Senate Bill 1299 as it haé ﬁeen amended, I think, i: an
excellent bill to stinulate business and industrial growth
in...depressed areas; I have eleven percent unemployment in
my district, and I think this.is a step in the right direc—
tion because it does provide for an application by the local
government for such a...for such 3...a project, and I think
ii's;..it's a'very, very good bill in its present form. I
rise in support of it.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOONM:

Yeah, thank you, Hr. President. I rise in support of
this, obviously, as one of the spomsors, and I want to thank
the . Govermor's Office hecéuse ve spent many hours, Senator
Totten and Dawson and ﬁyself with Mr. Kiley £roa the
Governor's Office, in fashioaing many of the concepts that
are embodied in this. BPBarlean, I still think you have the
enly pure enterprise zome bill of this Sessionm, but this
is...is as good a camel as we're going to get. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

It prébably is a camel, Senator Bloom, because I think
it'S...if I w®may m@mix my metaphors, its nose is hiding uader
the tent. The problem, I think, is no£ that aanyone 1iSe...0C
not - very many people at least at this stage are opposed to
the idea of trying something, and enterprise zone is kind of
today's most fashibnable thing to...to try, and I for ome am
willing to try it also on that basis. I think that one of
the things that is post disturbing is thate...and...and inci-
dentally, I ingno‘uay question the good faith of those who
are vorkiné on it, I realize the work was going on inten—
sively up until the very last minuté, but we do have a seven—
ty-five page bill which, I believe, appeared on our desks hot
off the press sometime yestérday afternoon. There are tons
of community groups and others around the State who are very
concerned aboutkthis conéept'and.precisely how it is to be
carried out. I know they have not had an opportunity to see
this bill, and I strongly suspect that most of the people,
except for those who literally worked on it who are speakiag
in favor of it have glso not read this  seventy-five
page...bill. It is...it's going to pass anyvay, and it
doesn?t bother me that it's going to pass except for omne
thing, apnd ¢this is, I think, a point of some concern. It

holds out the representation to a lot of communities that

somehow by passing this piece of State legislatiorn their
communities are going to be revived qvetnight. Apart vfrom
the fact that only a few will be participanﬁs and it may be
at the expense of those who are not participants, there is
just no reason to think that it really is going to have that
kind of success rate. I think it is kind of sad that we are
in a sense leading some of the depressed communities im our
State down a primrose path. If it does work a smidgen, fine,

but it's aot likely to, and I think in the meantime, we are
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building up a lot of hopes iam a way that most of us have con-
demned in fhe past.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR 3RUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL: '

Thank you, HMr. Presidént.‘ Just...first of all, I thought
I had been an original hyphenated joint sponsor, would ask
leave to be so shown. Reason being that I had been the orig—
inmal sponsor of this several years ago. This type of legis—

. lation has alvays enjoyed bipartisam support. The problen in
the past was one year it was.the Republicans, the .mext jyear
it was the Democrats, mever both together. It looks like
this year they finally...we finally all have gottem our act
together and I would hope we could get the enterprise zones
actually going.. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:
%ill the sponsor yield for a.question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator, 1 see that you have designated eight =zoaes,
would you tell me where tﬁos; zones.ate...in this bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN:

The municipalities and counties in the State can make
applicatioﬁ for an area within their municipality or county
to be a zone to DCCA. DCCA will deterpine where the desig-—
nation are...will eventually be. If Bast St. Louis vants a
zone, they make an application, they start the process. 5o,
it's the municipalities that want them that will be consid-

ered. .
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Hall.

_SEHATOE HALL:

Well, I...you're leaving that up to the discretion of the

. Department of Commerce and Community Affairs? #hen you're

_saying eight zones, I'm just trying to <figure, how do you
arrive at . just eight? Why it could be ten, twelve, why did
you arrive at eight? .

- PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN:

. Well, eight was no magic figure, there vere...the numbers
that were bantered around but there is a revenue impact, and
in order +to minimize what might be that revenue impact *til

‘We see iﬁ tpe experiment works, we selected a number. It?'s
eight, could be six, could be ten. Eight was a nuaber ve
appeared to agree on, and the bill also says that only three
_of them in one year can'be in the same...in the same munici-
pality or county. . SO, this bill as...before you today actu—
ally has rural and urban zomes in it because they can be all
ovér the State of Illineis.

PRBSIDIHG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

' Senator Hall.
SENATOR BAiL:

Well, I know that Senator Dawsonm has beenm working with
jon'on this and I...it’s much improved over the others, but I
just want to. clarify some language here.. I\see-..it says
here.that legislation requires the State or any county or
nunicipalitf that owns any structure or vacaat land within
thé enterprise zone ﬁo either sell such structure or vacant
land at public auction or to establish an urban homestead
program. 1Is that so written in here? That...is that manda—
tory that we do that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Totten.
SENATOB HALL:

Is that optional?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN:
Thank you, Mr. President. The language is Nay, it is
optional.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator...further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:
) Thank you, Mr. President. A question of.the SPONSOL.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Indicates he #ill yield. Senator # <ka.
SEﬁAfOB>BOCK:

Senator Totten, is this in any way preeaptive of the
duties and powers of local goverameats?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Hr. President. It is my understanding that
everything in here is local initiative and that +the bill
would not be preemptive.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. 'On that basis I will certainly
lend my support and urge...everyone e;se to 4o so.
PgESIDINé OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there'further discussion? Purther discussion? Sena-—
tor Tottén‘ The question is, shall Senate Bill 1299 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposs. vo.2 Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Take the record. On that question, the -.yes are 56, the'uays
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v

are 3, none Voting Pfesent.v Senate Bill 1299 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senator Lemke, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR LEMKE:

A point of personal privilege, H#r. President. I%d like
to introduce two people from the Palos Hills communitf, one
is Joseph 2Zoller a noted artisﬁ in Palos Hills and a noted

_artist in Illinois, and also, Edward Patronick who's a member
of the Polish Hills...Pblish...Palos Hills community ana who
.has...who has been a outstanding chemist with the...for forty
byéars with International Harvester and ome of his attﬁibutes
is being the brother to Lisa, Senator Bruce's secretary.
PRESIDING 0FFICEB£ {SENATOR BﬁUCE)

Alright, would our guests in the galleries please rise
and be recognized by the Senate. Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON: '

A point of personal privilege.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

State your pointa
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and wmembers of the Senate, I'd i;ke to
introduce to the members of this Senate six visiting Attorney
Generals from the Country of Nairobi, continent of Airica who
are in the President's gallery right above the President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEﬁATOR BRUCE) A

Would our guests' please rise and be recognized by the
.Senate- Senate :Bill 1315, Senator Netsch, did you vant to
call that today or call it tomorrow? Senator Netsch,  1319.
Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECBETA#*: (KR.. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1319.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator N¥etsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. fhis”fis decoupling. The
form...the reason ﬁot the bi}l,_first of‘all, let me briefly
explain. Oour corporate income tai, and to a lesser extent,
our individual income tax in Illinéis are automatically tied
into certain definitions in the Federal Income Tax Act. That
is most particularly moticeable with respect to the corporate
income tax where we pick up immediately Federal taxable
income. That means that when significant changes are made in
the Federal tax laws, they have an automatic impact on ours.
This bill is directed to one of fhose éhanges. The Economic
Becovery Tax Act that was passed in August of 1981, effec—
tively retroactive to the beginning of that year, included
apong other things something called ACRS, Accelerated Cost
Recovery System . or more commonly, accelerated depreciation.
It dramatically changed the way in which depreciation can be
taken on Pederal income tax returns. Again, because we auto-—
matically tie into' those provisions, it also dramatically
affects the amount of money that we will realize at the State
level most particularly in our Corporate Income Tax Act, to
some extent also in our Individual Income Tax Act. The way
in vhich the bill is now structured does not touch that
accelerated depreciation. Obviously, every taxpayer im Illi-
nois will get it on their Federal returns, they will ini-
tially get it also on their State returns. What the bill
does is to say that in order...that Illinois will not lose
Tevenue at a time vhen we are despe:atély in peed of main-
taining our revenue base, that we will add back forty percent
of the accelerated depreciation that had been taken as a
deduction on the Federal return. It does not require main-
taining two depreciation schedules, it is a simple add-back
siﬁilar to others that are already done on our State tax

forms, so that the idea of double bookkeeping is simply not
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in the bill at all. I have also added at the request of and
by draftsmanship of the Department of BRevenue a provision
dealing with capital gains so that Illinois taxpayers Qill,
in effect, mnot be double hit by the fact that they are not
getting the full benefit of the Pederal depgeciation. That
provision is also in the bill. "It is...does not take effect
antil Januvary 1, 1983, and so it will be applicable only to
tax years after...that fall after January 1, 1983. There aré
a -number of estimates of the reveaue loss to the State of
Illinois caused by the accelerated depreciation, and I night

add that accelerated depreciation is only one of the changes

in the Federal tax lav that is going to cost us aoney in

Illinois. The most modest of those estimates for Fiscal Year
1983, not surprisingly, comes from the Bureau of the Budget,
and it is in the neighborhood of forty million dollars at the
State level., In additionm, I should point oﬁi, this Act will
also have an impact on the money that goes into the Coiporate

Replacement Tax Fund which funds all of our 1local govern—

ments, and Mr. Mandeville?s estimate on the amount that would :

be cost in Fiscal *83 to local governments throug@_the Re—
placement Tax Fund is about twenty-four to twenty—-five mil-
lion dollars. ghat is most significant is not just this
first year where everyone acknowledges we have the hardest
time estiméting the revenue loss but what happens down the
road., The Treasury Department itself, the U.S. Treasury
Department vwhich obviously supported *this, estimates that by

1986 accelerated depreciation will bhave eliminated about

thirty-eight to forty percent of Federal corporate tax-

receipts, and the Nationpal Governors Association has told us
states which automatically tie—in éan expect>a siailar, not
identical, but a similar experience. This accelerates, what
it means is that we will lose some...we have already lost
soBe revenue in Fiscal '82, we will lose some more in '83,

and we will lose very substantial sums by the time the...it
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becomes fully operative as nev equipment is purchased under
it in 8%, *85 and *86.. It is not in my judgement a tax

increase, it is maintaining the status quo. It is sayiag

that at a time when State revenues are in extremely tight

circumstances, we do not have to add this extra tax break for
bﬁsinesses, And finally, one other thiang that I would 1like
to add is that it has no affect virtually om small business.
Most small businesses are subject to the expensing provision
in Section 179 of the 1981 Code, they will get what they need
by the treasury estimates, aéain, eighty-five percent of them
vill take advantage of that provision and will not need tge

ACBS. They are mutually exclusive. I think this is some-—

tking that is extremely important to the future revenue base’

of the State of Illinocis. I would be happy tOo answer gues—

tioms.

END OF REEL
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BEEL #3

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Is there discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOON: '
Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates she will yield. Semator Blooa.

SENATOR BLOOHM:

These substantial sums that will be lost to the State of
Illinois, what's your dollar amount?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

The BOB, the Bureau of the Budget, estimate, which I
might say iS...is considerably reduced from their original
estimate, for Fiscal Year '83 is still forty million dollars.
That is the lowest estimate. The Illinois Department ofv
Revenue has given me, in. writing, an estimate that is
slightly in excess of one hundred =milliom dollars.b They
assume that because the...because ACRS has not worked and the
economy 1is iﬁ a receséion that that figure probably ought to
be revised down somewhat, and the lowest revision that the

"Department of Bevenue has given me for this next fiscal year
is sixty-three million dollars, and they all indicate that
that -acceleratesas
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROUCE)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR -BLOOM:
Would you leave my mike on when I ask her a questiom,

*cause I want to be able to, after I get the answer, to ask
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another one. Okay?
PRESIDING_OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

We can't do that, Senator Bloom, because we cannot:get
the transéription tapes right. We turn AEE...turn on oné
mike at a time. Senator élo;m.

SENATOR BLOOM:

A1l right. Well, it's an uphill battle. The Department
of Revenue document that I received pu: it below one hundred,
you know, aad I...I think that the figures, 9gquite frankly,
are being fudged. In 'the testimony that I heard in the
Bevenue Committee, as I was patiently waiting for my bill to
be called, was permised on assuming national investment pat—
terns and.if it occurs...I think thosé figures are phoney is
vhat I®m saying, ‘cause you can't say you®re going to lose
money when you pass a measure like this that will discourage

Usmall business, and notwithstanding what vas said, the family
business and family farm .groups{ the NFIB, the mail I've
received, they do say it's gbing to hurt them. As one NFIB
menber from ay district wrote, he said, ™I find
‘it...extremely difficult to justify needed purchases when the
economic anq interest cogditions are so volatile. dow can 1
plan on .a purchase for a éeven or ten year period shen the
banks canit even give a fixed interést rate for more than a
year?" Accelerated depreciation gives a measure of counter
balance to that problem. as a pracfical matter, if we pass
this measure out, wé are sending a very clear signal to the
private Séctor and it is a very clear negative siénal; I
would ask all others to rise in opposition to this legis—
lation. Now is mnot the time. ‘ .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator McMillan.

SENATOR -MCHILLAN:

. Mr. President and members of the Senate, I think this is

not a wise idea and for several reasons. I don't care how
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pany times you stand up and say this is not a tax increase,
that, in fact, is incorrect. By taking actionbtoday, if this
bill were to be epacted, large businesses, and small pusi—
nesses and siddle-sized businesses ¥ill be in a position of
having to ‘pay nmore tax to the State of Illinois than they
would have otherwise. That's a tax iacrease, and for anybody
to assume that they can justify it in amy other way, I think
is incorrect. Number two, the estimates that come out range
all over the board. There ig'a four hundred percent margin
of error between the smallest estimate and the largest esti-
mate. In fact, nobody knows ‘whether, in fact, we're really
suffering ‘subst;htial losses or not. It's certainly diffi-
cult to éinpoint because people who spend their time trying
to figure out uhéther or pot the State is losing much money
simply cannot agree. Number three, one of the things we need
to keep in mind in this ACRS relates to new investment.,  New
investment admittedly after January 1, 1981, but it*s new
investment, we're not talking about systess for turbines pur-
chased ten jears ago or fifteen years ago, ve're talking
about a special . provision for new investment coming in the
future. Nusmber four, when we're talking about ne# invest—
ment, I think " you need to take a look at how it..-.affects
your local»conmunities. If there is a company that is ism the
position of taking advantage of this special tax provision,
that  means that they bave either purchased a new crawler, a
nev automobile, they are building a new building, a new trac-
tor or a combine has-been purchased, and that purchase puts
" people to work, amd that's the primary thing that we ought to
be concerned about in this State. #e have huge companies
that are viially inportant to the welfare of this State from
an economic standpoint, who are laying off employees day
after day, who are fighting for their ecomomic lives, and to
whatever exteRt these provisions work, to whatever extent

this special tax provision would go. into effect, that would



Page 55 — MAY 27, 1982

mean that some company has purchased a ttactqr, or purchased
a crawler, or started to build a new building,:and that means
that somewhere along the line somebody's getting some incoame
they would not have gotten, somebody is spending money in a
coamunity, that meéns added revenues for this State through
the...the individual income tax, and that means added revenué
to states and local units of government for...from the sales
tax.. The last point is with regard to small businesses.
Admittedly, there are special provisions for some purchases
and some depreciation for small businesses, but I thipk you
-need  to .really understand that there are literallybhundreds
of thousands of swall businesses in this State  vhose
expenées, and whose purchases, and whose capitgl requirements
are sabstantially in excess of what we®re talking about here
in terms of small business. If you go our and. expl;;n that
to a lot of small businesses vwhich provide the economic
" vitality for a lot of small compumities, they?1ll laugh back
at you and point‘out that the provisions simply don't have
»uch impaét on the.kind of purchases that are necessary to
keep a lot of our small businesses in place. This is not a
good idea. This is a tax increase, and this is certainly not
the time to ptovidé this kind of a negative incentive for
what little investment we can be expecting this year, and
next year, aand in éhe year ahead.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)
Further discusgion? Senator MNimrod.
SENATOR NIMROD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would oppose this decoupling propoéal on the basis
that we would be sending out the clear message, that has been
indicated by the previous speakers, and at a time when we've
lost some two hundred thousand jobs, we have not taken any
action to make a reform on workmen's cogp, we've not indi-

cated to businesses to give them any desire and interest to
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move to the State of Illinois or to expand in the State of
Ill;hois- We ought to send out one message anﬂ say, there is
some hope, don't run away froa us,'ahd that this is a chance
that we are not going to send out another signmal telling you
that it is undesirable and that we have an unhealthy business
climate in the State of Illinois.  Several hundred businesses
have left and the>figu£e of two bundred thousand employees
whose Jjobs have been 1os£ in this State is an underestimated
figure, and this wounld only add to that problem that exists
today. And I would certainly urge us to defeat this measure.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) _
further discussion? Senator Netsch may close.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, HMr. President. I would like to respond to a
few points. First, because Senator Niarod jus? spoke aboat
the affect on business decisions to invest, iet @e read youa
two sentences from the‘_report of the @Natiomal Governor's
Association, "The relatively small size of state corporate
profits taxes rélative to Federal £axes, relative to Federal
taxes, suggests that state policy wi%l have a limited impact
on corporate investment decisions. If is unlikely that state
decisions on depreciation can undo whatever effects or fore—
casts for the Federal ecomomic policyvdecisions.“' It is oot
that big a factor in business decisioas, Senator Nimrod, and
we do not touch the Federal accelerated depreciation, which
-'is where it really does count for business. And along that
‘liné. let me point out that the treasﬂ:y estimates themselves
ind;cate that the cost to the Uni;ed States Treasury of the
accelerated depreciation alone by 1956'3111 have accumulated
to. a hundred and two billion dollars. What is happening is
that we are slowly and now rapidly eroding the corporate tax
as a source of revenue fér government. If that is your deci-
sién, if that is your desire, this certainly contributes to

it.. There are many who would suggest that it is ©not an
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appropriate decision at ﬁhis time. I would repeat again,
that eighty—five perceat of the businesses, the small busi-
nesses in this country, will be basically...I'n SOrTY...in
the State of Illinois will be unaffected by this bill. They
will use the Section 179 expensing provisior which...by which
they get a total deduction, not Jjust a...a depteciation
deduction, and tha£ will take'éare of a very 1large part of
their acquisitions. I would remind you also that we are
talking about, in effect, not just on State revenues but om
local goﬁernment revenues. When you add this to the invest-
nent tax credit which becomes effective next year and which
is going to take a major impact om éhat corporate replacement
fuid, there will be very little left and tﬂat is your local
governments that your are talking about. Finally, I wvould
poiat ouf...oﬁcé” iore, this does not remove the accelerated
cost ‘recovery benefit. What it does is say that Illinois
cannot afford this loss in its revenue base at the current
tipe. I would urge your suppoft.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall Semate Bill 1319 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed 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
22, the Nays are 36.. The sponsdr asks that further consider--
ation of Senate Bill 1319 be postpomed. It will be placed on
the Order of Postponed Consideration. 1377, Senator
Savickas. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1377.

