82ND GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

JUNE 25, 1982

PRESIDING OFPICéR: {SENATOR DONNEHALD)

The hour of ten hkaviang arriQed, the Senate will come to
order. Will the guests in our galleries please rise. Prayer
by Reverend Eugene WNeitzel, Director of Chaplains, St. Johan's
Hospital, Sprihgfield, Illinoié. (Machine cutoff)a...of the
Journal. Senator Joknsa.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, #r. ‘President. I move *hat reading and
approval of the Journals of #onday, June the 21st; Tuesday,
June the 22nd; Wednesday, June the 23rd; Thursday, June the
24th, in the year of 1982 be pos*poned pending arrival of the
printed Journal.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONFEWALD)

You've heard the motion. Those in favor indicate by
saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. Botiomn car—
ries. Messages from the House.

SECRETARY: .

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

Mr. President -1 am:directed to inform the Senate
the House of Repfesentatives haé adopted the following joint
resolutions, in the adoption of which I am instructed to ask
concurrence of the Senate, to—wits:

House Joint Resolution 97, 98 and 99, and
.they're all congratulatory. : ‘
PRESIDIkG CFFICER: (SENATOR DON&EHALD)
Consent Calendar.
SECRETARY:

A Message from the House byiﬂr. Leone, Clerk.

Br. President - I am ditected to inform the Senmate
the House of Representatives has comcurred with the Senate in
the passage of bills with the following ti%les together with
House amendments:

Senate Bill 1231 with House Amendment 4 and 5.

1251...Senate Bill 1251 with House Amendments
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7, 4 aad 5.

Senate Bill 1285 with House Amendment 1.
Senate Bill 1289‘with House Amendment 2.
Senéte‘ Bill 1299 wvith House Amendments 13, 14,
19, 20 and 21.
- Senate Bill 1361 with House Amendment 2.

Senate Bill 1374 with House Amendsenzs 1, 2 and

4.

Senate Bill 1403 with House Amendments 1 and 2.

Senate Bill 1407 with House Ameandment 1.

Senate Bill 1408 with House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 1409 with House Amendment 1 and 2.

Senate Bill 1410 with House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 1411 with House Awendments 1 and 2.

Senate Bill 1412 with House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 1416 with House Amendments 1, 2, 3
and 4.

Senate éill 1421 with House Amendment 1.

Senate ﬁill 1426 with House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 1428 with House Amendments 1, 2 and
3.

SenateEBill 1492 with House Amendments 1, 2 and
3.

Senate Bill 1514 with House Amendments 1, 2, 4,
‘5 and 6. ‘

Senate Bill 1516 with House Amendment 1.
Senmate Bill 1558 with House Amendment 13.
Senate Bill 1588 with House Amendment 1 and 4.
PRESIDiNG OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD) .
Resolutions.
SECRETARY:
Senate Resolution 616 offered by Sepnator Netsch and all
Senators, and it's congratulatory.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)
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Consent Calendar. For the informatiom of the members,-ﬁe
are about to start on the Order of 3rd Reading very éhQFtly.
Resolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 617 offered by Senator Sangmeister.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR DONNEHALD)'

Consent Calendar. {Machine cutoff).f.vill come to order.
On Page 2, House Bills 3rd reading, of the Calendar. House
Bill 396, Senator Sangﬁeister. We're on the Order of 3rd
BReading, Page 2 of the Calendar. Well, do you wish to-call
it? House Bill 608,(Sénator Berman. House Bill 712, Senator
Marovitz. BRead the bi;l, Mr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 712.

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

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOE MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, #Hr. Presiéent 1nd Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Semate. House Bill 712 is the product of
the Illinois Sheriff's Association, through the cooperation
of M#ike Mory, who is the director of the State Employeé's
Retirement Fund, and Ralph Kausch of the 1Illinois Municipal
Retirement Fund. Mr. Anderson of the Department of Insuraﬁce
and Hr. Sandor Goldstein of the Pension Laws Comnission were
able to put together this concept in proper form to be admih—
istered that is supported by all groups. 1 might add . that
all parties, again,' have agreed to thié bill. There were
some concerns voiced by-péogle covered under Article 1III,
namely, downstate police pension funds, but these coﬁce:ns
have been addressed by an amendment to the bill which we put
on yesterday. The bill simply allows vesting through com—

bined service where each system internally computes 1its own
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service and credits. The bill does nothing other than what
other pension systems already do. The bill will ensure the
‘continuiry of professiopal police officers within the State
of Illinois. And the Illipois Sheriff's Association, again,
is very, very much in favor of the bill. This bill does not,
and I repeat, this is importanc, the pill does not allow for
the transfer of credits from one system +to0 another within
Article I11 which originally was the concern of the Downstate
Police Association. So, we have answered their Questiqn.
This is simply a vesting bill for sheriffs that will help the
sheriffs attract well-trained, expérieﬁced, capaEle }aw
enforcement officials throughout the State of Illinois. I
would ask for your favorable considerau;od of House éill 712.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Before we continue discussion, do we have leave to have
WCIA permission "fo videotape, and also WBBN-TV would like
peraission to shoot, and for the Illinois State...Illinois
State University Newspaper, it's in Normal. Is there leave?
Leave is granted. Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

«e-thank you, Hr. President and members of tﬁe Sénate. I

_ just want to make one comment in regard to House Bill 712,

and I want the legislators to cast their own opinion on this,
and I do want to emphasize that the Dowanstate Policemen Asso-—
ciation are opposed to this bill, and that's my oaly comament.
PHRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Thomas.
SENATOR THOMAS:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies énd Geptlemen of the
Senate. I would echo what Senator Vadalabene just said. I-
have contacted the Fraternal Order of Police and the FOP is
not in favor of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Berning.
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SENATOR BERNING:

I rise in support of the bill. It ansWwers most of the
problems that those of us had when ic was originally intro-
duced. There may be some modification necessary in the
future, but at this time, this meets most of the objections,
and I would suggest an Aye vote.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Johas.
SENATOR JOHNS:
A guestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DONNEWALD)

Senator Marovitz. Indicates he viil“fespond.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Senator, this will probably be the first time I've ever
gone against you and I hate to do it, but these men tell me
they have fear of the use of their pensioﬂ money without
their dispre:ion or voice. And I've pever gone agaimst you
before, but I think I'® going to have to go against you on
.this one.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator...Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MABROVITZ: )

In answering Senator Johns' concern, that 'has been
ansvwered by an amendment to the bill. All four - individuals
Vvho helped prepare this, the director of the State Employee's
Retirement PFund, the Illinois Municipal Retirement Fund, the
Department of Insurance and the Pension Laws Commission got
together, drafted -“he amendament to answer the comcerns of *he
downstate police so tha: there won't be any problem about
transfer within Article III, an easy transfer. This doesn't
have anything to do with transfer within Article III. The
bill does not allow for transfer of credits from ome systen
to apother system within Article IIX, which was *the comncern

of the downstate police. I understand that concern. This
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doesn': allow that at all. This allows somebody who has been
a policemanvand vants to be a sheriff inpto another system to
transfer into that system, and in computing the pension,
there will...there will be two differeant checks issued, one
from *he original pension system, let's say it's the police
pensicn system, and another from the downstate sheriff's
system. So, there won't be any diluriag of +the pension
system from ome to another, it will be computed totally,
separately. No transfer within each system.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Johms.
SENATOR JOdNS:

Wel., an old friend of mine we call Curly just spoke. to
me thi morninge. I wish thar you and Curly could bhave got
togethe: and iromed that out because he still has a great
deal of Zears about it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

If I c¢ould have leave of the Body, because I understand
this is a concern but it's the last day, if we could get back
to this bill, I'd be happy to take it out of the record and
sit down with them and answer their concerns, because I know
they can be answered and they have been, if we can have leave
of the Body to get back to it.

PRBSIﬁING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Is there leave to take it out of the record and come back
to it? Leave is granted. House Bill 891, Senator Marovi:z,
do you wish the bill called? Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRITARY:

House Bill 691.

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
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Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
Thank you, very much, Mr. President  and Ladies and
Gentlemen of +the Senate. There are four points that would
. summarize +his bill. First of all, im Section 10-2240, this
amends the powers in section of the School Code dealing with
school boards and requires the boards to be in current
compliance with *he reporting requirements foi Section 236.
No dues may be paid to any association which Sponsors arh—
letic competition among schools and which does not permit a
post audit vby the Auditor General. This latter chaage
applies +to the Illinois High School Association. The second
_part of the bill requires school boards which hire
noncertified personnel *o pay them all earned compensation on
or before the third business day following his or her last
day.of employment, and this would put...noncertified per-
sonnel in the sanme posture as certified personmel. The third
part amends the section dealing with employment of teachers
and specifie; that if..;ﬁhe right of any tenured teacher who
is dismissed, they'd have the right not to lose those rights
which they bad and which had accrued while they were employed
and while they were tenured. The bill also clarifies...and
this uaé put in for Senator Sangmeister...clarifies that if
the vacancy is filled wiihin one year from the beginning of
sthe follbving school te;@, the tenured teacher, when rehired,
shall lose no rights that he had prior to the time *that he
vas...he had retired or he had been‘ lete..let off. The
latter provision is consistent with the present Section 2412.
Finally, this specifies that there is a vioclation in termss of
discrimination if the postseason basketball tournament for
both boys and girls is not identically structured, the same
nunber of girls and boys teams, coammon locations, same number
of games, et cetera. And I would ask for your favorable con—

sideration of House Bill 891.
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PRESIDING OPFIéEB: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

‘1s there discussions? Senator Thomas.
SENATOR'THOHAS:

Thani you, Mrg. President. Senator Marovitz, I'm not
irying to pick on you this morning, we've bzen too good of
friends fo; that. I have oae problem with the bill though,
and...and in eledentary and secondary ed...you 1like then,
thank you;..in Elementary and Secondary Ed Committee the
issue of whether or not the IHSA should provide a two—weekend
basketball tourpament the same as the boys have, I suppose
from a fairmess doctrine makes sense, but if we take a look
at the obst involved, first of all, the girls program in
Illinois is building ard it is building well, and it may be
in the...in the very néar future that there will be enough
interest to put sixteen thousand people in tha*t assembly hall
on. two separate weckends to watch Class A and then Class AA
girls basketball. At this point, however, that is not the
case. There just sigply isn*t that much interest and so the
concept was, with the support of many of the schools and the
parents of the girls that were playing, that it made more
sense to have the summer finals and the quarter
finals...th;nk you, Mr. President...to have the early
_prelimina:ies take place in communities nearer the home towns
of the schools and then bringing the four best teams in Class
A and the four best teams in Class AA all on-one weekend to
Springfield...or to Champaign. I think that vas...as the
program groﬁs and more interest takes place, they'll probably
want to go to two weekends and mechanisms are already there
for it. But I think to impose this legislation on them right
now 1iS...is certainly not cost effective and it's actually
going to make for a less interesting weekend in Champaign,
there will be fewer people attending.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Buzbee.
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SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, #r. P:esident; In keeping éi;h what Senator
Totten said yesterday about the 36th Senatq:ial' Dist:ict,_ I
think I know now why they consider it to be vacant, because
the Gentleman who's sitting over on that side of - the aisle
vho claims to be the Senator from the 36th District is obvi-
ously a House member given thebattire he has on today, and I
“think that perhaps his comments should be stricken from the
record and he not be allowed to speak anymore.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Is Qhere.;.is there further discussiona? Senator Marovitz
may close.
SENA‘i‘OR MAROVITZ:

IeeelosoI would just suggest that this is something zhat
I think is long overdue. The girls high school associations
would like it, the...the...the attendance at...at the girls
basketball +eam, just in answering Senator Thomaé' guestion,
has increased threefold over the last six Ayears, 'gnd
it's...it's really been a...a tresendous boomi to girlé
basketball iﬂ the State of Illinois. The other sections of
this bill which are very important to noncertified personnel,
supported by the IEA, clarifying language regarding tenured
teacher's rights when they get back after a .yeat;s absence.
.I +hink +these are very impor:ant: points in this bill and I
would solici+ everybody?'s support for 891. ‘

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEHALD)

The question is, shall House -Bill 891 be aéopted..;be
passed. Those 1in favor vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The
voting is open. Have all those véted who wish? °~ Have "all
_those voted who wish? Have all those voted who wish? Take
the record., On that guestion, fhe Ayes are 38; the Nays are
20. House Bill 891 having received the comstitutional major—
ity is declareé passed. Do we have leave to go back to the

Order of 3rd Reading, House Bill 608? Leave is granted.
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Read the bill, #r. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 6908.

{Secretary rgads‘fitle of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 608’is the Child
Passenger Restraint Act. This is the bill that reguires
children who are riding in their.pa:ents caﬁs uitp their par—
ents to be in child...in...in seat restraint facilities.
These are anatomically designed :restraints. to prevent the
nuaber one killer of childrem. I want to repea® that, auto-
mobile accidents for children below the age ofv five, the
number one killer is automobile accidents. This bill caﬁ
dramatically decrease that experience of severe injuries and
death. The bill applies to children aged four, three, two,
one and below. It has been endorsed by the Illinois Staze
Hedical Society, the American Medical Association, the Illi-
nois Secretary of State's Qffice, a néw..;numbet of State
agencies, a oaumber of organizatioas such as the Pediatric
Association, both Chicago, State and Aational. It is to save
the lives, to save hundreds of thousands of dollars of
expenses involved with the serious injuries that are occa-
sioned by children. The bill is designed...énd we distrib-—
uted two days ago the memorandum from the State Department of
Law Enforcement, theb State tréopers, as to the method that
will be employed in énforcing this and that is a very under-—
standing approach whereby the first ticket will be merely a
wvarning, that a system of free child restraint seats will be
available throughout the State of Illinois at either no cost
or small cost to parents. In the State of Tennessee, their

experience was tha* nimety percent of the serious imjuries
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havé been decreased and a dramatic drop in deaths since the
passage of their law three or four years ago.. Since the pas-—
sage of their law, there was only *wo deaths of children thaz
were in these car restraint seats. In Illinois, in the past
five years we've had over a hundred and <forty of tho;e
deaths. This bill is co-sponsored by Senator Bloom and Sena—
tor WNashe. And, Mrc. President, for the‘closing rema:ks after
the...any gquestions or debate, I Hou;d defer to Senator
Bloom. Be glad to respond to any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEAAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Members of the Senate, I rise
in opposition to this bill, mot because I oppose the idea of
child restraints, I think child restraints are a good idea,
but I think it's a bad law. Young children need vitamins but
ve don't have a law to arrest their parents if they fail to

give chem vitamins. Young children .need clothing but we

don't have a law *o arrest parents who can't afford to buy
clothing to properly clothe their children. Young children
need love and affection but we don't have a law that would

arrest a parent who refuses to provide that. I think that

this goes entirely too far in intruding in*o the area of
judgement om the part of the_individnal parent. I think
ve're doing something else here that...that we may npnot even
be aware of. I think sqwetimes we become so interested in
what's going on in these two Chambers, and in this building,
and in this city that we lose touch with what people really
want away from Springfield. Now, I've led...I've read the
list of all the organizations that support this bill and I

respect them, but I haven't had any paremts come +o @e and

ask me to pass this kind of a bill. I think that se're going
to have a bad reaction from the public. I don't think the

public wants this bill, in spite of the fact that all these
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fine organizations suppert it. ’I thini it will be a bad mis-—
take to pass the bill, I don't think it'11 do.anything, and I
uUrge your...your opposition to it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:
¥ill the spomnsor yield for a questibn?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEHALD)
He ipdicates be will.
SEHAiOR HALL:

Semator, I understand that if a person...if a family or
an owner of é car cannot afford to purchase a...a seat ‘for
this child that they can...that will be furnished without any
charge to thewm. Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

There is a system tha%t is being developed. First of all,
the implementation of the...of =he 1aw>ﬁill have an immediate
effective date, is going to be a delayed implementation
fore..'til January 1. That's been indicated by the léu
enforcement agencies. In that period of time, a systeﬁ of
free loaners and...and free car seats 1is ' beiny devel§ped
throughout the State of Illinois. It's...again, approxi-
mately twenty other states have this. They have been ablé io
put together through volumteer efforts, and service groups
and parent organizations the kind of écogram so that if
somebody needs it and can't afford it, they are going to be
available. I was just basded a listing of zhe...of a assbcif

ation called the Illinois Child Passenger Safety Association

which indicates groups throughout the State of Illinois that
are already plugged in to provide this kind of car seat.
PRESIDING OFFIQER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Sznator Schaffer.
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SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members of the Seuéte, I don'r thiak
there's anybody on the Floor of the Senate who wants to see a
child injured. I don't think there's anybody on the Floor 6f
+he Sepate who wouldn't like *o see the statistics, the grinm
statistics, cut down. Let me suggest to you, thdugh, thaz
this bill applies to the parents car, vhich means that if you
have a car pool and you pick up a bunch of other kids, you've
got to strap in your kid but not their kids. Doesn?'t apply
to grandparents, doesn'% apply to babysitters. 1Im fact, it
only applies to a very small percentage of the cars that
operate with childrenm in them. So, the statistics that. are
occasionally tossed about ate a'little hard to justify. 1y
major objection to this bill is the ageQ I *think that the
benefits in the first three years, the first couple of years
in parficular, probably do merit some sort of attention and
those childrén, I +hink, will, in fact, are...the parent cah
keep them in. You go to five and you go to a family that has
a bunch of children, well, you have a lot of problems
strapping them in. I object, and I object strenuously to the
hard-line, no amendment attitude of the sponsors of this bill
saying we can't send it back to the House. 1 checked the
record, there were a hundred and fourteen votes for this bill
in the 'House. What do you mean fou can't send it...what do
you mean *he Senate doesn't have the right to make a change?
Let's...1 hate to say it, let's put it on pos*tponed consider—
ation and see if we can get some amendments on to modify the

bill. In its present form, I think it is a tremendous inva-

sion on the «rights of the pareats. I think the statistics

indicate that most of these injuries are inm the first couple

of years, the largest number, it declines as they get older.
It's unenforceable for five year olds because a policeman
has got to guess the age of the child and children don't

carry identification, he's got to guess the weigh®t of the
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Cchild. It's...it's just not a good idea in its present fora,
and it's one that will come baék_to baunt us as the parents
of this State fealize what an imposition has been imposed
apon them, and, frankly, you will argue that taking care of
the sqfetf of child is not an imposition. I note with sone
interest that many of us in this Body that have younger chil-
dren, that understand the probleam, probably are going o be
voting No. 1In its present form...and we're going to hear a
lot of rhetoric about all the accidents that have happeﬂea in
the past, bur in its present form it is a law that makes it
iliegal for a mother to hold her child in a car.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DOﬁNEﬁALD)

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

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of <the Senate,
that's guite true, we are restricting the parent by sayiag
that she...shé or he has to have a seat for the child uap to
five years of age. But what also conceras me is, when I see
a parent or anyone with a child, am-adult, in their lap while
they're 4driving, and then there‘might be a sudden stop, I'nm
worrying also about the people on the other side vho-might be
hit by a car thate..the driver of which didn't have full con—

trol of it because with one arm and the baby and so forth

running around just to see what:to do.. I think this is a
step inm the right direction; I think it's worth a try. I
notice that the Department of.,.the...Rehabilitatian Insti-—
tute of Chicaéo is for it. I notice that tae Chicago Chapter
of the American Academy of Pediatrics is for it, the Depart—
ment of Insurance is for it,'the‘Lau Enforcement...Department

is for it, Public Health is for it, and the experience in

Tennessee where fifty percent of <child deaths were...the
deaths were decreased to fifty percent because of the use of
these seat belts. If nothing else,..these seats rather...it

nothing else, it will alert the person who is driving with a
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. little child in their arms to be more careful, and I think
it's time we were more careful, not omnly for .that child's
saﬁety but also for the people who might be in another auto—
mobiie which the first car would encounter with a child in it
th;t...uhich was loose. I speak in favor of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DORNEWALD)

" Senator Nimrod.
SENATOR NIMROD:

Thank you, Mr. President. I am no% opposed to some sOrt
of 'a law that would, in fact, protect the children. It seenms
to me that there has been a great deal of resistance 'to allow
any ‘amendments to go on this bill. T think all laws and all
laws that we pass ought to be in their best form, ansd if we
allow this kind of a law to go through without amending it,
Hhat.ve're saying is that the general public is too s;upid to
become educated and informed on a program that, in fact, they
vant to live byiand save the lives of their own children. I
do not. believe that there is any parent who would willfully
or kﬁosingly cause harm or death of his child or her child.
Hell,-I think tha<t on this kind of a basis and for you refus—
ing to go along. on this system that makes it a voluntary
system that helps implement that pfogcam that's being
ins{alled, what you're doing and what you're saying are two
different things, Senator Berman. You're saying that, ia
fact, 'we are passing a law that's going to cause a fine.
Se;ondiy, you're saying that we are installing and going to
have a program that's going to allow loaners and make these
things available at no charge to iandividuals. Well, you
can't.{.you're'doing it both ways. What you're doing is that
you*re going to be fining the people. And you've only pro-
duced éne le+ter from one agency that involves 1less than a
thousand of the patrolmen who will be on the highway and in
most vases will come in less contact protably than tso or

three percent of the people. You...you have not even managed
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to reach the sixteen thousand or so municivsal police and the
tventy—fivé hundred sheriff's police that are involved in
this program. Thafeaesifeesil aNY ¥aYeeellee-il...you're
comparing wizh Tennessee, Tennessee does not even enforce iz
on the interstate highway. The only thing I can say to you
v is that all of you that are going to be voting for this bill,
- I wonder how many of you strap yourself in apd put a seat
belt on that car when you're riding in *hat car and you're

worried about concern or safety. I think you bhave that kind

of responsibility, I think we do have a responsibility ﬁo

protect the childreﬁ, but this law does not address that par—

ticular problem adequately, and I would urge you to return it

back so we can all reach some agreements o1 this bill before

you éttempt to pass it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Semator McMillan.

SENATOR MCMILLAN:

Mr. President and members of +he Senate, I rise in
opposition to the bill. I think a case has been made by many
members of the Senate on Lehalf of the argument that this |is
an invasion of...of privacy that's...that's very much unwar-
ranted. I think there are some other arguments that can be
nade. I find it very strange that the suppo-ters of this
bill include a lot of those same people who have said for
years that the death penalty is not a sugﬁicient deterrent to
murder, yet, all ‘of the sudden, they are contending that a
twventy-five dollar or a fifty dollar fine is some kind of a
deterrent to carelessness for a . mothzr im the «care of
ber...of a child that she loves. It doesn!t make sense to
say that the ultimate penalty won'i sStop a...a terrible
crime, yet, they want to impose a penalty and a £fine in an
instance where a mother in the first p! .ce has caring love
and concern for that child that...that =ais law is supposedly

trying %o prozect. We're going *to be asked -~oday, or tomor—
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row, or Monday, or Tueéday or soﬁetime to defer for another
year the old practice of robbing funds from tae Highway Pund
in order %o pay for things like State police and everything
else. The roads of this State are in horrible condition. ' We
are going to coantinue to rob Gas Tax Funds to pay for St;te
police, yet, here we go, when we really can't afford it, ask-
ing +he State police to take their precious time %o peddle
into something that réally isn't their responsibility. Ve
can't afford iz, they've got more important things to do,
yet, here we go again doing it. Local law enforcement agen-
cieﬁ, county sheriffs, city police operatioans ére all in very
'aifficult financial straits. Many of them have been asked to
cut back on their police forées, yet, here uwe go adding to
the duties and responsibilities that they have and ask thenm
to spend their time when they should be protecting the health
and safety of the community against -violent criames, they’ce
going to bhave to take precious time to be concerned abouz
eaforcing this unenforceable law. This State has a lot of
responsibilities. We have responsibilities to get drunien

drivers off the road. We're doing a better job but we still
. fail at that. We're supposed to have the responsibility for
safe highways im this State and we have failed at that.
de're supposed to protect chil&ren from thé child wmolesters
and +he sex maniacs aﬁd e real;y fail at effectively doing
that. We're supposed to make :his Horld. safe for senior
citizens to live and to Halk.late at night and early in the
morning and we really have not - yet accomplished that. He
have vandalism in the cities and in the rural areas, and ites
the police's responsibility to protect property from that
vandalism, and that's oﬁr responsibility and we fail in that.
We have drug abuse that' continues +*o go vrTampant in this
State, <that's +the State responsibili:y and we fail im thaz.
Yet, we are coming forth having failed in this State’s

responsibilities to do those things which the State should be
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doing, and we're so bold as to come forth uith a law that’
indicates that we know better than every mother in this State
Bow to take care of their child. It's: absurd, it's wrong,
it?s a wrong use of State funds, and I thi#k this State wili
be sorry for it if it goes that far. I oppose it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
rise in support of this legis;ation. It has naot been a par—
‘ticularly easy decision for...for me to reach, because gener—
ally I am one of those who believes that. less goversment
iS...1s better government. However, I also believe that it
is not an encroachment on parents' rights to require these
restraints when it is the children who are at risk and who do
not have the ability toO...to protect themselves. Therefore,
I...1 would urge support for this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEEALD’

Senator Walsh.