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

Senator Savickas.‘

SENATOR SAVICKAS:
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Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, ue siarted
on this bill yesterday which would provide for the paramedics
to join the_Chicago Fire-Deéartment Pension Fund, and~sénator
Berning had vrTeguested a‘decoupling from the State Mandates
Acts The ietter vas provided to them. I hope that answvered
his objéction, It's a bill that was drawn following an orig—
ipal agreement . with ;he Chicago Firefighters Union and the
City of Chicago. They were asked to provide for this...for
the paramedics to jois the fire department’s pension fungd.
Senate Bill 1377 as amended would cost nine hundred thousaad
in increased liability, and approximately four hundred and
fifty thousand in annual cost to the City of Chicago. I
would appreciate your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS: .

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sa:vickas-..Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS: ;

Senator Savickas, are the paramedics members of the fire
department? Are they they firemen?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senatof Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, they're not firemenm, they...they are part of the
Pirefighters Union, and the Firefighters Union wishe§ them. to
be part of the...this fund, and that's part of...pért of
their...no, they don't...they are not firemen, per se. -
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Well, I have no problem with paramedics, in fact, I think

they*re super people, but in this éarticular instance, they
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are not firefighters. and I'm just wondering, if they're
going to let paramedics who are .not firefighters join‘ thé
FPiremen’s Union and receive that pension, can we as legis—
lators who make laus get into the qudicial
Systen...Retirement System?
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE)

_Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICEKAS:

I imagine if you introduce the législation, Wwe Cale.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion?  Senator Berning.

SENATOR BEB&ING:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to pose a question to
the Chair, and I assume in your omnipotence, you can provide
the proper amswer, Sir. I have a copy of the letter froa one
Stephen E. Brown, Directer of the O0ffice of legislative Liai-

-son and Intergovernmental Affairs for the City of Chicago,
and it . purports, Hr. Presidenf, to absolve the State froa
".obligation under the Mandates Act. But there are two things
that are of concern. Number one, it says in the létter,
" since the City of Chicago has requested the passage of Senate
Bill 1377, my gquestiom is, H¥r. President, does the Chair or
anyone bhave a . copy of this request? It appears to me that
the existence of a formal request would bhave a significant
bearing on where the fimancial responsibility lies.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)
The Chair does not have a copy of the regquest.
SENATOR BERNIBNG:
{Machine cutoff)...inquire if anyone does have.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEUCE)

Well...does anyone have a copy of the request? I...I
hear...hear no affirmative responses, Semator Berning, so 1
assume that no one does. Senator Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:
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It appears then that there is nc formal reguest in exist-
ence, and =my second point them is, that while this letter
purports to hold the State harmless, it does not in so many
wvords say that. All it does is say, according to that first
sentence, ®It appesrs.® It appears that no reimbursement is
regquired under the State HMandates Act. Hr. President and
wembers of the Senaie, 1 saggest that it appears that a
statement such as this, not over the mayor's signature, or
more importantly, not over the signature of the presiding
officer of the council, or the council meabers and says, it
appears there is pno liability, certainly doesn't absolve the
State of the resporsibility for fuanding this four hundred
fifty thousand dollar a year annual cost under the State
Mandates Act. I sugg.st that in all fairness to the spoasor,
to the paramedics w om he wishes to take care of, irrespec-—
tive of the justification for that, that's another issue,
and in light of this rather substantial amount, four hundred
and fifty thousand dollars plus the precedent we are estab-
lishing, that the bill ought to be held until fall so that we
can. really have fror the City of Chicago a bomafide regquest
and a statement that the city council approves of the
incursion of an additiomal .03 tax levy to cover this addi-
tional cost. )

PBESIDIHG OFFICER: fSENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce;
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Pr=sident and members of the Body. Sena—
tor Berning, if there are some probleams with this bill, they
are readily correctable with respect to the City of Chicag&'s
intent with respect to the mandates. We can get that letter
for you, send...we?ll scnd the bill over to the House and get
that letter and start affording these paramedics who do,
in...in many instazces, do taéks more dangerous than firemen,

the same type of treaiuent.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Purther discussion? Senator
Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:

Mr. President, since my name wvas mentioned in the discus-—
sion, may I ask them, Hr. Presiaent, that a statement be
‘included in the...recbrdation of this Session that it is the

unqualified position of the representative of the City of
Chicago that the City of Chicago dssuﬁes the 1liability and
the State of Illinois will have nome under the State Mandates
Act.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

v All righi, perhaps Senator Savickas can answer that ques—
tion on his closing comments. Is there further discussioa?
Senator Savickas pay close.. T
SESATOR SAVICKAs;

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, obviously
in Senator Berning?s haste and his forgetfulness to check
with the State Mandates Review Officé in the Department of
Commerce and Community Affairs, had he taken the time when he
received the letter, he uoula haie known that this is the
form that this office requested this letter to be in. “That
this is the. form that they have followed in previoué dealings
with the City of Chicago, and this is the accepted fornm that

the office uses. Now, Sepator Berning, I don't know what

other commitment we want, it?s on the transcript that the
'city wishes to assumé this obligation. If there is a prob-—
leReo.1 a@ sure if there is a legal technical problem, if you
would talk with +the Department of Commerce and Community
Affairs, HMr. Patrick Grady, take time out after we finish
this Session today and ask him the type of forms that they
would use, and if there is a problem, I am sure that it will
bevanended in the House to comply with whatever...the depart—

ment regquires in these instances. Unless it has been changed
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from previous tipes, this is the form that they followed
before, this is: the forn‘that's always beeh acceptable. I
would solicit your suééort for the passage of this bill.
PRESIDING QFFICEB; (SENATOR BRUCE)

’ Question is, shall Senate Bill 1377 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 gquestion, the Ayes 32, the Nays are 22, 1
Voting Present. Senaté Bill 1377 having received the
required coastitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 13425, Senagor Bloon. Are you ready, Senator...for what
purpose does Senator érotberg arise?

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, for...on a poiat of personal privilege, Mr.
Presideat, to introducervinv the rear gallery to...on the
Republican side, very timely that the...those of us who are
Rotarians, the Streater Rotary Club represented today by
Robert Deacon from Streater, has the Rotary International
Group Study Exchange from Argentina. and he has with ‘hinm
their group leader, Oscar Lopez Baffo, Hugo Arizmindi, Paul
Carbo, Alperto Perlo, Raul Quadrini, Alfredo Tirichini and
Mr. Deacon. Would you please rise and be recogmized.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Would our guests please rise and be recognized by the
Illinois Semate. 1425, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR.. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1425.

(Secretary feads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)
Senator Bloomn.
SENATOR BLOOH:.
Thank you, Hr. bresident.' I believe that the duestions

staff on both...had on...questions that staff had on both
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sides of the aisle have been answered. This is the appropri-
ation for the Department of Registration and Education and.
it's at about 7.8 million. Any gquestions, othgrvise I'd ask
for a roll call. v
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ: .

There hﬁvelbeen, as Senator Bloom indicated, discussions.
The information that's been requested on their investigatioms
has not yet been received but it is promised by tomOrToW.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussions? éenator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, I was rising because my seatmate, the chairman of
the committee, Senator Carroil is meeting with some folks
from hospitals right now, and so I vasn't able to ask him
about this. And I don*t see any of our staff on the Floor
and the approprications staff, so I...I'm...appérently, Sena-
tor .Gitz, yoU...it’s beean answered to your satisfaction, is
that correct? It has not been ansvered to your satisfaction.
Could...could ve just hold it for a few minutes?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) .

Is there leave fo take it out of ihe record at the
reguest of the sponsor? Léave is granted. 1449, Senator
Bloom. Read the bill, Mr. Seéretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. PERNANDES)
‘ Senate Bill 1449.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'm om a roll, I can see.

After discussions with Senator Demuzio, I believe all gques—
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tions have been answered. So, I ask for a favorable roll
callf .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion of ‘the guestion...shall Senate
Bill...Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE: .

How come on the Calendar it*'s not marked amended?
PRESIDIRG OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) ‘

Senator Bloom, there was no amendment. Senator Bloom.
SENATOR' BLOOM: ‘

Because it isn't. Apbreciate a roll call.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Question is, shall Semate Bill 1449
pass. Thbse in favor vote Aye. Those opposéd vote de. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Senator Geo—-Karis,
vetll wait until you can find the key. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. ©On that guestion, the Ayes are 58,
the Nays are none, none Voting Present. Senate Bill 1449
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1490, Senator Davidson.
Ife..if you  ...if you don't wish to call it, perhaps we
could...all right, ue'il leave them oa the Calendar then.
1492, Senator Mdarovitz. Read the bill, MHr. Secretary,
please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB.. FERNANbES)

Senate Bill 1492.

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

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very mnuch, H¥r. Presideat and Ladies aad

Gentlemen of +the Senate. This legislation results froam

exposes that occurred sometime ago on ABC...it +talks about
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X-rays and...and the benefit that I-rays bave, and that they
can help save ;ives by helping doctors diégnose serious
illneses. But as the medical establishment knows, X-rays can
also cause cancer and genetic damage and there is alwvays ﬁ
risk vith a potential benefit. There's been muchb public
attention directed at radiation from nuclear plaats, but the
reality is that less than omne percent of our expo#ure to
man—pade radiation is from nuclear plants and more that
ninety percent of our exPOSufe comes from X-rays. Every year
seven out of every ;en people are exposed to X-rays, and
every year three thousand people _die from the effects of
¥-rays, thousands more are exposed to unnecessary X-rays or
unnecessary high dosages that increase the risk of further
harm. And one problem that the State has recognized is that
there bhas been some problem with the inspectioms.and the re-—
porting system, and that's vhat this legislation deals with.
This provides for inspection and inspection schedule and fees
to pay for the service, that no fees will be paid.by the
State of Illinois and a creditation of those who adﬁinistet
ther X-rays to humans, sets up a Radiologic Technology Board
appointed by the Governor. The system will pay for itself.
de?ve answered...velve dealt over the last month and answvered
all the objections of the Medical Society, the Dental
Society, the Hospital Association, the nurses, ﬂe've‘ vorked
with the Depértnent of Nuclear Safety and the Governor's
Office to answer any of their problems. I think thié is a
very important piece of legislation for the health and:safety
of all the people of the State of Illinois and I would
solicit your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Semnator Ozinga.
SENATOR OZINGA:

Well, I really wasn't goihg to talk on this bill becaase

I have no interest in the radiologist or anybody else other
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- than presefvétion of my own life, probably. But, I caused to
be .distributed amongst you all a fiscal note. ‘Now according
to this fiscal note, the general revénue funding for X-ray
inspections in Fiscal Year '83 is approximétely six hundred
thousand dollars.' The addition of the three hundred and
fifty thousand dollars will provide the department with ade—
quate funding to insure all machines schedﬁled for iﬁspecﬁion
are inspected on schedule. ©¥Now, I'm sure that each and every
one of you have received in the course of the last two, or
three, of four weeks a substantial amount of wmail objectin§
to and raising the ideas of hospital and other health-care
costs. If anything will help to increése against the wishes
of some of these pe{:ple is this bill. I think it*'s a bad
billa It - also in the bill itself says, that even though the
question of inspections is to be bhad and made by the pollu-—
tion...or by the"Depaftment of Nuclear Safety, but it says
that the person that's going to do the inspectiné...can' be
done by their ovn staff upon the payment of a fifty dollar
fee. Well, that*s great. From a practical standpoiht, you're
going to tell your own people, go out aad tell pe it's a good

. report. I know the guestion is...the ansver is going to
cone, éh,f it¥s got to be by a recognized group. Sounds
great, you have to be qualified. All of these people :éhat
are .going to have to be licensed, registered, regulated, et
cetera, et_cetera,ret cetera are going to do nothing more
than to help incréase the cost of. your health care. I think
that‘this bill is a bad one. It;...its intent  probably
comes out of a good television show that everybody got
excited about, and:yet, it's a matter df more licemsing, more
regulaﬁiont et cetera, ét cetera. I think it?s just a plain
old bad bill.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Schunepana. Senator Geo—

Karis.
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SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

~++¥Will the spomnsor yield to a guestion-..for a gquestion?

"PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) .

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

Is Apendment 2...2 still on the bill which says thate..I
believe, in a dental office, the dental assistant has to be
replaced with a registered nurse?

PRESIDING GPPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

The dentists are out of the bill. This is what we've been
working with, the dental and deantal technicians are out of
ihe bill ' because of the small amount of X-ray and radiation
that they use, therefore, they did not...they agreed éhat
they did not need é place on the board, we replaced them with
a . registered nurse. The nurses asked to be on the board and
we replaced a dental technologist with a registered nurse.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) ‘ |

‘Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KARIS: .

¥hy...just a point of clarification. Rhy are you asking
the department to make the inspections instead of
the...people who are im the business, who know about radia-— ' |

. tion equipment and so forth? ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

'Senator Marovitz. ’ . ‘
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

This...We are not changing present law in that regard at
» all, and I think this would clarify also what Senater Ozinga
said, the hospitals today are doing their owa inspections and
undere...and...and pafing for it themselves. gnder this
leéislation, they will still do their own inspections and pay

for it themselves, there won't be...additional cost of one
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dime to anybody, because ' the hospitals will still do it.
They’re doing it now and vthey' will continue to do it,
and...and it won't cost them anything at all. The only
people who...the small facilities who may have ome or two
iachines will have the department inmspect thén dnde..and...
the...then pay the department.
éRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Hr. Presideat and members of the Senate. I
have two main areas that I would like to ask a question of
the spoasor, if he?'d yield, please.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOB: BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. 6 Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR: o

One is the area of ianspections and regulations. Now
ve've Jjust gone through a period where, we've seen in addi-
:ion to the news media regards to X-rays, also the inspec—
tions of doctors, and we find in the Appropriatiois Connittee
that there are about thirty 1license holders and of that
numnber, only about seven are inspected, and that R and E
really doesn't have the staff enough set up to do it. The
ﬁistory of R and E, as we've noticed im the newspaper, is
ihat they're ignoring these things that aré véry impdrtant to
all of us, now you're adding one more to them. What nakes
jouAthink that we're going to go out and do the job2
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I'n glad you brought that up, Senator, I really am. The
department has that responsibility now, that®s been the prob-—
len. This is to answer that, the department has this
responsibility mow but hasn't been able to fulfill the

respoasibility because they haven?t had enough workers. What
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we're doing now is wve're making the people who have the X-ray
machines pay for the additional woarkers. Thét's what the
department vante@;.that's'uhat they think they needed to ful-
£ill the obligation. We're not giving them any added
responsiblity, fhey have the responsibility of inspecting
- these machines now. Now we’'re saying...they told us they
Acoulﬁn‘t do it, we're saying, what...what can we do to help
x‘yon? Here's what they vanted to.help them be able to do the
inspections throughout the State of Iliinois, have the people
who have the...thé radiation installations pay for it with a
‘report, and they will have enough inspectors now, through
thiS'biil, as thé fiscal note shows, signed bybthe director,
to do the inspections throughout the State of Illinois.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Sgngtor Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Then what you're saying is...ilt?s endorsed by our needs,
- is that correct?’

PRESIDING OFFICER: - {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR -MAROVITZ: . '

;t'é endorsed by the Department of Nuclear Safety.
That's the department that does this, not B and E. TYes, it
is, and the...the department’s amendment is on the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator..,furthgr discussion? Senator Ozinga.

SEHATOR . 0ZINGA: .

Juste..just oég:thing to correct a statement just nade.
I believe, with‘ emphasis it was stated that this would not
cost one dime more. Very obviously, in the bill it's cost
£ifty dollars a year more just to file a report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Parther qiscgssion? Further discussion? Senator

Marovitz may close.
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SESATOR MAROVITZ:

fell, I just think that this...this piece of legislation
whichk has gome through a tremendous amount of work with the
Medical Society, the dentists, the nurses, Hospital Associa-—
tion, the Governor's Office, the Departmeant of Nuclgar Safety

iill make sure that all the people who administer radiation

to humans know what they?re doing and have some training. And

number two, that all the machines are properly checked, and
that the people who have the machines and are getting paid

for the i—rays actually pay for this and not the State of

Illinois. And if any hospital...the only cost to any hospi-

- tal, maximum will be fifty @ollars a year, period. I solicit
your Aye vote. I think this is a very important piec: of
‘ }eg;slation for the health and welfare of all the peop : of
the State. - .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is; shall Senate Bill 1492 pass. Those 1in

favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open..

AHave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 35, the Nays are 18,
1. VYoting Present. Senate Bill 1492 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Chew, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR CHEW:

Personal privilege, Mr. President.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

State your point.
SESATOR CHEW:

In the gallexy in :ftont of the President is...the
Gillespie School, it?s students and some of their teachers
are here visiting us, and we?d 1like to acknowledge their
.presence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

¥ould our guests please...stand and be recognized... hey
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are are standing, there. Welcome to Springfield. For what
purpose does Senator Johns arise?
SENATOR JOHNS:

A point of personal privilege and I ask that the members
respectfully listen, please.. About thirty years ago, a mnan
by the name of Homer Butler was a Senrator, aand he sat right
dovn froni where Senator Bupp sits now, and Ed PFernandes
remenbered him .well and he passed away, and im just a feﬁ
moments his fupmeral will start taking place in Marion, Illi-
nois. Anrd I just...I?ve entered a resolution honorimg Sena-
tor Homer Butler, and I just ask that ve pauée just for a few
moments to remember a colleague that has passed avay and will
be interred shortly. ‘ ‘

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Could we all just stand for a moment of silence. Semnator
Maitland, for what purpose do you arise?

. SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. On a point of personal privi-
lege, please.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

State. your point.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Mr. President, standing here, véndering‘all around, is a
former cylleague ibs..in this Chamber. He's my predecessor,
former Senator Harber Hall. I'd like for the Chamber once
again to recognize hinm.

PRESIDING OPFICES: (S5ENATOR BRUCE}

Welcome, Senator Hall. Senator Nimrod on 1521. For what
purpose does Senator Vadalabene arise?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I would like to ask Senator Harber Hall a question,
please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Well, perhaps he can run over to yoar desk and, Saflea-.
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

Senator Harber Hall, do you have a convention center yet?
Ieah,vdo you have yours? .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. . Senator Carroll on 1522. 1Is Senatof Carroll
on the Floor...in the phone booth? All right. Is there leave
t0.~sSenator Carroll has been called off the Floor, is there
leave to return to that whem he gets back? Leave is granted.
And 1523. 1524, Senator Buzbee. Read the bill, H:; Secre—
tary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MBR. FERNAKNDES)

Senate Bill 1524.

{Secretary reads title‘of bill)
3rd teading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

‘ Thank you, Hr. President. This is an item that we have
some . interest in, it?s ANeead two thousand
dollar...appropriation GRF to the Depértment of Public aid
for an equipment stady, and I would be glad to answer any
questions, otherwise, I would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The gquestion
is, shall Senate Bill 15284 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 45, the Nays are 6, 2 Voting
Present. . Senate Bill 1524 having received the
réguired...constitutional majority is declared passed. 1525,
Senator Buzbee. Read the bill, Mr. 6 Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)

. Senate Bill 1525.