SENATOR WALSH:

Mr. ﬁresident and members of the Senate, 1like Senator
Schaffer, I'm surprised that the sponsor ‘of this bill
wvouldn?t...wouldn't agree to accept some ahendments, some of
which are...are obviously neceséary. Por those of you who
haven't had an opportunity to look at the bill, as was indi-—
cated the other day, it provides for an effective date of
Januacy 1st, 1982. Not 1933, 1982. When the bill was intro—
duced over a year ago, I guess it was felt +that a delayed
effective date would be appropriate and give people at least
a chance to acquire these...these restraints so that they
wouldn't be in violation of the law immediately upom its
being signed by the Governor. Because the sponsor was not
willing to at least make this change, we're in a position of

having a law which is going to become effective on the day
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the Govermnor sigmns it. So, contrary to what the sponsor
indicated in his response to a guestion by Senator Hall,
we're not going to have a delayed effective date, and we may
have a delayed enforcement date, although I dom't Xnow that
we can count on that by the State pgpolice. I think if
the...if the measure becomes law, the...the State police are
probably obliged to enforce it, but even if the ‘State police
are going to wink at it or give people a pass for avwhile,
what about the many local law enforcement agencies? And is
it good government to have a law on the  books which isn't
going to be enforced? I think this is a measure that
requires more coasideration, more examination; . As Senator
Schaffer pointed out, it received élenty of Qotes in the
House, there shouldn't be any reluctance to correct it and
send it back. I urge a No vote, we'll put it on postponed
consideration, clean it up and get it back to the House, so
if we're going to have a measure of this nature, it will at
least be in proper form.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATGE DONNEWALD)

Senator Johas.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. President. If I do nothing else for the
children or for the litile woman at home who lives for chil-—
dren, I'm going to speak just a little bit om this bill. Why
are children and child passenger restraints necessary to pro-—
tect infants and small children? 1I'm reading from the Reha-
bilitation TIastitute of Chicago, "A small child caanot be
considered a miniature adult for purposes of car passenger
safety as 1its incompletely developed pelvis is unable to
Serve as d-..a anatomical error point for lap belts.” Now,
I wused to be chairman of safety for a multinational o0il
company, and I travelled all over the country talking about
restraint seat belts and  the thousands of lives it saved.

And ve had graphic pictures and films proving that restraints
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did do a job. Now, if I do nothing go:é than point out to
. you ﬁhat 1 aS...as an adult...just do not feel comfortable at
all unless that seat belt is around me when I get into that
car. . I tell you thét I have watched doctors work feve:ishly}
over ;child:en trying *o save them from the...negligence that
a parent has had in regard to his child in a car. I once
witnessed a doctor rolling down the window and saying to a
mother who had a child hanging out the window of a car 1like
sone 'dog,.and he said, "Why don*t you just put a gum tO0 that
child’s head and kill it because you're going to damage it
one of these days to where it will be nothing but a #ege—
table." And he meant every word of it, 'cause he said he had
to work thousands of hours throughout the years of his career
trying to restore a child's brain and body back to normalcy
from the neglect of a parent. If I do nothing more than call
that to your attention,...l know there is probleas in this
bill. ﬂaybe i+ could be worked our, but you go:t to start
somevhere in calling attention to those that are in charge of
the little infants and the little...little children and help
them:get some sense in their heads. Thank you, very much,
Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DONNEWALD)

As per the request of Senator Berman, Senator Bloom may

close. .

SENAT,@E BLOOM:

ﬁell, thank you, Mr. President and fellov Senators. 1'q

like to <clear up some misconceptions that were generated in
the dehate. First, some of the prior speakers appa:eﬁ:ly
forgot the letter' from the State police. HWhen thié bill
becomes law, the enforcement will start off with written
only...varnings only. They?ll implement the lav in a manner
the same way that the Motor Carrier Safety BRegulations and
Act were implemented, which by the way, had an immediate

effective date, however, they took a common—sease approach.
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They will issue a six-month warning plan, for six months
they?ll issue warning citations, then after six months, they
¥ill do a warning citation for the Ei#st of fense and then a
citation upon any subsequent incidents. I think that omne
thing that some of +he people who spoke against this bill
forgot is that the 1lanqguage 1is almost didentical to the
" Statute on the books in Tennessee, and Do one can quarrel
with the fact that the reduction in fatality and serious
injury rates in that state went down by fifty percent the
year after it was enacted and seventy—one perceat in the
subsequent year. This bill does make good sénse, and yes,
Senator Schuneﬁan, we don't have a law that mandates that 'we
love our kids, but we do have laws that immunize our chil-
dren, that say to parents, you've got to immunize your chil-
dren against communicable disease. And you can't guarrel
with the fact that the number one killer of kids under £five
are car accidents. I usually don't sponsor legislation such
as this, but in my judgment, the benefits to us as a people
in the tate of Illinois far outweigh the inconveniences,
because don't forget, tha* the cost to society at large for a
seriously injured child over that medical and rehabilitative
cost to a seriously injured child over that child's lifetinme
are anywhere from three—quarters of a million %o 1.5 million.
I think the savings is obvious. And finally, timeliness, on
June 23rd if you had read the Chicago Tribune, there was a
letter in...to "Dear Abby" that described laws that exist in
that state aand said, "We moved to this State four years ago
leaving behind in Ohio a deep dark secret we never mentioned
here. I was driving my baby daughter unbelted in her carrier
beside ne five blocks from home, I was broadsided by a mail
truck, my car vas flipped over twice and my precious baby
girl was *ossed around inside like a ping-pong ball. She
died seventy—two hours later of massive head injuries. Going

home to an empty nursery drove me crazy with guilt, I'd
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alvays been so careful. If I hAA only known what I know now,
she would h;ve ridden home in a safety seat instead of in my
arms." The pbint is that you do things 'cause they're rTight
and they're'responsihle, and 1 suggest that it*s the respon—
sible vote for éveryone in this Chamber zo vote Aye, and 1I'd
urge a favorﬁble roll call., Thank you.

PRESIDING OFfI.CER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 608 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open.
{(Machine cutoff)...voted who wish? Have all those voted who
wish? Take the record. On tha; question, the Ayes are 39,
the WNays are. 13, 1 Vo*ing Present. House Bill 608 having:
received the coﬁstitutional najority is declared. passed. Do
¥ve have leave to go to the Order of 3rd Beading, Hoﬁse Bill
396? Leave is granted. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 396.

(Secret;:y reads *itle of'bill)
3rd reading of the bill. v
PRESIDING OFI;ICER: (SEHATéB DONNEWALD)
"Serator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. Presidént énd meabers of +he Senate.
House Bill 396 does exactly what it says on the Calendar, and
that is, allows us to make our iicense plates in the State of
Illinois in our penal institutions. " Presently, there are
forty states in the United Szateé according to 'a survey taken
by the Illinois Legislativé Council which does exactly that
and there are. only ten states who do not. Presently, thé¢
State of Illinois does have. their plaées manufactured in
penal instithtions but wezdo our vanity plates in New York
and we do the rest of our plates in the Texas prisons. As
many of you kmow, this General Asseasbly, in legislation that

I introduced a couple years ago, decided to use inmates froa
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our correctional institutions to cleanup our highways, and I
‘would like to thinrk that that é:og:am is becoming a success
if it is onot already. And I think this is another step in
_using our inmkates the way we ought to, and imn the long—run,
certainly to be a good cost savings to the State of Illinois.
That's simply all the bill does. The money to do this is in
a CDB appropriation, and the Department of Corrections, if we

puf this into law, has indicated that Vienna is probably the
area that they would like to put the building up to do this.
. If there are amy questions, I would be happy to ansvwer thenm.
If not, I would appreciaté a fayorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Che@.
SENATOR CHEW:
Mr. President, I caught thai last part, Semator, you said -

put the building up. We are on a muitiyear plate and I

understand ve gre going on a...probably am eight—year licemse

plate within the next two years. Has it become such a grave

probler in manufacturing these plates that we feel if we

build adequate facilities for manufacturing, what is the cost

factor compared to what we have now, keeping in mind of +the

eight—year plate that's built out of a heavy extruded alumi-
pun...for lasting purposes?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOE SANGMEISTER:

Well, I'm not'sure what kind of cost comparison you're
askiﬁg for, but right now, as 7you know, we're on the
five—-year 9lat§ prograr and whenever this 1s going to be
implemented...this 1s just the substantive legislation that

will allow the program to be put into use, the Department of

Corrections will do the timing on it, they may or may not.
There is some money, I believe ift's a wmillion and a half,

into the program for a building at Vienra so that the build~—
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ing would be there and the equipment ready *o go whenever
they want to implement the program. Whether they do that
this year or next year, I don't know. This 1is just the
legislation to allow it to be done. As far as cosits are con—
cerned, the Lagislative Council has cpme-up wizh a figure
that, I believe, our 1980 coatract <€for multiyear plates
totalled a million six hundred and twenty-four thousand, if
that figure is any help %o you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Chewa
SENATOR CHEW:

" Yeah. A pillion now is the cost of what we're doing now.
Can you give me amy figures as to what it would cost includ—
ing constructioe of a building at Vienna? What is the
savings, or what is the cause for this particular bill? I
think we're talking about a cost factor. You should have
'something on it that would clear ay mind, insowmuch as you're
the spomsor of the legislation.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

The staff bhas p;ovided me with figures that it iill be
approximately four hundred thousand to five hundred thousand
for eguipment and materials and probably about a million
dollars for the building that would have to be put up. But
that's, of coarse,...naturally, the original start-up costs
are going to be there, but after it is once in ‘implementa-
tion, why then, of course, thé cost will drop tremendously
over the next years as we manufacture our plates. I dont*t
have an exact figure or a proration over the years as to what
welre going to save, but it's going to be a good savings,
there’s no question about that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Chewe
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SENATOR CHEW:
Senator, can you tell me who is supportive of this bill,

what State agencies and Hheré did the bill come from and who

wants it? .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Sangmeister. V
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, both the Secretary of State and the Department of
Corrections is backing this legislation. But over and above
the cost savings, Senator Chew, it also does something for
our penal institutions in that ve are doing something con—
structive wi<hin those institutions by put*ing these people
+to some work that in +*he long-rum is going to be a cost
savings to the State of Illinois, and certainly it also keeps
our money back in the State of Illinois-rather than going to
out—of—states now for the production cost of those plates.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DONNEWALD)

Senator Newhouse. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL: ' ’ |

Thank you, H4r. President. Would the spomsor yield for a
question?

PBESIDIHG-OFPICEB: {(SENATOR DOHNEHALD)-

Indicates he will.

SENATOR HALL:

Senator, my ubadersranding was, uhénA the Secretary of
State was before our committee, that some years ago the State
of 'Illinois formerly mdde the plates, and I was under the
impression that some of that machinery or the buildings or
some places still available, and I.-.§m I correct or have I
been assuming that wromg here?
PRESIDING OFFICQ§: (SENATOR DOMNEWALD)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, my research shows, Semator-Hall, that back in 1937
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and 1938 wvas the last years that we manufaciured State plates
in our penal institutioms. I teally doan*t know how much of
that equipment is still available or whether amy of it is
usable for the way we make our plates today.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Nash.
SENATOR NASH:

Mr. President and Ladies and Geantlemen of the Senate, I
rise in support of this legislatiqn. "First, I'd like to
ansver one of the questions of one of the previous speakers.
Right now we are on the multiyear 1license plate, it's not

- five, it*s approximately eight years. The Secretary of State
says as loné as the plates last théy will not replace then.
We are two...two out of fotty—three states who do pot wmanu-
facture our license  plates in our prisons, Dakota is the
other state. Our vanity plates are manufactured in the
prison of New VYork State and the regular plates im the
Texas...Texas prison system, and this bill will put 1Illinois
money back into Illinois. I urge your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:
My question was answered.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:
A question of the sponsor, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DO§NERALD)
He indicates he #ill respond.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, Senator Sangmeister, you might have already answered
this question, but I missed it if yom did, but will ve be set
ip...under the way you're intending to set this up, to manu-

facture plates for other states or t0 be able %o contract
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with other states?
PRESIDING OEFICﬁR: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yeah, I'vé been advised that we would then, of course,
have the capability of doing that. That is not the inten-
tiod...but if other states would come %o us and would want to
do that, I'm sure that would be seriously considered.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senaror Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEX:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I rise in favor
of...of House Bill 396. I think there’s several *hings
that*s important factors here. Number one, that we again...l
think we can save some tax dollars and bring the manufac-
turing of those license plates back into the étate of Illi-
nois, Number . two, I think it will be a big hglp to those
people serving'in those institutions to give them an oppor-
tunity to do something with their time, which I thimk will
probably cut dovn on the problems we have ip that insti-
tution, and also, thirdly, I think if we do have the capabil~
ities of being able to coatract with other states, we might
be able to subsidize that cost of that operation by doing
that. I 'think it's a good bill a=d 1'd ask for meambers of
this Senate t§ support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Maha:. Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you,vﬂr. President. I...I have no problem with the
bill. You meantioned, however, Vienna as the place where tﬁis
would be...has the site already been selected?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

{Machine cutoff)...Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:



Page 28 — JUNE 25, 1982

Well, I've bheen advised by the Department of Corrections
that the momey is in the CDB appropriation to do that and it
is their plans to.put it at Vienna. » I don't know whether
that's totally fismal decision or not, but appacently, it
" is...o0kay, yes, it has been decided, it will be at Vienna,
that!s the answer to your question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Newhouse. » -
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

In which case I agree with the concept of the bill, buf
.I'd like for the record to %ell me soame more about how this
site was selected.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTIER:

Well, I...like I say, I've been told by the departament
that that's where they would like to put it. I'm sure that
the director would be more than happy to talk to you about
relocating it. So, 1 would suggest you talk with him.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

(tachine cu*off)...Mahar. {Machine cutéff)...aohns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Just like...you touched on a
word, Senator Coffey, that is really part of the key to this
thing, subsidize. If fou look at the State of Texas and
their Department of Corrections, they brag on tha* department
practically paying for its own way and showing a profit, and
the reason is the very element that we're talking about.
They're doing work for other states. So, we really are sub—
sidizing the Department of Corrections in Texas by‘ allowing
the present systema to go along. Now, thap's one thing.

' Second, wve're not really hurﬁing unemployment, we're pot
helping unemployment, but we're not causing further unemploy-

ment ip Illinois by doing.this either. So, we're not harting
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+he labor force. Third, Vvienna is a beautiful site, we have
thirty-four hundred acrss of étate—ouned property there right
now that could be utilized for many, many reasons and good
and sound purposes. I think this is a good idea. This ini-
+ial investment might te a little large, I don't know what it
costs us presently. Can rou tell me, Senator Sangmeister,
what it costs us right now to do this job in Texas? Do you
have...I might have missed that figure.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Sena*or Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

The only figure 1've got is the ome I gave Senator Chew,
that in 1980 the tote . amount of the contract that was
awarded was one million : .x hundred and twenty-four thousand
one hundred and eighty-four dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENZ.OR DONNEWALD)

Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Well, I certainly rise in support of this, not because
Vienna is in my district but because of the facts 1It've Just
expressed. Thank you, very wmuch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNERALD)

Senator Keats, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KEATS:

To move the previous guestion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator, we have bu% two members to speak to this...three
novw, and going up. we'll consider that after the three
are...finalize their speech. Senator Schuneman.

SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

Will the spomsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SE¥ "TOK DONNEWALD)
Indicates he will.

SENATOR SCHOUNEMAN:
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Senator Sangmeister,.my question has to do with whether
or mnot this program really would be coét effective. You've
indicated that there is an appropriation im the CDB budget’
for a nmillion and a half, and when we sell those bénds, I
assume we're going *o have to pay somewhére around tem per-
cent in the bond market today, municipal bonds. So, if I
figgre it correctly, we're going to spend about a hundred and
fifty thousand dollars a yeaf_in interest. And you indicated
eaflier that our total cost for license plates aow is a @mil-
lion six, is that right?

PBESID;NG OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Sangmeister. .

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

So, it seems to me thkat we're going to be spending about
ten percent for interest of what our total cost outlay is
now, and I'm just wondering if that really is a cost effec—
tive progran for the Stéte to get into. I'n not particularly
for or against your bill, but I...I an ;urious about that.
It seens to me that it might be questionéble as to whether or

pot it really is cost effective.

" END OF REEL
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Beel No. 2

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATbR'DONNEHALD)

¥as that a -queséiog, Senator, Oor a statement? Senator
Sangmeister may respend if he so desires.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Hell, we do not have...néithet the Secretary of the State
nor the Department of Correctioas can give me the actual fig-
ures now so that we can get it right down to the...being the
dime of cost effectiveness. But, obviously, the start—up
costs are going to be there and in over a period of years 1is
when we should be getting our return. But, Senator, I ask
you to consider the additional factors of <hat momey will be
spent 1in Illinois, not in the State of Texas or in New York,
and also, it will be doing something within our penal dinsti-
tutions to give thé,inmates some meaningful labor. I think
certainly those two Additionai +hiangs far outweigh amny cost
effectiveness *hat you may.‘be concerned about. That's <he.
best I can answer your question.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DCONNEWALD)

Senator Gitz. )

SENATOR GITZ:

A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Indicates he will zespond.

SENATOR GITZ:

Senator Sangmeisfe:.m.ﬂid I understand you correctly that
you said the estimated cost of the State wvas some four to
five million dollars in start—up cost?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SARGHEISTER:

Yes, four hundred to five hundred thousand for equipment
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and materials and then, of course, for the conétfuction of
the facility which is a start—up of a willion and a half and
then whatever it goes to, it could reach that ambunt, that's
correct.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DOWNEWALD)

Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

Has the Secretary of State evaluated some other mecha-
nismss by comparison how we mighi manufacture licemse plates
in Illinois?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (seunoa_ nduNBHALD)

Senator Sangmeister. Senator Sangmeister. .
SENATOR SANGMEISTER: .

Yes, I understand they have talked to the Department of
Rehabilitation Services, and somewhere along the. line, they
maybe cnt in on a portion of the license plate manufacturing,
but thatt's down the pike. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DONNEWALD)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Does the Secretary of State or anyone else have an esti-
mate of what these other alterpnatives such as -through the
Department of Rebabilitation would cost? ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Sangmeister. .

SENATOR SANGMEISTER: »

As I understand it, that department is still studyiang it
and they don't have any better figures to offer. than anybody
else at this timea. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:
Well, I'm also given zo understand that there has indeed

been an estimate done and that that estimate would Dbe some
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five bhundred thousand dollars. Can you explain the...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR GITZ:
Can the sponsor shed any light on that?
SENATOR SANGHUEISTER:

Senator Gitz, you have information that I...I do not
have. I haﬁe béen working with the Department of Correctioms
and the Secretary of State to try to resolve their differ—
ences and their problems which was resolved with Amendment
No. 1 that was placed on this bill. dther negotiations, 1
have not been...contacted on nor asked to participate in.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Gitz. Your time is about expired, proceed.
SENATOR GITZ:

Well, if <there is a...if it*s cost effective to do it
through the prison system, that's fine. 1 certainly don't
object to the thrust of the legislation. But I do note that,
apparently, there has been some study givem to other alterma—
tives such as rehabilitation facilities, and it seeams to me
that if they have the possibility of achieving the sanme .end
and do;ng so with a better efficiency in teras of cost, that
that is certainly a worthy alternative to exXamine. on béw to
meet the same objective.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I-..I'ﬁ a little Eonfused by
ail of this opposition and guestioning. of what'é_ going on
here. This is something that on this Floor over the years
and the appropriation's process over the years we've heard
time and time again the people espouse, that what we ought to
do is bring the license plate manufacture back to Illinois,

.put it in the priscns and give the cons something to do.
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¥ow, if you talk to anybody that's in the correctioms busi-
ness, a warden or anjthing like that, they*ll tell you their
biggest problem is finding something to do to keep these
people busy, and they make up Jjobs. Do you know, as am
exanple, phét ander a Federal Court ruling, we now pay every
con that?!s in our system some thirteen to fifteen dollars a
nonth for spending money. We used to pay them for work, - for
‘jobs, and then a Federal Court ruled years ago *that you
couldn?t give it to some and not to others, so now w¥e pay all
of our cons. And this is an attempt to give some more people
a job. What difference does it make if...if the building is
located in Vienna, or if it's located in Jolie=, or if it's
located in Springfield on the...at the top of the Capitol
Dome. It's not going to make ome jiota of difference as far
-as Jjobs for civilian population. We’re going to put coans to
work, Ladies and Gentlemen, and they're going +to work
wherever the building is built. It so happens the Department
of Corrections has decided that since they're building a
brand new, medium security penitentiary in Vienna, that  the
best way +to build this building is right there when they're
building *he whole...the whole kit and caboodle at once. As
far as coét effectiveness, of course, it's not‘going to be
cost effective the first year. But you can bet your bippy
i£'s going to be from...at some point down the 1lipe éost
effectivé if we're spending those dollars, as Senator

Sangmeister said, in Illinois as opposed to in Texas or. New

York. Now, why are we fooling ourselves, let's go ahead and

vote the bill out of here and get it om the books and get on
with the business.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The last speaker, Senator Davidson, before closing.
Senator Davidson. '
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, most of “he points I want to make have been made by
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Senator ABuzbeé‘ and Semator Sangmeister. Thgre is one 6ther
item which none of you have responded to. . Forget all the
malarkey agout this, +hat, and the other. But all of you,
including some of you who are asking guestions; in the ten
years I've been here in saying, bring the plate manufacturing
back o Illinéis, quit sending our money out. But the other
item which most of yéu had complained about is, we have to.
train these individuals in a useful talent when they get out.
Now these 1individuals are going %o be working with metal
stamping machines, et éetera. Cne of the prime needs of
industry today is individuals who know how to operate an
automatic metal stamping machine. Here we:  have an oppor—
tueity to train someome who did not have a useful talent
before they went in, to a paying job when they get out so,
one, we're .not going to recycle them as a prisoner; two, we
make them a tax supported dindividual no longer. They're
going to pay t&xes to help the rest of us support the rest of.
them. It's a good hiil, vote Aye, it ought to go out of here
59 to nothing..
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

- Senator Sangmeister may close.
SENATOR SANGHMEISTER:

¥ell, not fo delay:auything any further, I think the sum—-
mation by Senator Buzbee and Senator_Davidson says it all.
Request a favérable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

The guestion is, shall EHouse Bill 396 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed HNay. - The wvoting is open.
(Machine cutoff)...all those voted who Wish? Get with it.’
Have all those voted uﬁo wish? Take the . record. On. that
question, éhe Ayes are 57, the Nays are none. Housa Bill 396
having received the cons%itutional majority is declared
passed. House Bill...we...we did have leave to ¢oO...return

to House Bill 712. Senator Marovitz, the bill has been read
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a third zime. Senator Marovitz you may proceed.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:
~Thank you, very much, Mt.J President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Just...jﬁst a moaent. I...I'm sorry, the Secretary
advises me that that has been taken out of the record. ‘The
Secretary will read the bill for the third time.
SECRETARY:
House Bill 712.
(Sec;etafy reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. ‘ : .
PBESIDI&G OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD) ' N
Senator marovitzl I think you want to yield to Semator
Vadalabene.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:
Yes, I do. This is the Sﬁeriff's Association bill. The
substance of which has been already discussed at length, and

I would yield to Senator Sangmeister and then Semator Thomas

for some clarifying comments.
PBEéIDIﬁG OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Well, just a moment, Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose
dé you arise?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

I think he acknowledged that he...you...he was to yield
to me, although he didn*t meation it. Are you going to yield
to me. or not?

-PKESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

.-e.Senator Marovitz. It's too early, folks.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:z

Senator Sam, you're much %00 big for me to fight with. I
yield to Semator Sam first and then, I said after. that, to
Senator Thomas.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
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All right.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

After Senator San, senioritf already holds, Sanm.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Vadalabene-' .

SENATOR VADALABENE:

You didn't cqnfuse me, you confused the President of the
Senate. The objections to Senate...House Bill 712 has been
removed. There has been a aeeting with the Executive Direc—
tor, Curly Rodgers. The bill is intended to go to a Confer—
ence éommittee and then include the downstate policemen and
everything is in good order and now we should éuppo:t the
bill the way it is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Thomas..
SEMATOR THOHAS:

Thank you, ¥r. President. i concur with what Senator Sam
said, the problems have been worked out and the ?é? is happy,
the  sheriff's people are bhappy, everybody is happy, let'’s
vote for it. ’ '

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

{%achine cutoff)...discussion? Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS:

hell, will the sponsor or someone please tell me, if
everyone is so happy why is it intended to go to a Conference
Comaittee? \

PBES;DING OFFICER: {SENATOR BéUCE)

Senator Matovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Very legitimate question, there were two separate vesting
sections in the bill, Curly Rodgers of the Police Association
had some question about whether *he vesting sectioas vere
equal. He said that there needs to be a clarifying amendment

put in there. I committed that the bill will go to Confer—
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encé Commit*tee, +hat the amendment %ill be put on, and if,
-indeed, the amendment is not put on, I make the commitment,
this bill will be Tabled.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (éENATOB BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The guestion is
"shall Housé Bill 712 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
oppbsed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wiéﬁ? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 59, the Nays
are none, '-none Voting Present. House Bill 712 having
received the Tegquired constitutional majority is declared
passed. House Bill 1006, Senator...House Bill 1060, Senator
Marovitz. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary, please.

SECBETARY:
House Bill 1060.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
: .Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

In the original draft, House Bill 1060 required notifica-
tion given to the Northwest Planning Commission of any pro—
posed IHDA housing de&elopment in the commission's geograph—
ical boundaries. Thaf would be:the counties of Cook, DuPage,
Lake, McHenry, Kane.éﬁd will. And originally provided that
the comﬁission might be able to notify legislators in other
areas. vNow the bill says that the N¥orthwest Planning Commis—
sion must notify the Senators and Representatives within
their authoricy, and i éhink +his is a very good piece of
legislation. There are a lot of IHDA developments that ve,
in our districts find oﬁt about too late to inform community
residents - so that they can participate in the planning proc—
ess. This just says that ve must be notified of proposed

IHDA developments- within our districts and I would solicit
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your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

15 there discussion? 1Is there discussion? Thé guestion
is, shall ﬁouse Bill 1060 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all vozed
who wish? Have éll voted who wish? Have all voted who wish”™
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 51, the Nays
are 4, 4 Voting Present. Hohse Bill 1060 having received the
required conastitutional majority is declared passed. House
Bill 1244, Senator Degnan. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please. Senator Degnan. Read the bill, HMr. Secrezary.

. SECRETARY: -
House Bill 1244.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
-3rd. reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN: -

Thank you, Mr. President.. House Bill 1244 is offered as
an incentive to the restoration...for the restoration and
preservation 'of landmark historical buildings in Illinois.
It provides a tax incentive when the director of the Deparz~
ment of Conservation approves a building as a historicai
building and when twenty—five pefcent of the_ fair market
value ﬂas been spent on rehabilitation. The bill doses con—
tain an opt out clause for municipalities. I'1ll aaswver ;ny
questions..

PRESIDING OFPiCER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senmator Bruce.

SENATOE BRUCE:

I would just 1like to indicate to the Body that I live
within a historic dis:rict,'and because I would be affec- i
by this program, I will not be voting on iz,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Heisch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

I 1live in one too, 1 think, but I certainly plan to vote
for the bill, I dont*: live in an historic ﬁuilding. Well, be
that as it may, I...I wuas tisingvin supporz of *the bill. I
think that it does address some of the provisions of Senator
Joycet!s original legislation that were considered not totally
effective in achieving the intended.re$ults of preservation
aid, and I <think it is a good idea, it...it"s going to be
easier and more rational in terms of its application and I
would urge support. .

PRESIDING OPFICEH? (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Due to a copflict of imterest
where I would... gain substantial financial benefit from
this bill, I'm going to vote Present.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senazor Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you; .ur. President. Will the spomsor yield for a
qﬂestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR MAHAR:

TW0...4¥0 questions. Does this allow the mﬁnicipality to
set up the...the historic district? Does it allow it to ini-
tially establish an area for historical sites?

PREZSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

No, it does not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahare.
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SENATOR MAHAR:
That's in some othgt bill, is that correct? Does _this
_allow non-hosme :nlé municipalizies to opt out?
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN: .
Yes, it does.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
' Senator Mahar. Okay, Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you. A guestion of the sponsor. Senator Degnasn,
is it not true that once 7you have a historical building,
there are already in place, beautiful, beautiful aand success—
ful Federal tax benefits for helping a historic building,
once it's certified and that people who are trying to shelter
their investments are seeking nationwide for such wonderful
bills as this? Is there any truth to that?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnana.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Yes, Sir.

»PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

I just thought it should be in the record. I happen to
operate a historic lapndmark and it is owned by a
not—-for—profit so we don'* get the tax advahtages of it. But
this is a marvelous bill, and it takes it just a little fur—
ther than the Feds already have going and it's a great incen—
tive *0 get...landmarks declared. But the truth behind the
whole thing, I'm sure, and ‘this was notr to embarfass the
sponsor, but I think for the record, we should all know that
we should vote for it ‘fqr that very reason. It's a good

investment, it's a good private enierprise bill.
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PRESIDIYG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

?u:the:'discussion? Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:

Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Iadicates he will yield, Sena*or Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:

Senator, I was ome who was not in favor 6f the voriginal
bill which...which actually froze real estate taxes, I'guess,
for ten years, thanks-to Senator Joyce. But...I'D DOt sure
hov...how this bill changes the existing law. Is that freezé
beiny eliminated, or are we extending the freeze, or ié it
somewhe @wore stringent requiring substantial rehabilitation,
or how oes it affect the existing law?

PRESID1.G OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Ser .tor Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Amendment No. 1 which we adopted several days ago pro-—
vides that that repealer in the bill is still intact with the
exception of...we believe two municipalities took advantage
of tha+%, two municipalities in this State. And by repealing
it, there would be a gquestion on whether or not those people
#ho toox advantage of it would no longer have that advantage,
so the...the adoption of Ameandment No. 1, two days ago, pro—
tects only those two municipalities. Other *than that, it is
repeaied.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senacor Walsh.

SENATOR WALSH:

..ethe whole bill is repealed -or...in other words, we're
not going to have the freeze any more as a result of this
measur ?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan.
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SENATOR DEGNAN:

Public Act 81—1561, which is Senator Joyce's bill of
several years ago, is repealed except for those two munici-
palities who zook advantage of it at that time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:
‘ So, that will be the effect of House Bill 1244 as
amended, we'll be finally getting around to repealing that
bad bill that Senator Joyce passed a couple of years ago. Is
that correét?
PRESIDING CFFICEB: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator...Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN: |
Well, good or bad, it's repealed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Fdrther discussion? Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:

Thank you, very mﬁch, it's nice to be with Senator Joyce
for once.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOA ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. Preéident. I would just like the rTecord
to reflect that I,_goo, have a conflict, I live in the Oak
Park historic district. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

all right. PFurther discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Just wanted to declare my conflic* of interesta. I...the
area that I 1live in is under considera“ion for historic land-
mark status and I may have a coanflict of interest.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR‘EBUCE)

Further -discussion? Senatror Degnan may close.
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SENATOR DEGNAN:

~I'm a little confused on the conflict of interest state-
ments. .This bill provides that when one who owns a historic
buildin§ puts ia twenty—five percent of the fair market value
in - rebabilitation he is eligible for a tax a@van:age. Just
owning a building gives you nothing under +his bill apd, in
fact, it fepeals the availability of a tax advantage granted
by Public‘Act 1501 of *81. The bill is supported and s&g-
gested by tbe;..Landmarks Preservation Council. I urge the
passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The;question is, shall House Bill 1244 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 2, 6
Voting Present. House Bill 1244 having received the required
constitytional majority is declared passed. House Bill
1250...1423; Senator Egan. Read the bill...Senator Egan.
Read the biil, HE. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1423.

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

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank yol,..-MT. President aand meabers of the

Senate. House Bill 1423 is a...ad anendment to the Pension
Code for the Chicago Teacher's Pension System and they are

requesting in this bill three things, that they be allowed to

remarry aad still maintain their pension which is a benefit
that has been held to be necessary by the Federal Courts and
all the other systems with...I don't know of any exceptioms

have adopted. And it allows also for a one time increase of
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three percent for survivors of a benefit which the downstate
teachers bave, and this would bring that benefit iz line with
the...benefit that is already . afforded to the downstate
teachers. Aad thirdly, it allous thate..thes.s.the
board...for an early retirement if...if ‘the...the board
alloved‘ up to thirty percent of the...the eligirle teachers
early retirement. a somewhat controversial pension zopic that
- has emerged within the last few years. But, basically, " the
benefits that are afforded the downstate teachers, they have
these bemefits, presently, this would bring the Chicago
teachers within the same benefits ia their pensions, and to
my knowledge, the...there is no oppositiom, it's been well
worked out and I ask for your favorable coansiderati .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE) A

Senator Beraning.
SENATOR BERNING:

Well, Mr. President, first, I'd like to cail the atten—
tion to the Chair and to +the sponsor that amendment, I
believe it was Amendment No. 1, that was put on the other day
appears to be in improper form. It adds a section to the
bill without indicating underlining and I wonder if that is
not inproper. I'm referring to line 14 which is en addition
to the context of the bill on page 4 at the end of line 20.
It says, "Add by inserting survivor's and children's benefits
described in this section and so on."™ This is entirely new
language and it seems to me should have been unde}lined.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

égnator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Well, I...I bhad the same observation as rou, Senator
Berning, but I have been informed %hat because of *he lan~
guage that states the following and them the lamgu-je is in
quotes that that does not mnecessitate underlining. I

accepted that and it's new language.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Beraning.

SENATOR BERNING:

Well, then, Mr. President, let me call_the attention of
the Body to the Section 2 which purports to eliminate the
State obligation under the State Bandates Act and
the...dollars involved are rather substantial. The indi-
cation is that it would run between two and a half and‘1three
and a half million dollars; to me, that is substantial. And
let me read to you what the amendment purports to use under
the State 'Mandates Act %0 absolve the State of Illinois of
this obligation. ™"The General Assembly finds that undér the
provisions of subpart 3 of _Section A of Section 8§ of the
State Mandates Act, the State is relieved of reimbursement
liability," mnow get +this, "because this Ac: creates addi-
tional costs but aiso provides offsetting savings rCesulting
in no aggregate increa;e in net cost." Ladies aﬁd Gentlemen
of the Senate, that is a totally specious argument. Yes, it
creates additional costs, I don't even know how much buz at
least two and a half million dollars and probably a good deal
BoOre. But . there isn't anything that's been given us in the
way éf evidence that ptovi@es offsetting savings. Bven if
there were, that would not eliminate‘the State’s obligation
under the State Mandates Act. further,'Ladies and Gentlenmen
of the Senate, let me remind you that at.the committee hear—
ing the representative of the Chicago Board of Education
testified against <this. The Chicago Board of Education is
the one which will be burdened with the cos: if the State 1is
relieved of the obligation and they say they can't afford it.
For that and several other reasons, such as establishing a
brand new precedent again with a three percent annuity - for
survivors over sixty, something that we don't have in any
other system, this bill, in @y opinion, Ladies and Gentlemen

of the Senate, ought to be defeated.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

(Machine cutoff)...discussion? Further discussioa?
Senator Eéan may close.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and meibers of the Senate.
Hell, there 1is a great deal of contradictory»notién ONewes0On
the cost of this bill. As a matter of fact, 1 think‘ izts
readily admitted by most, if not all, that ultimatély, it
will save money and the Board of Education objection was that
this year they can't afford i%, and their estimate on the
cost is way over what I think is a reasonable estimate om the
éost. In any event, there is no new precedent set here
wvhatsoever. The...the...the bill merely lines...puts im line
the benefits the teachers have in Chicago with tha: of the
downstate teachers, and we now have a uniform pension for
teachers State—wide when the bill passes. 1 commend it to
your favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1423 pass. Th&se 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 32, the Nays ate 25,
1 Voting Present. House Bill 1423 having received the
required constitutiomal nmajority is decléred passed. If I
might have the attention of the Body, all the remaining bills
on this page are on the recall 1list, and I will 4go down
through them. Some of them are amendments proposed by spon—
sors, except the last bill, Senator Bermanm's bill, 2578 does
not have an. amendment. I would also call the attention of
the Body, if I might have you, on page 3 of your Calendar,
House Bill 2461, the description contained on the Calendar is
in error. So, you will want to refer %o your Digest to nake
sure you have zhe correct informatiom concerning . House Bill

2461. Senator D'Arco, for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATCR D'ARCO:

- There*s two amendments to 2439, but I would like to with-—
drav¥ those amendments. I think the bill is on the recail
list now, but I would rather withdzaw rthose <two aumendments
and proceed with the bill as is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. If I might just ask...Senator Netsch. 1Is
Senator Netsch oan the Floor? Sepator Carroll, 2038, are you
going to amend 1ir? The amendmen*t is offered by Senator
DeAngelis, do fou plan to...I just want to get...yes, all
right, so we'll take that ome. I think 2039, Senator Geo—
Karis, are you goiné‘ to amend? All righz. . Well,
then...Senator Netsch, you will amend? All right. Senétor
Maitland. All right. Sernator Berman, your 2342. And Sena—
tor Gitz...all right. Well, with leave of the Body, let's
take the...the one bill on tha*t page that has not been. yet
amended, then we will go to recalls, then go back through the
list for those bills that have been amended. There...there
is only one remaining bill on 3rd reading that does not need
to be amended, along with Senator D*Arco's, I gjuess. Sedator
D'Arco, we'll just take them in order then. Senazor D*Arco
on (Machine cutoff)...Bill 2439, on Page 3 of your Calendar,
was on the recall list and Senator...SenatorD'Arco indicates
he will...*hose were his amendments. Sena*tor DfArco is
recognized. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {B. FERNANDES)

House Bill 2439.

(Sectetary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank you, HMr. President. This is the Chicago Park Dis—

trict pemsion bill. It makes certain provisions providing
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that a person at least sixty age could withdraw from the pen-
sion systenm if he entered service before 1980. It increases
the surviving spouse award, it . increases the pini—
mul...benefit’ for surviviﬂg annuitants from...ic also pro—
vides that thé employee who entered service...who retires on
July 1, 1983 with at least ten years of service shball not
have his death benefit reduced, and the bill was amended to
pr@vide that it was exempt ftom zhe State Mandates Act.
There is also an amendment on here for the Policemen's Pen-
sion Fund that the minimum widow's...pension would be raised
the...from two hundred dollars to two fifty per month. And
tﬁere was also an amendment on here for the State Board of
Election to pick up the contributions of regional super—
intendents for compensation purposes. That's what it does, I
don't know of any opposition and I would ask for a favorable
vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you; Mr. President. Just ome inquiry, perhaps. In
relation to the amendment for the regional superintendent of
schools, does that mean that some@ow the State of Illinois is
going %=o0 pay their pension contribution and that would be
equivalent toithe State of Iilinois paying our three thousand
dollar pensio# contribution?' In other words, is this a kiand
" of a backdoor‘pay raise for these folks?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DYArco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

$hat...what the amendment says is that the...it just
clarifies the authority -of the State Board of Elections to
sheltef regional superintendents® coatributions to the pen-—
sion funds. That pickup is strictly for 1IRS, Internal

Revenue Service, purposes and all the systems shelter that
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) pickﬁp cost by providing it on péper as a employer contribu—
}tion, but there 1is no additional cost to the system. The
.. employee sti;l has to make his pension contribution to the
:system.' Just for 1IRS, Internal Revenue Service, purposes

_ for...for the pickup, where you...where they shelter the zax
to the pension system from...from that point of view, the
employer contributes the pickup to the system, but the
émployee, in...in fact, makes the contributionm.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sonmmer for the...Senator Soamer.
SENATOR SOMHER:

Well, 1itt*s nmy undérstanding now, those of us ia the Gen—
eral Assembly or State employees can opt to have our pension
contributions treated as taxable or non—taxable income under
the deferred compensation plan. Does this amendment do that,
I dont*% think it does, does it, Senator?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR BRUCE)
. Senator D*Arco.
SEﬁATOB DYARCO:

Thate..I think that.e..that?'s the purpose of the amend-
ment, in order to get <the regional superintendents under
thé..-deferred coampensation plan. #ait a wminute. Roger, ask
that question one more time, I just want to be perfectly
clear that's wshat it does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)V

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

I understand the deferred compensation arrangements, you
can treat your pension contribution as non-taxable and
that...that helps you in a couple of ways, but it does not
say *that the State of Illinois pays tpaz contribution. de
still pay tha%, it's simply £for a bookkeeping purpose
created, not part of our gross income. Does this amendnment

do that, or does this amendment actually pay that...that con-
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tribution for these people?
SENATOR D'ARCO: )

No, that's exactlf what the amendm;nt does. ;t's treated
as npon-—-taxable dincome lfor deferred coumpensation purposes
only, but the employee'pays thee...his con<ribution %o the

. pension system. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: (S;NATOB BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Rupp.
SENAfOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I*'d like to ask the sponsor a
qqesﬁion.

PBES;DING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will'yield.

SENATOR RUPP:

In fact, tvo questions. The two amendments that you had,
what did they cover and are...l would like to have you. repeat
that, included in this bill is the pzoéer amendmwent which
takes care of the State’s Mandate question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) v

.Senato: D*Arco. .

SENATOR D®ARCO:

Well, vwe went over that, you know, I don't know how many
times, and that amendment is...has been filed oannd reading
and” it...it does say that the State would not have to reim—
burse the unit of local government, in this case the Chicago
Park District, for any increase in pension benefits from tae
effect of this bill, I don't know how elée to say it. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOK BRUCE)

*Senator Rupp. '
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you. I als5 asked what was‘contained in the two
amendments that were not put on.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR_BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.
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SENATOB.D‘ARCO:

Heli, we Jjust discussed the other amendment about the
regional superintendents on the State Board of Education. So
that's not the amendment you're talking about, right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

No, Senator D'ArcCoOe.

SENATOR L'ARCO:

Iou're talking..;are you tal;ing about{..l got more
améndmenés, you want to talk about those?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQB BRUCE)

' iSenator BUpPpe
SENATOR RUPP:

It was uny understanding that this bill was called back,
this is on the recall list to put amendments on, now we find
out tha*t those two amendments are no% going to be put on. I
was wondeiing what they were, and if- they wvere amendments
that had been put on or were going to bé pat on in responsé
to some questions previously asked.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco, the yuestion relates to the two amend-
ments that were not put om. Senator D'Arco.
SEHATOS D'ARCO:

The...the two...the two émendments éhat vere not put on
were ameﬁdments to the teacher's ;etirement system, and thbse
amendments were withdrawn and thej sere nét put on.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROUCE)

Senator Rupp.

. SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, I think. What did they say? What did they
cover? What was the pﬂrpose of them?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEQATOB BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

You kanow, it doesn't make sense to me to discuss two
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apendments that bave been withdrawn, I meas, loéic dictates
otherwvise, if theie is such a thing, but...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE).

Senator Rupp, Senator...Senator D'A:co;s point is fairly
well taken. Senator Rupp, though,.l understand your point
too. .

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, I appreciate that, buz if there had been
a...an agreement to make some changes and these were to take
care of those changes that vere agreed to, then I think it is

‘relevant to ask if they are now not being foiiowed through
on. That's what has happened in the past on some of thes,
and I just didn't want this to happen in this case.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

The Chair would point out on this bill that the amend-
ments proposed were Senator D'Arco's, it is not a guestion of
some other Senator wishing to add and.he did not recall 1it,
they wvere...his amendments. Furthér discu#sion? Sena%or
Berning. |
SENATOR BERNING:

Heli; J-val am a 1lirtle bit confused also, Senator
D*Arco. The two bill...or *he two Amendmenté you just dis~
-cussed, the pickup provision and the elimination of the
elected superintendents were the.only two amendments I knew
of that were to be offered. Are you saying that <*here vwers
more under consideration? v
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

NO«weeinesethesssthe two amendments that you Jjust
described, you and I agreed *o uithﬁraw, and we do have that
agreement that Senator Rupp was talking about, that hasn't
been violated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Berning.
' SENATORBR BERNING:

I...I understand thaz, but you just elaborated on <these
tvo amendments as 1if they are an integral part of the bill
and that's what confuses pe. OTf...0r did I mwmisunderstand
that you had takemn them out, and:you're describing why you
took...what they were even though you took them out?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATAR D'ARCO:

NO...N0..-00. They were not;..they're'not a-part of ‘the
bill, I withdrew them, Karl, so how could they be a part of
the bill, you know. But, just trust mé, Karl, just trust me.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

For what purpose...Gentlemen, I...it's now ten  minutes
after twelve, so Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Hr. President. I wonder, I was thinking of a
couple of amendments for this bill, copld we discuss those?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) .

only if you get the approval of Senator Geo-Karis. ~Fur-—
ther discussion? Senator D'Arco may close.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, I really didn't mean to confuse anybody, Mr. Presi-
dent, and if I did, I apologize. I just...everyone knows
what's in the bill, and what's not in the bill, we shouldn't
worry about. And I would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OUFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall House Bill 2439 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 guestion, the Ayes
are 35, the Nays are 16, 1 Voting Present. House Bill 2439

having received the required coanstitutional majority is
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declared passed. The only other bill not to be amended is
House Bill 2578, Senator Berman. No? All rigbt. Is there
.leaye to go to the Order of BRecalls so that we can...then ihe
Chair's intention, with leave of the Body, will be to go
right back through these bil;s)once amended and pick them all
‘up again. So, we will have intervening business between the
first recall and the passage. S0 back on page 3 1is House
Bill 1607. Senator Hetsch asks lea;e of the Senate *o return
ﬁouse Bill 1607 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose
of an amendment. Is there leave? Leave 1s granted. The
bill is on the Order of 2nd Reading. Are there amendments,
Mr. Secreta:y,vplease? T
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Netsch.
- PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Netsch is recogaized.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Yes, Mr. President. The amendment relates to the orig-
inal text of House Bill 1607. 1Is it Amendment No. 32 Thank
you.  When we restored that to the bill om the Floor of the
Senate, we forgot to take accouat of a change in the date
that I believe "the Revenue Department aand others had
requested of us. So this does pickup that requested change
which ue‘meant to incorporate orciginally in zhe text of 1607..
And this, incidentally, deals with the assessing process and

-the...is one of the series of bills that is attempted to
speed that up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senmator Netsch moves

the...Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you. Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she will.
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SENATOR GROTBERG:

Senator Netsch, I uas4d§st:acted. Having had so many of
these assesshent bills and shared them with you for good and
bad, would you do it once more and tell me what the substance
of it is in a brief paragraph?

PRESIDING OFfICER: (SENATOR. SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

- SENATOR NETSCH:

Yes, I...unfo:tqnately, I'n look;ng for my copy of the
amendment, I have the Digest of it bgt not the actually
ampendnent.. It deals with the date on which the Boards of
Review will go.in*o session to begin their part.of the proc—
@SS. And thé bill at one point had said, I believe, the
first Monday in Hay, this was at the request of the Depart—
ment of Revenue and others to keep i+ in order was changed to
the first Monday in June. .

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator #cMillan.
SENATCER HCHILLAN: .

Very siamply, I would support the bill. This isvsomething
vebfhought we had had dome previously and it's an amendment
that needs to be made.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAQICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Netsch
moves the adoption of Amendment. No. 3 to House Bill 1607.
Those in favor indicate by safing Aye. Those opposed. The
Ayes have it. Amendment No. 3 is adbpted.' Any fqrthef
amendments? - '

ACTING SECBETAR&: (MR. FEBNANDES)

Amendment No. 4 offered ﬁy SenatorrBEuce.
PRESIDIKNG OFfICER: (SENATOR.SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATGCE BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
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guess the world goes round and round. This is...this is old
" Senate Bill’1607 revisited on House Bill 1607. The cycle is
conplete. The Lill passed out of here, I believe, without a
) dissentipg ‘vote and the Rules Committee in the House decided
n0t t£0...to handle it., I+ deals with the Corporate Personal
Property Tax Diszribution Formula %o...*to districts around
the State. It moves the entitlement year forward one year so
that many school districts, mwany taxing districts will not be
harmed by the hold—harmless provision that is presently in
there. It wmakes the assessment year move forward one year.
I Qould ask f&r your favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Fu;therudiécussion? Senator McHillan.
SENATOR McMILLAN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this...the text
of this amendment did have full héaringAas Senate Bill 1607
in the...the Révenue Committee. We agreed that it was very
necessary, particularly for some districts, and I would sup-
port it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any furtiér‘discussion? If not, Senator Bruce
may close.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Sorry, what was theé...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

No question, Senator, 7you're recogmized to close thae
debate.
SENATOR BRUCE:.

Right. aéve thg...move the adoption of the amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce mo;es the adoption of Amendment No. 4 +to
House Bill 1607. <Those in favor will indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The nyés _have it. Amendment No. 4 is

adopted. Any further amendments?
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ACTING SECHKETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 5 offered by Senator DeAngelis.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVI&KAS) '

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. Ptesident and members of the Senate. What
Amendment No. 5 to House Bill 1607 does is it taxes those
trucks who travel through Illirois but do not buy their gas
here. And the way *hat is dome 1is by taking the mileagé
rraveled +through Illinois and dividing it by 4.5 to get the
nunber of galions and imposing a {ax upon that !gallon—
iéé:;:{ﬂét” is consumed but not purchased in the State of
Iillinois.,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator McMillan.
SENATOR McHILLAN:

Well, I don't particularly want %o oppose thé amendment,
but, in all honesty, I...I'm not sure I understand exactly
how it's done, exactly how it would be administered, what
changes in reporting reguirements or what changes in
responsibilities of Department of Revenue or whoever e¢lse is
involved, what they? would have to do. So, not wanting to
necessarily oppose it, I, frankly, don't know what it is and
certainly maybe Senator DeAngelis could exp;ain in far
greater detail because this is not a bill that has been in
committee and has been...discussed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther...further discussion? Senator DelAngelis, you
want to...Senator Delngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I can appreciate Senator McMillan's concern, and I
do apologize to the Bqdy for not getting this around, but
right now, those <records are being kepz, except they

only...they have to record the number of miles they travel
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through Illinois. Sé, it*'s not an additional reco;d keeping
system. . Those people who currently pay taxes will get a
credit for the amount of taz-they've already p;id in Illi-
nois. So what you're doing right heré is having them report
the same thing, except those who didn't buy <heir gas a:é
going to pay the tax, thosé who bought it will get a credit
for that tax and pay;no additional tax.