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

Senator...Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This appropriates four thou—
sand two hundred and fifty dollars in GRF to the Board of
Hig;et‘ Education to conduct a study of scientific equipment
aeeds of public universities and community colleges, and I
vould be glad to amnswer auny guestions, otherwise, I would ask
for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER2 (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the question is, shall:
Sen te Bill 1525 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opp -sed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
“wis'? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
yuestion, the Ayes are 36, the Nays are 13, 3 Voting Present..
Senate Bill 1525 héving received the coamstitutional majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 1596. Senate Bill 1597.
Senate Bill 1606, Senator Bruce. Read the bill, Mr. Secre— -
tary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {iR. FPERNAKDES)

Senate Bill 1606.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3fd reading of the bill.
PiESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SEYA\ICR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. As amended, Senate Bill 1606v
does three things. It insures that employers are not going
to 'pay interest charges that are made against them for momney

that we borrow from the Federal Government to pay unemploy—

ment comp benefits. It redefines the trigger period for
=xtended benefits and increases the requirements for which

peopie would be eligible to receive those bemefits. It will
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toughen it up, knock about five thousand eight hundred people
off, it will...save the fund a great deal of momey. And I*d
- ask for your favorable consideration.. 411 of these are
compliance...?ederél compliance requirements.
PBESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Dedngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS: .

_Thank you, Mr. President and nembers of the Senate..
Senator Bruce has déne an admirable job with a very hairy
situation.. I urge support froam our side.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1606 paés. Those in favor
‘will vote Aye. Those opposed voted Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayesr>;£e .57;‘ the Nays aré
none, none Voting Present. . Senéte‘Bill 1606 having received
the constituational majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1613, Senator Bewhouse. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.

ACTING SECBETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1613..

(Secretarj.reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: - (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

- Senator N¥ewhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE: .

Thank you, Mr. President. 1613 amends the Comprehensive
He&lth Planning Act. What it does, it eliminates the present
board, it expands the size of the board to succeed it.  That
board then will inclode all the State agencies involved so
that plamning can take place im an orderly fashion. I*d like
to answer any gquestions and ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? "If not, the question is, shall

Senate Bill 1613 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
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opposed vote Nay. The Qoting is open. Have all voted who
“wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
'Havéfall ioted wvho wish? Take the record. Senator Newhouse.
Senator Newhouse asks leave to postpone consideration. Leave
is granted. Sepate Bill 1632, Senator Taylor. Read...read
" the bill, Mr...Semator Taylor, for what...Senator Taylor.
SEBATOR TAYLOR:

.Thank 'you, Hr. President and members of the Body. This
is to ask leave to return Semate Bill 1632 back to 2nd
reading for the purpose of an amendment.

PRBS;DING OFFICER: (SENATOR -SAVICKAS)

You've heard the motion. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Beading, Senate
Bill 1632, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 5 offered by Senator Taylor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Body. Amend—
‘ment ¥o. 5 deletes everything after the emacting clause,
elininates the carrent board thirty days after the effective
date of this Act, and...provide means for the appointment of
seven nev members. It increased the number needed for a
quorus from three to four. It permits the authority, by
resolution, to establish a salary or per diem allowance for
the chairman. Provide there are no commission of the CHA who
receive compensation under this Act may receive compemsation
from any other publicly entity-, Mr. President acpd meambers of
the Body, I have had this amendment distributed to each
member of this. House, and I have a letter here from the
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, and this is where
this proposal came from.. And I don't know if you have read

it or not, and I think I should take the time and go thrbugh
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"it and read it. As another result of our ongoing ceview of
Chicago Housing Authority, it has become obvibns that a sig—
nificant reorganization of the CHA is necessary if we are to
restore it to a sound .physical condit;on. Enclosed is a
brief statement of the...current financial picture of the
CHA. A quarterly, we proposed that the following
steps...w¥ill be taken. You will regues:t the resignation of
all current CHA board of commissioners. You will appoint a
h;ue ribbon panel of Chicago citizen which shall prepare a
slate Qf. nominees from which you can sélect with the HUD .
study group approval new . commissioners. The blue ribbon
panel sﬂould consist of 6bjéctive, inonledgable, independent
and concerned citizens sucﬁ as, the president of thé four
major nniversi;ies, the University of‘chicago, the University
of. Illi;ois, Loyloa Uni#ersity of Chicago'and Northwestern
Universiiy, civic watchdog group representatives such As the
Civic Federation, the Better Goverament Association, labor
representatives such as Bill iee and A1 Harwood of. Chicago
Pederation of Labor, Bob Gibson of the State Federation of
Labor, representatives froa the Chicago Housing Authority
tenant group independent of CHA finmancial support, the repre—
sentatives of the League 6f Women Voter-.-tﬁe panel will be
briefed by the HUD study gfoup of CHA physical and maﬁagerial
circumstances and needs. The study group will act as a con-
tinual advisor to the  panel and, subsequently, to“the new
coemissioner ané his executive director. 'There is much more
to this pamphlet I have in ﬁy hand, and in respond to this,
to Donald I. Hovde, under secretary of the ~ Department of
Housing and Urban Development, today issued the féllowing
étatement feqarding funds for Chicago aousing Authority with—
held since HMarch 31st. So we are today lifting the freeze on
operating subsidies to the Chicago Housing Authority. I have
asked the department staff to speed processing procedures so

that funds which has been withheld will be forwarded to the
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CHA at the earliest possible date. Our action respond to
Chicago Bayor>JaynevByrne commendable initiatiﬁe in proposing
3...to work through the State Legislature to recast the CHA.
Specifically, the mayor isbasking that the Legislature to
- expand the CHA Board from five to seven member and to turm
the board chairmanship into a full—time paid position.
Secretary Samuel R. Pierce, Jr. has agreed to give the mayor
until July the 15 to achieve the necessary results and is
granting the moratorium on any other action iﬁ the matter by
this department during tyis period. I know there has been
_quite a bit of controversia; about this proposal, and that's
"why I've taken the time to read the letters so that you coqld
understand just what was in the background of this measure.
I solicit your support for the adoption of Amendment No. S to
Senate Bill...1632.

PRESIbING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Degmnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. By my count, this is the
seventh time you've trotted this beast out, Senator Taylor,
twice in committee and this is the fifth time on the Senate
Floo:.  I appreciate the ﬂocuments-you provided us with this
morning, but I do have some.concerns. One document is dated
April 13th and that speaks to a seven—member CHA Board.. The
other document.is undated, can you share...and that speaks. to
a five—member CHA Board. Can yoﬁ share with us either the
date or today's current position with reépect to HOD?
PRESIDING OFFICER:- (SENATOR DONNERALD)

Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

The date of the first document came prior to the one that
you have of the 13th. Today I have not had any other informa-
tion from them, other than what I'm working with here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
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" Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGHNAN: »

So prior to April 13th, HUD talked to a five-member
board. On Aprii 13th, they released a news release talking
to a seven—member board, but since then, they've remained
silent?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEHALD)

Senator Taylor.

SﬁRlTOB TAYLOR:

Prior to that, HUD had made the request for the five day.
After they got the agreement from the mayor, they did agree
that HOD reorganization plan was acceptable and that was for
a seven—member board.

PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR ‘DONNEWALD)

Senator DeAngelis.. ’

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, ¥r. President andA members of the Senate.
First of all, I*d 1ike to point out_éomething as a matter of
information.  Senator Taylor, yesierday wvhen you were asked
about the possible reappointment of a current member of the
board, you indicated that was not possible because the amend—
ment read, "new coamissioners.” Néw I bhave read that amend-—
ment over thoroughly, amd I see :nothing that says ‘'new
commissioners.™ It simply says, "seven commissioners,™ and I
would 1like to kpow if this amendment will allow the reap-—
pointment of a current member to that particular authority?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DOMNNEWALD)

Senator Taylor. '

SENATOR TAYLOR:

Thank you, very auch. Senator DeAngelo, yesterday I had
a different amendment. Today BYy...¥ell...just one moment,
- please, but it will allow the appointment.-.reagpointment of
the members on the board today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
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Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS: .

Well, perhaps I was reading the wrong...did you file this
amendnent today yesterday also, of was this a nev amendment
foday?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOB DONNEWALD)

Senator Taylor.
 SENATOR TAYLOR:

This is a new amendment today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator DeAngelisf
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

ﬁell,. I'11 dig in my wastepaper basket and I'1ll show you
the wording, it?'s identical to this omne, but that*s okay.
Buts..nov I'd like to make a stétement, if I could. First of
éll, quite frequentlf, we in the suburbs and other parts of
Illinois are asked not to interfer with‘the commerce and the
#ffairs of the Cityvof Chicago,_énd I very strongly believe
this. Hovever, in this particular case, we are asked mow to
intercede in a matter that can very well be resolved by the
City of Chicago by itself. So I don’t know why the ciiy is
asking us to do something for them that ;hej, in fact, can do
by theaselves.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senétor Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

Mr. President...

EﬁBSIDIHG OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

: Just, a moment. .HaS»that a questidn, Senator? No; that
wvas a' statement, that wasn't a question, Senator. Youa can
respond to that in your closing agtument-ﬁ Senator Rock, for
vhat purpose do you arise?

SENATOR BOCK:

Well, I just wanted recognition.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Oh. TWell, we have Senator Newhouse, Senator MWahar and
yourself. Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. Presidenf. Senator, when we discussed
- this bill at its fifth appearance yesterday, you indicated
. that yoa had_ not been in touch vith HUD, ié.that correct?
And I guess some of us assume that that absence of communi-
cation had spread throughout the universe, but imdediately
after the Session, I received a copy of an undated letter

which is a very detailed suggestion of procedures and poli-

cies that apparently had been mailed from HUD to the Mayor of

the City of Chicago, is that correct? ¥ow on that record, it
has asked for . the resignation of all carreant CHA board
comzissioners, and yet, acéordiﬁéAto your stafement today,
those same commissioners can be reappointed the following
Aday. what's the sence of this request, then? Would...could
you explain that to me? .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senatdr.Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR:

The reiuest was made by HUD that there be a reorganiza-—
tion and that is why we are here today to try to correct that
problem. The ¥ayor of the City of Chicago cannot remove the
chairman of CHA, that is done by the Department of Commerce
and Community Affairs. That has been stated before, that's
why we are here today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Neuhousé.

SENATOR HNEWHOUSE:

Well, according to this letter, thej are asking for the
appointment of a five-member commission. Could you tell me
vhen and under what circumstances that change was made?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNE®ALD)
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Senatdr Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR:

That change was made after an agreement between HOD and
the Mayor of the City of Chicago when they talked and seat a
létter to Secretary Pierce. He agreed with her suggestion,
-and that's why...the freeze on the...the money was lifted
because of the fact that she had made the suggestion that
they would move to a seven—menmber board and they wouid chaange
the board. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Newhouse. E
SENATOR NE?HODSE:

Iaeol -still fail to see, Senator, what is...what...what
is accomplished by the addition of the two members? What's
the logic of that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DOSNEWALD)

‘Senator Taylor.

SENATOR -TAYLOR: )

It would...it would make a larger board, one thing, Sena-—
tor  Newhouse.
SEBATOR NEWHOUSE:

Ife-.if that...that clears it up, Semator, and that is
why this is a bad bill, there is no explanation for it. Let
me just séy this, if we're talking about reform, then I would
suggest fb you.that, but for one item, reform is on the way.
There are two commissioners .there now who have every inten—
tion of tfying to clean up the CHA. There is a third comais-—
sioner who on numerous occasiomns will vote for some of these
very same:measures. That isn't the problem any 1loanger aad
it's not the problem of a numbers game. HUD has said very
clearly it wants oae thing, it wants that chairperson out,
and this Body ought not be involved in making that kind of
local decision. 1It's a bad bill,,I think it ought to go down

to a resounding defeat.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Mahar..

END OF REEL
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REEL #4

SENATOR HMAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and asembers of the Senaté.
Senator TAylor, I think you know that from my votes in
conmittee and on the Floor that I am.nut dilatory vhen I have
some concerns about this bill. I think the <reason why vwe
have it here is because of the sttncturé, because DCCA has
the posei to disapprove so, therefore, we do have some say in
_what happens because they can overrule as jyou pointed out.
But I notice after several amendmerts, you still have the
iteas that I'm mainly coacerned with, ti it I have receivea no
ansver . to, and that is the question o: salary. I just can't
understand why, at this stage of the g. me, that we bhave to
provide salaries when the only reascn that I was given in the
névs media that this would get Swibel to guit by making the
job a full-time job, and there's nothing im there that says
it has to be a full-time job, anrd secondly, there's no reason
why we should bhave to provide a salary to get a person to
quit.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALL)

Question of...was that a gquestion of Senator Taylor?
It*s a statement, that wasn't a question. You can respond in
your closing argument. Senator Rock:

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladi~s and Gentlemen of the

Senate. I hope everyone has had an opportunity to read thesevb

documents. I don't knov why there's no date on the letter.
It's a copy that was provided to me by someone other than the
Mayor of Chicago, and it is from one, in my judgement, whon
is a bureaucrat. And it says to the #dayor of Chicago, one,
®*You will reguest the resigna&ion.of all current CHA Board of

Commissioners,® that'!s what the lett.r says. Upon receipt



Page 84 — MAY 27, 1982

of the letter, I am reliably informed, that request was, in
fact, wmade of al; the board members. Somé board members
refused, and upon their refusal, other board members ;efused.
Then came the stalemate, and that?s the second docunent.
Subsequent to thaf, vhen there was a great deal of Federal
money at stake for the purpose of providing lou—incomé hous—
ing, HOD said...with great magnanimity, we are today lifting
. the freeze on'épérating subsidies to the Chicago Housing
Authority, which authority, by the way, SenatoereAngelis,.isr
. a creature of the State Legislature. It is not a creature of
.thé Chicago City Council,'ve created it, we control it. So,
HUD says on April 13th, "V¥e’re today lifting the freeze, and
our action respoﬁds to Chicagé Mayor Jane Byrne's commendable
initiative in proposing to vork through the State Legislature
to recast the CHA.Y Specifically, the mayor is asiing the
Legislature to expand the boaré fron five to seven aembers
and to turn the board*s chairmanship into a full-time paid
position. Secretary...secretary of the Upmited States Depart-
ment  of Housing and Urban Development, Samuel R. Piefce, has
agreed to give the mayor wuntil July 15th to achieve the
necessary results and is granting a moratorium om aﬁy other
actions in the matter by this department during that period.
That's why we?re here.. ?he General Assembly has ungil July
15th according to HUD to respond to this ipitiative. - Other-
wise, we are jeopardizing a great deal of otherwise a@ailable
money.  And why ve'don't do. it,...I just simply don*t under—
stand. We have been requeéted legitihately to respon@ to a
request of the Federal Government who cootrols the purse
strings of this agency, which agency this Genmeral Assembly
created. I urge the adoption of Amendment No. 5.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONMNEWALD)
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

It is not..-thank you, Mr. President. 1t is not we,
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Presideat Rock, it is not we who's causing all of this, it is
Hr. Swibel, the bureaucfat, the ma@ uho’autho;éd this letter,
this undersecretary who you referred t;fas a bureaucrat, this
.who- says...sets up all of these copditions, I just spoke with
him an hour ago on the phone from Hashihgton- You want me to
tell...I*1l tell you what he has ;aid. I will paraphase in
part, and then I will guote in part. _They don*t care if you
~expand the board, if you keeé the board the same way it. is,
the same number, they don*t care if you decrease the board,
they wvant, ané I quote, "Mr. Swibel off the board, they want
a substantially improved operation, and. they want good public
housing im Chicago.” It is not our.problem, it is not the
problem of the Department of 'Housing,. it is Hr.r Swibel®s
problem and Mayor Bryne's problem, and if Mr. Swvibel were to
step off that board today, the problenm uéuld be over.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Ruppe.
SENATOR RUP?:.

Thank you, Mr. P;esident. I remember when I was Mayor of
the City of Decatur, we had a Decatur Housing Authority, and
it was wonderful the influence and the power that the mayor
had. #hat he could do was to submit names to the State for
appointment to the board, and then it Ués gesundheit. That's
all you could do. In this particular case, someone else does
have to step in. The mayor cannot do it...herself or hiamself
whoever it is. We down here have to step up and do something
in order...because the mayors, .the local people cannot do
anything, the power...we might be able to do something by
suggestion, shall I say, to the State board here, one of our
own offices, but in lieu of that, we do not as local...we did
not as local mayors have the authority to even appoint-  the
people so vwe could. never get rid of them either, and we had
that question come up ia Decaﬁur, ané we never could. ¥We had

a fine tipe getting rid of them...wait 'til the term ran out,
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that was about it.. And I think if the question in Chicago is.

so important right now, I think wve should do something to

help clean .up the matter.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, yesterday

it was alluded in a brief conversation that there was a con—-

spiracy regarding all the amendments on this bill. I would
like the tecord to show that the onl} coanspiracy involved was
my request of Sepator Taylor to include on his bill by amend-
ment the ability of the ciﬁy council to be ‘notified and to
exercise eminent domain powers over to CHA. The purpose of

this was that two places in my community and the com-

munity...residents asked me, since this is a creature of the

State Legislature, to introduce these ptovisions._ They

wanted to know .when this Chicago Housing Authority would come

in and buy up property in the communtiy without notification

to any of the nmeighbors, and what they were going to do with.

the propertj. And I think, just like all of you who wish to
be notified constantly of what's going on in your community,

through . the Department of Transportation, through IHDA,

through every agency we have in the State, you want to know

vhat's going on im your districts, so should the aldermen in
a community be notified, so should the residents. Senators

stood up here earlier on the Enterprise Zone Act, they were

concerned that community groups know what's going on in their’

companity and be notified of everything. All this conspiracy

was to provide this notification to our local aldermen so

they caa have a voice with the community, if not the voice at

least a knowledge that the Chicago Housing Authority was
coming in, what their proposal vas and vwhat they intended to
do. 1If there are legislators in this Body that think this is

vrong, that our aldermen and our local community groups
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éhould not be notified when the Chicago Housing Authority
désires to do this, that's their prercogative. 1t +hey feel
that their aldermen or their representatives...that*s right,
ﬁut' this is a part of the conspiracy, Senator Collins...that
if...they shouldn't be notified, that's their prerogative. I
think it should be...this was the extent of the collusion or
conspiracy...so-called conspiracy that was alluded to
yesterday of our involvement on 1632. I think that the State
Législature does haveba voice in this matter, they should get
involved into, and if this is the way to do it, let's get oan
with 1it, pass this legislation out and move onto other busi-
ness.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you,'urf‘Président., I voted for Senator Taylor’s
aneﬁdment yesterday because I thought ve did need to resolve
yhis probles. But I think nou}ue better find out who the
ﬁlazes does have the power to fire Charlie Swibel. K Someone
says it's‘the mayor, someone says it's not the mayor., Some-
one says it*s the Govermor, somecne says it's not‘the Gover—
ﬂgr. Someone sSays- it!s the Department o0f...Community
affairs, and someone says, no. I heard Senator Rupp say that
ﬁhe~ mayors don't have mnuch power. Somebody else says the
éoverno: doesn'i, this is nuts. Those positions exist.
There are statutory provisions that deal with removal fron
office. Instead of playing games here agaim, and aga;n, and
again, I think we ought to leave the law exactly as it is,
and whoever has the péuer to get him out better do it.
PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Rock. Senator Jeremiah . Joyce, your light was on,
did you...Senator Taylor may close.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

Thank you, Mr. President. To the previous speaker, Sena—
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tor Hetsch, the Department of Commerce and Comnmunity Affairs
is the one who has the power to get rid of Charlie Swibel, if

.you deem that*s the way tobgo, they has not. This Legis—

lature Body today has that power because we created the Act,

and we can do it through this amendment. For those person
that they feel is important to the board, I would pledge my
support . to try and see that those persons are reappointed if
they are'ihatvgood of individual and can help make the
Chicago Housing Authority work better <than it has in the
past. Mayor Byrme did not appoint Charlie Swibel. She

inherit bhim, he was there at the tinme that she was elected.

It is bad that some. of the members from the City of <Chicago -

have taken on their own to want to fight the Mayor of Chicago
for...political vendetta, not for the good of the people of
the public housing. I think she has made an homest effort,
an honest attempt, in order to resolve this problem. 2nd the
portion of the bill that Senator Savickas mentioned, the emi-

nent domain, the city council bhaving approval, has been

deleted from this bill. The portion that...Senator Mahar is .

concerned about, wmonies was mentioned in this program froa
Department of HUOD seeking salaries for all commissioners, a
per diem for all commissioners. They was the one who nmade
the suggestion, not I. I'a only trying to fulfill this man-
date in order that we might be able to keep good housing
going and keep the money flowing to the City of Chicago for
those pebple, as in wy community, that need good housing.
Surely if there is a problem there, I want to clean up as
well as anyone. Fone of you could care any more about it
than I do. You don?t have Robert Taylor homes in your dis-—
trict. Jeremiah Joyce he 1live oat in...oot there in the
Beverly Hills. That is no housing projects out there. You
don't understand how the people in my community feel. I know
_hou they feel and I want to...and change those problems that

we have. This is the right way to go. I beg of you to sup-—
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_port this 'amendment. It*s a good amendment, and it'll go a
.long wvays in solving tﬁe,grohlem-that we have. I solicit
your suppért for Amendmeﬁt No. 5 to Senate Bill...
PRESIDING OﬁFICER: (SEHATOR'DONNEHALM
The éuestion iSe..the Question-is, shall Amendment No. S
'to Senate Bill ‘1632 be adopted. Those in favor vote  Aye.
Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all those voted
who wish? Have all those voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gﬁestion, the Ayes arte 26, the ¥ays are 30. Amend—
ment Ho. S5 to Senate Bill 1632 fails. Are there further
émendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
No further amendaents.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
3rd reading. Senate Bill 1651, Bead the bill, Hr.
'Secretaryi Just a poment. Sepator Bloom regquests that
Senate Bill 1651 be recalled for the purpose of amendment.
Is there leave? Leave is.grante&, The bill is now on the
Order of;2nd Reading. Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOH:
‘ Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I...I believe the...
PRESIDIHG‘O?FICER: (SEHATOﬁ-DOHNEiALD)
Have to get the amendment numbeé, Senator.
ACTING SECRETARY: {¥R. PEBNAHDES)

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Bloom.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOR_DOHEEHALD)

Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM: .

Thank yéu. As you recail, this. morming the Secretary
coaln®t _find the amendment to make £he record clear. I pun—

ished the Governor?s Office and I vas Wwrong. It wasa...the

amendrent wvas apparently stapled to another amendment..

Alright, basically what this. does is, I've Tabled bigger,

-

longer, wider and discussed it with the Department of Trans— |
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portation, and they feel that perhaps they should go discuss
this with the ¢rucking association further, and in the mean—
time, this amendment would increaée the fimes for five thou-
sand.- oﬁ more overweight trucks, raising it from thirteen
cents to fifteen éents, or seven hundred and fifty doliars if
you're five thousand pounds overweight, and would provide for
semiannual inspections, and if you have four or wmore over—
. weight convictions, you pay a two and a half thousand dollar
fine per driver, not per company ‘cause there are pany trucks
on the road. Basically, a spot-check in the St. Louis area
has Qhown that one out of every three trucks in the Illinois
and Missouri area that were inspected had serious mechanical
defects. ‘During this spot check they took four hundred and
-three big trucks and eightychtee drivers oat of service.

The most common violation of the safety standards was defec-
tive brakes. Nearly one-half of the trucks stopped with
pechanical problems were carrying hazardous materials. This
is a serious problem. I*1ll ansuer.any questions, otherwise,
ask for your support on this.
PRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Marovitz.
SEBATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank>you, very auch. . ®ill the spomsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Indicates he will.
SERATOR MAROVITZ:

Sepator Bloom, just to clarify the difference in all
these bills that are flying arouand here, keep omn trucking
around here or whatever, this bill...this amendment which
becomes the bill, I presume, raises the 1limits to eighty
thousand,poundsﬂ Does NOt...keeps...does it...alTight.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DOMNNEWALD)

Just a minute. . Senator Bloom..

SENATOR BLOON:
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The agmendment was...copies of the amendment Qere distrib-
uted this morninge. As_I said .in my remarks, bigger, longer,
wider is out. Okay? It just"faddreéses the penalties for
overweight now. ‘ ' .

PBESIDING OFFICBB:‘ (SENATOB DONNEWALD)

Senator Narovitz. X ‘
SENATOR BLOOA:

Thére is no. bigger, loager, wider on this anendment; or
that I'm aware of that's filed for this bill anymore. Okay?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATORVHAROVITZ:

Is there any way to anticipate the amount of penalties
that will bé-..amount of mopmey that will be produced from
this money, judging by the history of the...of the department
and the traffic om our highways?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

No, this is not a revenue gemerating bill. This is a
bill just to increase the pepalties for being overweight,
whether it's over the State weight or the Federal weight.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SEFATOR DONNEWALD) -

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

¥ell, that's...it seems fine and kind of innocuous.
Obviously, this is going *o be a ;ehicle, -perhaps a truck,
for whatever's to come back from thé House. I think we all
know that no bill i§ going to get out of here...that isn't
bigger, 1longer, wider and doesn't...¥e all know that. The
question is, I mean, vhere are we...are we just votimg for
some nebulous vehicle that!s going to be settled in Coanfer-—
ence Committee? 7

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
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Senator Blooa..
SENATOR BLOON:

That's a good...well, that's a good gquestios, 'Senato:
Marovitz. My o#n judgement is that I don't think eitheﬁ side
of the bigger, lomnger, wvider issue can necessarily prevail ia
the Senate, and I seriously doﬁbt':hether either side of
bigger, wider, longer will clearly prevail in the House. And
my advice to the Department of Transportation ¥as to go back
and talk with the truckers, what do you folks want done in
the meantime? They say, we‘ﬂould like to increase the - pen-
aities because of the spot—check that was recently ﬁone by
thé FPederal Highway Safety folks in the St. Louis area. Now,
that's as straightforward an answer as you're going '£o get
from a colleague.. I neaan, Ifn laying it right out, all cards

"on  the table. I don't see this as a vehicle, *cause I doa't
think that amything that they put into 1651 can necessarily
gather support  given the present breakage of the two
factions. I?ve told them to go back together, we have better
things to do with our tinme..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Chew. .
SENATOR CHEW:

Thank you, Mr. President. A coupie of questions to Sena—
tor Bloom..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Indicates he will respond.

SENATOR CHEW:

Senator, the bill...the amendment to 1651 tha; ve
defeated oan Tuesday, have you "filed that amendment to be
attached to 5651 again?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNERALD)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOH:

I withdrew it this morning, Senator Chew.
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PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Chev. ‘
SENATOR CHEH;

Are jou aware of any other member oa your side ‘with an
identical amendment as we defeate& on last Tuesday?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator BlooR.

SENATCR BLOONM:
' Nope. 4
PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SEHAToﬁ DONNEHALD)

Senator Cheva
SENATOR CHEWU:

¥hat 1is the purpose of attempting to gain tea nillion
dollars through additional fines for. the industry...the -
gruckin§“>iﬁddétry? ¥e've tried every way possible to get
Illinois in the mainstream of America. That bill of nine
last night would have left out of here lboking like a Christ-
mas tree with all of the innocuous amendments that were on
there. Apparently, it was an atteapt to xill the Chew - bill,
because strangely enough, that other amendment that was sup—
posed to tailgate has not showan up this morning for 1651.
Either ve want heavier trucks, or e don't vant heavier
trucks. Very frankly, I think the State needs t0...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Jnét...just a moment, Senator. Senator Bloom, for what
- purpose do you arise?

SENATOR BLOON:

Ye;, would you instruct the speaker. to confine his
remarks to the amendment. There is no bigger, longer, - wider
before ihis Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

de are...we are discussing the amendment, Senator Chew,

Amendpent No. 2 to Senmate Bill 1651.

SENATOR CHEW:
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Thank you, Mr. President. The speékeﬁ knows very vwell,
"and he doesn't take instructions, Senator Bloom. BHe can take
a suggestion but not am instructiomn. We prepared long ago to
avoid that. Now, what I'm saying ’is we've had a golden
opportunity to get a bill out of here through amendments that -
¥was agreeable to most concerned and we failed. I rise to
resist this amendment to rTaise an additional ten nillion.' E
dollé:s through additional law enforcement to ride up' and
down the highways following trucks for any other little minor l
infraction of \the law that will be hage fines, so much so

7

~until a portiom of this apendment goes up to tventy—fi}e hua-
dred dollars, I believe, if there are fégguwgégviétioﬂ;, and

it does something pertaining...let me read this to you, ' -
wExtends safety inspections to interstate vehicles of Illi-

nois carriers," Section 13-114 of the Vehicle Code. ™“Raises

overwveight fines for violations in excess of five thousAnd

pounds overweight from twelve cents per pound to fifteen

cents per‘pound. Provides that each persom convicted of foar

or more overweight violations in a one year period shall be -

fined an additional twenty-five hundred .dollars for the

fourth and each subsequent conviction within that year.* In

other words, a trucker could be fined...if he were appre—"

hended six times in one year, he could be fined five thousand
dollars in addition to what the fines are now. This kind o£:
amendment is repulsive to anybody who has any sense of com—
merce in the State of Illinois. We're going to have trucks.
.on. our highways whether...

PRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator, could you concludea.
SENATOR CHEW:

-.-they're carrying fifty thousand pounds or five thou-

sand pounds, they're going to be there. And I would ask
everyone to vote against this amendment because it is abso-—
lutely useless to the State of Illinois other than than to

N
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.goﬁge again' the truckers in the State of Illinois om addi-
tional fines;'aqg they are fined heavily enough, plus the
fegistration ié the fourth largest in the united States on
'liéense-plates.v I would ask.that we defeat this ameadment.
'PRESIDING OFPPICER: (SENATOB DONNEWALD)

) Senator Coffey.

'SBHATOB‘COFPE!:

Yes, - Mr.. President and members of the Senate, I rise ina
opposition of Amendment No. 2. Again, we're getting back o
an- issue that if, in fact, this amendment is necessary, it
certainly should be studied.. ¥e have a Hotor Vehicle Laus
: Cqmnission that can deal with this problem if it is, in fact,
a problem.. All we're doing is putting anoihet undue hardship
on the trucking industry, and maybe that is just tovpunish
‘them for supporting the bill... 1202 the other day, I1I'm Dnot
sure what the reason is. But I want to make it real clear
for the members thét didn*t understand the other day, at
least - on this side‘of the aisle, I's rising in opposition of
.this amendment so no. one misunderétands how I feel about this
amendment. It alsoc...in +the bill which has ot been
explained; it also changes the...froRe .. the
ieight...overveigh?'from five hundred...from two thousand
‘pounds to five hundred :pounds, and I think that this Body
ought to be aware pf that. There are some other provisioas
in the bill that ptphably ought to be explained'also. But if
ve're going to deal with an issue in the last few minutes of
‘this deadline, I think we ought to know more ahéut the issue
’ an@ this thing should be studied. I was alsé infdrmed
that...and in all due respéct‘to the sponsor of: this amend—
ment, and I ‘think his inéentions is good, saying that the
iﬁdustry was going to meet with the Department of Transporta-—
tion . in working this problem out. They haven't even
contacted them yet. And that doesm*t surprise me any, they

didn*t discuss it with them in the past when we was wvorking
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in 1202, and I think if we're...if we don?t want to deal with
eighty thousand pounds, let's iet her all go down, and let uas
let them run free if that*s what the wishes of this Body is.
. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Bloom, you may close.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Alright. There's ﬁeen so much nisinformation generated
by prior speakers on this amendment. 1I'1l read it to you.
1t deletes e%erything after the enacting clause, and then if
yoau turm to Page 2,.they're talking about overweights and it
says, "Vhen the excess exceeds four thousand pounds and is
five thousagd pounds or less, then the penalty is raised to
- fifteen cents per pound, and in additiom, any person, fira or
corporation convicged;of four or more violations of Section
15-111 of this Chapter vitgin any twelve month period shall
be fined an additional amount of two thousand five hundred,
and for the fourth and each subsequent conviciion within the
twvelve month period, providing, hovever, that with regard to
the firm forth, et cetera, et cetera, it shall mean a fourth
or subseguen; conviction attributable to any one employee
driver.® That!s it. There'’s nothing about reducing things
down to five hundred pounds or more.. The fact of the patter
is...the fact of the matter is, that that spot—check showed
that there are grossly overweight trucks. W®hat we‘re talking
about is, the twWo speakers against this amendment apparently
think it®!s fine to be two and a half tons over the limit.
Now, that's wrong. I've already told the IDOT folks to go
back to the truckers and try and vork something out, and this
is not the ansver to bigger, longer, wider by any stretch of
the imagination, but it puts some teeth into doing something
about highway safety and protecting our highways. 2nd Lord
knows where one of the prior speakers got ten milliom
dollars. There sure has to be an awful lot of trucks running

-around that are two and a half tons over the limit for that
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to happen. I -see no reason th‘ everybody ia <this qhamber
should not be supportive of this ahendment, and I ask you to
vote Aye on the roll call. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is on the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to. Senate
Bill...1§51. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed 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 31, the Nays are 25. Amend-
ment Wo. 2 to Senate Bill 1651 ié adopted.  Alright. Senator
Anggrtoll. Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: {#R. FERNANDES)
No further amendments. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
er reading. Alright. The Chair wvas...and the Secretary
was in error. We will now return the bill with leave of the
Body, to 2and reading. Is there leave? Leave is granted.
The bill is back on the Order of 2nd Reading. There Qete tvo
‘amendmenis fileda.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Deldngelis.
PRBSIDIQG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Sena#or DeAngelis is recognized.
" SENATOR DeANGELIS:
¥r. President, I¥d like to withdrawv Amendment No. 3.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) .
Is thére leave? The amendment is withdrawne.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Amendment No. 3 offered by Semator Carroll.
- PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Cgrroll-
SENATOR CARROLL:
Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the.

Senate. Amendment No. 3 deals with a. problem that all the
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maunicipalities of the State have been facing of scofflaw vio-—
lators, people who in fact obtain multiple parking violatioms
and fail to pay or show up and défen& after several notices.
What this provides, as I understand it, with the agreement of
the Secretary of State that there will be a procedure vhereby
after a minimum of ten such uarrant# have issued to a person,
a notice will be senﬁ to that person indicating that the
Secretary of State shall suééend. fhéir license until such
iime as they_have, in fact, responded to the warrant that had
issued. There would be a warrant first with notice, followed
sizxty days later by the letter indicating the suspension
should, in féct,-the petsoh not respond to the warrant. If
the person does respond and cl;rifies their position, clears
up- the warrant, whether it's by payment or trial or whatever
else, that would automatically reinstaie the licease. 1
would ask for a favorable roll call.’
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMBRZ

Thank you, Mr. President. A question for Senator
Carroll. Hy constitueats i‘f.ox: years have been plagued by
parking ticketsAemanatingbf:om the City of Chicago, and they
clainm that.'they haven't been there. And in many cases it's
quite provable they simply haven't béen there, there might be
elderly people or people ;ho couldn*t possibly have been
there, and they...they get séries of these tickets. 1I've had
as many people--.many-..pebple with as wmany as fifty to
seventy—-five of these issued against their automobiles when
they were not in town. EOV; undervyou: bill, the procedures
apparently would kick-in and a warrant would issue, and they
would have to go up and defend themselves. Is that not cor—
rect? 1f that's not correct, could you clear it up?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATdB BRUCE)

Senator Carroll.
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SENATOR CABRROLL:
That is not cérrect.‘ Currently, the varrant, if...if, in
) fact,.fhere had never been any information giveam in a case
that you described, for example, to the Circuit Court of Cook
County, im fact, today a warrant issues fof their arrest.
¥hat this says is, sixty days afier that warrant already
allowed by law issdés, there will be notice to the Secretary
of State. It would be my understanding inv those types of
cases that, in fact, the notice to the court ian Cook County
would gemerally éause the warrant not to have issued in the
first place.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Heil.{.uell} our problem has been, Senator Carroll, who

do you talk to? Sometimes you hit the right person, some—
_times you domn*t.  The lawyer...people go out and hire law-—
yers, they*re even méfe at a loss as to what to do about this
.situation, and...and apparently, your...your amendment will
put these people...these innocent people in more jeopardy,
those who are guiity, of course, we don't defend.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CABROLL:

No, I don't thin; so, Senator Sommer, because again, this
would be after at least twenty—two notices had been received
by the parported violator to ‘which there is a name and
address where to respond.

PRESIDING OFFICﬁB: (SENATOR BBUCE’

Further discussion? Sehator Sihﬁs.
SENAIOR SIHMMS:

A question of the sponsor. Senator Carroil, how. do you
handle in the bill automobiles that are owned by leasing

companies or...or on a fleet-leasing basis or belong to a
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‘ «fleet of cars. How_is that handled in .your bill...amendment?
PRESIDING OFFICER:2 (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Again, that is the area of law that we had settled: in a

‘prior Session as to the liability on those tickets. This
" relates to the license plate and notification of the regis—
tered owner if, in fact, there is one in those cases. it
does not deal specifically with that area. '
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Sinms.
SENATOR SINYS:

PThe second point, wvhat Senator Sommers illustrated of
people from downstate Illinois receiving traffic parking
ticket violatiéns from Chicago. Some counties downstate, the

. sheriff doesa't bother serving the warrants simply because
_they cone from.the County of Cook. What's going to happen in
cases like this, Seqator?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Again, the requirement here is that before this would
trigger in, there had to have been notice actually sent to
the purported violator, and them sixty days later this would
trigger in. So, there would had to have been not oaly the
service by the sheriff, rather than the notice that would go
out from the circuit court, as would the notice in eaéh
ticket and then the follow up notice and then the third
follow up.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SEEATOB-JEREHIAE JOYCE:.

Has this amendment been distributed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

¥ot being the Secretary of the Senate, I wouldn't know,
but it wvas filed several days ago.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Joyce,...since it would be the spomsors responsi—:
bility to distribute,_l suppose the answer...was not distrib-
uted. ’

SENATOR JEREMIAR JOYCE:

eeethis out of the record?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

No,- iellr under our rules, amendments do not have to pe’
di: tributed unless it is requested by five Senators that they
re 2ive copies, and so if you are joined by four others, ve
ca: delay the proceedings, or perhaps the easiest thing is
for Semator Carroll to permit you to have a copy of the
amendment. We...we have other speakers, Senator Joyce, if we
can get back to you. Alright, Senator Joyce, is that...while
you review that, we?ll get back to you. Senator Grotberg.
SEFATOR GROTIBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. I was not asked the gquestion,
but I bhave the answer for Senator Sommers as to how you get
Aold of people. The legislators vill get all of the phone
calls. You will never see such traffic in your hone office
and ou your telephone if this baby passes as you've ever seen
before, and I think you all know what I*m talking about.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

Szuaron GITZ:

¥ell, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I al...I
think it*s a good thing that we are going home in a short
a.ocunv of time, because the longer we stay around here, it
seems the crazier the things that we are going to be doing..