SENATOR McMILLAN:

Thef...and...now some people feel that's really already
on the books. Exactly uhﬁt is the additional, eithe: penalty
or additiomal requirement +that this imposes over what's
already on the books?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGBLIS:

It's five percent of the average retail price of the
gasoline computéd every- six months by the Department of
Revenue.

PRESIDING OFFICER: kSENATOR BRUCE)

Senator McMillan.

SENATOR McMILLAN: ‘

That's an additional penalty on top.of.-.you know, what's
the penal:y now? I mean, what's the tax now?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) .

Sepator Dedngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, the tax is vhatéver itv is right nOW. This 1is
an...an additionmal five percent on the retail price, the
average retail price of the gasoline. -

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator #McMillana
SENATOR McMILLAN:

Well, I apologize | for ) being confused. I

though:...hou#..if you're trying to get dollars from people
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that don't buy gas in Illinois, %then, explain again what it
is we’re increasing the tax on in order to get revenue.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senaior Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, I think what hets doiné, Mr. President and members
of the Senate, is vwe...ve have the tax on gasoline on a mile—
age basis if it's not purchased in Illinois. What I think
you're doing 1is adding the five cent sales tax to that zax
also. Is that not true?

PRESIDING 0EFI¢EB: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Dedngelis.

SENATOR WEAVER:

You're just adding the five cent sales tax to what is
already their obligation?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis. PFurther discussion? Fuarther discus—
sion? Senator DeAngelis moves the adoption of Amendment No.
Se. All in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 5 is adopted. Fuorther amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2038, Semator Carroll. Senator
Carroll asks leave of the Senate to return House Bill 2038 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of amendment. Is
there leave? Leave is granted. The bill is oa the Order of
2nd readiné- Are there amendménts, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 by Senaror DeAngelis.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DelAngelis on Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. We
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have a House Bill 2399 which funds a nurse's scholarship
fund; The administering body in that bill is the Illinois
State Scholarship Commission. What this amendment to House
Bill 2038 does is éhanges the administer of that fund *o the
Depaftment of Public Health, and it's being done for two
reasons. One is the Scholarship Commission and myself don't
uant. to do it; and secondly, the Department of Public Health
curtently adaisisters the pfogram for doctors and dentists
and we féel it's more appropriate that that agency do tae
administering of that fund. There's no 6pposition from the
Nurset's Association, no opposition from the sponsors 6f the
billé, both in +he House and in the Senate, of that fund. 1
would ask your favorable approval of this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? -Further discussion? ' Those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bhave it. Amendment ¥o. 1 is
adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

ﬁo further amendments.
PRESiDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2039. Senator Geo-Karis asks
leave of the Sehate to Teturn House Bill 2039 to the Order of
2nd Reading for the purpose of amendment. Is there leave?
Ledvé is granted. fhe bill is on 2nd reading. Amendments,
Mr. éecretary, please.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 7 offered by Senator Geo-Karis.
PBBSiDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo—Karis is recognized.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senaze, 1'd
like to ask 1leave to...to Table Amendment 4 that's on the
bill now, because this newv Amendment 7 is a corrective amend-—

ment, and I would like...since I voted omn +the prevailing
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‘side, I move to reconsider the vote by which Amendment 4 was
passed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROUCE)

The motion is to reconsider the vote by which Amendment
No. 4 was adopted. On that motiom, all in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and the vote is reconsidered.
Senator Geo—Karis now moves to Table Amendment No. ﬁ. On
that motion, all in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 4 is Tabled. Further amendments? For
what purpose does Senator farovitz ;rise?

SENATOR HMAROVITZ:

Eéll. just for the record, Amendment No. 4 vas my amend—
meat, I believe. Is that correct?
SENATCR GEO-KARIS:

Yo, that's py amendment.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Wbich amendment...which amendmen®t are we Tgbling?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

If.s.if we'll all just vait just a second, the Secretary
can answer the guestion and +*then we'll have the answver.
Senator Geo—Karis was the offerer of Amendsment No. i.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

What is Amendment 4, ubuld you tell us vwhat we're
Tabling?

PRESIDING OFFICEﬁz (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEO-—KARIS:

We're Tabling the amendmént relating to <the support
orders to notify...to require Department of Public Aid, et
cetera. I have a new amendment that will cover that and your
amendment was Amendmgnt No. 5.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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_This also has nothiﬁg to do with joint custody?
PRESIDING OEFICEB; iSENATOR BRUCE)

.Senator Geo—Karis. Further discussion?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I move the...the adoption of Amendment No. 7.
PRBﬁIDING OFPICER: . (SENATCOR BRUCE)

The wmotion is to adopt Amendsgent No. 7. On that motion,
) allliﬁ favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bhave it.
Amendment No. 7 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

'3£d reading. House Bill 2289, Senator Maitland. Ask
leave of the Senate to return House Bill 2289 to the Order of
2nd -Reading for the purpose of amendment. Is there _leave?
Leave is éranted. Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary? Are
there amendments, Mra. éééretary?

SECBETARY:

‘Amendment No. 1 offered by Blﬁcm...Senato: Bloom.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom with Amendment No. 1.

SENATOR BLOCH:

‘Yes, thank you, Mr. President. This amendment does two
things. First, it contains provisions which exclude the
municipal utility tax receipts’and related accountihg charges
from <+the gross rgceiﬁts subject to the State utility *taxes.

Now, currently there ére three kinds of utilify taies. The
State wutility tax is assessed at the rate of five percent of
which ihree percent is submergéd in the rate base; and two
percent 1is an add-on. The municipal tax...the second onme is
a mﬁnicipal tax of ﬁp to five percent plus accounting charges
of three perceant of the tax. And then another State tax of
.8 percent assessed by the Commerce Commission. It addresses

this problem, tha%f municipal taxes are levied on a base which
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includes State taxes, and the State public utilities tax is
iamposed on a base which includes the municipal *ax. There
has been 1litigation in this area and that portiom of the
amendment would clear that up. The tax relief 1is estimated
to be approximately twelve million dollars, and it would, in
other words, reduce State revenues by that amount. That por—
tion of “he amendment would take effect January 1st, 1984 and
would apply to utility bills issued on or after that date.
The second pottion of - the amendment puts in Senate Bill 499,
which basically abolished the State inheritamce rax except
for the amount bf tax_éllouable as a credir agains* the Féd—
eral estate tax, it's kmowan as the Add Tax. That is because
a vstﬁdy done Sy Mr. Samuel Hunt, who is very well kaown in
the estate field, showed that Florida which has <the pickup
tax Dnow leads all states in Federal estate tax paid and, ot
course, their State tax paid, whéreas its position, according
to a study done by the corporate fiduciaries, " should be
tenth. They lead the nation but they should be teath. It's
their. . opinion that the revenue iapact in the nexr fiscal year
will be negligable. It's estimated, right now, that more
than one billion dollars of estate values will be taxed by
Florida rather than states of the former domicile over the
next  few years. There are also, according to Mr. Hunt, over
one billion dollars of estates and trusts of former northern

residents now being administered by Florida law. I believe

that this is necessary. Our State death taxes are imposed to
prevent the accumulation of great wealth, they vere not
intenﬁed to apply to all socioeconomic classes. This amend-
ment would still prevent the accunulation of great wealth
but would do two thingS...this portion of the amendment would

do two things. t would relieve your average homeowner, aad

your small basiness, and your <fawmily business, and your
family farm and it would also...it would also cut down on the

flight of westates of the rich to Florida because it would
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remove the incentive. I'1l try apd answer any gquestions you

may have, otherwise, 1I*d ask for...support.

End of Reel
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REEL &3

SENATOR BLOOHM:

The amendment is supported by the Farm Bureau, the Live-
stock Association, the NPIB, most of the businesé and trade
associations. I repeat, there would be noc revenue 10ss in
Fiscal 82-83. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to Amendment No. 1 and I hope
everyone was paying attention when " Semator Bloom indicated
the fiscal impact of <this amendment. It will reduce the
State revenue in a time when we simply can't afford to do
that by some sixty to seventy nmillion dollars. It will
amount...there will be a loss to the counties estimated, I an
told, of three to four million dollars. I just_ldon't think
we should...can afford <o do this ai zhis tiée, as good an
idea as it might be, and I urge opposition to Amendment No.
1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Netsch.

- SENATOR NETSCH:
Thank you, Mr. President. I also rise in opposition to
this amendment to House Bill 2289, and I would,:just to clar-
' ify matters, ask the sponsor a question. 1Is this identical
to House Bill 93 that was before us last year?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Bloomn.
SENATOR BLOCH:
Yesa

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Sena%tor Netsche.

"SENATOR NETSCH:

¢

What happened to House Bill 93?2
PRESIDING OFFICEE: ° (SENATOR BRUCE)
~ Semator Bloom.
SENAfOR BLOOMN:
House Bill 93 lies on a Table in the House;: Iz jasAnever
called for concurrence, as I recall.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator ﬁetsch.
SENATCR NETS&H: »
is zhere any reason to think zhat this amendmeat to this
bill would have any different fate?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

. Senator Bloomnm.

SENATOR NETSCH:

And if it did, what is the Governor going to do with it?
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senatoxr Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Senator Netsch, I'a reliably informed
that;,-shodld...should it get over to the House that it_would
be cénsidered. As to what the Go?ernor will do, I am not in
a position =o say at this time. However, I would add that
représentatives of the Farm Bureau, and the corporate £fiduci-
gries; and the small business people are scheduled to discuss
this ;ith the Governor over ﬁhe veekend.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATORlBRUCE)
'_ Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. Well, I think the answer, of course, is that

we don': know what will happen to it and the House, perhaps,

in one of its few moments of rational judgment, I think, dis—

posed of House Bill 93 in the manner that it should have been
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disposed of. I think +he oproblem is really a...a very
serious one though. It is an unbelievable revenue loss to the
State when it becomes fully effective, and I think there?s a
serious gques+tion as a matter policy whether it is a good idea
to engage in...what amounts to total abolition of *he imheri-—
tance tax. I think that we sbhould be reminded that we haie
already, this Session, passed out of this House-and I expect
some out of the other House, bills tha+ address some of the
problems that occur particularly to farm families and others
as a result of the...existing provisions of the inheritance
tax. I think .the bill that Senatot‘Sangmeistec had, for
example, which did address that, a+ the same *ime attemp*-ed -
to protect the -State's revenue base ;as a very responsible
approach. It seem@s to me that that is where we should direct
our énetgy and efforts and mot to a bill this dramatic and
this catastrophic in terms of the future revenues of the
State of Iliinois. »
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

I have a question of the sponsor. If I understand ' the
first part of this amendment, the atility portion takes
effect January 1st, 1984, did you say?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloon.

SENATOR BLOOH:

fes. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

#ell, Senator Bloom, I think all of us agree that there's

something inherently unfair with paying a tax upon a tax, but
if it's a good idea in January 1ist of 1984, why is it not a

good idea in January 1st of 1983? Parcticularly when there's
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been litigation in this area. ®@hat's the rationale for a
deferred effective &gte which is Eo fér away that we could
actually have regular legislation introduced aad passed in
the next General Assembly and still meet that quideline? I1If
it is an emergency to put it on 1now, why do we have a
deferred effective date which is more than a year and some
six months away?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator.Bloom.
SEYATCR BLOOHM:

I'm informed that the reason it was drafted in that man-
ner was, onhe, to establish a State poiicy because there are
several courz decisions that conflict, and zwo, %o wmimimize
the revenue impact on the State. That's the answer that I
was given.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Well, I can understand the...the revenue impact on the
State, but what He. seem to be sayiﬁg here is a matter of
public policy, it's inhereatly unfair to have a tax upon a
tax. I think everybody here is agreed in tﬁat, but if it's
no good *themn, them it's no good now. I think that the majér
thing wrong wvith the first portion of “that amendment is the
fact that you have defgrred-the effecti&e date so far away,
and if we have revenue problems, let's discuss more fair and
equitable ways to do so, but I am bothefed by +he deferred
effective date. Secondly, I find it somewhat amasing <that
vhen some of us have offered rational inheritance tax reforn,
which could be adoprted now, that it has been resisted. It
has been resisted by some of the same people who now indicate
they want to have a repeal of the inheritance tax. This is a
wide—-ranging p:dposal which I think has a...a great deal of

merit, but I find it amusing and, in fact, disturbing <%hat it
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depends on who the spongor is whether or not cerctain people
vote for it. It seems to me that inheritance tax refora
ought o be something that is a shared situation omn Dpoth
sides of the.aisle and not subject to the particular whims of
who the sponsor might happen to be.
PRIESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator #aitland.
SENATGE HMAITLAND:
Well, thank you, very much, Mr. President and Ladies and
. Gentlemen of the Semate. I rise is support of Amendmeat No.
1 to House Bill 2289. It is correct, Senator Gitz, ii's
extremely unfair +to have a tax on...o0n tax, and this
addresses a VeCJe..a very serious issue. Those who are con-
cerned abour ever increasing utility rates and utility bills,
this a step in the right direction. The legislation <clearly
provides, at least  for this point in time, some protection
from local revenue losé by not eliminating that tax on tax, I
too want to do away with that a*t some time and that will
happen, b&;l this, in =y judgment, is a ste§ in the right
direction. Aaddressing the second part of the amendhent, I
think all of 4s, in varying degrees, have always supported
some kind of relief in the inheritance tax area. When you
* live in tbé part of the State that I do where.you see family
faras, in sdme cases,:ﬁirtually wiped out because of this
uafair tax,“llhelieve it'S de..it?'s a...a good time to begin
to move in_;he'direction of abolishing the ipheritance tax,
and along that same line, and I think probably Senator Bloom
will disclose this in closing, but we perceive there to be no
local revende iost by dincreasing the percentage to local
units of government. I think this is a proper means and vas
well drafted iﬁ...in the original 499, I urge support of
Apendment ¥o. 1 <o House Bill 2289.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ABBUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Bloom may close.
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SENATOR BLOOMN: ‘

#ell, thank you, Mr. President, I'll try sad be btief,
and respoad to the concerns voiced by some of the...prior
speakers. I .believe, first, that +his is something that we
all agree that needs to be addressed, inheritance tax. And I
Xnow tﬁat...there are bills that have gotten wid2 ranging
support om both sides of the aisle addressing *his, but the
concern raised by Senator Rock...certainly, it's a legitimate
concerﬁ and we...he and I discussed 1it, I've discussed it
with the Bureau of the Budget, but the way this amendment is
crafted there's no revenue loss in Piscal 32-83. The Farm
Bureau bhas- made an actuarial study showing that the mazimaum
loss in '84...1584-85 would be around twenty =ni lion, but
even that 1loss would be reduced by eliminating . >me of the
wasteful administrative expense of some eight a@i.lion, and
you'd keep the estates in Illinois, would alsc :eep folks
here for other income and sales tax revenue. Corporate fidu-
ciary association studies the maximum loss of fifteen mil-
lion, and they, saying there would be no loss in 82-83. Now
it seems to me, that it is in our interest *to *rv and prevent
this tremendous fligkt of our State's assets to Florida. The
fact that there are ome billion dollars worth of assets that
have been traced to northern states in Florida ocught to tell
us something. You know, the...the...the £frostbelt and =zhe
sunbelt difference is not just one of climate, it's also ome
of tax. I would urge every member of this Chambér to support
this amendment. Thank you.
PRESiDIN,G OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom, if I might have your attention, do you
have a copy of the amendment ycu proposed so ‘rat...are the

last, oh, four or five digits LM1AMO1 on public uazilities?

Okay. All right, Semator Netsch, the last five, . :ven digits
are LM1AMOT. All right. We do have seven asendments pro-—-

posed and so we*ll try to keep you straight...seven nore, the
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Secretary tells me. On the motion o aﬁopt, is there a
request for a roll c¢all? All right, Senator Netsch requests
a roll call. On that question, @hose in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The votiné ;s open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 42, the VNays are 14, .none
Voting Present. House Bill 2289 having received the
required...N0¢e2aN0...S0CCY~ éo on the adoption of the amend-
ment there are 42 Ayes, 14 ¥ays. Amendment No. 1 is adop:ed.
(Machine cutoff)...what purpose does Senator Bloom arise?
SENATOR BLObH: .

Hell; you'll be pleased zo know because that améndment
was adopted, I will withdras. the thtee.suhsegueut amendments
that I had filed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE)

Yes, does any Senator wish to talk about those, even
though they've been withdrawn? All right, fupther'amendments?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 4, no. Amendment No. 2, now, offered by
Senator Sangmeister.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister is recognized on Amendment No. 2.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER: .

Thank you. Well, what I uaﬁted to do( Senator Blooa, was
to give the Governor an alternative, becéuse my .bill that
vent out of here with 57 votes, I beliéve, which was the, you
know, take care of the spouse birt but I understand, and I'd
like to hear froam your s*aff over there that if I do put this
amendment on that that's going to kill the utility tax por—
tion of yoar bill, it that what's going to happen? That is
what seems to be indicated over.here; if it is, I'm not going
to do that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom..
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SENATOR BLOOHM:

I'n informed that the way that amendment is drafied, it
would...éut the bill and just...you know, sb,'yes,git would.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) ‘

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER: v

Well...what have I got, three amendments up there? We
tried to structure this and we...okay, I'll withdraw Qy three
amendments, whatever they are.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further amendmen:s?

SECRETARY: : .

Amendmnent No. 2 offered by Senator Demuzio.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio is recoynized.
SENATOR DEHAUZIOC: ‘

Well, thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen
of +the Senate. Amendment- No. 2 would ‘ establiéh a
seven—-member elected Illinois Commerce Conmmission commencing
with the General Elections in 1982. The two members will be
elected from thé City of Chicago. One would be elected from
the territory in Cook County, not within the City of Cﬁicago,
and one meaber would be elected from each of the four judi-
cial districts other than the first judicial district. The
two members that are initially elected from the City of
Chicago would meet within +wo days after the election to
determine by lot which shall serve for a tw¥o-year <era and
which shall serve for a term of four years. The chairman of
the commission will be elected by the membership, and in the
case of a vacancy, the Governor with the advice and the con-—
sent of the Senate would make a temporarcy ‘appointment, and
any person so appointed shall hold his office during the
remainder of the term. As you well know, the Illinois Com—

merce Commission and the way in which we establish rates in
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the State of Illinois has beenm a subject of a great deal of
coﬁcern by many of the...of our constituents who feel that
+he Illinois Commerce Commission has simply failed %o regu-
late the energy industry and to control utility rates in this
State, and in most instances, they feel that public confi-
dence in this commerce commission has beem totally erodded.
it bas been said, also, +that we have the highest utility
rates of any state in the nation. I would ask that the nmen-
bers of the Senate provide for this elected body and I will
be glad to ansﬁet apy questions ip this regard.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

‘Motion is to adopt, is there discussion? Sepator
Maitland. . '

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, yes, Mr. President, there 1is. First of all, I’

would question the germaneness of this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator #Maitland, we'll...as the old expression is, we'll
get back to you. I'm...well, before we debate on it...close
debate, 1I'11 rule on uhéther or not the amendment is gerhane,
put I  wmean, itt's not  easy with all of Senator
Bloom?s...Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. Then also I...I don't
think anyone bhas a copy of the amendment. It is a‘substaa-
tial amendment and guess I would have to suggest that we get
five names and...and circulate the amendment..

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

IS...is Sepator Maitland joined by five Senators? - Yes,
he cer*ainly is. All right. All right, Sepator Demuzio,
under our procedure, we would...all right, Senator...Senator
Netsch. A1l tight, Senator Netsch, the procedure is going to
be that Senator Demuzio is going to wmake sufficient copies

and circulate +them to members who request them. And can I
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just see the hands of members that wish copies so that we
can...there'§ no reason, I thimk...I would say, Senator
Deamuzio, fifteen copies would probably be sufficient. All
right, we'li get...Senatof Netsch, we'll get back to your
bill. Seuatof Bubzee, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOEK BUZBEE:

Well, Mr. President, are you going to allow debate on
this amendmen<, 0ow then prior to “there...it's being circu-—
lated? '

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

No, we?ll...we'll get back to this in just a moment.
SENATGR BUZBEE:

Okay, I...the reason I was rising is I wanted 0 speak to
the amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Right and Senator Maitland brought up the question of
germaneness and we have really not got intc debate on it yet. .
A1l right. tor what purpose does Senator Johns rise?

SENATOR JOHNS:

I bhave ia copy of the amendment and I'd like to be shown
as a co—sponsor of the amendmen® with Senator Demuzio.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. There seems to be a great deal of interest in
this particular piece of leéislation, BY..-@yY Suggestion is
We move on anﬂ come back %0 this in just a little waile. All
right. (Hacﬁine cntoff)...%aitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, 1He...ve-..ve just had a question there
a0dee.d303eeeTacal guesﬁ I wénld like o see the bill taken
back to 3rd reading.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

The bill under our normal procedure is it stays on the

Order of 2nd Reading pending..-.

SENATOR HAITLAND:
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Well...well, #r. President, ifee.ifeceifue..if...if that

amendment is not 1in order, and it appears not to be, there

. are no other amendments filed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The Chair was informed that there were two other amend-

ments, in fact, that you had filed, Senator.

SﬁNATOR MAITLAND:

' Well, that's...that's right...well, wve're not to that
order of business yet.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

{Jachine cutoff)...Senator, we're going to dis*ribute the
amendnent and...Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Is it...would it be correct to ask then, Sir, to rule on
germaneness before the...the amendments are circulated then?
Certainly, you've had time now to make that decision.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

. All right, le*'s...Senator DeAngelis, can you add to this
coﬁfusion?
SENATCR DeANGELIS:

Only to the fact that he deserves an answer to his ques—
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR BBUCE)

A1l right. I would Jjust alert you that if you don't
allow the Chair sufficient time to'analyze all +these amend—
ments, I will probably give you a ruling that’s not to your
liking. put I...I Jjust caution you that way because
I...Senator Bloom's amendmen*t go*t into the Public Otilities
Act and there was not am objection to that, and Sepator
Demuzio's amendment deals with the Public Utilities Act and
there ve are. And the Chair has consistently ruled that once
we get into amn Act that any amendment dealing with that same
chapter is germane. I have not so ruled on this amendment,

but if it need be we can get to that order. For what purpose
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does Senator Déamuzio arise?
SENATOR DEHUZIO: . _

I can't hear a thing Senator Maitiand is say;ng.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ,(SEQATOR BRUCE)

Hy suggestion to the Body is tha¥ we move on. to abother
bill. This amendmént will be distributed, and wWwe can talk
about germaneness an&_any other problems concerning it and
then we can dispose of it in an orderly fashion. For what
puréose does Senator Grotberg arise?

SENATOR GRCTBERG:

‘Just to dnderstand that you will get back to it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Oh, absolutely, it.;-it...that has been our procedure, as
soon as the amendments are distributed, we'll get right back
to it. Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

¥o, that was amy question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right...the Chair is not trying‘to invade your right
to have the bill calied, we're just trying to do things in an
orderly fashion. 2342, Senator Berman, asks leave of the
Senate to return House Bill 2342 to the Order of 2nd Reading
for the purpose of amendment. Is thefe leave? Leave is
granted-‘ Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY: .

Amendment No. 1 offered by Semator Berman.
PRESIDING OFF;CER: (SENATOR BRUCE) :

Senator Berman is recognized on Amendment No. 1.
SENATGE BERMAN: 4

Thank you, Hr. President. 2342, without the amendment,
has been passed in a Senate Bill andz is on the Governor's
Desk. Amendment No. 1 strikes the provisioans of 2342 and
substitutes two iteas vhich are necessary in order to respond

to recent court decisions. HNumber one, again, deals with the
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land trust, which was “he subject of <he original bill, a
decision came down which said that the *ranmsfer of a owner—
ship of a parcel of property from am individual into the land
trust where the beneficiary is that same individual, triggers
the due on sale clause 1imr a @ortgage. This 1s coatrary
to...that...that!s a technical ruling by the court, this is
really contrary to what the due on sale clause 1is wmeant to
be, namely it...a actual factual change in ownership, not
merely a technical change in +itle, and this bill would say
that the due on sale clause is not triggered whenm a transfer
into a lau& trust by tﬁe same owner takgs place. The second
part of +his clarifies +the exemption Statute. Again, a
second district appe;léte couct décision said that -the two
thousand dollar exemption for. personal property applied to a
garnishment...against a bank account. This 1language clari-
fies that to show that the %two thousand dollars 6f personal
property is...does not‘include money, salary or ﬁageé due
from any other person or corporation unless specificaily
exempted elsewhere in this...within this section. gith the
ruling of the second district appellate court, the emtire

collection process for everything under two thousand dollars

- would come to a screeching halt. I've shown this to the
Minority spokesman on the Finance Committee, I know of no
opposition, be glad to respond to any questions, and I move
the adoption of Amendmeat No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Bowerse.
SENATOR BOHEIRS: .