Thi:. amendment says if you have ten parking tickets and the
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Secretary of State is notified, you suspend the driver's li-
.cense of that individuai. quoting from the amehdment, "gith-
‘ out  prior hearinq and do not remove tﬂat suspension or issue
any license or permit until it's taken care of." Now, I
‘ submit to you that suspending somebody's driver's license for
parking tickets is really going too f#r. There may be many
elements, many ways to take care of it, but this is an amend-
mént that appears at the eleventh hour, and to ‘suspend a
person's driver's license for parking tickets, I think, rﬁns
from the ridiculous to the sublime. I have.-;in many occa-—
sions,. I know in my own district, been invited to participate
in a public meeting, go to the public méeting-uhich goes on
for several hours, come out to be greeted by a parking
ticket, not a very pleasant thing. Yeah, there are soae
people in our State that I'm sure fﬁﬂ“hpiﬁll kinds of parkiﬁg
tickets, but even if'thete are ‘somé individnals that bhave
abused +that situation, to simply suspend a license on that
kind of a prenise(vl think is simply unworthy of our coan-
sideration., I bélieve the proper thing %o do with this
amendment is to sead it right down the drain.
PRESIDING OPPICER:..A (SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator...Jeremiah...Senator Geo—
Karis is...
SENATOR GEO-KARIS::
I..-.1 move thé'previouS'guestion,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
‘eeealright, I Jjust have Senator Jeremiah Joyce anyway.
So, Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAE JOXICE:
1f #r. Carroll...or Senator Carroll knows, do you know
what happened to that grand idea that they had in Chicago
where they were going to assign these tickets to a collection
agency for collection for a  percentage of the...and the

collection agency would be paid a percentage of what they re-—
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covered?
PRESIDING OFFICEB:‘ (SENATOR BRUCE)
“‘Senator Carroll. »
SENATOR CARROLL:
I have no idea.
PRESIDING OQFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
Well, if I gave you a hypothetical, and I assigned to
your law firm the responsibility, for a fee, of collecting
these ‘delinquencies or these parking fines, do you think ié

would be more or less helpful to your law firm in the collec—

tion process if the violator had hanging over his head this

type of leéislation?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
" Senator Carroll.

SENATOR. CARROLL:

I do beiieve that you would not have this given out for a
collectién when, in fact, you could have the warrant issue
and then the suspension. There would be no reason to go to a
collection ageacy or any other such activity, and I think
this would, im fact, stop such a practice if...if it, in
fact, existed.

PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jereaiah Joyce.

SENATO? JERENMIAH JOYCE:

¥ho requestéd this legislation?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Several municipalities dncluding Chicago and Peoria.

Peoria loses about four hundred thousand dollars a year in
unpaid parking tickets, and several others bave statistics

similar to that. Chicago, obviously, loses significant

- B
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dollars in unpaid parking tiékets.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) .

Purther discussion? Senator...Senator Jerome Joyce.
SESATOR JEROME JOYCE: ' 4

Thank you, Mr. President. I'@ just like fo comment, you
know, i% I go t§ Kankakee and something about my licemse
plates they don*t like or somethiﬁg, if 1 don*t get out of
the «car 4quick enough to put money in the meter, they put-a
ticket on it., I'd be out of business.
éRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Sepator Bloom...and I would just
‘reaind ‘the membership, ~ it is nov about three minutes *til
three, and this is an amendment to a bill that is still under’
consideration by the Body. Senator Bloom.

SESATOR BLOOM:

Well, for the record, I am not...not supportive of this
amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senatof Carréll may close.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Jand I think...let me just respond to some of
the other comments that wete'made since tﬁéy_vere not gues—
tions. Senmator Gitz misread the entire legislétion by
reading one sentence out of context. No,.itiis not a.suspen—
sion for receiving ten moving...ten parking tickets;' it is
not a suspension for receiving ten parking tickets, but what
it is, ié'for those people who are multiparking violaéors aﬁd
do oot respond, who after notice has gone out, they bhave
received ten or more parking citations witﬁ noticé}to then
and a second notice and in most counties é third nofice on
each and every one of *those parking violation allegations,
then they receive a warrant notice, a letter is semt +to the
address shown on their license suggesting that there is, in

fact, a warran%t out for their arrest for being a repeated
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. vioiator of the parking laws. What this amendment would say
is, after ali of that, sixty days later if they do not in
some way respond to that warrant notice that the Secretary of
State will - suspend -their license until such time as they
respond to that warrant notice vhiéh again is a notice that
you have totally ignored om at least two notices each in
excess of ten parking violatioms. One, you're talkiang about
@ USAg€eeeOT -an abuse of the 1law, agd two, the significant

" dollar impact of that. And again, thee..the” suspension is
impediately lifted when, in fact, you respond to that warranmt
and warrant notice, whether you respond by going to court on
eaéh,ticket, or if you are guilty and want to pay them, of
paying those tickets or bworking out some other procedﬁre-
This is merely to give some teeth to those }ﬁotices' so, in
fact, .these people who just leave their car willingly any—
vhefe and...and get flocks and flocks of tickets for parking
violations, that someone <can, in fact, enforce those lavws.
And I would ask for your favorable cosmsideratioa. »

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is oa the adoption of Amendment No. 3 to

Senaie Bill 1651. Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. Ia
the'opinion of the Chair the negatives have it. The amend-
ment is lost. Alright, let's have a roll call. It's pow two
minutes. after three. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
. opposed uillAvote Nay The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who.vish? Take the record.. On
that question, the Ayes are 21, the...the Nays are 34, 2
Voting Present.  The amendment is lost. Is there request for
a. verification? Slightlf after three o¥clock. Alright. 1Is
there...are there further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. PERNANDES)

Amnendment No. 4 offered by Senator Lemke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.
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SENATOR LEMKE:

All this amendment does iS...is reduces the driver's 1li- .

cense fees for sixty—five and older and also for the handi-
capped to half price. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCEf

Alright. For ihat...whag purpose does...Senator Rupp,
did you;..Senator Bloom, for what pﬁrpose do you arise?
SENATOR BLOOHM:

I don't think the sponsor has distributed the amendment.
There'svno copy of it on my desk. I wonder if he'd take it
éut'of the record, as well as I'm sure...

PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE}

Alright. Senator Bloonm questions whether or not
the...tﬁe amendment has been distributed. Senator Lemke, has
it been distributed?

SENATOR LEAKE:

I...I don't know. .It was filed'this morning, that's up
to the Secretary.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Okay. The Secretary is not respoasible uader our rules
for distribution. And if Senator Bloom is joined by
five...four members in requesting-it, we will make sure that

copies are given... I see three hands, four, five. Alright.

Senator Bloom, the net effect is that we will take your bill-

out ‘of the record. Alright. Is there leave to take Senator

Bloom's bill out of the record pénding...Senator Lenke get—:

ting his amendments prepared? Alright, Senator Lemke, if you

would just make...if you vill make copies and distribute to,

I think, the Chair realized...saw most of the hands on the-

left side of the Podium here. Perhaps if you distributed
thirty copies, we could det right back to it. Semator Bloom,
for what purpose do you arise?

SB&ATOR BLOONM:

Okay, I just wanted...will it be on the Calendar, please?
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PRES;DING OFFICER:. (SENATOR BERUCE)
What...vwhat be 08 the...
SENATQB BLOOM: : .

It;s out of the recofd and back...I'd like it béck on the
order of 3rd where it was.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, let’s just...altight,v’ve'li just leavé it on the
_Order of 2nd Reading, aad ve'll gét back to it as soon as
. Senator Lemke distributes his amendaents.

-SENATOR.BLOOH:
Beautiful.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEN&TOB BRUCE)
' For what purpose does Senator Rupp arise?
vSENATOB RUPP: '
» Mr. President, this.might be an appropriate time. If the
‘ienbets have not had enmough hot air or gas, I would like to
‘remind everyone of the Kilngas display that*s on the first
" ‘floor. This is a joint venture by State and private eanter-
prise to promote the use of Illiﬁois coal, and I ‘recommend
‘that each of us take time to look at that display.l Thank
you, Mr. President. :
'PRESiDING OFFICER: (SENATOB BRUCE)
‘ Phank you. Lete...let’s...why don*t we just see...see if
we . can. get back on 3rd reading and get a chance tof.,Senate'
'Bill 1670... Senator Schaffer, are you ready to rolli on tﬂat
-one? Alright. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please. VWe are
on thé Order fbf 3rd Reading. . Senator Vadalabene, fSr what
purpose do you arise?
”$EHATOB VADALABENE:
fes. This is related to Semator RuUpp’s announcemeﬁt jJust
now. I have ome better than that. The Kilngas Plant is
. being coastructed in =ay district. Be fine if we’d adjourn
and all drive down there over the weekend. .

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

o
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Alright.. 1670, read the biil, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARYI: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1670.

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

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

sr. President and members of the Senate, this is no

longer that bill. Yesterday we put an ameéndment on and the-

apendment is, in effect, the agreement that was treached

between the administration and the nursing home industry.

It*s a cost containment measure, it delays...in essence,

‘delays the next scheduled increase in rates for six months.
It's a oﬁe—time savings to the State of tuenfy—five pillion
dollars. I don't_think any of us are delighted to be doing
it, but I think we almost have to. I don't koow of any
opposition, I don't know of any great enthusiasm either, but
I think it's something that vé do have to do. And be happy
to ansver any questions or would appreciate a favorable roll
call. |
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL: .

¥ill the sponsor yield? Senator Schaffer, you said
there...the nursing homes agreed to this? Did I understand
you.correctly? You are suspending for six amoaths, rtight?
And you say that this was an agreesment worked out with the
narsing homes?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer. .
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

feah, it?s...it?s kind of a traditiomal agreement. It's,

. you know, like a Jesse James agreemen*, the guy has a qum to
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‘your head.. No, they aren't very happy about it, but we are
arguing, frankly, over language. They recognize that things
are rough this year in the budge;; and I think they agree
that. this is the way to go,.and if this is all we do to thenm,
I guess they?ll figure things veren't too bad. I would
hardly describe their support of this bill as enthusiastic.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Well, I...I had one othér thing. I have some nursing
homes in my area, ~and they have a tremeadous hard time of
even get the payﬁents that they do have. If they're going to
keep it like it is...are y&u going to spur up the payments of
theirs where they can start receiving those things? Your
behind.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Schafﬁer._
SERATOR SCHAFFER: '

I- syould.-.I should have mentioned that one of the parts
of the agreement is, in fact, adding some additional language
which puts the State under that ninety day...or penalty
provision so they are, in fact...they did get something out
of the deal. They are going to get their bills paid ia a
nuch more timely fashioﬂ og else.

PBESIDING.OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Further discussion? = Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, I vas...l was going to meantion the one percent pen—
alty too. No comment.

FBESIbIBG OEFICEB:: {SEHATOR BRUCP.?)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Schaffer may close.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Roll call.
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PRESIDING OEFICEki {SENATOR BRUCE)
The guestion is, shall Senate bill 1670 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 50, the Nays are 7,
none Voting Present. Senate Bill 1670 having received the
: fequired constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
‘Cartoll has returned to the Floor and he...vent off the
v Ploor, we south and received leave to go back to 1522. And
'Senmator Philip, I know yours is the next hill,» but we can
_pe;haps get rid of this, and he has to go back off the Floor,
I think, fairly soon. Sehator...1522- Read the bill, Hr.
Secretary, please. )
- ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)
SenateiBill 1522.
V {Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
‘PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Sepator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:
A This, like the last bill, coincidentally just voted on,
- was part of the attempts to come to some type of cost con—
. tﬁinment arrangement to help provide the needed services for
.the people of the State of Illinois but to do so withia
limited dollars available. This bill as now amended would be
’ a fifteen day limitation at the costs of providing the
service for hospital étay- I do not suspect it would stay in
; that fb:m as we get closer to June 30th, but it is the hope
.Atﬁat we can have some vehicle available, and this one would
in  itself be a potential liﬁitation, but some vehicle avail-
able if we can reach some agreement on what, in fact, would
be - effective cost contaianment that would still provide
services. I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Is there discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENLTOé SCHAFFER:

1 rise in support of this Chevrolet, and I coammend Sena-
tor Carroll for his ability to sponsor concepts and ideas
which promote econony, and for the iife of me, I can't under—
stand it..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

1Is fhere further disc§SSion? sénatorlaohns.
SENATOR JOHNS: . k

I, too, rise in support. I've met with several hospital
administrators and all the legislators in our area have been
invited in ﬁnd discussed it with th:e:m. Part of the problea
with hoépital administrators is they say that last year they
were cut a hundred and six milliom do® .ars and they more less
bit:tﬁé buliet last year, now I under: tand it's around> three
huadred million this year that they're being asked to absorb,
and this particular piece of legislatiom, if I'm not mis—
taken, will help the hospitals stay alive especially in ay
rural areas, and I applaud Senator Carroll for his efforts
and I hope that everybody will support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there further discussion? Serator Hall.
SENATOR HALL: A

Will the sponsor yield? Senator: Carroll, I understand
that you were in a meeting with some of these hospital people
today. Is this in regards to this particular matter?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE) V

Senator Carroll.

SBHATOB:CARROLL:

"Yes, coincidentally, they happened to be here for a meet-
'ing now and we discussed this bill in the discussions., Actu—
ally, what's been going on, for tac edification of the
membership, is under Senator Nash's coapittee auspices, vwe

have been holding on a more than weekl: but less that produc—
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tive basis cost coﬁtainment hearings with all of the provider
groups, Senator Schaffer, uamyself, Nash and often Senator
¥imrod, who have beén meeting with the Depaftment of Public
-Aid and all of the providers in an attempt to finé deesad
bacceptable cost  containment approach. Very homestly, to
date, ve have not resolved that. This is a potenﬁial.and
_probably more important a...a ultimate vehicle should a solu-
_ tion come about. This in..of itself would be effective for
giving the hospitals the actual costs were some mirﬁcle to
happen and it be passed by the House, but. wmore likely than
‘that, it will be back 'té us to see if we can, in fact,
resolve the entire issue of cost containment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE) .

Senator Hall. Purther discussion? The gquestion is,
shall Senate Bill 1522 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. OnA that

-question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are 1, none Votiag
Present. Senate Bill 1522 having received the requiréd con—
stitutional majority is declared passed. (Machine
cut-0ff)...Philip on 1681 or do you wish to. take ‘Senator
Bloom?s bill first? Senator Philip. Read the bill, Nr.

Secretary, please.: 1681.

END OF REEL
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Reel No. 5

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator‘Philié asks lea§e of the Semate to return‘1681 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the burpose of améndment. Is
there leave? Leave is granted. The bill is on the Order of
2nd Reading. Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary, please?
ACTING SECRETKéY: {8R. YERNASDESf

Apendment No. 7 offered by Senator Philip.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) ‘

Senator Philip. '
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and,sentlemeﬁ of the
Senate. Amendment No. 7 takes the existing bill with all of
the amendments and reformats the bill to shovw that the RTA
Act provisiofe..

PRESIDING OFFICER:z {(SENATOR BRUCE) -

Por what purpose does Senator...
SENATOR PHILIP: '

---for home rule.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

.-+.2Xcuse me, for what purpose does Senator Taylor arise?
SENATOR TAYLOR: .

Has the amendment been distribated yet?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

-~-Senator Philip, have the...Senator Tayl&r vants to
xnow if the amendments have been distributed.
SENATOR PHILIP: '

» I*1l tell you what I...I have done. I've given Semator
Rock and his staff a copy of the amendment. 1It's a large
apendment, and unfortunately, the hour was late we wouldn't
have time to reproduce it, but I*1ll have our staff bring one

over to Senator Taylor immediately.
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SENATOR TAYLOR: .
Hrasa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR: .
ee«Hl. President,; I came prepared to séay all wveek if
necessary. I'd like to see that the amendment is distributed .
properly, according to the rules of this Hoase..
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
311 right. Senator Taylor ﬁas made a request that he
receive a copy of the améndment' Is he joined by four other
" Senators in requesting that copies be “distributed? all
right. Now...all right, Semator Taylor is joined by four
" others. Because this has come up again, let me just read the
fule to. the Body so that we know where ﬁe are. When
requested...under BRule 15, when requested by five' or more’
némhers, amendments shall be printed and made available to
every Senator who requests a copy before the amendments may
be véted upon on the Order of 2nd Reading. . So, if those who
wish a copy vwill make the request, we will makee..Il..-I indi-
cate to you that this is a lengthy amendment. Ail right,
would the...if you want a copy, why don't you just...let's
play second grade, raise your hand and the teacher here is
going to take your names down, we'll make éoéies. Five mem—
bers requested it, ve make it available to those who request,
so who...who needs a copy? I know Senator Johas, Senator
Lenke, Sepator Hall and Senator Savickas, sénator Gitz, Sena—
tor D'Arco, Senator Nash, Senator Demuzio. All right. It's
all right, it's quarter after three, Gentlehen, velll...vetll
be here until whenever we complefe.' Senator Davidson, forf
what ‘purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DAVIDSON:
A point of information or point of order..

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR BRUCE)
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State your point.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:
) If we nmove to s&spend the appropriate Rule 15 S0...S0 it
takes thirty votes to suspend that rule, we don't bhave to
print that anendment at this time. Is that correct?
fRBSIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

N¥o, Senator.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
v Hitﬁ that being the case?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR-BBUCE)

No, Senator, you've misread the rule. The rule reguiges
that once five Senators request it, it must be printed amd
distributed to all who wish a copy. And the Chair reminds
the members of the time and the iength that we will be here.
Senator Heavér;Avfdfy'uhat purpose 4o ‘you' arise? Wait a
migute.-.vait>a minute,‘ Senator BeaQer., Senator Davidson
didn*t get his question. Senatof Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSQN: ?
. My gquestion was, if we move to‘suspend that appropriate
tTule and there®s thirty votes to suspend it, therefore, we
ﬁould.not have to print this amendment, correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

If the rulé were suspended, we would not have to distrib-
ute it except for the fact the Comstitution of the State of
'illinois requifes that amendments be prepafed._ Senator
feaver.

:SBHATOR WEAVER:

It shouldn't take mnore tham a half hour or forty-five
ainutes to get this, s§ I move that we recess for aihalf hour
and come back and...that will give us time to get thg aaend—-
ment, and you could all read it and ve can act on it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Héll-..Senator Weaver, perhaps if you*d just hold that

motion for a moment we can get back on track here. Senator
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Phiiip; vyour...your bill is...for what.purpose does Senator
Savickas arise?
- SENATOR -SAVICKAS:

I understand that the House has adjourned until June the
8th, and maybe a motion should be made that we join them...in
that adjournment.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
. Semator ﬁeaver, for what éurpose do you arise?
SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, Mr. President, I think that we have received Sena-

tor Lemke’s amendment, SO we can go ahead and act on that and

continue while we're getting the amendments prepared.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . {(SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. Senator Blooa, you're...evéryone's ready os
"16512 Senator Philip, ve haven®t adopted any amendments. We
could just take your bill out of the record with...with leave
to get right back to it after Senator Bloom. Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Are you coming right back to it, Mr. Presideat?