Senator Berman, I fealizg I'm a hyphenated co-sponsor but
I do have some questions. When I...when I read that Section

2, on page 2, I understand what you're tryinge..or I...I

think from your...from your descriptiom, what . you're +tryiag
to do is to void that situation where an individual decides

he wants to hold his own property in trust, so he creates a
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trust and he conveys his own real estate into that trust that
he's the beneficiary of. Okay, but I don®*t see anything in
here that would prevent me if I wanted to avoid that due on
sale clause *o0 let the buyer...to create the land trust with
the buyer as the beneficiary and convey that land.on‘an ordi-
pnary sale, and tha;'s done all the time, because what you say
in the language of this amendmént that the creation of a
trust and the conveyance to the trus%i does not trigger the
due on sale clause. You don't say, creation by the...by the
owner of the lgnd nor do you say that the owner of the land
has to be the beneficiéry of that trust and if seens to me
that yoﬁﬂﬂg;é;”in éffect, created an instrumen*t where anyome
can avoid the due on sale clause simply by having the quer
create a land trust, or creating it for him, and deeding into
that trust. A4nd I would like your response to that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATbR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Berman
may close. Okay.
SENATOR BERMAN:

I %aS.--I%11 respond *to the questiomn. Your point, Sena—
tor Bowers, is that the...that the language does not spell
out that the beneficiary aust be the conveyor, is that...is
that your point? I'a readipg Section 2 and I would agree
with you. My gquestion ié whether Sectiom 3 =hat deals with
the...the definitions might not address it, I'1l tell you,
can we have...could we come back to this ip just a few "min—
utes? Let me.respond, it's a legitimate gquestion and I just
canft pull out the language.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

All right, is there leave just to leave it on 2nd reading
and we'll get right back %o it as soonr as Senator Bowers and
Senator Berman have had a chance? A1l right, leave is
granted. We'!ll get back to this ome in just a wmoment. For

‘what purpose does Senator Geo~Karis arise?




Page 80 — JUNE 25, 1982

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Hoping you'd call my bill because Senator Marovitz is
going *o withdraw an amendment, that's all. 2039.. .
PRESIDING GFFICER: = (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, we've...uith leave of the Body, we'll retucn
to House Bill. 2039, which was earliét recalled and an éddi—
tional amendment needs to bé‘ Tabled. Is there leave to
return to the bill? Lleave is granted. On House Bill 2039,
Senator Geo—-Karis asks leave of the...Senate *0 rTeturn to
House Bill...to raturn House Bill 2039 to the Order of 2nd
Reading of the purpose of Tabling an amendament. Is there
leéve? Leave 1is granted. Are there wotions? Senator
Marovitz is recogpnized on a motion.

SENATOB HARQVITZ:

I would move..,having voted on the prevaiiing side on
Amendment No. 5, I would move to recoasider the vote by which
Amendment No. 5 was adopted and I would like %o speak on the
motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR'SBUCE)

A1l right. Sepator Marovitz, now would be the tiame.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Genflemen of the
Senate. It has npever been my policy t;1 try and kill
somebody's bill by an amendment that I put on, if the spoﬁsor
and other members of the Body feel that it woulé $e injurious
to the legislation. This is the one word amehdment that
uauld allo?jforﬁer judges, instead of retired judges, to per—-
form marriages. There are...*here has been some objection to
the bill, I am still in favor of that policy énd would like
to see that adopted, but rather than see the entire bill and
a bill of this importance in magnitude which I do support go
down, I would move to reconsider the vote by which Amendment
¥o. 5 was adopted to House Bill 2039.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Marovitz moves to reconsider the vote by which
Apendment No. 5 was adopted. On the motion, all in favor say
Aye. Cpposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment do. 5 is
reconsidered on the...Senator Marovitz now moves to Table
Amendment No. 5. On the motion, all in favor say Aye.
Opposed...Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendmén: No. 5 is Tabled.
Further wmotions? 3rd reading...2356, Senator Gitz. Senator
Gitz asks leave of the Senate to return House Bill 2356 to
the Order of 2nd Beading for the purpose of amendment. 1Is
there leave? Leave is granted. Are there amendments, Mr.
Secretary?

SECRETARY: -

Apendment No. 3 offered by Senator Gitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. When
Amendment No. 1 was Tabled by Senator Weaver there was,
inadvertently, created a technical conflict, so in Aamendnent
No. 3 we are taking care of that technical problem in Section
B of the bill. Now all the substaative provisions of the
bill are as before and I would move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendmen* No. 3. Is there discussion
of the motion to adopt? On the motion to adopt, all in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes havé it. Amendment No. 3 is
adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2485, Senator...for what purpose
does Senétor Thomas arise?
SENATOR THOMAS:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
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Senate. I just found out a moment ago, this is on a point of
personal privilege, a ﬁoment ago that we've got a friend of
many of us here in the Body who is celebrating a birthday
today. The women may no* know him as well as we do, because
'this is the man who is the attendant in the gentlemen's rest
room. Everett Kinchelow 1is celebrating his sixty-ninth
birthday today. Everett, can you come outside and have
everybody say hello to you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Everett, Happy Birthday. Senator Jeremiah Joyce on 2485
asks leave of fhe Senate to return House Billi 2485 to the
Order of 2nd Readiﬁg:fot the purpose of amendment. Is there
leave? Leave is granted. The bill is on the Ordser of 2nd
Reading. Are there amenmdments, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 4 offered by Senator Jerome Joyce.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jerome JoYée is recognized on Amendment No. 4.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

‘Thank you, Mr. Président. Apnendment No. 4 is designed to
not really be an alternative to House Biil 1296 that Senator
Netsch passed here the othef day, but it does add a couple of
+hings, and 1296 did not, specifically, freeze county by
coupty assessment practices, this...asendment does. And 1296
did @ not provide a sunset provision and this amendment limits
the freeze until Janwary 1st, 1985, so that’s a two years for
it to be a sunset. This amendment ex%tends the protection
against reclassification and...shifting assessments, but does
so on a county by icounty basis to insure that assessment
practices of individual counties are not altered. This is
the stated iatent of House Bill 1296, ac;o:ding to its spon-~
sors, the Taxpayers Federation. However, the way 1296 is
drafted, cases could arise where one type of...classification

is claimed for a type of property im a given way, say in
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Grundy County or Lake County, and based on the wvay...in the
same type of property was classified in the majority of the
othef counties. So I'd be happy to try and ansvWer any ques—
tions, if there are any.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

‘Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 4. 1Is there discussion
of that mo*ion? Semnator McHMillan.
SEHAfOB McMILLAN:

Just a couple of brief questions. 1I...I think I under-—
stand but I want to make sure that...what %the provision says,
is thatvfor property that weant on the assessment rolls and is
to be assessed after the time that.we refer of...to in 1296,
that what you’re saying is, it is our intent that those
assessment...or whatever that property is, should be assessed
in the same way that like property was assessed previous wo
the cutoff day, is that right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Joyce. 4
SENATOR JERCHE JOYCE:

Yes, thatt's correct, Senator McMillan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator HcHillaa.

SENATOR ACMILLAN:

And with regard to the sunset provision, which is essen-
tially the date by which we're getting a little deadlinme that
we either...either have to redo this or come up with a
defipition, wha%'s that da*e, how many years after <he date
in which *his bill goes into effect?

PRESiDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Jecome Joyce.

SERATOR JERCOME JOYCE:

It's at the end of the nex:t General Assembly. It's Janu-—

ary Ist, 1985.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator HcMillas.
SENATOR MCHMILLAN:

Well, I, personally, *think tha*t both of those are prob-
ably good ideas. Now I haven't...maybe by..between the tinme
this amendment goes on and the hour or so before we get to
final passage, something may come up, but I...I, £frankly,
think both...both of these are good ideas. We are...we have
never attempted with 1296 to ultimately escape coming up with
a solid definition. We®re really doing this to prevent any
further chaos until we do that and...and I think if tie
sunset provision provides us with a little pressure
that's...therets mnothing srong. Now, there may be soae
people who object to that, so as ‘ong as I tend to support
it, but I <zhink everybody ber :r take a good 1look at it to
make sure they agree before we ge¢: to final passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUZ I)

Further discussion? Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

¥ell, I had two gquestions. One is, I 1imagine, the way
thei amendment is drafted that it preenpts home rule units,
and I would ask that the Chair rule on its preemption and,
also, on its gerwmaneness as far as the same subject matter in
the bill...

PRESIDING OFFICER: :(SENATOE BRUCE)

A1l righ%t, Senator Savickagf
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

«-<I don't think we should open the door again as we,
obviously, did on one or the otuer Dills withouf guestion.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

. Well, the Chair hasnt*t rulzsd on the other bill, I +think,
to which you are referring, so «e %ill...and your gquestion is
on whether or not this bill is , -eceuptive with the amendment.
Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:
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Does the“amendment. preempi home rule units, and is it
germane to the bill as...as the same subject matter?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (3ENATOR BRUCE)

All righ%*, wvetll...we'll ger back to you. Further
discussion of Amendment No. 4 on the motiom to édopt? Sena—
tor Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Yes,_I.;.I would certainly suppott the amendment. I
think one of the very important things that it does, which
¥e chose not to do on 1296, to be perfectly homnest, because
we did no* want 1296 to go back to tﬁe House again, is to put
the sunset provision on. That does Xeep pressure on the
Legislature. to do that which it nos has got to face up to
doing, as difficult as it may be, and that is to attempt to

develop standards for the definition of realty and persoa-—

alty. 1296 was intended, simply to hold us in limbo, ia .

abeyance, if you will, until thét vere done, having a dead-
line certainly increases the certainty <that that will be
done. :

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further...Senator Netsch, was that a question? Okay.
Further discussion? Sepator Berning.

SENATOR BERHING: ' ‘

Just a question, _ﬂr. President. Are we discussing the
amendment to 2485 that is nuﬁbered, the laét initials,
GLCBAM?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator dece, WaSe..

SENATOR JEROME JOXICE:

Yes, the number we are...the amendment is, GLJISAM.
PRESIDING OFFiCER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator . Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:

Well, no wonder I <couldn't follow you because I don'*
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have that ome, and I bave another one about which' I would
have a question. Is +this the only amendment, Mr. President,
that's on %he...HMr. Secrezary, Hh@ch is befores us?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) v

Senator Berming, I canmnot §ear yOu. If you*d speak
louder or the Body would ke guieté:.
SENATOR BERNING: A

Is there another amendment on the Secretary's Desk on
24857
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Yes, I think there are four amendments, Senator. Three
more, a total of four. - Further discussion? Senator Geo—
Karis.

SENATOR GEQ—-KARIS:

Yes, #r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I believe that the amendment will try to rectify some
of the unfound...and standards unfound definitioas in 1296,
and I think it's an equitable wéy of trying to help
straighten that bill out and I'm for it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCOR BRUCE)

(Machine cutoff)...discussion? All right, Senator
Savickas, as to your question on gefmaneness, the bill as
introduced dealt with a revenue article, the Apendments 1, 2
and 3 all dealt with theArevenue article, and Amehdment No. 4
deals wvith the revenue article...the chapter on revenue, and

I would rule that the amendment is germane. Your second

question, more appropriately is...is asked on ‘final passage,
but the Chair having gone through %*his would just as soon
rule that it is not preemptive in that...vell, stay with ane
just for a minute...and Section 5 of Article IX, dealing with

State Revenue power, it states that the General Assembly, by

law, pay classify personal property for purposes of taxation
by valuation. That is an _exclusive State power aand in

Section 10, it states that the revenue article is not
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limited. This article is no%t qualified or limited by the
provisions of Article VII of the Constitution and .that
iSes.the Article VII deals with the power of home rule units.
Bow...the Constitution gives +the State the power under

*he...under the Revenue Act to classify, solely, perSOnél

property for purposes of taxation. That's...that’s Article _
IX, Section 5 and Article IX, Sectiomn 10. Senator savick;s.
SENATOR SAVICEAS: '
fell, I'm getting a little nixed—up, it'S...you say it's
not preemptive, and yet you're...you're mnot allowing counties
betveen January 1, '79 and prior to...danuary 1, *85 to reas-—
sess property, and it doesn't excludé .home rule unizs, so
you're...you are, in my opinion, preeméting their abilizy‘to
assess.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Vﬁell, ny prbblem iSees
SENATOR SAVICKAS:
Not...not to just to raise revenue but to assess.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)
Right, and that'!s...that?!s why the Chair looks at Seétion
5, paragraph A, stating that the General Asseambly, by law,
may classify personal property for purposes of taxation by
valuation, and that appears to me...if you wish, Senazor
Savickas, the Chair will hold the ruling unzil you have a
chance to get your troops together, because it...it does not
effect the passage of the amendment, it will...it will only
effect the passaye of the bill. ‘
SENATOR SAVICKAS: |
§ell, then wet'll get to the bill...we'll get together ‘on
the bill om it.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) ' ’ i
And you caan rene¥ you question at that point. Question
is, on the adoption of Amendgent No. 4., Further discussion?

411 in favor...say Aaye. Opposed WNay. The Ayes have it.
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Amendment No. 4 is adopted. Further amendmenzs? All right,
before w#e go through all these other amendments, perhaps,
you would like to know that Channel 7, Chicago, wishes to
pho:ograph the proceedings, as does, I believe, Channel 17,
and is there leave for their recording of- the p:&ceedings?
Leave 1is granted. For what purpose does Sepator Grotberg
arise? .

SENATOR GRCTBERG:

" Thank you, Mr. President. I'm trying to follow any or
all of these amendnents. I only find one on my desk for
2485, evidently, it wasn't the last ome, and I would éer—
tainly ask if we're going *o start fooliay with the Revenue
Act this late that...let's just...let's get all the amend-
ments that are going on to all the members so we can try to
track them, and would the sponsor identify the LRB number,
it*s coanfusing and I think rather important. I'd appreciate
being accommodated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

I think Senator Grotberg makes a good suggest;on.
Ife..if +he members who are going to offer these amendments
would, at least, circulate it to the leadership and perhaps
the Minority spokesman on the Revenue Committee, we
would...he would kpnow to whom. other...other Semators that
might hafe...neea copies, so we would speed up the process.
The next amendment is offered by Senator .Jerome Joyce, |is
.that right, Mr. Secretary? Amendment No. 5, Senator Jerdme
Joyce.

SENATCR JEROME JOICE:

Thank'yon, T. President. This...amendmeﬁt is inended
to negate the impact of Public Act 81947 and enacted in
1940... 1940, I mean, enacted in 1979, 1979 this as enacted.
The law provided for the assessment of pollution comntrol
facilities on a basis of net_earnings with regard <o utili-

ties. Now, I don't have any problem with that and I don't
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* think anybody in here does, but the problea came about when
the Pollution Control Board started ruling that, virtually,
everything was a polilution control facility. It turns out
that they rule the...the walls, the doors, the windowus,
virtually, everything. This could bave a...a serious amd, in
fact, is having a very serious impact on taxing bodies where
utility facilities are located. For instance, seven hillion
dollars will have to be refunded from 1976 to *79 from vari-
oué‘taxing bodies where these...these facilities are located.
Now, we are not changing the whole thing, we are saying that
the scrubbers for the uase of coal, burning coal faciiities,
are still <tax exemp:t. The water treatmen* facilities where
the water has to go back into the rivers and lakes amd so
forth, but that is what we...what I feel that this General
Assembly was exempting whem they did this in the first place,
but it turned out that *he Pollution Control Board ook a’
much- broader viev aand, virtually, everything it zurns out
they...the...I mentioned tﬁe fact when this bill #as intro—
duced about coo;ing lakes, well they took care of that prob-
lem in the House, but it turns out that the dikes, the roads,
the gravel, everything else is tax exempt as a poliution con-
trol facility. I think...the mecaning was...was takem in a
much broader semse than this General Assembly intended for it
to be, and this would correct that facility, but it w#ould
still exempt scrubbers and...and water treatment facilities
and the likes of that. So, I ask any...answer question, if
there are anya.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment ¥o. 5. Discussion? Senator
Nimrod.
SENATOR HIMROD:

Yeah, do we have‘a copy of this amendmen;?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Jderome Joyce.
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SENATOR JEROME JOYCE: .

bles, it was passed out a couple of days ago, but I've
asked them about ;; hour ago to get, you know, to:get it out
again'gnd it jus*t has.<e.they héven’t;..the paper work - hasn't
caught up yet. I..-I haven't got one either, i;'s on the
neWaan _

PBﬁSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jerome Joyce, I...the amendment 1is about six
lines long, perhaps, if you just read it that would...satisfy
sompe. Senator Joyce. -

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, it's on the ﬁack. 1t says, “For the purpose of this
sectibn, +he land underlying a cooling pond and public util-
ity property with the exception of scrubbers and waste water
treatment facilities shall not be considered a part of a
pollution control facility.® 7
PRESIDING OFFICE&: (§ERATCR BRUCE)

Senator Nimrod.

SENATOR NIMROD:

: Yeah, that amendment seems rather extensive and I would
like to get a chaance to look at it and see what it actually
does. 1 know you're Saying what it's doing, but 1 don't see
how it affects this and what we're talking aboﬁt, because

this could affect millions of dollars, and I think we ought

to just take a few miﬁutes to ‘look at it.
PRESIDING OEPICEB;_ {SENATOR BRUCE)
Well, Senator,~thé.-.the amendmént has been distributeda
SENATOR WIMROD: = : ‘ -
wﬁere? » )
PBRESIDING OFFICER:.  (SENATOR BéUCE)

The sponsor " indicates to averyone's desk, is

that...Senator Joyce.
SENATOR NIMROD: 1

Well, the SponSOleas
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Nimrod. Senator Nimrod.
SENATOR NIHBOD:

Yes, I said <the spoasor imdicated he was haviang copies
made, and we'd like to take a few minutes to look at it and
see what the impact to this 1is, so we can intelligently
interpret it.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Nimrod, the...the Chair is advised by the spomsor
that the...the amendment was distributed on everyone's desk,
and.;.and, thefefore, it meets the requirement that it be
distributed and...Senator Nimrod.

SENATOR NIMROD:

#ell, thank you. In that case, if you're no* going *to
give us a little time to digest it and take a look at this,
I'm going to have o rise in oppésition to it at this late
time; since you are making some Bajor...causing some major
impact, this discussion...this subject has been discussed
before in commiftee and there has been some discussions about
it, and mnow you bring in here at this last ainute on the
Floor attemétiné to affect some of the major costs. What's
going to happen is we're going to end up again with
highér.._ﬁtilities bills as a result of this amendment anda...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Nimrod...Senator Niamrod...Senator Nimrod, perhaps
Senator Joyce will have one of the staff people bring the
copy of the amendment. #We have three other speakers and I'll
get vright back to you and, perhaps, if you can read this, we
can solve some of the probléms. Senator Bowers.

SENATOR BOWERS:

Sponsor yield to a question, when he gets through talking
to Senator Grotberg.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sepator Joyce, I'®m sorry, there's...there's a gquestion
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from Senator Bowers.
SENATCE BOHEBSi

Sena*tor, now, I...I'%ve been readiﬁg the amendment, am I
to understand that under the present interpretations that |
there is land that 1is constrﬁed as a facility under
this...under this type of an exemption?
éRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator_Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

I think what you're looking at is the section that ‘wsas
put in a couple of years aéo when...vhen ve raised the gues—
tion...wken ve raised the question here, when the bill was

_brought up it was very unclear as to what was going to be
included, and I've raised an example of a cooling lake.  So,
they said, okay, we'll take the cooling lake out. So they
put the amendment or in the House and, in fact, did take *he
cooling lake out. So that has nevéf been...they've never

"filed for a...an exemption on that, but the only problem is
that the rest of it, the dike, 1 forgot to mention the dike,
and the road on top of the dike, and the gravel on top of the
road on top of the dike and, you know, you go under *the sun,
the star, and the moon if the...anything you didn't mentionm,
it got exempted.

PRESIDING OEEICEE: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Sepator Bowers, I'm sure you'll want to ‘know
that Channel 20 is reguesting permissioA to film the proceed-
ings. Is thege leave? Leave is grauted; Senator Bowers.
SENATOR BOWERS:

That's likely to keep me up a long time. No, the thing
that...that concerns me is you're saying here that the land
underlying a cooling pond, and...and I guess what I'm hearing
you say 1is that under +today's interpretation, they are
including land underlying a cooling pond and you want to

eliminate that, is that...is that what we're saying? You're
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adding it in the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE BRUCE)

Senator Jerome joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Okaya. Well...there im...in the originmal bill, that
WaSe...that languagé, I believe, for the purpose of this
section thejland-underlyinq a cooling pond was in the other
bill, and now they've put a line under'it, again, but...aad
public utility property with the exception of scrubbers,
waste water treatment facilities shall not be considered a
part of a pollution control facility, that's the new lan—
guage.. S0, they are...the land underneath the cooling lake
is not exemp: now, but that's the only part of i+ that isn't.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bowers. .

SENATOR BOWERS:

411 right, just so - I'm clear. Thes, as far as the Statue
is comcerned, or as far as the amendment I have in @y band is
concerned;‘the underlining of ghe vords, for the purpoée of
this . section, the land underlying a cooling pond is in error
and that's already the Statute,fis that what you're saying?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCB)

Senator Jerome JOyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

That's correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bowézs.

SENATOR BOWERS:

Well, I'm not sure that tﬁelamendmeht shouldn't be put in
proper form beforé it's...before it's put on, but I...I don'%
want to hold it up for that purpose, excep: that if that, is
a matter of fact the case, Mr. President, wpaybe someoane,
other than I, ought to take a look at it. Now, if this

amendnen: goes on then, Seénator Joyce, wha*t we're really
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saying 1is that the oniy property that can fall within this
‘exemption will be scrubbers and waste water treatment facili-
ties. That's the only thing that can be construed as pollu—
tion control devises, is that...is that your intent?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Joycea 4
SENATOR JEROHE JOYCE:

Yes, that's correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BERUCE)

. Senator Bowers.

SENATOR BOWERS:

I guess then my next question is, what are the examples
of ihe items tha% are today being coasidered these facilities
that you are...that will no longer be considered after tae
adoption of this amendment or this bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Dikes, <containment walls, the building, the containment
building, the doors, the windows, the Toof, it goes on and
on. I can't begin to think of all of the...the things that
they think of to exempt.

PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bowers.

SENATOR BOWERS:

Are you suggesting that a waste water treatment facility
does not include the building?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Well, I'm not sure that I understand that but, you know,
the containment building or the, you know, the...the whatever
kind of a building it is that covers a...waste water treat-—

ment facility, in ay opinion, should not be exempt. The
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waste water treatment facility should be exeampt.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator BOwers.
SENATOE BOWERS:

Well, ;'m, obviously, not an expert in this field and I
just don®t wan%t to get caught shor¢, and that’s the reason
for the questions. But it appears to me thét if.o..if I'm

" required to construct a vaste water treatment facility, anmd I
have to construct a building and to hold the facility that
what I'n intended t0O...or what's intended to be covered 1is
the whole...is <+=he whole thing. Now, I guess, what you're
saying is that it's just the...the integral wmorkings that are
covered and not the rest of what I would call the facility.
If...if that's your intent, fine. "I just want to make sure I
understand what we're changing here. I kind of agree with
Senator Nimrod, I...it'S...it...it seems to me to be rather
innocuous language that maxes a great big change that a lot
of us are not going to be'aware of until it's too late.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator McHMillan.

SENATOR McMILLAN:

Well, very briefly, I...I rise in opposition %o the
anendment. I...I understand, clearly, because we've had a
coﬁple of year's experience trying to cope with the prdSlem
that Senator Joyce's amendment is attempting to deal with.
Senator Geo—Karis, I'm sure, has...has expressed to many in
this Body her similar concerns, and there are some oyher
places in the State, though their problems are not as great,
that are also affected. But I think the point that Senator

Bowers makes is a good cme. I've read it, and reread iz, and

reread it again, and I personally fear that...that not‘having
gotten testimony on it, and mnot having heard from those
people who are going to have to end up interpreting it and

applying it, that what we may be doing is now excluding from
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this exemptién some things that we really don't intghd to,
and that in turn means we are socking some utilities with
additionain tax. That additional socking of the tax means
somevhere along the line, somebody's going to have to pay
that in tetms of utility rates somewhere. This is another
one of those éough situations where you?re damned if you do
and damned if you don't, but I personally can't suppott the
amendment.

PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Nimrod, db...I’ll take you out of orzderz, would
you like? Are yoﬁ ready? No, no, that's fime, Senator
Nimrod. If fou're ready we'll...Senator Nimrod.

SENATOR NIMBOD:

Yeah, well, thank you. I had a chance to 1look at this
and get a little better uﬁderstanding of what you're trying
to do, aad thank you_for getting *he amendmént OVer. Evi-
dently,A this: is earmarked, particularly at the Ziom plant,
gnd ve have...ve have had in that plant alone, if I recalil,
it's going to.increase ihe cost of what we're presently doing
by some five or six million dollarcs alome. And that means
that what we're tempting to do here is *o remove, Senator
Bowers, remove some of the things that you mneed in order to
have a écrubber. We're saying that thoée things are not
going to bhave to get the tax benefi:z, but you couldn*t have a
scrubber without having those facilities in the first place.
Now, they are not needed in the order...in the operation of
that particulér utility but they are nmeeded in order to oper—
ate for that building. I think fof us to try to debate and
decide this issue herg on the Floor is the wrong place to do
it. Senator McMillan said this has come up many times before.
Again, it appears that this is a last minute attempt, again,.
to come in and divert an opportunity where what ve're going
to do 'is to increase the.cost of some five to six million

dollars on the Zion plant alone. Now what this will do <o




Page 97 - JUNE 25, 1982

other places, I can’t tell you, but that I know it'll be that
many millions there. How many million @0r€? Je..¥Caa.We
don't have the informationm and all it's going to do is raise
the rates to...to the ratepayers. Now this issue has been
debated. It has been decided that that...those facilities
are needed in order to have a..a scrubber eguipment and util-
ity where :the ponds involved with it, and I think +that there
ought to be some technical information supplied here rather
than some arbitrary decision attempting, at the last minute,
to divert this issue and to allow a few local gJovernments
to..-afrive .ai some windfalls and some changes in existing
law. I strongly urge opposition to this particular proposal
at this.time. 4

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo—Karis.