PRESIDING OFFICER:. {SENATOR BRUCE)

That’s what I said, as SOOD...
SENATOR PHILIP:

That?s fine...fine.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEAfOB BRUCE)

...vé're justee.I'm trying to get everyone back on tracka.
Apendments have...Senator Lemke'!s amendment has been printed
and the...Senator Philip, the Chair takes recogpition that
you have two amendments, and perhaps we should be making
about ourselves getting two amendménts copied anticipat-
ing...okay. = Semator Demuzio, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yes, for the purpose of making a motion. I...I move that
we go to the Order of Motions in Writing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Well, we're...wve have another motion om the Floor; S0
we'll get to you in the order, and we will get to that when
it deserves to be gotten to. . All right. Senator Bloom; you
left yoﬁr ©bill on the Ofder of 2nd Beéding, It is on 2nd
reading, and we are backitovthe order with leave of %this Body
to 1651, and with an amendment, I think. #¥r. Secretary, do
we have amendments?

ACTING SECBETABY; {MR.. FERNANDES)

Amendment ﬁo.,u by Senator Lemke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENAfOB BRUCE)

Senator Lemke is recognized.
SERATOR LEMKE:

ihatv this bill does iS...is it Ehanges'the age to sixty-
five for semior citizens in reducing the driver's license fee
to four dollars. It also‘adds...handicapped people, reduced
their fee to four dollars. I think it's a good amendment.
Since the State isn't gettiﬁg additional momey by this...I
think dit*s time for us to share with some people that need
ite
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt._ Is there discussion? Senator
Bloon.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Well, there are tvo:ptdblems with this. The first is, it
does not technically track with thébbill in its present forw.
And so, I would seek to have the Chair say it's out of order.
The other problem is that this is basicélly Senaté Bill 94,
and it would have a significant adverse effect on the
Driver's Education Fund-vhich is nét fully funded righi nowa
But ‘I would suggest it technically doesn't track and I think
it*s out of order.

PRESIDING OFFICERs: (SENATOR BRUCE)
alt right. Senator...Senator Bloom. The Chair is

advised by the Secretary, we've adopted Amendments 2 and this
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would be Amendment 4%, and Amendments;..Amendment No. 3 was
lost and Amendment ¥o. 1 was lost earlier. In reviewing the
'legislation, Senator Lemke's amendment amends Section 6-118,
Apnd . a Aguick review of all the amendments that the Chair canr
find, no other ahendment anended Section 6-118, and that
being the case, then the amendment would be in order. Sena—
tor Bloom. .

SENATOR BLOOH:

Okay, and so you*re saying it is germane and it does
not...it does technically track.
PRESIbIEG OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Hell,‘vit..-it tracks. If you guestioﬁ the germaneness,
that's anbther question. It...it is not out of - order,
ite..it fits the bill.. ‘
'SENATOR BLOOM:

Ckay. . Okay. Is it germane?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB BRUCE)
Let?'s see, at three-twentYVe..
. SENATOR BLOOM:

Well, I don*t...I don't want to belabor this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Wwell, I...

SENATOR BiOOH:

I've already said it...I've already mentioned the mer—
itse... _

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

211 right, the...

SENATOR BLOOHN:

...of the thing, but I don't want to unduly burden the
Body. I...we're waiting aronnd fOTeee
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Yeah, rightee. The Chair would rule that it amends the
Veﬁicle Code, and therefore, in the broadest interpretatioa,

it is germane. A4nd the Chair relies upon the membership to
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give him guidance in these things. Senator Bloom, on

the...on the amendment.
SENATOR BLOOM:
Okay, on the amendment. As I said, this is Semate Bill

94, reborn} and aithough it has a minimal fiscal impact on

the BRoad Fuad, ,it:has a significant impact on the Driver's

Education Fund uhich we are unable to fully fund presently..
I aurge its rejection. Plus...yes, and this may, well...said
enough. » »
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Semator Blooa, have you completed?

SENATOR BLOOHN:

Sort of.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator ﬂaitland-'

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thapk...thank you, Hr.. President. Does the State
Mandates Act apply? A
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

fell, it'S...it only affects State revenue, and sSo it
would not apply because we're not affecting local goverament.
SBBAIéB MAITLAND::

#ell...well, in fact, it does, if it affects the Driver's
Education Fund. We're taking money from...ftom that schobl_v
district by reducing the available revenue to the Driver Edu-
cation Fund. ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

o, M®BYy..-dmy Truling is that the State Mandates Act does
not apply, because the Driver's Education Fund is funded by
the State, and if we take that money and put it somevhere
else, we have the option of‘adding geperal revenue orf any
other thing 'to it.. The State Mandates Act applies vhen we
aré affecting the revenues received by local uaits of govern—

ment, and this does not affect any unit of local government.
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It aight indirectly, butvit'certainlf...this legislative Body
could respond to that and sSo we...we ;ré not., Senator
Haitland. :

SENATOﬁ MAITLAND:

'..,couldft.could we have soﬁe indicatiop then, the loss
in revenue éo that this- indirect revenue that's not going to
be going to local units of govern@ent, wetll knov what it is?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -

Yeah, Senator Lemke, gquestion. ‘Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE: . ;

I don't thimk there®'ll be any léss because Senator
Blobm's bill increases’ :evenue;-sohthis just takes some of
the increase, so there's not really a loss.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland, I..a
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well...well, that's beautiful, Senator Lemke, you got a
great  laugh, but it waé a dumb answer. We're talking about
two different kinds of revenue, and I'm just curious to know
how. much this is going to cost the Driver Edaucation Furd. I
want a simple answer.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lenke. '

SBUATOR LEMKE:

Beally nothing, *cause it*ll be up to the...the Governor,
he could easily take the money fros this increase and put it
in the Driver's Education Fee. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE):

‘ All right. Senator uaitland-.ﬁ
SENATOR MAITLAND:

¥ell, Senator Lemke, you don't know how the Driver Edu—
cation Fuad is funded; It*s pot funded ¢that way, and
Ieeol...I really think the Body n;eds to know what the loss

in revenue is, and I ask you once again for the simple
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answer.
PRESIDING OFFICERZ (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sedato: Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

My understanding, the .loss revenue is...is way under a
million dollars.

PRESIDING OFfICER: (SBNATOR.fBUCE)

Further discussion? .Oh, Senator uaiilana, I'm SOrry.
Senator Maitland.

SE¥ATOR MAITLAKD:

What was...what was the response?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCE}

¥ay under a million dollars, vas theweo
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Way unéér A miiiion doliars- Hell; jou kno;, I...I thipk
that. the point has been made. It's...it's a dumb amendment
and should be defeated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR.BRUCE)>

Purther discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I rise in
opposition to this. This is the same as either Seaate Bill
94 or Senate Bill 95 which was sponsored by Senator Leake a
year agb. They were assigned to the Committee on Transporta—
tion, in the case of 94 and 95 never did get oat of the
Committee on Assignment of Bills. And peither bill, neither
bill, was ever called for a hearing in Trassportation a year
ago. And with that kind of.history, this needs to be buried
shere it should be because it's more tham a million dollars.
It*'s a known fact that at least twenty percent of our popu-—
lation of Illinois are...over sixty—five, that's two million
plus people. Suppose a million of them drive, that's four
dollars a minimum...at four dollars a licemse, that's four

million dollars a year. This what goes into the Driver's



- -

Page 122 — HAY 27, 1982

e

Bducation Fund of which some of you were screaming to us to

fund ‘higher so the Driver*s Education Fund would be paid for

out of the fand it should be and mot by local taxpayeis out

of  the Common .School Fund. This is a bhad bill and if you
temenberﬂﬁhe article just last veek that senior citizens are
not near- as bad off as we try to paint them into, they're
willing to pay their own share. This is a...deserves‘ to be
buried as it should, and I urge all of you to vote No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUC85 .

Senator Buzbee. ‘
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President; This is somewhat reminiscent
of a few fears ago vhen, I think, Senator Philip had a bill
that - was going to...that was going to redace the license
plate fees for senior citizeas. That was a bad idea then,
this is a bad idea now. Those of you who are interested in
keeping driver education as a reqﬁirement in the State of
IllinoisA know . that we don't have sufficient funds in that
Driver Educaiion Fund, as Senator Maitland stated, to fully
fund that program now. So whatever the figure is, whether
it*s anywhere ranging froa that . under one mil-

lion...considerabiy under one million to four ailliom, what-

ever -it may be, it's more than we can afford. This is a bad

idea and;it ought to be defeated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator C0lliBa..0C.-.0C Grotberg...Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President, fellov nmembers. I can'stay as-

long as anybody, but stuff like this just can*t be allowed

and somebody better continue to speak égainst it, because
more than the fifty—five years of age and up control eighty
percent of all the deposits in the savings and loans iasti-
tutions and make a gquarter of - all the consumer purchases.

Somebody has to have a car t0...to...or be related to a car
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to have a-dfivers license. We're not talking about the
destitute senior citizeas for which we all have compassion,
but this is just addressing the wrong population when you
start out, because by and large, the age group you're talkiag
about have more nmoney than the younger group that'does all
the driving. They're probably the ones that should get the
break, let's kill it. -

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCE’)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Lemke
may close.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Well, just to correct Senator Davidson. This was given a
hearing and I was told by the chairman, Chairman Chew, <that
this would be attached to, at that time, Senator Rock's pack-
age, BRoad Fund package, which it was. We adopted that amend-
ment, attached it to the package. Bute..¥We...¥We're
forgetting another element of society who doesn't...is not as
fortunage as some of the other seniors that are wealthy and
that?s the handicapped and the disabled. They have a hard
time getting a job, they have a hard_;ime working, and they
néed their automobile and this assists them. ©Now if there's
a loss to the Driver's Education Fund, then I would suggest
that the Governor, since he's getting all this revenue froa
overweight trucks and so forth, that some of that money go
into that Driver's Education Fund because that indirectly
¥ill also assist in the future cutting down the necessary
things for the Road Fund. 'Nou, I think *hat this is. a good
amendment, and I think if,..it's...it's...it's upon us that
when we start talking about increasing revenues from other
drivers thét we share in giving some of those benefits to the
less fortunats, that's the handicapped and the senior citi-
zens that aren't iéalthy- aAnd ta correct it that
three...it's going to be four wmillion dollars, well the

driver's license in this State are issued on three years, so
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that wouldn*t be...in Senator Davidson's own thiag, it's a
little bit over a million. éo, I think that this is a good
amendhent, I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 4 to Semate Bill

1651. . Those in favor say Aye. Those opposed ¥Nay. All

right, +there's been a request for a roll call. Those in

‘fayor vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting. is

open at three thirty-one. Have all voted who wish? Ha&e all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes
are 26, the Fays are 29, the motion is lost. Further amend-
nents? ' v
ACTING SECRETARY: .. :R. FERNANDES)

‘Ho further amenc :ents.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. L[t’s three thirty-ome, three thirty-two
close.. Senator Philip. The Chair agreed that we would go
back to your bill if your amendnments were distributed.
Areé...are they? Sepator Philip, have they been distributed?
SENATOR PHILIP:

Mr. President, 1 have the one amendment on my desk, I see
the other one here, too.. I...I know the one has, I'm .not
sure about the second amendment.

PRESIDINGVOEPICER:: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Perhaps we can start. If...if number one has been dis—
tributed...go with that one and thenR...I aRes+] aBaew
SENATOR PHILIP:

Unfortunately, Hr. President, the large ome is. the first
amendpent. The ’one page amendment is the second amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Donnewald, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DONNEWALD:
Well, to...Dake a couple of announcements. I thipk that

this might be apprcpriate that I move that we waive the Six
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bay Rule for all House Bills coming out of the Rules Commit—
tee ontil June. 11th. That?s the first motion I'd like to
n&ke at this time.

PRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE‘;

YoU...you*ve heard the motion. Is there discussion of
the motion2 All in favor say Ayé.A Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it.. The motion to_suspend the rule is adopted. Senator
Donnewald.

SENATOR DONNEWALD: .

Yes, the...the other motion, I would like to move House
Bill 2464. from Judiciary 1 to Finapce and Credit Regulationms
Committee. That was inadvertently misplaced. o
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) ™

Heard the motion. Discussion of the motion? All iun
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and the bill
is so transfetfed.v Now, Senator Donnewald had a couple of
announcenents. Semator Demuzio, f&r what purpose do you
arise? ’
SENATOR DENUZIO:

¥ell, I...I d;stinctly heard Senator Donnewald nmake a
motion; I understand that we are on the Order of Botions and
I move that we go to the Order of ﬁétionS‘in Writing.
PRESIDING OFFICERZ (SENATOR BRUCE)

ieli, -at three thirty-four...we're still on 3rd reading,
Sepator. We're...Semator Demuzio. -

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

ﬂr..;ﬂr. President, I have made a motion that we go to
ﬁotions in H:itingﬁ
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)v

A1l right.. Senator Demuzio has moved that we go out of
the ordinary course of business to go to the Order of Hotions
in Writing. A1l in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. It*s the
opinion of +the Chair the negatives have it, and the motion

is lost.. Senator Simms, for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR SINAS:

PP § N Prgsident,»l Héuld like to have leave to go to the
Order of'Postpoﬂed Cbhsidetation for the purpose of returaing
a bill to an reading fdr the purposes of Tabling an amend—
.ment. - »

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR Béucz)

ieA plan to get to the 6rder of Consideration Postponed
after everyoune has §ot a shot the first time ihrongh. all
right. For what purpose does Senator Grotberg arise? .
SENATOR -GROTBERG:

On a point of personal privilege, really, Mr. Presideat.
For .the last hour, everybody walking by =ay desk has been
saying, whem are we going to get out? Mr. President
reiterates every two minutes what time it is. Isn't it . a
damn shame if wev'd have to put in a day*s work on a Thursday.
You know, call the airport and tell them you're no:t going to
get on the plane. Do something, but I think it*s am insult
to the people of Illinois and to this Body to get nervous.
Most of the employees of the State of Illimois are going <o
ubrk till four—thirty today. Can you imagine that? Now,
that?s how I feel about‘it, fellow Senators, I just wanted to
express myself. Thank you.

PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, just so that you understand, Senator Grotberg,
we're paying our electrican down here twenty—two dollars an
hour, and even twenty-two dollars concerns the Chair. Thank
you. A1l right.  Semator Berning, for what purpose do you
arise?

S_ENATOR B;':BNING:

Well, Mr. Presideant, I think none of us would really be
upset or irritated if we were attending to business, but the
dilatory tactics that have been going on for the last £four
hours are enough to irritate not only the Senators but the

citizens of the State of Illincis, and I thipk it*'s sad that



pPage 127 — MAY 27, 1982

ve are here all these hours.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -
Gentlemen, if we can get back, we would get out of here.

Senator Totten. '

SERATOR TOTTEN: v
Thank you, ur.,Presidént. I just wanted to know how I

could get the job of the électrican.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE).

Further discussion of anything? All right. Senator

Bloom. Is Senator B;oom on the Floor? Senator Blooan, you'ie

bad a lot 0f...1425 is still on the Calendar. I...thought

perhaps...Senator  Gitz " . oD...Senator Buzbée and Senator
Carroll on registration and education. Could we get to that

bill. I see a lot of nods, Senator Bloom. With leave of the

Body, we'll return to Senate Bill 1825. Read the bill, Mr. .

Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1425..
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCé)
Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. The

director of R and B has changed his underwear, and I believe
that the guestions. that the chairman and H#inority Spokesman
had have been answered. This is the otdinérj.and contiqgeﬁt
expenses, 7.6 milliom. I*1l try and aasver any guestions,
otherwise, ask for a favoiable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1425
pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. . The
voting is épen. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who

wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 50,
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the.luays are '3, 2 Voting Present. Senate Bill 1425 having
received the reguired constiiutional pajority is declared
pagsed., Senator Buzbee, did you plad fo call 15962 All ‘
right. Okay. Senator Bloonm, we've now had intervening busi- w
ness on your 1651.. Did you wish to call that noﬁ; Senator
Blooa?
SENATOR BLOONM:

Suce, why mot.
PRBSIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

a11 fight. With leave of the Body, we'll go to Semate
Bill - 1651. Leave is granted. Read the ﬁill, Mr. Secretary, -
pleasé.' Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1651. .
" (Secretary reaés title of bill)
"3rd reading of -the bill.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Senator Blooam.
SENATOR BLOOM:

fell, the bill has beer fulsomely discussed. It raises
the overweight fines for violations for those that are in
excess of five thousand pounds from twelve ceats to fifteen
cents a pound. Provides that each person cogvicted of fouar
or more overweight violations in a twelve month period shall
be fined an additional tventy%five hundred. It*'s in response
to some safety inspections that have been done vhere they
discovered that many of the trucks had mechanical defects,
mainly breaks, eighty percent of which, im  this particular
spot, checked were transporting hazardous.pmaterials, and it
.extends safety inspections to interstate vehicles.  Try and
answer anf guestions, oéheruise, seek a favorable roll cali.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:
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Thank you, Hr. President. I think the entire bill should
be defeated and we go oan and take éare whatever else is left
on the Caleadar because this is just a time-coasuming waste
of time of people that have other things to do. T would hope
that everybody would vote agaisst the eantire bill, it's of no

.value to the State of Illinois, <the trucking indpstry or
maybe to the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Purther discussion? vSenator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

§ell, I uould point out,rgmggggnthat_people have looked
at the amendment because we are not only talkinmg about fines
for overweight but also subjecting intrdstate based trucks to

" a brand new set of reéulations, examinations, iaspections.
And if you have looked and dealt with and talked.vith some of
the operations within the State of Illinois, I am not sure
you want +to- do that without thinking it through vezy, very
carefully. But it's dealer’s choice, everybody will do as
they please;

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? @ Further discussion...Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN: . ' '

#il1ll the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Bermah.
SENATOR BERMAN:

" Senator Bloom, aside from all of the machinations that
this bill and Senator Chew's bill have been put through in
the past couple éf days, a number of us are concerned that
Illinois does sopething to obtain revenue from the Bpew
heavier- trucks that are going to be allowed, apparently, by
Congressional action. Would you explain to me what bills or
what the program will be; A, if this bill passes; or B, if

this bill doesn't pass, so that the State of Illinois doesn't
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get_shut-éut from revenue that we ought to be able to obtaiﬂ.
PRESIDING OFFICEBR: (SéNkTOR BRUCE)

Senatdt éloom‘
SENATOR BiOOH:

Thénk?you, Senator Berman, that's a very good qnesfion-
and I have instructed the people frow IDOT to go back and
talk with the truckers, and they in turn have given ne “this
particular.;.this particular feature which basically is 4
safety mechanism.. If there is no Statute on the books, thea
the Sﬁrface Transportation Act of 1982 will mandate goiﬁg
from eighteen thousand to twenty thousand pounds and carryiag
ap to eighty thousand loads without ahy revepue generated.
This bill now is a safety bill, if you will. And to correct
ba mistatement by a prior speaker, if extends safety inspec—
tions to‘ interstate, not intrastate, . they already have
inspections for'infraséate. Does that answer your guestion?
PRBSIDIHGAOPPICEQ: (SENATOR BRUCE) .