END OF REEL
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REEL #4

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Sell, Mtr. President:. and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senéte, it just doesn't apply to Zion alone, it' applies to
the different areas that have these very bié public utility
plaﬁts. This is a very good bill in definition because it
says ve:y..}very frankly that the scrubbers and waste water
treatment facilities are considered part of a pollution con—
trol facility, but when he talks about...the prior speaker
talks of what it's going %o cost the poor public utilities
companies five or six million dollars, what he doesn't tell
you is that it also has cost.tﬁe taxpayers twenty-two million
dollars...twenty—three million dollars in assessed valuation

. if this...this situation isn*% corrected by the amendment in
this bill. And I think we have to consider the public utility
companies, which are monopolies, have a certain responsibil-
ity' to the taxpayer. And if they want to pass stuff off to
us, fine, but in the meantime, I think they better. consider
what the have tried to pass off on us, and if they can
sit...continue with getting off twenty-three million dollars
in assessed valuation Jjust in ay county alome, just think
wvho's going to pay the difference, the ordinary taxpayer and
thé small businessman. And I speak in favor of this amend-—
ment. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

"'Further discussion? Further discussioan? Senator Jerome
Joyce may close on Amendment No. 5.
SENATOR JEROME JOICE:

§ell, thank you, Mr. President. W®hat...what has happened
to us is because we have a unique situation in a few counties
in this State that we passed a measure in here that I dom't

think We...we realize the...the impact on these few counties
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an& taxing bodies that are...tﬂat are involved in...in this.
It just...it's having a devastating effect on them. I don't
think that ue realize that anyone in there broadest sense of
the imagination coﬁld...coﬂstrne a..e.a pollution control
facility as <the pousing. Now, I guess that in the broadest
sense is the way they interpretated it. If you have a vessel
sikting.here that is a nuclear reactor, you don't need any-
ghing else around it if it doesn't have a...an accident and
radiation escapes. So we have nine foot thick walls, we have
these éontainment - buildings +that are all going to hit the
skids anrd go off the tax rolls. Kell, Ladies and Gentlenmen,
it's...that would just...I donm't know what's going to happen'
to these commuaities if *this does happes. You know,. they
have a certain obligation that...when there is a nuclear
plant in...in your afea, you have to...you have some probleas
that are unigque, for instance, you have evacuation plamns, you
have a lot of things that just.;.people are not very comfort—
able withe A little bit of humor tha* happened, i:?s...it's
fuﬁny now, but it‘&idn't<§eem so funny at the time, at thé
LaSalle area plant, vhén they were testing the sirens, when
the £first...when they went off the first time, all of the
cows stampeded and " they...you know, they coulda’t £ind
them...they've, you know, they're just nct use to that sort
of thing; And so to take-the téx base away from those people
iSeeels a.esjust a'iiavesty and I'd ask for your support on
this amendmeat. _
PRESIDI.NG OFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall House Amendment No...shall Amendment
No. 5 to House Bili'2485 bé_adopted. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The vo*ting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have éll voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. ©On that guestion, the Ayes are 24,
the Nays are 28. Amendment‘ ¥o. 5 1is defeated.s Senator

Joyce, for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

eeothe neg#tivés.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

There's been a request for a verifigation of those who
voted in the negative. Will the members please be in their
seats, and pursuant to Senate Bule, will you please respond
when your name is called. Secretary will call those who
voted in the negative.

SECRETARY:

The following voted inm the negat;ve: Berman, Berning,
Bloom, Bouérs, DYArco, Davidson, DeAngelis, Friédland,
Grotberg, Keats, Mahar, Haitland, acuiilan, Nash, ﬁimrod,
Ozinga, Philip, Bhoads, Savickas, Schaffer, Schuneman, Simas,
Sommer, Thomas, Totten, Walsh, Weaver, #Hr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Joyce; do you gquestion the presence of any member
recorded in the neqatiye? o
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Senator Simms.

PHESID;NG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Simms is behind the Mimority Leader.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Senator Totten.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator TotifeN...YOou see him by the phone booﬁh?
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Senator D'Arco.

PRESIDiNG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRﬁCE) ‘

Senator D'Arco on the Floor? Senator D*Arco. Strike his
pame. All right. On a verified roll call there are 24 Ayes
and 27 Nays. And the motion to adopt is lost. FPurther amend-
ments?

SECRETARY:

«.-Amendment No. 6 by Senator Sangmeister.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister, perhaps this would be an appropri-
ate timeAto take a break. We have some speéial guests " here
and give a ittle interlude here. The Illinoiﬁ American
Legion Police School Officers are here and would Senators
vVvadalabene, Hc#illan, Gitz, and Davidson please come to the
Podium. We'll have a brief in%roduction here of those offi-
cers. .

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, may I have your attention, please. I would like %o
introduce to you our former colleague and a person who is
instrumental in Veteran Affairs, our colleagué, Senator
Robert Mitchler.

SENATOR ROBERT MITCHLER:

{(Remarks by Senator Mitchler)
MISS MARIE LINDGREN:

{(Remarks made by Marie Lindgren)
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) '

Senator Sangmeister, before we went *o that. order of
business, you were ahogt to offer Amendment No. 6 to House
Bill 2485. Senator Sangmeister is recognized.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Withdraw that amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sponsor...withdraws the amendment. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 6 offered by Senator Jereniah Joyce.
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce is recognized on Apendment No. 6.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and wmembers of the Senate.
Amendment No. 6 to House Bill 2485, Tables Amendment No. 1

and Amendment No. 3. Those amendments, as this amendment,
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deal with the notice provisions of this legislation. I don't
think there's any opposition. This is a result of sonme
discussions between  the Taxpayers Federation aad the
downstate assessors. 1 ask for its adoption at this time.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senato:.Jeremiah Joyce, do you need to Table Amendments 1
and 32 Senator Joyce moves to reconsider the vote by which
Améndments 1 and 3 were adopted. On the wmotiom to recon-
sider, all in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The ayes havé it.
The vote is...reconsidered. Sesator Jeremriah Joyce moves to
Table Amendments 1 and 3. On the motion %0 Tablé, _ali in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Anendments 1
and 3 are Tabled. Senator Joyce now moves the adoption of
Agendment No. 6. On that motion, is there discussion? Sena—

.tor McMillan.
SENATOR MCMILLAN:

Go ahead.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, I think I*'ve just explained it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator HNcHillan.

SENATOR McMILLAN:

You have now already reconsidered the vote and so forth,
and you're ready to discuss the amendment. BRight?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR BRUCE)

The wmotion is to adopt Amendment No. 6, we're to that
point. Senator HMcMillan.

SENATOR McHILLAN: ) -

Okay. This amendmen: does, as...as Senator Joyce bhas
indicated, it wmerely takes the first +two, which weren't
stated all that well and places it imn a form that's mnmore

easily understood by everybody and...and puts it in a much
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better position to be enacted on and I support it.
PRESIDING OFfICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 6. a1l in <favor say
Aye. .Opposéd Nay. The. Ayes have it. Amendment No. 6 is
adopted. Pu;tber amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. .Nov, the Chair inadvertently, skipped 2461,
Senator Philip, because of...again, I would alért you that
ﬁhe description on youar Calendar is inm error. Senator Philip
ésks leave of the Senate to return House 2461 to the Order of
2nd BReading of purpose of amendment. IS there leave? Leave
is granted. Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY: '

Apendpment No. 4 offered by Senator Rock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock. You have an amendment on the Govermmental
Reorganizatign Act, Amendment No. 4.

SENATOR BOCK:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Geatlemen of
the Senate.. Amendment No. 4 to House Bill 2461 does two
things, it affords...in the.case of Executive Reorganization,
it affords aﬁy employee of‘the depart@ent who...whose rights
may be affécted the opportunity to have the matter reviewved
by the Civil Se:fice Commission. Secondly, it suggests and
states that where two or more employees are eligible for the
same or similar position, the one with +the mBost seniority
shall be appointed, and sediority means the length of time as
a full-time employee of the State of Illinois and I urge
adoption of Amendment No. 4.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Motion is to adopt Amendmen:i No. 4. Discussion of that

motion? All...Sepnator Philip.
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SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Geatlemen of the
Senéte. I rige to oppose this amendment. Quize frankly,
when you merge two agencies and you have two people for the
same job, and you automatically take the person with the most
seniority, fou don't always get the...best person for that
jéb. Also, if you would do that, you would take the person
with the highést salary and, of course, this is going to cost
the Governor more money and that department more monay. So,
I rise in opposition to this and I would ask for a roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Call right, is there further discussioné Further discus-
sion? Question...Senator Rock may close.

SBBATOR ROCK:

Thank you. I, again, urge support for tg}s amendment.
It's really }very simple, aad in ay discussion with the
Governor's representative, I didn't seem to have any problem
with it. It affords State employeés certain rights in the
case of an Executive reorganization. I don't think there's
any problem with it and I urge an Aye vote.

PRESiDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

- Question is, shall Amendment No. 4 be adopted. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all vo£ed who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voféd who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 28, the Nays are 29. Amendmeat No. 4 is lost. (4achine
cutoff)-.-amendments?

SECBETARY:
Aaendmen£~No.45 by Senators Philip and Gitz.
PBESiDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Philip on Amendmeﬂt Noe. 5.
SENATOR PHILIé:
" You know, I hope I have the right apmeandment, but I

“think...does Senator Gitz have an amendment also, his own
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amendment? If this is the long amendmer :...o0kay, thank you,
it is. This is the...this amendment is the same as House
Bill 2530 which got caught in the last moments and was not
acted upon over here, was passed the House but it is the
Criminal Justice Trust Fued and I would move its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 5. Is there discussion
of that motion? All in favof say Aye. Opposéd Nay. The

Ayes have it. Amendment No. 5 is adopted. Purther amend-—

nents?
SECRETARY:

Apendment No. 6 offered by Senmator Gitz.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz is recognized.

" SENATOB GIT2:

Thank you, Hr. President and members uf the Senate. This
is an amendment which is agreed to in the Executive Reorgan—
ization Committee. Briefly, in the legislation sent to us by
the House to implement Executive Order No. 1, it was indi-
cated that the Department of Administrative Services and now
its successor wish to change the guidelines for imternal
audit.  However, that 1language was bdroad enough that it
appeared to affect other agencies' which were not directly
‘under the control of the Governor. So, this is the amendment
which will clarify exactly who has the internal audit proce-

dures.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SESATOR BRUCE) °
Motion is to adopt Ameadment No. 6. Discussion of that
motion? K11 in favor say Aye. Senator Hall, did you wish

recognition? Senator Kenneth Hall.

SENATOR HALL:
Will the spomsor yield for a questic ?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR . BRUCE) : ‘

Indicates he will yield. genator Kenn~th Hall.
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SENATOR HALL:

Is a...5enartor Gitz, is this the salary amendment?‘ Is
this the onme with the salary in there?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

No, Senator Hall. As I explained, this is the guideiines
for the establishmen: of internal audit. The amendment
yéﬁ're concerned about is Amendment No. 3 which is already a
part of the bill.

» PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE BRUCE)

All righ*, the motion is, to adopt Amendmént Ko. 6 On
that motion, all -in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 6 is adopted. Purther amendments?
SECRETARY: )

No férther amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. All right. We have two bills we 1left on
2nd reading +that had amendments that need %o be dealt éith,
2289 and 2342. Everyone indicates that tﬁey‘re ready toj go.
Senator Maitland, 2283, are you ready to consider the amend-
ments? All right. Is there leave to return to fouse Bill
22892 Leave is granteda. Thé bill was already...was left on
2nd readiﬁg. And are there ahendments, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARY: .

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Demuzio.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ' {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Denmuzio is:recognized.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, thaank you, ar. President and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. Again, for the second time, this is the
amendment that would establish the seven-member elected Illi-
nois Commerce Commission. I .think that, as I've said before,

that the...is...there is a great amount of support mnow in
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Illinocis to bring this regulatory agency into éome degree of
responsiveness with an elected membership. The amendment
would provide for seven members; two would be elected froa
the City of Chicago, one member would be :elected> from the
territory in Cook County that' is’ not within the City of
Chicago, and one member shall be élected from eacﬁ of the
four judicial districts, other than the first judicial dis-
trict in Illinois. The chairman of the <copmission would
be...elected by 1its own membership, and in case of any
vacancy, the Governor, with the advice and comnsent of this
Body, would make a temporary appointment and any person
that!s so appointed shall hold his dffice-ﬁuring the remain-
der of his term and until his successor has been elected and
duly qualified. The studies that I have seen throughout the
. period of time that the ICC has been of major...controversy
in Illinois have indicated that Illinois bas the highest
utility rates in the na%tion. And there's general consensus
among our constituents that the ICC has failgd to regulate
the energy industry and to control utility rates. Over the
last five years, the 'ICC haé granted Illinois' electric
utilitiés over 1.8 billion, almost two billion dollars, and
natural gas utilities over two hundred millio; in rate hikes.
and during this same period, electric rates...increased by
ninety-three percent, natural gas rates by a hundred and five
percent while infliation increased by only...by not...not by
only, bui by sixty-five percent. So, *=oday the ICC routinely
grapts about eighty to ninety percent of the -rate ,inéreases
that are requested, and it’s also béen-commonplace for this
appointed body to allow utilities to charge consumers for
construction work in progresé...,in fact, both the CIPS and
Illinois Power have both filed for...for rate hikes, and they
were asking for over ome billion dﬁllars in customer charges
before the first kilowatt or...megawatt was...of electricity,

vas to be utilizied. So, +he ICC, framkly, has failed to
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devise and to implement incentives to encourage the utilities
to increase their efficierncy, and alcthough +*his is not aa
ided...a new idea, 1I believe that the time has really come
for us to elect these new...these members. The membership on
elected basis would more carefully scrutinize the requests
for construction work in progress, aand I would ask this Body
for support %to adopt Amendament No. 2 to House Bill 2289.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND: |

Well, thank you, #r. Ptesidént. 1 woﬁld» aﬁk, firse, a
question of the Chair. Does the amendment..swould you read
to me the first...the second line of the amendment that you
have before you?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE)

I take it...Amendment No. 2, starting right there, Sena-
tor?. "Amend House Bill 2289 as amended by deleting lipes 1
and 2, and inserting the following, 'An act to amend various
Acts in Telation to public utilities.'® Anendment No.
2...amend House Bill 2289 as amended on page 1 by deleting
lines 1 and 2 and inserting...the £following. Sénatot
Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Okay, that's...that's indeed interesting, because the
amendment that ve debated sone...sometime ago did not say
thate It said, Amendment Ho. 2 amend House Bill 2541. Now,
all of a sudden, theret's a different number there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Yes. The bill was on 2pnd reading.
SENATOR MAITLAND: ’ -
Well.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator, there could have been twenty-three more amend-

ments filed while <the bill is om 2nd reading. Once you've
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calied it back, there is no rule in this Body that disallous
anyone from filing any amendments tha: are germane and to *he
point. »

SENATOR MAITLAND:

..Buc we, in fact, are not debating the same amendment that
we were some hour ago.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Except for +he typographical <change, it is identical,
I'Da..I'm told. But I...the Chair is not going to rule it's
identical...this amendment is before the Body.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

.Hell,...does that...does +that wotion have...does that
apendment have to be withdrawn? We...we were debating the
amendment, weren't wve?

PRESIDING OFFICER: ~ (SENATOR BRUCE)

¥e were debating .Amendment No. 2.
SENATOﬁ MAITLAND:

"And now we're debating another amendment, and...and...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

:The sponsor withdrew, I suppose, if you want to get into
a téchnical ruling, withdrew Amendment No. 2 which had a
typdgraphical error and substituted Amendment No. 2 which
does not have a typographical error, a procedure ITe...l...I
aésﬁme is done here with some with régularity. And
I'd...even if he did not, Semator, the ruling would be that
Amendment NoO. 2_then becomes two and Amendment No. 3, which
is before us. So, I...I don't think you're gaining apything
ove} the typographical error, and I assure you that...;ﬁat it
is dome in thié Body when people find errors in amendments
that they withdraw them and substitute properly...drawn
amendmentsa.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Okay, well, then...them I would understand then that

it*s...that it's perfectly cricke: to at aaytime to just sub-—
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stitute amendments, you know...regardless of what issue you
were debating, you can substitute, and, you know, I...I think
everyone knew that there was a typographical erroz, and
thatts fine, but we..we, in effect, simply gave, you know, a
substantial amount of time to get the chénge made and to
debate an amendment that was in proper form, and that's the
point that I wanted to make. And that...and that, seems to
me to set a...a bit of a precedence, and I, you know, I just
call that to the attention of the Chair.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, I _would just...call to your a:teniion, the Chair
had nothing to do with anything except tha*t you uere'-jbinéd
by five neambers, and following the procedure to this Body
written in the rules of the Senate of this General Asseambly,
the Chair allowed you the opportunity %*o have the amendment
circulated, and the Chair did nothing ordinary, extraordinary
or out of the ordinary course of the rules of this Senate,
and now we have the amendment back before us. Had you made

an objection as to whether or not the error...the original

amendment was in proper form, the Chair would have been will-
ing and...to rule. It was not requested of me and I followed
your procedures, Sepnator, im asking for time to have the
amendment distributed.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Okaye...o0kay. Just..;just twvo points, Mr...first of all,
I did...I did make note down in front that there was an
ef:or. And the second point is, we.,..¥We€...we did circualate a
different amendment than what we initially debated and that's
my only point.
PkESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
Well, I'll...vhen...when. are we going to answer the

, germaneness guestion?
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PRESIDING O?PiCER: {SENATOR BBbCE)

The <Chair is Hilliné to rule right now, Senator, if you
wishe. ' '
SENATOR MAITLAND:

well, let's...let's hear i¥, Sir.
PRESIDIKG OfFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. Thelchair will rule...the Chair «will rule
that the amendment... subject to the amendment...drawn by
Senator Bloom that it 1s germane. VThat Senator Blooa's
amendment amends the Public Utility Act, and because of that,
it has been a comsisting ruling of this Chair that
once...once we have gottem into a specific chabter, it amends
the same chapéer of the Statute on an Act relating to public
utilities. And I don't think that you would wan< another

" ruling than that, Semator Maitland. Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, thank you, very much; Mr. President, I appreciate
that ruling. I do rise in opposition'to...to Amendment No.. 2
to...to House Bill 2289. i...the isgue has been around a
long time, and it's...it's one of those things, it's a very
p&pular thing back 4in <the district and...and many people
don't understand what...vhat réally could happen, but it..fI
think it*s just not of the begt interést of...of the autility
users around the State to be subjected to this kind of a
situation. I Dbelieve that;-.that politics put in the rate

structure is...is wroag. Yom talk about...you talk about

getting money behind particular candidates and people whdse
best interest is...is not in...in good wutilities this, in
fact, is...tgis is réally‘going to, I think, upset that. ' I
- think the situation that we have now, éhe most...the two most

recent Commerce Commission members that we have had seated on

the board are considered to be very pIoconsumer. Their
activities before going on that board were im the consumer

area. They uanderstood utilities. They understood rate.
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;etting. Some of us had some objections to them, yes, but,
in fact, they are on there and they are making a good con-—
tribution to the...the...to the Commerce Commission. If we
elect the Commerce Commission members, we're going to have
the utilities, in my judgment, working diligently to get Com—
merce Conmission members elected that are going to be people
who are extremely interested in the utilities' side of the
issue. And the rest of us are going to be working very dili-
gently, contributing méney to get people who we think will
rule in our favor. That's not the case onpow, it simply is
not. I'm not saying.;.that_ the Conmerce Conmission is a
lily—white, perfectly run organizatiom. And I do believe they
need more auditors. I beiieve they need to take less of their
information from the -utilities and derive that ianformation
from competent, adequate auditors, and %that's our mistake and
we should try to improve upon that. ﬁnt to suggest that a
Commerce Commission member be elected with no qualificatibns
whatsoever, and there's nothing mentioned at all, they don't
have...nothing says that they have to live in the district in
their elected from or amything like tha%t, mno age require-—
ments, no nothing, I think is wrong. You know, one might
think that the media would be strongly supportive of this,
but the;e are a number of papers around this State that have
editorialized against electing the éommerce Commission @en—
bers. I was interested some weeks ago with an editorial that
the Tribune had on this issue clearly saying, spare the Con-

been

i

merce Commission from elected commission members. It!
said also by‘the proponents many times that those states that
have elected. Commerce Coumission members do, in fact, have
the lowest or almost the lowest rates in the country and
that's not the case at all. 1Illinois, for example, is Tight
about the medium...3ightly below the natiopal median and we
don't have an elected Commerce Conmission members. Arizonia

has an elected Coamerce Commission and has the very highest
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or almost <*he highest. There is some...there is some sub—
stance to the statement that will be made by ‘some of the
proponents to this ameandment that, im fact, in the last two
or three years in those states where you have elected Coa-
merce Commission members, the rate of increase has been some-—
what less. But I will also suggest to you that in some of
those very same statés utility companies are having a very
difficult time and are going to the courts to get their rates
increased so that they can survive. I don?t like higher and
higher utility rates any better than the rest of you do, and
if 1 thougﬁt for one minute that tgis wvould give me a lover
éa%éin Qéuia vote for it, but I'm convinced in my own nind
that this will not do i% and I think the amendment should be
defeated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discﬁssion? Senator Johas.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. Président. I am certainly glad to be a
part of this war on the utilities. I don't know of a group
that has a...a lack of corporate responsibilitiés other than
the utilities. I'd also like, just for what it's worth, to
ask everbody in this Gemeral Assembly who owms utility stock
not t0 vote or at le;st declare themselves that way. Second,
if you had an initiaiive referendum, and that!s what's bring—
ing the popularity of that to the front, you put\this-test to
the people and they?ll vote overihelmingly.-.gveruhelmingly
that the utilities should have an elected ICC in this State.
You talk about rates, sure the ICC doesn't give all the rates
that's wanted, but they give initially what the good utili-
ties have, a staff of lawyers, expertise, engineers, et
cetera, who put forth just exactly what they want and they
put it so much above that they know that when the ICC cuts
them, they'll get exactly what they vant in the first place..

The mismanagement, the overbuilding of the utility companies,
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let's take one for exanmple in this State, the Newton plant,
the ICC has stated, especially Charles Stalon, who I helped
get apbointed and approved,. who I héve consiétently said
we've pade a mistake about, he says that now the CIPS cus—
romers will just have to absorb the overbuilding costs that
we kept telling the ICC was happening uitﬁ Newton. Now,
isn't that somethiné? For years wetve said, hey, you're
overbuilding. You see, they base the rates on a.plateau that
they expect the people to reach im their use of electricity,
but we haven'’t been reaching those plateaus. In fact, we
have been 1insulating, we've been cutting back the use of
electricity, so wha* happens then? -Uéli, I'11 you, we're
penalized and the rates got to go up to subsidize the utili-
ties.because they say, we've got to keep our stock optioms
attractive. That's a bunch of bull. That is absolutely a
buach of bull. Down there where we get it and'uﬁat we have
left remaining, is what Paul Powell called "mngawa™ and you
know what that stands for, but I'1ll tell you £his, the utili-
ties are having trouble simply because they don't have to
practice efficiency. I'd like to have a little quiet...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE) :

Can we have some order. Hay ve héve some order, please.
SENATOR JOHNS: ‘

Thank you, Mr. President. It's so nice .to have you

listening for a change. Buat let me tell you something, they

have fleets of cars that they let tﬁeir beople use that you
péy gﬁs t3X OlleweYOU...Pay gasolinbe benéfits on, and they rum
around all over the country. There's no reasom in the world
that they have any fear of the ICC. fhe:reasonvthe Governor
doesn't want it, and I'll tell you, i# takes away the power
of his office. But I say that when you put it in <the power
of the people, 7you're doing a great justice to them and I
think that this is a great idea and it ‘should be pursued, and

I'm glad to be a part of it.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. Presid;nt. This is a concep: that I have
historically been opposed to. I have said so many times. I
have not made a political caree:'of.being a utility kicker,
some folks do. I...TI have not. There is an organizationm ia
my area called SCAM, the Southern Counties Action Movement,
which this has been one of the number one issues on their
agenda for a number of years getting an elected Conmerce
Commiséion, >I zold SCAHM sevé:al veeks ago tﬁat I was pot in
favor of an elec*ed Commerce Commission, but about three
weeks ago, I «changed my position. I have experienced
for.-.once again, the pbwer that the public utilities in this
State have over the elected officials of *his State. When I
tried +o get'a bill out of the Senmate Rules Committee which
dealt with the elimination of the fuel adjustnment
clause...pardon me, the...the fuel...the transportatioa por-
tion of the fuel adjustment clause eliminated, I wanted to
get the bill before +this Body for its consideration, the
public utilities without ever once passing out one piece of
~ paper indicating the data om which their opposition was based
and their figures varied last year...two years ago, Common—
wealth Edison said that my bill would have cost them six:ty
million dollars, their lobbyist this year registered...pardon
me, testified in the Illinois House of Representatives that
my bill would have cost them four milliom dollars, but yet
never passed out one piece of.paper to verify that, or how it
was going to cost them, or whatever. Rhen I saw the power of
the public utilities once again being displayed in their
opposition to our attempt to get thirty-five hundred coal
miners back to work in this State, I decided that 1I'11 fight
power with power, amd I  will be for an elected Commerce

Comnission, and I'm going to stand up and I'm going to fight
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the public utilities in this State every time I get a chaace,
it*s going to be a part of my political agenda now, and 1I'm
going to fight them every time I get a chance, and this is my
firs: chance.v and Senator Demuzio, I'm going %o vote for
your amendment, it's a good amendment.
PRESIDING GOFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

Thank you, MNr. President and Qémbers of *he Senéte. I
rise in suppoft of this amendment. I think it improves an
already good bill. I was slightly bemused by some of the
comments of a prior speaker. Nobody argued the germaneness
when we were talking about the utility tax on a tax, it's
only when we're talking about a very controversial amendment
and some accountability in the Commerce Commission. They're
some good ag:uﬁents against an elected Comﬁerce Conmission,
make Bmo aistake about it. But I want to point out, and by
the way, I'ﬁlvery glad that Senator Maitland has now Jjoined
the list of people who are proconsumer when he says that they
will be contributing momey to the campaign and he’ll have to
come up with money for <the consumer, because every major
utility proposal in this Senate has in one way or the other
has been defeated, even restrictions in advertising. It 1is
alleged thai this puts politics into the process. Well,
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, there's politics alréady
involved in. the process. How do you suppose it is that the
recent Commoﬂwealth Edison rate increase is going to be ruled
on after the election, but before the new Gemneral Asseﬁbly
takes its seat? And when a motion was filed with the Con-—
merce Commission by one of the intervenors to reguire >;hat
decision to be moved up, it was simply not acted on. It is
alleged that the people somehow do not have the skill, do not
have the knowledge to pass on these events. There isn't any—

body in this State that doesn’t understand what money is all
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about. There*s been a billion dollars worth of rate
increases, and what's more, according to documents filed with
the Conmerce Coamission, another ivo billion dollars inm its
spected rate increases from Coermonwealth Edison. And people
now more tham ever are beginming %o say, enough is enbugh-
The Governor's Office of Consumer Affairs, a divisiom of the
Governor's Office, was just gquoted in our press releases
handed out as raising soame major questions about the energy
projections that have been supplied to the Commerce Commis—
sion asking that they adopt as their official position a .5
five percent increase each year. I think that this amendment
is deserving a serious discussion, and I know that the House
sponsor of this bill, given his concern tha* he has testified
frequently about utility rate increases, knows that we need
to have some accountability and ought +to bring that issue
forward. I believe this is a good amendment and I believe
that it doesn't interjec: any more politics in the process,
in fact, it brings hore accountability, and I know that sone
of the peopie who bave spoken in opposition are the same ones
that are always trying to preserve, rightfully so, the pré—
rogatives of local elected officials. ‘ Let's put that
acpountability in this manner,‘if there is...siaply is no
other way to bring some sense to this process.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. Like
Senator Buzbee, I have gome on record in my district in sup-
port of an elected compission because the pajority of people
of my district feel that ve need persons making decisions on
the costs of their utilities which is probably ome of the
aost essential services and one of the .most costly services
and one that has been constantly increasing, probably higher

than any other needed service in the State, and for that
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Leason, they feel that -hose persons who make +he decisions
about rate increases should have sonme kind of accountability
to them, asd I happen to agrea with that. I feel that as
representatives elected by the people to protect the welfare,
health and safety cof <those people, that it should be the
responsibility of either the Legislature or someone else
elected. And for that reason, I would ask for a favorable
vote on this amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator...Senator Marovitz and
then...Senator D'Arco. Senator D'Arco, for what purpose do
you arise? .

SENATOR D'ARCO:

I want to move the p: :vious question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEN! TOR BRUCE)

Well, ve only have a couple of more speakers, Senator.
A11 right, Senator Harovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of +he
Senate. I just would like to know what's ¥roag #ith respon—
sible government? What's wrong with having...having somebody
to hold accountable for utility rate increases? I...you
know, we...that?'s the wéy we operate in government, we're
held accountable. What's wrong with having people that are
in control of the utility rates in this State to be held

accountable to the electorate? I really don't see anything

-Wrong with that. Now just to reiterate a couple of argu-

Bents, states with elected commissioners have lower rates for
electric service than states with appointed commissioners.
States with elected commissioners have a lower rate of
increase im electric costs than a state with appointed
cormissioners. And...an?...vhen we're...if we're going to be
concerned about the utility companies, let me assure you, the
last people tha*t we're sver going +o hold a tag day for are
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the " utility companieé. Credit ratings of utilities 1in
elected commission Jjurisdictions are §f comparable quality
with utilities im appointed Jurisdictioms, so, I meah,
let's...let?s call a spade to spade, let's be straighf about
this thing. We're talking about fesponsible government,
holding somebody accountable, a lower :ate of increase and a
lower wutility rate in a state uith.elected commissioners.
There's absolutelyvnothing irong with this. It's a good
ﬁeople vote, and in these tough economic times, we really
ought to put the people Ei;st, and by putting <the people
first, we'll put this amendment on.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATéR BRUCE)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

#1ill the sponsor yield, Mr. Presiden=?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he uill.yield.
SENATCR SCHUNEHAN:

Senator, I have.a couple of queséions about the commis—
sion as coastituted in.the bill. I noéice that two members
shall be elected from the City of Chicago, one
member...shall be elected from the terfitory in Cook County
not: within the City of Chicago, but then you refer to one
member each shall be elected from each of the four judicial
districts. bﬁﬁat judicial districts aré you talkiag about?
PBES;DING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senato; Demuzio.

SENA&OB DE¥UZIO:
The...the Supreae éourt districts.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
Well, are we...are we simply to assume that, Senator, or

should...should that not be a part of your bill? Should not
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your bill be more specifié as to uhich'judicial districts
you're...you're referring to?
PRESIDING OFFICER? " {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Perhaps, but I ‘don'%t kaow of aﬁy other districts throughk-
out Illinois are judicial distriéts that are described in the
manner which they are in the bill. However, if that is your
notion, I would be glad to add that im the House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schunemaan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN: .

One other. guestion has *o do with the appointment of a
vacancy. Assuming that a vacancy exists in your district,
for example, the vacancy would be filled by appointment of
thé Governor? I don't see anything in here that says that
the appointee has to be from your district. Could...wouldm'z
it be possible for the Governor to pick some other member
from the City of Chicago to fill that district? It doesn't
say.

PRESIDING OFFICER: _(SEHATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Under the description that you’ve indicated, perhaps.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Hhat's...ahat's. the salary to be for the commission meam—
bers?

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:
Same as they are novw.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

#here does it say that in the bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
' Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DENUZIO:

¥e're not changing their salaries now a*. all, it's
already set by Statute.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR :'.:SRUCE)

Senator Schuheman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:

Mr. President, s;mply to-speak to the bill. I think ‘that
the...the amendment has some flaws im it. Whether you like
the idea of an...an elected Commerce Commission or mnot, I
think that those flaws should be corrected before we pass aay
legislation 1ike this. The other thing that concerns me
about this concept is that we would hope to be able zto
improve +the regulation of utility rates in the State. And I
question very seriously uhetpe: we're really gQing to do that
by means of an elected Commerce Commission. I think of the
area of campaign contributioans, for e}ample, if someone with-
out any vested interest seeks to runm for an office on the
Comperce Commission, first of all, what would prompt that
person to run for that office, and secondly, who's goimg to
finance the campaign? Aad 1 think that®s a very importantz
consideration to think about when voting om this issue. We.
may wind up with a bunch of special .interest groups running
commerce...running the Conmmerce Commission, one group first
pulling it in ode direc*ion, ‘and then afte: latef political
campaigas and golitical contributions, another group pulling
it in a different direction, and I suggest to you that the
system we have now, even though it has some flaws, may be
much better tham the one that's suggested in this amendment.

I'm going to vote No on the amendment.
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PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Berning. Final speaker. Senator Berning.
SENATOR BEBNING:
. Thank you, Mr. President an@ members of the Senaze. It
seens to me that there are a couple of things that we are not
considering here irrespective of, and I emphasize that, irre—
spective of whe*ther or not you are for or against elected or
appointed officials. The three things tha*t...appear to me to
be much more significant in...zhe context of the total prob—
lem, namely, Tate increases is the guaranteed profit which
the utilities have. No other industry, private‘or otherwiée
that I koow of, has guaranteed profit. Secondly, there isn?:
any restriction, that I am aware of, on useless  costs uhiéh
the utilities undertakes, such as expensive T.V. advertising
-and philanthropié projects. Thirdly, this General Assembly
-from time to time imposes additional burdens on the public
utilities. All three of these things militate‘ to reyguire
increased rate items. And it would make no difference
whether we had a...an elected or an appointed copmission. I
believe that we ought to be addressing these other three
points and forget this issue. » .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Demnzio may close the debate.
SENATOR DEMUZIOQ:
dell, thank you, very much, Mr. President. I've heard
some debate here. about special interests, about campaign
finances, about this being too political. I would 1like to
point out that the current system of appointmeﬁt is already
bolitical.. It is not an open process, it is a éroces; that
takes place behind closed doors. It's a process where every
special interest utility group tries to buttonhole every
legislator and the Govermor for their particular guy to be on
the Commerce Commission in order to set the rates, so it's

not ah...up—front process, it's a behind-the-closed—doors
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processa. This particular agenéy is now too important to be
left to the appointment process. We have *o subject the Com-
merce Commission and the issumes that surround this agemncy to
d..eal accountability through a public debate and from Illi-
nois citizens at elections. And Mr. President, I would - like
leave to add both Senators Gitz, and Joyce, and Johns, and
Buzbee as co-sponsors of this amendment and ask for al roll
call. Thank you.

PRESIDING dFF;CER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -

Question ‘is, shall Amendment Ho. 2 to House Bill 2289
pass. Those in favor vote Xye. Those opposed Qote Nay. The
voting is open. Senator Donnewéla:m“;aﬁld' you...have all
voted who wish? (Machine cutoff)...voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 34, the Nays are 23.
Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 2289 is adopted. Further
apendmpents? A
ACTING SECEETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Nimrod.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Niamrod.

SENATOR NIMBROD:

Thank you, Hr. President. This amendment was the amend—
ment that was on Senate Bill ZSBi which dealt with a problen
that we have concerning wasting of associated gas,:which
probabiy most of you know as flare gas, and what wvas...was
happening is that this gas which is associated with oil wells
gets burned off into the air. Host other states
they're...they're ayle either to put that back iato the
ground or forced ro put it.into a pipeline and send it off so
it could be used. This amendment offers an alternative and
encourages the Commerce Commission to work with thase who
might be able to collect it from...various wells and deliver
it to a wvellhead...deliver it to a pipeline aad allow

them...certain requirements that it must at least be...meet
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the pipeline'étandards...qualit} and it sust also be of suf-
ficient'qganity, two hundred thousand cubic feet in order for
~ them to ;ccept it. It also protects thé small companies by
allowing...the...distributing company...the wtility in ozder
to allow them to pass that back into the pipeline where they
can't use it and it will not cause the increase in rate.
This is a good bill which causes...a good amendment bécause
it saves energy and allows us to find a solution +that does
not harm anyone and does not discourage any of the people who
are presently exploring <for wells and for energy resource
within our State. Happy to anmswer any questions, if not, I
would ask forva favorable adoption of this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator...is there discussion? Senator Haitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, yes, Mr. President. This came up rather rapidly
and...and it‘is By bill. I...I would like to see a copy of
the amendment. I ipuld suggest, if I could get five people
to join me I'a like to have it circulated and see uhére we
are here.

PRESIDING OFFICEﬁz {(SENATOR SAVICKRAS)

You..}Seﬁator, you do have five people that join'you in

that reguest; Sena:ér Deruzio, 40 JOU...
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Itd like.to see a copy of the amendment, too.
PRESIDING OFéICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Démuzio joins tﬁat request. Could we have leave
to go‘ to House Bill 2342 while *he amendments are being
passed. Senatbt Hall, for what purpose do’ you arise?

SENATOR HALL: —

Thank you, Mr. President. I*d just 1like +o announce

someone lost a wristwatch in the telephone booth. Look on-
your wrist, somebody is missing a wristwatch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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While we're waiting for the amendments to be distributed,
we do have leave %o go to the Order of House Bill 2342 for
the purpose of amendaent. . Senator Berman. .On the Order of
House Bill 2342, Senator Berman seeks leave to bring it back
to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of amendment. 1Is
leave . granted? Leave 1s granted. On the Order of 2ad

Reading, House Bill 2342. BRead <the bill, Hr. Secretary.’

END OF REEL
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REEL #5

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

- On Amendment No. 1, Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

- A1l right, this is the only one that you have now, Tight?
All right. Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, a...a few
minutes ago we discussed +he amendmeht on this bill aand Sena-
tor Bower raised the question as to the language dealing with
the land trust brovision. Also, included in the amendment
was a matter dealing with +he exemption tatute and the
amounts of money subject *o garnishmenz. There are questions
that have been raised on both of these issues and they're
legitimate questions. W®e have an understanding...¥e have an
understanding with Semnator Bowers, Semator Bloom and others
who have talked about this bill, we*re going to put on Amend-
menf No. 1 which deals with the exemption Statﬁte, send it
over to the House, they're going to nonconcur. " We'll get
this in a Conference Committeé and address bothbof these con-
cerns in conference. So at this point, I would move the
adoption of Amendment No. 1. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

: Is there any discussion? Senator Bowers.

SENATOR BORERS:

Will the sponsor yield to a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he Qill.

SENATOE BOWERS:

Senator Berman, in...iﬁ my discussion with you, I was
under the impressioa that...we were nor going to go wit the
amendment we were going with before, and staff tells me there
has been no other amendment filed. <Could ve be clear omn

. which amendment we're on? Okay.
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PﬁESIDIHG OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bowerse.

Szuaroa BOEERS:

If the Clerk pethaps could...or “he Secretary could per—
haps give us the...the LREB number on the one we're actually
discussiné.
SﬁCBETRBY:

There...there isn't...it isn't an LRB but i can read
YOUeea
SENATOR BOWERS:

Okay. Okay, I know which one it is and thank you, Nz.
Secretary. 1 agree.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any other discussion? If not, Senator Berman
moves the adoption of...Amendment Fo. 1 to House Bill 2342.
Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The
Ayes have it. Amendment No. 1 4is adopted. Aany farther
reading?

SﬁCBETARY: )

No furiher amendments.

PRBSIDIHG OFFICER=2 (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

3rd reading. On.the order of Postponed Comsideration we
have House Bill 2508. Senator Grotberg seeks leave to bring
it back to the Ordef of 2nd Be;ding for the purpose of amend-
ment. Is leave granéeﬁ? Leave is granted. On the Order of
House hills 2nd Reading, House Bill 2508. ¥r. Secretary,
would you read the bili.

SECRETARY:
Amendpent No. 2 offered by,Senator Vadalabene.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB SAVICKAé)
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:
Yes, thank you,'ur. President and members of the Senate.

Apendment No. 2 to House Bill 2508 deals with the tax on the
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downstate tracks that we thought was exorbitant in the ox_g—
inal bill-. After two days of meeting with the Governor's
people and with the downstate tracks, a compromise has been
reached and they can 1live with this aumenduwent. What the
amendment does for the tracks that have a handle of up to
four hundred thousand doliars, there will be a one hundrad
doilar a day fee. From four hundred thousand to seven hun—
dred thousand dollars a day, there will be a two hundred
dollar a day fee, and over seven hundred thousand dollars a
day there®ll be a three hundred dollar a day additional tax.
Let me tell you what the iméact doés on our downstate race
tracks. For Fairdount race track, the thoroughbred zacing
days, the take...the bandle is five hundred and fourt: :n
thousénd dollars per day, which means that they will »e
paying two hundred dollars a day om their tax. Their harwnrss
racing will be three hundred and fifty-eight thousand dollarcs
per day handle, they will be assessed a hundred dollars a
day. An interesting...the guad-cities track at Moline, Illi-
nois, whose handle is two hundred and fifty-nine thousand
dollars a day will pay what they're paying now, one hundred
dollars a déy at no additional cost. Over in Belmora im W/ 1l
County, the thoroughbred racing per day, their handle is four
hundred and eleven thousand dollars average, so they will be
éaying two hundred dollars per day, and their harness racing
vhich averages four hundred and eighty-nine thousand dollars
per day will be paying two hundred dollars per day. It;s a
compromise,__one 'that they can live with, and now I move for
an adoption of this Senate amendment...House Ameandment Ne. 2
to House Bill 2508. It's been agreed on by the Governo:r and
the sponsor of the pill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEMATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senator Vadala! -ne
moves the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 2508.

Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. Th=
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Ayes have it.  Amendment HNo. 2 is adopted. Any furthe:
amendments?
SECRETARY:
No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFiCER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Back to postponed consideration. Seaator Johas, for what
purpose do you arise?
SENATOR JOHNS:

A point of perédnal privilege. Just like to announce to
some of those that haven't heard it that Alexander Haig has
just resigned. -

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Could we have a 1little quiet 1in - the galléry. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Beading, on page 2, House Bill 394.
Sena*or Netsch wishes to have House Bill 394 brought back +*o
the Order of 2nd Reading for purpose df amendment. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of House Bills .an
Beading, House Bill 394, Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

First of a;l, I think, Hr. President, it ought to be méde
clear that Semator Hall is officially listed as the spomsor
of the bill,iand he has requested that sponsorship be assqmed
by Senator Keats and myself. So the bill will be shown as
under our sponsorship, Netsch—Keats, if that is agreeablé.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) »

Senator Netsch @moves that Senatq: Hall and Senator
Vadalabene...Senator...Senator vadalabene, for ~ what purpose
do you arise? -

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, 1 have...a question from Senator Netsch, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, the...original bill included bistate and I v¥ant it
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shovn‘in the record, therets mnothing dia this bill tha%
affects a bistate development agency, is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS) .

Senator,...we're mnot to that point yet. The point At
this point is to change the sponsorship of the bill>and then
offer the amendment to do...t0 eliminmate your concern. Sena-— _
tor Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

I*m sorry, I was in *the telephone, I came out and I heard
394 and that alerted me.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall moves that Senator Netsch and Senator Keaﬁs
réplace Senator Hall as the Senate sponsors of  House Bill
394, Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Now, Senator
Netsch is spomsor of House Bill 394. Senator Netsch.

SENATOR MNETSCH:

Yeah, I think to get this in the proper ozder for <the
reéall and the amendment which will do what Sepator Keats and
I want it to do, as one of the hyphenated co—sponsors, I
would novw move to suspend the rules so that we can immedi-—
ately consider House éill 394 and place it on the Order of
2rd Reading to be amended according to the amendment which
has now been filed. The reason for that is thag it is not
clear that...tbka* 394 which remains on the Calendar from last
year was cCleared by the Rules Committee. So, I think we need
to suspend the rules to accomplish that purpose and I would
SO move.

PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You!ve heard the motion. Senator Netsch moves to suspend
the rules to have immediate cqnsideration for House Bill 394
on 2nd reading. BAll those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The rules are suspended.
The bill is now on House Bills 2nd reading for consideration

of amendments. #r. Secretary, are there any amendments?
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SECREZTARY:

You got your amendment mwarked No. 3, but. actually it's
No. 2. Amendment No. 2 offered.by Sepators Netsch and Keats.
PRESTDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATCR NETSCH:

Well, I think I put Senator Keats' name first on it...
SECRETARY:

I'm sorry you did.

SENATOBR NETSCH: '

It is indifferept to either of us but, Senator Keats, be »
ny quest.

PRESI ING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

S- aator Keats.

SENAT! 3 KEATS:

I've always vanted tkat invitation...thank you, Senator
Netsch. #hat this amendment to House Bill 394 does is abol-
ish the...CUTD, Chicago Urbam Traasit District. This is
something +the Senmate and House have both done before, just
not at the same time. There seems to be agreement on this.
It dres set up that the amoney would be used for capital
improvements in that area with the CTA, et cetera. 1f there
are any questions, we'd be glad to answer it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.Is there any discussion? If nor, Senator Netsch and
Kea£s nove the adoption of Amendment ¥No. 2 to House Bill 394.
These in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The
Ayes have it. Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Are there further
amendments?

SECZETARY: ‘ : -

No further awmendments.

PRES 2I¥5 COPRFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
3rd reading. On the Order of House Bills 2ad Reading,

House 3ill 2289. Senator Nimrod, these are Amendment No. 3 '
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that.we will be on. This is where we had left for the pur—
pose of distrihutién of the amendments. Amendment No. 3,
Senator Nimrod.
SENATOR NIMROD:

Yeah, the amendmehts haven't come back yet, but I'll go
ahead and...if there's no objection, I'1l go ahead because 1
did give it to the séonsor and had given it to the leadership
on both sides. The amendmen:t as...as it's presented cer—
tainly allows us a chance to presently solve the problem of
the wasted natural gas that’s beiag burned of " into space.
And I wcertainly would encourage adoption of this amendment.
Be happy to anmswer ahy questions.

PREéIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? 1If not, Senator HNimrod moves
the adoption of Amendment ¥No. 3 to House Bill 2289. Those in
favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have
it-. Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendménts.

PRESIbING OFFICER: iSENATOR SAVICKAS)

3rd reading. Now, the Chair...we will go back to all
thosq bills we had on recall. On the Order...on paée 2 of
our Senate Calendar, we will start with House Bills 3rd
reading and wve'll sta:t'with House Bill 394. On the Order of
douse Bills 3cd Reéding, Bouse“Bill 394, Senator Netsche
Bead the bill, Mr. Sécretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 394.

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netscha

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, #Mr. President. Senator Keats, would jyou
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return. to fonr chair because you are a hyphenated co-sponsor
of this. This is the bill that vwe just amended. what it
.dbes.;git strikes everything that was originally in the bill,
Senato: Vadalabene, thers is nothing about bis*ate at all.
It achieves something that Semator Keats and I and the Senate
have attempted fo achieve over a period of several years aad
that is} the ébolishment of the Chicago Urban Transportation
District, an agency “hat was created in, as I recall, 1967 %o
build a couple of subways in Chicago +that will never be
built. There...there is a considerable amount of money sit—
ting in its fund unused. There ié absolutely no use for the
distrtét any longer, and as part of our clean-up operation
ﬁnd to free the money for good purposes, the...the district
should be abolished. I might say that a good deal of the
money that is in that...in the fund right now is momey that
was collected through property taxes imposed in the central
area of Chicago, including a good part of the district that I
represent. It is absolutely clear from the terms of the bill
that the momey will be used only for capital improvements in
thel area from which it was raised. It will not be used for
operating expenses of the Chicago Transit Authority.
PRESIDING\OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there any discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, just for the record, I want to répeat there is noth-
ing in this bill even, though fou've said,e-<that considers a
bistate‘dévelopmené agency, that has been strikem completely
ffom the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any further discussion? If not, the guestion
is, shall House Bill 394 pass. Those in favor will 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 57, the Nays
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are none, none Voting Present. House Bili: 394 having
received the constitutional majority is deéla;ed passed. On
the Order of House Bills 3rd Beading, House Eill 1607. Sena—
tor Netsch. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY: .

House Bill 1607.

(Secretary reads tif;e_of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OE"FICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

‘Senator Netsch.
. SEBATOR uméca: .

Thank :you, Mr. President. House Bill 1607 now does so
many things I'm not sure that'I‘vill remember them all,  and
if I overlook something, I would ask those who added the par-
ticular amendmen+s to rTise and add <their explanation.
The...the basic bill, the part that I had something to do-
with, does a couple of things. First of all, it is part of
the speeding up, we hope, of the assessing process, aﬁq it
does change the date by Hhiqh the supervisors of dssessmeﬁts
must meet and begin their ph;se of the work. We amended that
from the first Monday in May to the first Monday in June, I
believe that was a suggestion‘of the Depatfuent of Revehue.
I believe there is no...objection at all to that part of the
-bill. Secondly, it...includes the text of a bill that came
to the Senate as House Bill 1254, which has to .do withi the
annual refiling for exemptions and that is...sisply a
clarifying matter. Third, it has %o do uith:Senétor Bruce'’s
amendment on the...idvested capital tax and makes it clear
that unitaty was never to be a.part of that tax alome, it
has nothing - to do with the income tax or with the biil ve
passed yesterday. Let's see; what else éoes it do. I
believe Sepnator DeAngelis added an amen@ment which imposed
a.e--al additional tax having to do with those who cone

through <the State, and if there's any farther explanation of
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that, he will give it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, *he question is,
shall House Bill 1607 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye..
Those opposed vote Nay. The vqting 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 51, the Nays
are 2, 1 Voting Present. House Bill 1607 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passéd. House Bill 2038,
Senator Carroll. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 2038.