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

¥hat I want t6 knov is, are you willing...do you think
that there are votes in both Chambers to pass a revenue bill,
.not a safety bill, but a revenue bill?>
PRESIDING OFFICEﬁ: {SENATOR BRUCE) -

7 ‘Senator Bloomn..
SENATOR BLOOH® )

Yes, I think fhere are votes, but the way the cleavage is
now, there are not enough votes "for either side im their
present positions to pass a revenue bill, so they have to- get
together and theythave to work out soﬁethinq.

PBESIﬁIHG OF?ICEﬂs {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:
Is there any indication to your knowledge of some other

method besides passing this, what I really say is, an
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innocuous bill at this point? Is there another method to
achieve a revenue bill? . v
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOON:
Well, you know, nothing is ever dead in the General
' Assenbly. That's a very good answer, if you know what I
mean. Is theré another method,...
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE).
Senator Berman. '
SENATOR BLOOA:
 e-esYyou know, bills have béen resuscitated over and over
again here in one form or another.: »
'PEESIDING 0FPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Berman.
SERATOR BERMAN:
Well, I would just feel much mofe comfortable if I could
have sonme commeﬁt from somebody on the record that there is a
‘plan available that ‘will - not embarrass us if this bill
- doesm*t pass, but that there will be another opportunity to
pass a revenue»ﬁill dealing with transportation and the big
truckse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Purther discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR uAnbVITZ:

WVell, I Hould...in_ the same vein as Senator Berman's
guestion, which is the same concern that I had and. expressed.
to you, Senator Bloom. Might it not be the truckers
philosophy, or strategy, or game plan to...to let noth-
ihga...no revenue matter pass, hoping that Congress would
increase the weight limits throughout the country, and then
they*d have the weight limits that they want with no tax or
no‘penalty, no revenue matter whatsoever and they’re home

scot-free getting one hundred percent of what they want and
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we’re out. HNow that's...if that's the ganme p;an, letts lay
it before the Assembly and let's say what it is.
-PR‘BSIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -
Senator Bloom.
' SENATOR BLOOH:
~ Well, Senator marovitz, that thought has crossed the
" minds of knowledgeable observers. TYes, that does concern ae,
© I would like this to éass out of this Chamber, and as I have
said, 1I've told‘ the 1IDOT folks to go back to the trucking
folks and try ghd work on a comproaise on thé matter.
PRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) v
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MABROVITZ:

If I'm a trucker, I‘m going to stall and negotiate as
long as I can. I mean the IDOT folkS...and rather the truck-
ers, they've got...théy'got all the leverage in the world. I
‘mean, Why...¥hy negotiate, why give amything, why...why go to
‘first base or second base? The...the time.is on their side.

' PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
FPurther discussion? Senator Chew, for a second time.
Senator Chew.
: SENATOR CHEW:
Just to answer two'  gquestions. Senator uarovitz,_the
" truckers are in agreement to the tone of thirty million
dollars, explained yesterday in plain English, they agreed to
" that, that's on 1202. . The truckers. know very well this
‘legislation we're debating now is a gimmick to cause them to
do all of the things that this will do, which is totally dis-
criamination against motﬁring public. There are three vehi-
cles. alive that will generate fifty...thicty aillion
dollars, that's agreed upon by the truckers. The truckers,
and I vwant to emphasize this, are anot attemptimng im any way
to escape or stall until the Federal Government mandates it.

The truckers are not in agreement to pay fifty wmillion
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.dollaré, and thef should not be, because there's been no
Pestablished teéort by anybody, by anybody, that the poten—
tial damage would:even come near fifty million dollars. As I
said yesterday; vhy gouge your truckers, and that's exactly
vhat £ifty million dollar; ¥ill do. ©Now, that amnsvwers jyour
question, that answers Senator Berman's question. There are
vehicles alive‘that the ttu;kers have agreed on thirty nmil-
lion doliars. ‘ » ' . ' ‘
PRESIDING OFFICEBE (SESATOR BRUCE)
Fuither diécﬁssion? Senator Bloom may close..
SENATOR BLOOH:

‘dell, I*d ‘éeek a favorable roll call. In the meantime,
we do have to address thé safety problem, and I think that
the facts shown from that spot—check that there are trucks
on our...large trucks on our highway with serious mechanical
defects, and as the spoi—check showed, eighty percent of
those trucks with .bad breaks were carrying...transporting
hazardous materials.. So I'd seek a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion 'is, shall Senate Bill 1651 pass. Those in

favor vote Aye. Those opQOSed'vote Nay. The voting is open.

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recﬁrd. On that qﬁestion. the Ayes are 27, the Nays are 21,
" 3 Yoting Presentﬂ,lsenate Bill 1651 having failed to receive
a. constitutionalz majority is  declared 1lost.. Sesnate
Bill...Senator Philip, has your amendment beem distributed?
All right. » I...i think that the membership that desired a
copy have received copies.. 1681, #r. Secretary, read the
bill, please.. Ié there leave to return the bill to the Order
of . 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment? Leave is
granted. The bill is on the Order of 2nd Reading. Are there
aaendhents, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECBETABY:. (4BR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No-.7, by Senator Philip.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUﬁE)

Senatdt Philip is recognized.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and-Ladies and Gentlemen of the
-Senate. Amendment do...7 takes the e*isting bill with all of

.the anendments and reformats the bill to show that the RTA
vvkcy provisibns on home rule povwers and taxing bonding’ powers
remaiﬁ and continue to exist. I move the adoption of Amend—
~ment No. 7.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 7. Discussion? All
in favor say Aye; Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. &mendmeni
Bo.. 7 is adopted. . Purtheframendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR.. PERNANDES)
o Aﬁendment No. 8; Senator Philip.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOB BRUCE)

Sepator Philip is recogmized on Amendment No.. 8.
SENATOR PHiLIP:

Thank...thank you, Mr. Presideat and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. Areundment No. 8 to Semate Bill 1681 merely
éakes out the ome—thirty-second and two-thirty-second:s State
subsidies from the six-county area. I move .its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 8. Discussion?
Senator Bogk-

SENATOR ROCK:

Thaak you, Hrt President. This is hardly a merely amend-
ment. By virture of Amendment No. 8, Semator Philip accu-—
rately described what iizdoes.v It removes any provision for
State subsidy. Ngv the whole idea of this bill and the other
bill was that there would be a State subsidy upon proper
andacceptable, apparently, reorganization of the : .hrclla
anfhotity in the underauthorities- Now, we have goune along

with that, and said all along that whatever reorganizati.a is
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'teasonable, ve will certainly écéept. But there h;s to be
recognition on the part of the State that a State subsidy is
required. This amendment just vipeé‘that out, and I rise in
strong opposition to Amendment No. 8. It ought to go @oun to
resounding defeat whether ‘it's one—~thirty - second,
two-thirty-seconds, three—thirty—seconds, whatever it is,
there has to be as a matter of public policy recpgnition of
the fact- that public fransporta;ion is deserving of a State
subsidy. We can argue about the'amount; but there is no one,.
I suggest, no one, who ¥ill not admit that a State subsidy is
essential, apd to knock this out, just flies in the face of
that acceptable admission. I urge the defeat of Amendment
No. 8.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Semator Philip
aay close. '
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, HAr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Am I to assume, President Rock, if this amendment is
defeated, you*ll support the propositiomn?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

{Machine cutoff)...Rock.
SENATOR ‘ROCK:

No.

SENATOR PHILIP:

¥ell, just to set the record straight, Semator, I am for
a State subsidy. HNobody, at this:point, caﬁ tell you in what
kind of shape thé RTA. is in and hOVi' much poney we will need.
Also I've got some downstaters that uould. like to see a

State—wide road program. They?’re not willing to give us the

one—~thirty-second or two-thirty—second until there 1is sone

kind of a downstate road program put. together. Now, what I'=m
suggesting is to put this amendment on, pass this bill over

to the House, and later during this Session, perhaps we can
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work out sonething for downstate roads and something for mass
transit in northeastern illinois.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
The gquestion is on  the adoption of Amendment Nb. 8. .

' There's been a reguest for a roll call. Those in favor~ will
vote Aye. Those opposgd will vote Nay. The votihg'is open.
- Have all votéd who wish? Have all voted who uish? Have all
voted who wish? Take thé'record.. On that question, the Ayes
are 31, the ¥ays are 25, Amendment ¥§o. 8 is adopted.
. {(Machine cutoff)...other amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

No further amendments.

PRESIDINQ OFPiCER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3:& reading. All right.. Now, ve had...we have...Senator
Davidson and Senator Berman, you have formula bills, aid you
wish to recommit those.to commigtee? Senator Berman moves to
reconmit Senate Bill 1597 and Senator Davidson...moves to
recomnit Senate Bill 1490 to the Committee on Blementary and
Secondary Education. On the motion to recommit, all in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes ﬁave it and the two bills
are recommitted to the Committee on Elementary and . Secondary
Bducation. Senator Buzbee, 1596, did you wish...it's the
last call, we‘re going to go through the Calendar omne last
tine. Senator Carroll told me he did mot wish to call 1523.
Senator Buzbee, did you wish to call that?

" SENATOR BUZBEE:

No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BﬁUCB)

All right. Did you wish...you want to recommit that,
Senator Buzbee, sO0 we Ccal...all right. Leave it on the
Calendar. Senator Taylor...all right.. Senator Philip, welve
had intervening business, we've recommitted a couple of
bills. Senator Philip, are you ready? Read the bill, HMr.

Secretary, please. Senate Bill 1681.



Page 137 — MAY 27, 1982

- ACTING .SECRETARY: (MB. FEBNANDES)
Senate Bill 1681.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rdvreading of the bill. _
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR BRUCE) ‘
" Senator Philip. '
SENATOR ‘PHILIP: ) )

Ueil, you know, the hour is 1a£e, ve've certainly debated
this subject for a.good number of months, days and years. The
amendsent has been around, the bill has been around. 'There's
been some suggestions made because of the time being late

» that I &on't go. into the fuil details and aaswer Sone quesi.
ti ‘ns. I might 1like to make a few brief comments though.

Ar I want to compliﬁent the Chicago Association of Commerce

ar i Industry and their staff for woﬁking so hard to put thié
piece of legislation together. As you ‘know, they've been
sorking on it for ofer a year. Their only intent, aad I

would say this again, their only intent is to get people froa

the suburbs to Chicago to work and back again, and to nmake it

a responsible well-working systes. There isn't any other

implications in regards to the mayor, your side of the aisle,

my side of the aisle._ I will be happy during this Session to

work with both parties, with the mayor to work something out

that's reasonable for anybody...for everybody. Also when it

‘Comes to the downstate road prograa, I have been for the

downstate program, I will sit down with anybody at anytime

and try -£o work out a downstate program. We all know what

it*s about. This new board, if it does become law, certainly
is going to have teeth, amd I think that's what we've neede&

all along. UWe need something that has some control over mass

transit. We think this bill happens to do it. I'll be happy
tv answer any questions, and I uoul& ask for your favorable
support.

PR¥ 3IDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
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‘Is there discussion? SenatOl...Senator Rock. Senator
Sangmeister. Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, just a c#uple of quick gﬁestions. Senator Philip,
you know, this -bill has been amended so many times, I just
vant to make sure;of two things as far as I'sm concerned
before wvoting on this thing. One thing, the opt—out is still
in the bill, right, with all these amendments, it's still in
there? v ' '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUéE)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

That is absolutely correct.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

All right. And there will be no additionmal Subsidy...of
one—thirty—second or any xind from the district to this
agency. Is that correct?

PRESIDING 0FPICBB§ (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Philié.

SENATOR PHILIP:
. That is correct.
PRESIDING O?PICBB; (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH: .

Thank you, Mr. President. It's somewhat sad because
there were some very good and right things in the bill as it
was proposed. . Thgre were also some.provisions, as you know,
;yat vere troublesome. But you just did it, Senator Philip,
there is pno way that those of us vwho have been firmly commit-—
ted to a strong Regional Transportation Authority would vote
for any plan of this sort without some indicationm of State
subsidy.

PRESIDING OFFICER:2 {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Buzbee.
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SENATOR BUZBEE:.
- Yes, a question of the sponsor, Mr. Presiﬂént.
PRE’;SIDIBG orBICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
-Iﬁdicates he will yield. Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Senator:Philip, hovvuould you propoge that this trans—
_ portation authority have sufficient revemue to operate since
yoh have wiped out amy revenué from the State.of Illinois %o
thes? We all know that there is no way that they’re going to
" be able to generate internally sufficient funds to operate
on. v ‘
PR%SIDIHG OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE)

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

iell;'as ybu know, we have left in the one-cent for Cook
County and the guarter—cents for the collar county plus. the
fair box. %e think duplications of route .and perhaps
the...the cooperation im buying fuel aﬁd insurances that we
could save a great deal of money. Nobody will ever know
until we get in there and have a good look at exactly what's
going on.. Everf time I've negotiated, one time they're a
hundred and twenty milliom short, the next time they're
eighty million shoft, the next time it*s seventy million
short, I don't know how many times they were going to close
the CTA down and the RTA down during the last Session.
Nohodi really knovs, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICERs: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

¥ell, as you know, the BTA, about as close as it gets to
By district is about three hundred and £fifty miles away.
However, if you 1look at the mass transportation systeas
‘across the United States, there are none of them that can

operate without subsidies. Now, I don't know, Senator Philip,




Page 140 — MAY 27, 1982

.hov muéh- the _proéosed savings‘that you have advocated, how
much .revenue that is actqallf going to- save. Proﬁ what
little bit I know about it, the one—cent and the one—quarter
cent ;nd the combining ofvﬁhe insurance and the elimination
of duplication of...of routes, et ceter& is not going to be
suffidiént to keep this system operating. As I said, the
closest. the RTA comes +to myvdistrict is three bundred and
fifty niles, but I'11 tell you how my district is directly
affécted. If that area ﬁf the State where you ére—

side...where you...you reside, Senator Philip, and .where a

good -number of my coileagues here from the City of Chicago

. reside,:if there is not adequate mass transportation, there
is not going to be abmariet for the corn that is groin in ay
district or the apples because that area is going to close
down if fﬁiks cén't gét‘ to work there. So I do have a
comnitmént, and>I have always advocated that there has to be
sone . public ‘subsidy. I, 1like all tﬂe rest of the
downstaters, want to see our share of highvay funds. - But it
seems to me that your approach here is kind of like the
overly simplist;c taxpayer, irate taxpayer, that when we talk
about needing an additional‘three hundred million dollars ia
revenue says, well, vhy'don‘t you make ihem stop buying tvo
typevwriters in that officé when they only need éne. You
know, i'm all for making them_siop 5uying tvo typewriters,
I'm all for paking them stop having two buses and dhe route
if they only need one. But the fact of the matter is that?!s
not going to generate suffiéient revenue to keep the sysiem
in operation. so, I think your approach is an overly
simpligtié one of saying, ve're not going'to-have a#y state

-subsidy to the Begional Transportation'Adthority, and you can
ase that against wme all you want to in my campaign, I'11
defend in my district all day long the fact that we bhave to
give some subsidy to the folks in the six northeastern coun—

ties of this State because that's where sixty percent of the
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population is and about eighty-five or ninety percent of the
cosmerce is and where most of the reveaue comes from that
opérates our Staté on. And I think that if we don‘t keep a
viable transportation system there going, the whole State is
going to go down the tubes.:
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

 Further discussion? Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS: '

Just a gquestion, #r. President. Seﬁator'Philip, you
indicated that the Chamber of Commerce worked on this for a
year with you and some other groups, do they approve of the

~amendments stripping the . State's participatioan on the
three—~thirty-seconds? ﬁa§ that with their approval, 6: is
this just your own? ' '
PRESIDING OFFICER§ {SENATOR BRUCE)
ASenator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Senator Savickas, they've been down here this entire
veek. It was at their suggestion that we do ;hat because we
didn*t think we could pass gbe bill .any other way. They
feel, 1like I do, there should be a State subsidy. But first
of‘ill, you have to have a structure, you have to get control
of the system. There are ﬁo controls.

PRESIDING OfPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

SenatorASavickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, Senators, it sounds 1like we?ve been snookered
again.. They gave us a year's load of work, promised a State
subsidy; and now at the last minute, they took it <right out
and said, well, we can't do it, we?ve go to pass it without
itse I...I would suggest that we mot vote for a bill 1like
this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Jereamiah Joyce.
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SBNATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I vasn't'going to speak, but 
when I;..I can't help it when I heard Senmator Savickas say ve
vere snookered again iike we were in 1979.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCEj

Senator DeAngelis. - DeAngelis...Senator, yoa're on.
SENATOR ‘DeANGELIS: .

Thank you, M¥r. President and members of the Senate. ‘ I
rise in support of Sénate Bill 1681. It's always been indi-
cated by members of the task force, members of this General
Assembly, andnnéonqefngd‘,people about traosportation ia the
. northeast part of the State of Illinois, and I agree with you
that ig is the center of commerce and the giant of our popu—
lation. That reform =must, in fact, precede subsidy. This
bill shows the honest intention of this Body to deal with
those issues that will, in fact, bring about the subsidy. A-
vote against this bill is not a vote against ao subsidy, it
is, 1in fact, a vote against the suEsidy because without this
pill, there will .be no subsidy. NOWeea
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Delngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

<=wS0ne. of you voted for a.bili~ yesterday called 1601.
The bill is not a bad bill, but leﬁ me just caution you about
what you voted for. For those of you who voted for the sub— -
sidy, I commead you, but you alsec voted for a lack of con—
trol. If you look at that bill, it earmatks funds into vari-
ous transportétion diétricts, reduces the accountability,
deminishes the‘oversight; doesn?t put ;nything into cost con—
trol, and if you really think that's reform, I waant to tell
you, it really, really ism't. For those of you who may have
justified that decision, you have an opportunity to, im fact,
correct yourself by votimg for 1681. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
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Further discussion? Senator Grotberg. Senator Rock.
Senator...Senator Dévidson, did you bave‘..Sehator Davidson.
'SENATO_R DAVIDSON: ‘ ‘

Mr. President and mémbe:s of the Senate, I risé in sup-
vport, of - this package. And some of you must be hot reading
the whole Act if you're saying you're not getting a subsidy.
The £ifty aillion dollars that's béen going to the RTA on
‘capital subsidy is still intact. That's fifty million
-dollars. from the rest of us taxpayers to the mass tfansit of
'tﬂe Chicago or six—county northeast area,. that's in place.
The other part of the...read the whole amendment that was
struck about the one;thirty—second and possibly two-thirty
—secoﬁdé after four years. That only, only, became operati;e
if the Federal subsidy for operating capital is réduced. Now
you and I both know the Federal budget year is different froam
our }ear. If the operating capital is reduced from masé
. transits as they say it's goinj to bé, you certainly are
 goiug to be back here im time to, if you all feel that there
should be a subsidy of <the oné—thirty—second, replace the
"lost Pederal funds to correct that item. But unless you
change the structure, have something to operate Hith,' youtve
.got mothing. I*n as avare of the importance of the City of
Chicago and the northeast five counties besides Cook fo the
_State of Illinois as any of you. And Senator Buzbee, you
vbettéf go back and talk to your people down in southera Illi-
nois and sée which way that corn goes for overseas shipment.
It doesn't go. noith, you'll find out ninety perceﬁt of it
_goes down the ﬂississippi Biver by barge to be loaded out of
the port of New Orleans, but that's beside the pgipt. I'a
"well aware that .they don*t operate...we don't .operate
downstate. This is aB...sSolution, and until we downstaters
see somethiﬁg of a workable road plan tb get to the itenm
which we need, a touﬁsbip, county and urban streets, then you

don*t deserve our operative subsidy, it only kicked in when
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the Federal Government dropped out. Gentlemen, let's call >a
spade a séade and get this passed so we ﬁaﬁe something to
work with.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Farther discassion? ‘Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:
Thank you, Mr. President, I'm Seing ﬁrged"to be brief.

But the one thing that hasn'ﬁ been said héfe that the whole
thing right at this point of time at 4:10 p. m., H#r. Chair-
man, Mr. President, is that the substance of the bill has
nothing»to with the roll cail we're about to perceive. But 1
would reminﬁ the loyal oppositioﬁ, that this may be the last
subﬁrban train that leaves the General‘Assembly.- You've been
" begging us for ten years, ten years, to climb onboard and be
part of the program. We ‘ihbuu that it needs a
one—~thirty-second, we're <trying to get some of our guys
onboard, you know you need some. It®s only May the 27th,
it*'ll be back, I presume, but I ask everyoneion this side of
.the aisle, if you ever thought of a program that works as
'being the vehicle to keep this concept alive and keep
the...cooperation of tﬁis side‘of the aisle; suburban Cook,
the collar counties, keep the faith, the roll call will tell
the truth, but I wanted it on the record..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Rock.

End of Reel
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- REEL #6

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, #r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I, too, am readily uiliing to commend the efforts of
the Chicago Association of Chamber and Commerce. I spoke
with them.many times, as Senator Philip kno@s, and:Asuggested
very strongly that one of -the majér flaws, if pot the major
flaw, in this proposal was the absolufe antilabor .provisions
that are contained therein, and for those of you who have not
read them, I caution you to read them. ¥We not only are abro—
gating eﬁisting labor contracts, we are saying in the section
called management prerogatives just éxactly what is and what
is nét subject to collective bargaining. And I'm not. so

sure, as a matter of public policy, we ought to get into that

business. Additionally, there is no guestion in my mind but -

that this bill is preemptive, and I will ask the Chair to
rule on that provision. And finally, the taking out, the
excising of any hope of State subsidy seems to me just to be
terrible. I don*'t know how we can talk legitimately about
reorganization...reorganizing the mass trénsit system moving
one million peofle a @ay in the six-county area without also
“talking. about proper fundiﬁg. For those of you who were pre—
pared to‘suppoft_this on the basis that this is the last
chance, ' I suggest to you that Senate Bill 1601, which is
much, much more reasonable, which recogmnizes 1little things
like 1local conirol is, in fact, in the House, we're ready to
sit and hegotiate as we have been. That bill was drawn, as
you all well know, by the Association of Suburban Hayors.
They recognized, rightfully so, the need for a State subsidy.
If you put those three things together, and there are a whole
list of things I could recite, but *hose three things, it

seems to me, the antilabor abrogation of existing contractual
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Ttights, the preemptive nature of this, and now, RO provision

for the State subsidy, 1681 simply does not deserve your sup—

" . port and I urge a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bock addressed a gquestion to the Chair as to,
vhether this legislation is preemptive, and pursuant to Arti-
cle VII, Section 6, Parajraph G, Senate Bill 1681 as amended
doés, in fact, limit home rule = authority by creating the
Northe#stern Illinois Transportation System as a successor
agency to the BTA with the same or similar preemptive powers
~over bome rule...municipalities and .counties as existing
regional transportation. authority, and there~

fore,...will...will require a three~fifths vote for passage.

‘. Purther discussion? Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Yes. .I would like to go on record as challenging the
ruling of the Chair, and I would like to have the Chair point
-out what section of the bill, in fact, Section G vio-
lateS...0f what section the bill violates or Section G...of
garagraph G of Section 6.,
) éBBSIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Let ume just read it to you. On Page 95...93 it states,
“insofar.as this Act is an expressed limitation on the povers
_ of home rule...home rule mumicipalities and counties within
\the meanings of Paragraph G- of Section 6 of Article VII,™ on
lines 22...starts om...lime 12 through line 22. The title of
£he Article is "Limitation on Home Rule Povers." Senator
Philip.
- SENATOR PHILIP:
' That's exactly the léu‘today. That's exactly what the
CATS bill does, and that's the law today.
PRESIDING OFPFICER:. (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator, you are perhaps 'abolishing it, but gyou are,

ifle..in effect, reimplementing it. If you were abolishing
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‘those preemptive powers, it would only take a thirty votes,
But you are, in fact, abolishing it and reestéblishing thosé
same or .similar powers for this new authority. And I do not
see.hou,jou can preempt those, having said in your owa legis-
lation¢ limitation on home rule povers, how does ome avoid
Aséying that this bill doesn't, in fact, 1limit home Trule

. powers? That's the ruling of the Chair. Sepator Philip.

" " SENATOR PHILIP:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. TYou knou,-that's.exactly
what the Act says nos, that's exactlf what 1601 says, exactly
" the saﬁe thing. Now, what's the difference? It's in there
-pow, it's the law now, 1601 says axactlyvthe same language,
“exactly;

"PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCB{

N -Aid...and I believe that we rulei when this bill. was
first passed that it was preemptive. The rulings are consis—
tent. Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

He...we are amending something that's preemptive, HMr.
President. That's exactly what we're doinge 16017 has the
" exact same preemption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, all the Chair-..SenatotAPhilip, all the Chair caa
rule on is the bill before us, and my ruling is that this
bill is preemptive. I was not' presiding when 1601 canme
before the Body, I'm mot aware of what the ruling was, and it
would not affect my ruling in any way anyway,fbecause this is
preemptive by its own langunage. It states  that this is a
limita£ion upon home rule units. I don't see amy way to
avoid the ruling. And so I have so ruled. Senator
DeAngeiis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Well,  just...just to clear the record, Mr. Presidentd

1601 was not ruled to require a three-:ifths majority, and I
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vant that shown iﬂ the record ashuell.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCE)

You have just ﬁade it part of our electronic record. And
if I waS...in error omn that, I...I apologize to ihe Body.
Let's.;.Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW: '

Just for the record, I ﬁant the record to sﬁov.that 1601
did, in fac£; rgceive 36 votes. 4
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alfight. Fine. . Senator Philip, had you closed? Senator
Philip, did yOUaa.- '

SENATOR PHILIP:

I just might say this, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate, I live im a suburban area. In my
legislative district I have over sixty thousand people who
comnmute to the City of Chicago five_days a week. And if you
don?'t  think I%m not semsitive to good mass tramsit, yﬁu are
sadly, sadly mistaken. And I’z not saying this billxis per—
fect, 1it's the best that I have seen come down the éike, and
I have talked to some experts; I'n suggesting ve should pass
- this, if there are some apmendments we <can work 6ut, I'nm
always available to try to work out reasonable améndments,
but this problem is not going to go away. It*s here, it wmay
aot fall down tomorrow, ﬁut it's gﬁing to. It is a:problem,
we have a chance tg solve it. I would ask for your favorable
consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICﬁR:_ (SEHLTOR BRUCE) -

The question is, shall Senate Bi}l 1681 pass. . fhose in
favor vote Aye. Those opéosed 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 guestion, the Ayes
are 30, the Nays are 24, 4 Voting Present. Senate Bill 1681
having failed to receive coanstitutional majority is declared

lost. For wshat purpose does Senator Tayld: arise?
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SENATOR TAYLOR: .

- Mr. President, I%d like to make a motion tb go to motions
in writing. 4 . o . ‘
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Taylor, we're about té--.the last bill on 3rd
reading, Senator, is your 1632. \bid you wish to call it2?
SENATOR TAYLOR: ‘ '

- uotién in writing at this particuiar time. We can alvays
.get back to that order of business, I thiﬁk.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCR)

Well, we're on the Order of 2nd Reading...on 3rd Reading. -

We'll...vefre on that order. vDid fou Wish to call...welre
going to...we're leaving this order of business, and if you
wish to call it, now would be the appropriate time. You
informed the Chair you wished to call it‘afte: i681, Senator
Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

Thank you, Mr. President and nmembers of the Senate.
160.. ’

PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SEHATOR BRUCE)

If yodea..let...let the Secretary read it, then we'll
get;.. . '
SENATOR TAYLOR:

Okay.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Philip, for what purpose do you arise?‘
SENATOR PHILIP:

(Hachine'cut—off).-.l move we adjéutn.
PRESIDIHG.OEFICB&: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well.  Semator Philip, you were not recognized for the

purpose of a motion. We are on the Order. of 3rd Reading. .

Read. the bill, #r. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. PERNARDES)

Senate Bill 1632,
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{Secretary reads.fitle of bill)
3rd teading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYILOR:

Thank you, Mr. Presideﬁt and peabers of the Body. Senate
Bill...Senate Bill 1632 is my original proposal. It’s amend.
the Illinois Housing Development Authority ict. The- author-
ity ®say grant...pay sake grants to...for maintenancé, reha-
bilitation and municipal cooperatibn orgapized to provide
low-cost public housing. My district .is one of those dis-
tricts thit needs such loans, and Mr. Ptésident and. members
of the Semate, I solicit your support for Senate Bill 1632..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) - '

The question is on passage of Senate Bill'iﬁéz. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. 'Is there
discussion? Senator Newhouse. Senator Newhouse on 1632.
SENATOR NEHHOUSE:

Yes. What is it we're voting on now?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

On the 1632 as it was originally proposed in terms of
making grants to low—incoag...for lov—income...for rehabili-
tation and maintenance in that particular area.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bewhouse.

SENATOR NEWHROUSE: .

Is the CHA Board iawolved in this?
PBBSIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR BRUCE)

Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:
Now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senpator Néuhouse. Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR MNEWHOUSE:
) What purpose does this bill serve?
lPBBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

’ ) Senator...Senator Taylor.

;SBBATOR TAYLOR:

“‘ : Senator Newhouse, .the purpose of.this bill is to try to
get moieyv for rehabilitation, maintenance for low-income
Vhouseé in those areas. Now, once before I tried to do a
‘friend a favor, and I lost a bill. I certainly hope I don't.
_have this thing to happen today again by trying to do other
persons a favor. That’é all I asked this to do, to give nme
“some motey...give me an opportunity to make loans for those.
peréons in low—income areas for rehabilitating houses.
PRESIDING 0FPI¢£§:N>(éEHATOR BRUCE)

Senator Néuhéuse.
SENATOR MNEWEOUSE:
Is your commitment to this Body then, that <¢his bill

;under your- coatrol will never see the light of those other
measures that you had in here regarding the CHA Board?
:PRESIDIHG OFFICER: {SESATOR BRUCE)

R Senator Taylor..

-SENATOR TAYLOR: .

You know, I can't control the House of BRepresentatives,

" but over here, it is very apparent that you have an awful lot

of control here.. So, whatever happens, you in the future can
. do just as you did today and may be able to stop it.
" PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Newhouse.
»SENQTOR NENHOUSE:

But we...wouldn't we solve that much more simpler here

today by voting this down, Senator?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Taylor.
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SENATOR -TAYLOR: .

I don't think so. I think that the...the House might go
along with ‘my proposal since mény of the persons over there
represent the county coanstituency I do.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. I have Sepators Philip, Weaver, Beraing,
Bowers, Walsh, Grotberg, Schhneman, Rhoads and Jeremiqh
Joyce;-;and Senatéx.;.aﬂd...and Senator Thomas. Alright.
Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:
. Thank you, Mr. President and Lﬁdies and Gen@lggggugf_ypq
" Senate. I'm afraid that...Semator Taylor, I'm a little con-
fused in exactly what your bill does these days. It's Dbeen
amended so many times in committee, and fcu've anended and
unﬁmended‘ it so many times or the Floor of the Senate, I'm
confused on exactly what the biasted thing has ever done as
introduced, I gueés.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator...Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR:

¥r. President aad Senator Philip, it does what it
intended to do as introduced. No amendment has ever been
adopted to this. Only a committee‘amendment ¥as put on and
it wvas taken off by this. Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

¥ell, I guess my question is, Senator Taylor, how many
asendnents did you have, and why ﬁould you try and put all
these ameandments on?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Taylor.

SBﬁATOR TAYLOR:

Because I was trying to help out a frieand, 1like I did



pPage 153 — MAY 27, 1982

when I triea to help Senator Hall éut and lost ay bill.
PRESIDIQG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE;“
Further discussion? Let'é see, several Senato:é have
gratefui;y-diopped off. Seﬁa;or Bovers.‘
SENATOR BOWEBS: B
Well, I really...really wanted to address this bill wvery
badly, -#8r. Chairman, and I'1l certainly ﬂb so and I
‘appteciaté four recognition, bat I;..I did want to get back
to that other gquestion. I thought a.motion to adjourn was
vaiuays in order and you didﬁ't have to recogmize. You know,
the only protection a miuoiity has is the iules. and if ve're
not going to follow the rules, then...then we're very dis—
turbed over here. And it seems - to me *hat a motion to
adjourn is always in order and it's non—debatable, and I
would like to make that motion. I move we adjourn.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
%ell, let me tell you Qherelyou're going to put us, Sena-—
tor.” We have not adopted an adjournment resolution.  The
House has, in fact, adopted a fesolution which is in error.

If this Body does not, in fact, amend that House joint reso-

lution, we...we're . going to be back here on Sunday, because,

we cannot be out of Seséioh more than three days. Nos#, if
you . will allow me to get to that”adjournment resolutions, I
think we can resolve ail jéur problems and adjourn and get
out of here.. So, I mean, that's..;that's-part of my.--fhat's
part of the Chair's- problea. “He've got a...they'are not
going to be here next veek, but they fofgot tha£ we are.
Senpator Schuneman. Senator Philip, for what purpose do you
arise? v .
SENATOR PHILIP:

You know, what really disturbs me, you know, all you have
to do is make those comments and you wouldn®t have had any
trouble.  But...but you +ry to fool us, you know, and it

just...it?s just ridiculous. Why don't you come over and
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saye héy, ve've. got a probleﬁ-with the'message, we need a
little time. We're feasonable peoﬁie, but to no:t even
acknouledge a motion to adjourn is ridiculous.
PRESIDiEG OFFICER: (SENATOR. BRUCE)

Senator Pbilip, if I tried to fool you, I certaimly did
not. ' Senator Schuneman..
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN: ,

‘ Thank you, Mr. ?;esident. I think I should yield my time
to RBepresentative...or, excuse me, Senator Jeremiah Joyce...I
forgot where I uas; sorry about that.

PBESiDIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alriéht, that is, in fact, the last'speakef on my list.
Senator Joyce...Jeremiah Joyce.
- SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

_kiell, I think we should turn this down. T think it's a
vehicle, and I thiﬂk that it's likely that Senator Taylor
might get another call from his friend.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Alright, Senator Taylor, you may...close the debate.
SENATOR TAYLOR: -

Thank you, Mr. President. You know, Senator Joyce always

come up with those interesting remparks. My friend is right
here on the FPloor, I don't have to get a call from him, and
anytime ay frienmds is here, I can talk with them about what-
ever measure I like to talk about. But this happened to be
an isportant item here that I feel for the people of my area,
~in my constituency, and I, like all other meambers of this
House, try to do the best that he can for his coanstituency..
That's why I. put forth this measure in the beginning, in
order to be aﬁle to try to pass it so that we could get

Broneye. As you know, if you live in the City of Chicago, the

county area that I represent, it do need monies badly for
reﬁab and maintepance and 'so forth for those particular

buildings. I1If I can get +bhat kind of consideration out of
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this Body, I certainly would appreciate it. I solicit your
support for...Senate Bill 1632. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATO§ BRUCE) -

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1632 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed 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 26, the Nays are 29. Senate Bill 16...0kay...Semator
Taylor asks that further considerétion of 1632 be postpoﬂed.
It will be placed on the Order of Postponéd Consideration.
~Is there leave to go tb the Qrder of Messages from the House?:
Messages from the House.

SECRETARY:

Message from the House by Mr. O*Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives adopted +the. following Jjoint
resolution, in the adoption of which I am instructed to ask
concurrence of the Senmate, to-wit:

House Joint Resolution 91.
{Secretary reads HJR 91)
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there leéﬁe to take this up for dimmediate coamsider-
ation?  Leave is granted. . On the...and Senator Rock offers
an amendment to the...to the adjournment resolution. Hohlq?
the Secretary please read the amendnment.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 to House Joint Resolution 91 offered by
Senator RoCke.

{Secretary reads Amendment No. 1)
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEBATOR BRUCE) -

Basically, Gentlemen, this would adjourn us for today and
come back on the first at twelve-thirty. Senator BRock is
recognized.

SENATOR BROCK:
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Yes, the lbng and sﬁort of that’is..-and,l would move the
adéptioﬁ of the amendment, that ve will rgturn next week at
t;elve—thirtj on Tuesday. It says:noon, but we?ll start at
tuelvé—thirty with the uenorial Day service, and then
when...the House, im fact, has left us and are going to be
returning on the 8th of June, that's why we went through all
that rigamarole; and I would ner the adoption of the amend-—
pent andcthen-the adoption of the House Joint Resolﬁtion ‘91-
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCEj

Senator Rock movesAthe adopfion to the Hoqse Joint Reso-—
lution 91.. On +the motion to adopt the amendment, all in
favor say Aye. opposed Nay. The Aies have it. The resolu-
tion is adopted. Senator Rock moves the 'suspension of the
rules for. the immediate consideration and adoption of the
.resolution. ©On the motion to suspend, all in favor say Aye.
Opposed Néy. The Ayes have it. On adobtion, all in favor
say Aye. Opéosed Nay. The Ayes have i;. House Joint BReso-
lution 91 is adopted. Do we have.the adjourameant... {Machine
cut—off).-.leéve to go. to the Order.of the Resolution Consent
Calendar? Leave is granted. Mr. Secretary, have any Sena-
tors filed objections to the Besolgéion Consent Calendar? '
SECRETARY:

¥o objections haQe been filed, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR 'BRUCE_.) )

Senator Taylor moves that the resolutions contained
thereon be adopted. On the motion to adopt, all in favor say
Aje. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The resolutions are
adopted.  Senator...Semator Taylor, for what purpose do you
afise? b
SENATOR TAYLOR: ‘ . . \

I move that we go to motions im writing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
For what purpose, Senator Taylor, do you wish to go to
motions in writing? '
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SENATOR TAYLOR:

I move to amend Rule 6, Section ﬁ as follow to affirm the
_vote of a majority of the members,eleéted to the Senate shall
be required to request Congress to calllthe Federal...l move

" to go to motions in writing for the purpose of being able to

" get a majority of those members elected in order to ratify

the equal rightsvamendment.:' ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE’

Senator Rhoads, for what purpose do you arise.
| SENATOR RHOADS:

To move that the Senate étand adjourned antil

twelve—thirty on Tuesday.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: ) (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion to adjourn is im order. Senatorvahoads has moved
~ that the Sepate stand 'édjouraed' until the hour of
twelve—thirty on June the 1st. On the motionm to adjourn,
those in favor will vote Aye. Thosé opposed will 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
31, the Nays are 23. The Senate stands adjourned until the

hour of twelve—-thirty on June the 1st.