(Secretary reads tixlé of bill)

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

Senator Carroll.
SENATO® CARRBROLL:

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. The bill after having just besn amended by Semator

DeAngelis novw does two *hings. One, it allows . various coua—
munity college districts to adoptvtheir budget within the
-first quarter of the fiscal year rather than the first amonth,
a truly essential change neceséary for these commmnity col-
lege districts. Secondly, Senator DeAngelis has added to
" this that the new baccalaureat assistance law for registered
nurses be in the Department of Public Health as opposed to
the Scholarship Commission. It's my understanding +hat that,
too, is agreed to py.all partiéipants and that there 1is no
problem in that provision,  and er:esentative Keane has
allowed this bill to be used to accomnodate Senator
DeAngelis! suggestion. I would ask for a favorable roll call
and answer questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR .SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If no%t, the question is, shall

.
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House Bill 2038 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote WNay. '~ The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all vo*ed who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, @none Voting Present. House Bill 2038 having
receive the coastitutional wmajority is declared passed.
House Bill 2039, Sepator Geo—Karié; Read the bill, Hr.
Secretary. '
SECRETARY:
House Bill 2039.
(Secretaty reads titlé of bill)
3rd reading of tﬁéﬁggii; o
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKASf
Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
Mr. President and Ladies and .Gentlemen of the Senate,
_House Bill 2039 adds sections of various Acts %to authorize
the...the Department of Public Aid: to continue collect
maintenance or child support paymenfs on bebalf of a fofmet
recipient for a period not to exceed three wmonths from the
month following' a date...the wmonth in which the persoa’s
assistance was terminated. It also, in addition, this amend-
ment makes the extended collection provision uniform through—
out the State which complies with Fedécal...regulations. It
includes in this...the £following awmendments, an amendment

which provides for joint custody for a child but is deter—

mined by the court to be in his best.interest and both par-
ents agree to terms. of custody, and it alsc includes clarifi-
cation of the joint cuétody order...s+ating that <he court
shall take into consideration the health care, education,
religious traiming of the child on awarding joint custody. I
move the passage of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR . SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, the gquestion is,
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shall House Bill 2039 pass. ThOosS€...Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:

_Will the Senator yiéld for a question?
PRESIDINGVOFFICER: {SESATOR SAVICKAS)

© She indicates she will.

SENATOR WALSH:

It's ay understanding that...tﬁat Senator Marovitz's
anmendment relative to former judges performing marriages has
been deleted from this bill, is that correct? Was there an
amendment adopted to this bill which provide for visitation
rights of g:andpasents? Is *his the bill that had that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)

‘Senator  Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEC—KARIS:

Yes, 1'm sure there is. Tt was Grotbery's amendment,
it's right in the file there.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

._Senato: Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:

esel'm sorry, I didn't hear in your explanation that that
WaS...was part of the bill. ©Now, does that provide for..ifoc
visitation by...by grandparents under what circumstanceé?
PRééIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC—KARIS:

" Hold on just a minute and I'1l give it to you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (ssﬁ.uoa SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Xaris.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

'All right. This provides that grandparent visitations
may be granted to a grandpareant whose child is deceased or
whose childrens...whose. child's parental rights with respect
to minor <c¢hild have been terminated....this amendment'pro—

vides the court, of course, has the discretion. No  visita-—
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tion rights will be granted where the minor has been adopted
dfter the death of one or both parents, and this happens to
be Senator Bruce's amendment together with Senator Grotberg.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:

ﬁell, then it...it would provide for visitation rights
even though one of the parents is alive, is that correct?
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce can answer this question. . Senator Bruce..
SENATOR BRUCE:

Senatoﬁ iaish, if you bhave no objection, I was the
offeror of the amendment and perhaps can explain. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Sgnacor Walshe. v
SENATOR WALSH:

Itt*s..it's all right with me, unless Senator Geo—-Karis
wants to ansver the guestion. I think it would be up *o
Senator Geo—Karis. I put the guestion to her.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I'd be happy to yield to Senator Bruce fcause that was an
amendment that he and Senator Grotberg worked.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SERATOR BRUCE:

Yeah. 4 year ago, as you maYy...recall, under the Mar-
riage and Dissolution Act we allowed grandparents to petition
the court to have visitation rights in a marital dissolution.

After that bill was passed, some attormeys, in vwhich there

was a death of one of the paremts, have alleged that they
have no right to petition, so this adds that omne additional

clause...the grandparent visitation guestion has been
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resolved in divorces. All this adds is the additional time
as when one parent has.died,,they can still petition...in
other words, you would not have to hav; a dissolution of the
marriage, but if <there uas'a...a death of one paremnt, the
grandparent could go into c§urt, petition the court to have
visitation rights.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:

Well, I know, of course,'in the event of a dissolution,
;e have a continuing proceeding where there are minor‘ chil—
drea involved. We have apparently under this bill a situa-
tion where there has been no litigation,vjust the death of a
parent so that a grandparent, in a sense, will be able to
file a...a new action in court to reguest that that grand-
parent be permitted visitation where +there had been
no..-.there had been no court proceeding prior thereto, is
that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator.Bruce. .

SENATOR BRUCE: ‘

That is correct. They would have the optioﬁ of filing de
novo action by...by a petition and asking that the cour:
grant visitation rights, if if was in the best interest of
the child. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Walsh. ‘
SENATOR WALSH:
‘eesyou made the statemeﬂt earlier that where the...the

child had been adopted that there would be no...

PBESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICXAS)
No...he indicates, no.
SENATOR WALSH:

Well, someone made that...I dJuess maybe Senator Geo-
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Karis...I understood from the answer to one of my questions
that if the child had been adopted, that the grandparent
would then Ahave no right to act under...under this.bill, is
that correct or not?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

There waé language concerning adoption in this amendmeat
when it first began. There was no way that ve could draft
language that anyone could see that car handle the guestion
.of an adoptioh. There are many people, including we, that
have very serious questions about grandparent*s rights when
the biological parent's rights have been terminated by an
adoption proceedings. And...and that would also get into a
uﬁole question of the Supreme Court ruling on...on releases
by illegitiméte fathers and +the whole gquestion, and vwe
thought it would be best since we only put the one in on vis-—
itétion and marriage dissolution last year, that we add this
death of a parent this year\énd take up the question of adop—
tion next year when ve have more committee hearings sched—
uled; H
PBﬁSIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Walsh.

SENATOR WALSH:

) fell...then I guess you aaswver is that in a situation
yheté there has been adoption, the grandparent would have the
righ£ to visitation. Is that correct, Senator? That's the
way I read this amendgent. Where there has been adoption,
tﬁe érandpafent would have the right to...%o visitation.
PRESIDENT: '

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:
" Senator Grotberg has an amendment which he at one time

“offered which dealt with adoption rights, aad you may still
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have that in your hand. The amendment TI...that was even—
tually offered on this bill, we Tabled Seﬁator Grotberg's
Amendment No. 2 and adopted a later amendment which took out
all the reference to adoptions. There is no reference in this
Statute at the presest time relating tc adoptions.
PRESIDENT:

Senator W¥alsh, your tiae, Sir, pleasc¢.
SENATOR WALSH:

Well, Senator, the amendment I havs, which reads Grotberg
and 3ruce, mnakes no reference o adoption and since it mékes
no reference to édoption and merely provides, if I can read
it to you, "The court, pursuant to this subsection may grant
_reasonable visitation privileges to a gr« :dparent whose child
has died." So, if that grandchild has be :n adopted, the vis—
itation privileges can be granted. Ther¢ is no exclusion in
the case of an adoption, so if there': no exclusion in the
case of adoption, the visitation privileges can be granied.
So, Jjust briefly, Mr. President, since that is the case,
under this bill as amended, I think it?'s offensive and an
unwarrented intrusion on the part c¢f the family unit where
there...an adoption kas taken place. I...it'%s not 1in the
nature of a...a Qquestion, I...there!s no doubt in @y mind
from a reading of the amendment, I thick this bill should be
defeated.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Geo—K&:is may close.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS: N

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentleomen of the Senate, to
ansver the: last query, this amendment and I have...don’t want
this amendmeant coafused with the prio: one, provides that a
court may grant visitation privileges to a grandparent or a
great—grandparent whose child bas died  :er= the court deter—
mines it is in the best interest of the <child. It*S...this

ampendment clarifies that grandparent vis-itation rights may
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be granted not only in dissolution of mérriage cases, as vwe
passed 1last year, but also when a parent dies. Thié is a
very crucial bill. It's a good bill and I don't think the
amendment is bad, because wvhen a child is adopted, for
example, it?Se..it...ite..it has...it has the sane righté as
a child born of a natural...parents and I think it's a good
bill, and I urge its favorable consideration.

PRESIDENT:

- Question is, shall House Bill 2039 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The votimg is
oben. Have all voted(aho wish? Have all voted who 'wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take *he record. bn that queétion,
the Ayes are 44, - the Nays are 8, 2 Voting Present. House
Bill 2039 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. Senator Haitland on 2289. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Readimrg is House Bill 2289. Read
the bill Hr...Senator Johns, for uhat.pu:pose do you arise?
SENATOR JOHNS:

Sorry to interupt, Mr. President, but 1 voted urong on
that iast bill because I can in and I just...like forfi: to
be a matter of record, I would have opposed the bill.
PRESIDENT: '

On the Order of House Biils 3rd Reading 1is House Bill
2289. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary. :
SECEETARY: .

House Bill 2289. i

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3cd reading of the biil-
PRESIDENT:
Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank 7you, #Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. House Bill 2289 as originally introduced was a

rather...was a totally noncomtroversial bill, it simply




Page 143 — JUNE 25, 1982

allowed downstate counties to opt out of burdenéd apportion—
ment and...that, of course, passed ourt of committee with no
negative votes, and I believe theré is no-. objection to amny
portion of that part of the bill. Theré hdve been a couple
of other items added onto the bill that .you wmight recall.
Pirst of all, Senate Amendment Now 1 would...vouid abolish
the...basically abolishes the State inheritance tax and also
abolishes the tax on tax for utilities,'that's Senate Amend-—
ment No. 1. Senate...Senate Amendment No. 2 1is ae...is an
amendment that calls for an elecrted Commerce Commission. .And
Senate Awmendment No. 3, and Mr. Secretary, I hope 1've got
these amendment in the proper order, Senaie Amendment No. 3
would eﬁcourage public utilities to purchase patural gas pro-
ducing it from...with associated gas delivered to public
utilities. In other words, from the stack gases, that gas
would have to be piped into natural...or could be encouraged
to be piped into public utilities' lines.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Question of the spomsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he*ll yield.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Are you in favor of this bill?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

I...I believe ine...in the words of Senator Demuzio,
there*s something in this bill for everybody.
PRESIDING CFFICEE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloom.. Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentleaem of the
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Senate. I rise in opposition to House Bill 2289 as amended
and 'I would ask the Chair for a ruling. #y understandiang of
Amendment No. 1, which I believe was offered by Senator
Bloom, was that it was, in fact, preemptive in nature.
PBESIDiNG OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Yes, looking at it now, Sepator, we'll give you an answer
in a minute. Senaﬁor McMillan.
SENATOR McMILLAN:

I*'11 wait until after you've ruled on that.question, then
I uoﬁld like to speak to it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

§¥ell, pursuant to Article VII, Section &, Paragraph G, it
iimits the home rule power to tax,.and therefore, would be
preemptive and would regquire thirty-six votes. Senator
McHillan. ;f note...

SENATOR McMILLAN:

Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator McMillan.

SENATOR McMILLAN:

I rise in opposition to the bill. As Senator Maitland
said, there is a little bit in here for everyboedy, but this
is probably one of the worst examples of what happens with a
legislative process that if we abide by the rules, we'd have
a fairly reasonable process, but because we throw everything
aside when we get down to the very end, this ‘'is an example
of the...the rottepest kind of a product.  Some oi the
bills...some of the things considered here haven't had ample
consideration in committee. This is a bill ‘that intends to
provide everything for everybody and...and, in fact, it is a
disgrace to :the oath of otfice we take. 1It's a disgrace to
what we're tryimg to do om behalf of the State of Illinois,
and because of that, because I oppose about half of the bill,

I'm...I'm going to voie No, it's very hard. Therel's...it's
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very hard to vote against eliminating. the inheritance tax,
bué this is exactly the kind of...of abuse of the legislative
process that makes people highly suspicious of what on earth
we are...are here.to do. I'm going to vote Ho.

PREsIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

" Is there further discussion? 1If wnot, Senator Maitland
maf--.Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DENMUZIO:

'Hell; ‘thank you, Mr. President. I rise in favor of...in
support of House Bill 2289. I would like to point out thacz
the amendment to elect *he Illinois Commerce Commission is
nof something that is not...is a brand new concept, it's been
around for a loang, long period of time. House Bill...Senate
Bill 1313 still resides in the BRules Committee, it was iden-—
tical to the bill that was introduced in the last Session, so
there is néthing-in this amendment that is of any surprise to
any pérson in this Chamber, énd I would...agree with that
amendment as well as to the other portion of the bill that
abdiishes the inheritance tax and ask for an Aye vote.
PRETSIDIN.G OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

" Is there further discussion? If not, Senator HMaitland

.maylclose.
SENATOR MAITLANDz -

1iell, thank you, very much, Mr. President. I agree with
uhai Segator Mc#illan has said. I believe auch thought aad
effort was put forth into the first amendmen*, and I believe
that®*s all that should have gone on there. I can...I can
tell the Body this, that this bill has to go back to the
House, and I persénally will make every attempt £0...t0o work
in the direction of getting the elected Commerce Commission
members off. I...I rose very vigorously against that amend-—
ment. I think i+ makes +his bill a bad bill, but I think the
overriding issue has to be that of the elimination of the

inheritance tax, truly mo revenue 1loss 'til 1late in...in
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Fiscal Year '84, and the abolition of *he tax on tax with
public utilities. I would urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall House Bill 2289 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those oppqsed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all vo*ed who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 45, the Nays are 11,>
none Voting Present. House Bill 2289 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. fo: what purpose
does Senator Taylor arise? Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

Hr. President, I'd like to go motions inm writing.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Taylor asks leave for the Body to go to motionms
in writing. 1Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted. Senator
Taylor. Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

Mr. Chairman, I'4 like to have the motion...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:
-esrCead by the...by the Secretary.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Taylor, you're recognized.
SENATOR TAYLOR: '

Thank you, Mr. President...Nr. President, I move to sus-
pend the temporary Senate Rule 5 and to discharge the Rule
Committee from consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 104
and that such resolution be placed on the Calendar for our

inmediate consideration. And the reason that I put forth

this motion this afternoon is because of +“he fact that
yesterday the resolutiom that we was about to vote on was
somewhat out of order, amd that was explained to me by the

President, and what I did was to file a new motion dealing
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with the Equal Rights Amendmeﬁf. And I, therefore, move that
we suspend the appropbig;e rule in order that we might be
able to bypéss the Rules Co;mittee and. go directly to the
motion. i '
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS).

For uhét purpose does Senator Ozinga arise?
SENATOR OZIﬁGA:

fou “ant a caucus or doa': Vyou? I'm...I'm tora
between...I'd ask leave for an immediate caucus in the
Senate...I'll hold my motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bock.

SENATOR ROCK;

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentleaen of the
Senate. 1 rise in support of Semator Taylor's motion to
immediately consider the resolution as again introduced today
by bhim. I think, obviously; we are all aware, I suggested
yesterday very sirongly that was not éhe opportune time. The
majority of the membership, I think, has now made it clear
that theyi do wish the opportunity to voice their vote on a
sibject that's long overdue and so do I. So, I would move...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR S'AVICKAS)

Senator, could we just baék up for one second. Je will
go to the Order of...with leave of this Body, go to the Oréer
of BResolutioms. 1Is leave graﬁted? Leave is granted. Omn the
Order of Beso;utions, nr-‘Secrétary.

SECSETARY:A‘ .

Senate. Joint Resolution Constitutional Amendment 104
offered by Seﬁator Taylor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)'

Now the.resolution bas been officially imtroduced. On
Senate Joint Resolutiom 104, Senator Taylor.

SENATOR TAYLOR:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move to suspend the tempo—
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rary Senate Rules 5 and to discharge the Rule Committee for
ithe consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 104 and that
each...and that sucp resolution be placed on the Calendar for
inmediate consideration.

PRBSIDiNG OFFICER: - (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Youfve heérd the motion. 1Is there discussion? Senator
0zinga.

SENATOR QZINGA:

1 have been reguested by five members on this side of the
aisle to call a Republican Caucus immediately in...in Minor-—
ity Leader'sAOffice.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

How mugh;..that request is in order -under our rules.
Senator, how much time do - you request? The Senate...the
Republicans will meet in cauéus in the Minority Leader’'s
Office for <ten ninutes. And we will return back in
here...for uérk in ten minutes. They are in caucus, the
Senate will be recgssed for ten minutes and we will return at

two-thirty...sorry, three—thirty. '

RECESS

AFTER RECESS

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

V The houf of three...three—thirty having arrived, we had
éncouraged tﬁe Senators to come back to the Floor so we can
reconvene the Séssionm ¥e have no instructions, the Senate

will stand in recess for another ten minutes.

RECESS
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AFTER RECESS

PRESIDING OFFICER: kSENATOR SAVICKAS)

The Senate will  come to order. ¥ill all those not
entitled +to the Floor please vacate. Sergeant-at-aras would
you...Mr. Secre<ary, we were on the Order of Senate Joint
Resolution 104 on a motion to...for immediate consideration.
On that motionm, Senator Taylor was recognized and speaking.
.Senator Taylor, on the motion for immediate consideration.
SEHATOR TAYLOR: '

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the:Senate. This
issue that we are involved in is the Equal Rights Amendment.
As you know, iz is very importamt to our couniry and espe-
cially to our State, and having had the activity that we had
in our State, I felt that it was very important that we at
least give them a fﬁir chance by having a fair debate on it.
That is uhyAI put tﬁe motion for the suspension of the rules
in order to have House Joint Besolution 104 heard and I move
for the adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICBER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On the motion, any discussion? Sepator Rhoads.
SENATOR BHOADS: ‘

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Seﬂate. A
question of the spodéor of the motion. Senator TayloT...
PRESIDING GFFICER: iSENATOR SAVICKAS)

«-eindicates he will yield.

SENATOR RHOADS:

Thank you. Senator Taylor, is SJB 104, as far as you
know, is the language the the same as SJR 10 from yesterday?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Taylor.
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SENATOR TAYLOR:
v As. far as I xnow, it's the same language.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOé SAVICKAS)f

Senator Rhoads. .
SENATOR RBOADS:

Thank you, Hr. Presi@ent and members of the Senate. I
intend %o cast a voﬁe 0f...0f Present on the motion to dis-—
.charge SJBR 104 from committee for a variety of reasons, which
I think we ought to at least get on the receord in terms of
legislative intent. The.reason for my vote of Preseat is
that I honestly do nof believe...and I've discussed this wizh

' senator Netsch and other proponents on various occasions,
many people feel sincerely on the merits of the issue, pro
and con, but I honestly don't believe that SJR 104 or any
other resolution before this General Assembly constitutes a
valid instrument of ratification of an amendment which was
;assed by the 92ad Congress on March the 22ad, ‘1972. That
resolution which was House Joint Resolution 208 which con—
tained within it a.seven year expiration date. In 13979, the
Congress purported to extend the time period for House Joint
Resolution 208 by passing another jointfresolution, and Sena-
tor Tgylor has properly drafted this resolution insofar as it
goes by referring to that resolution.. That resolution did

'mot pass the Congress of the United States hf a two—thirds
vote which is indicated by Article v" éf the Constitution.
There was subsequent .litigation on ‘the extemsion. That
litigétion was decided in January of this year in a Federal
District Court in the State of Utah, I believe, in which the
extension of time because of it's vidia#ion of A;ticle Vv was
struck down. A later appeal to the United States Supreme
Court found that that order was staid aﬁdvthat the expedited
hearing was not granted. If the State of Illinois passes
this resolution, ard if two other states in the next five

days pass resolutions, it will not automatically ratify that
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proposed amendment which was generated in March of 1972, it
will be brought before the U.S. Sﬁpreme Court -automatically,
which is now on appeal. The question is, and I ask each of
you Jjust +to <read the language of Aﬁticle Vv which is very
plain. The most eloguent argumeat made against the extension
was by the Democratic Senator fﬁom Illinois, Adlai Stevenson,
who at the time argued against it and vote for it. Senator
Stevenson said that if theofetically Congress had the power
to extend a instrument of ra=ification, it certainly 4id not
have the power to extend it by less than the two-thirds vote
required in Article V. Therefore, it is ay position that
there 1is no valid instrument of ratification before the Gen-
ergl_Assembiy, and I'll be casting a vote of Presemt on <the
resolution. Perhaps later we caﬁ discuss the merits of the
proposed amendment itself. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If noz, +he question is,
shall the rules be suspended for immediate consideration of
House Joint HResolution 104...Sepate Resolution...i04. Those
in favor will 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 35, the Nays are 22, and 2 Voting Present., The

rules are suspended. Sena*e Jointvsesolution 104 is before
the Body for 1its consideration. O©On the adoption of Senate
Joint Resolution 104 is Senator Taylor. Senator Taylor.
SENATOR TAYLOR:

Thank you, 4r. President énd members of the Senate. You
know this a great country we have when men and women can sit
down and get into heated discussions and then.come back and

.have +his kind of agreement. And certainly that we know thac
in this countzy of ours that Columbus found in 14392 <tha< he
wvas looking for a free world, and since that time, there have

been many other persons, and wmany ®Bight be on the Floor
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today, or their parents, we're immigrants from foreigm land.
They cane fovthis country bécause 0f...it was a free land,
there was equality for all people. %any of those persoas
because of certain discriaminations changed their names in
order that they might be able <to enjoy the same freedon
and...equality that exist for some but not for all in this
country. I know there vas many of my friends of all nationmal
origins that have talkéd to me about the problems that they
had in order to be able Lo get a lidense, one repor;éd to nme
that he had to change his name, become something other than
what he was in ordér to be able ia get the license. That
kind of thi#g did not exist for oﬁ:...a fella of ay facial
complexion, changing my name would not have helped me any.
It did not exist for the women of our country ?*cause just
changing their names has not fully given them the equality
that they rightfully deserve. I know that there has been an
avful lot of demonstrations around this Capitol complex and I
understand tﬁat, I support the...the so~called chain gang. I
support the fasters. I support all people that was fighting
for their freedon. In fact, seven of *he last presi-
dents...six of the last seven presidents have went on record
in support of the.egual rights amendment, there's Eisenhower,
Kennedy, Johnson, Nixom, Ford and Carter. The Egual Rights
Apendment sdid, equality of rights under the law shall nét be
.denied or .ab;idged by the United States or by any state on
account of sex. I have seen this apmendment defeated time,
and time, aﬂd time again for other things other than what the
amendment stands for. I honestly believe that we bave a
golden opportunity if not to help the res:t of the country,
but yet to help the women of our State. And we dare notvfor—
get that we are the heirs of the first revolution, and I say
let the word go forth, from this time and place{ to friends
and foe alike, +that the time has come to ratify the equal

rights amendment, and we are unwilling to witness or permit
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£he slow undoing of those human rights, to which this nation
has alwvays bLeen committed, and to which we are committed
today, that all people are created.equally. The Equal Rights
Amendament will mean hiring and promotional practices based on
the true merits of an individual applicant, regardless of
sex. The Egqual Rights Amendment will provide a 1legal
" precedency for equalization of ' rights, meaning, clarifying
laws, *hereby minimizing the differences in judicial rulings
which businesses must deal, and the result will be saving of
time and money. The Equal Rights Apendment will mandate uni-
formity in regulation affecting companies operating nation-
wide. The Equal Rights Aﬁendment will clarify the econoay
status of women, - including credit standards. The Equal
Rights Amendment will potentially increase the dollars comiag
into the homes. The Equal Rights Amendment would increase
the income of a single-~wvoman household. Twenty-five percent
of all U.S. households are ran by women. Let both sides
explore . whét probiem' unite us, instead of belaboring those
problenms which divide us. In your handé, my fellow legis-—
lators, more than mine, will rest the final success of fail-
ure on our course.. Since this country iias founded, each
generation of Americans has been summoned to give a testimony
to its national loyalty. Now the trumpet...trumpet summoans
us once again, not as a call %o bear arms, +though acas we
need, not as a call to battle, though embattled we are, but a
call to bear the burden of a long twilight struggle, year in
and year out, "Rejoicing in hope, patient in/ tribulation,”
that the State of Illinois would *ake its place among those
states that believe egual rights for all citizens. As ve move
into the 1980's, it is necessary that we carefully assess
what we have done with the first two hundred years under our
Constitution, and what we have not done. The women here
today had a difficult task of telling us some of the things

ve have not done, and things that have to be done if we are
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to have a heal{hy, fair, and decent country. Things that
have to be done if ourt Consiitution is to be respected as a
guide for all our citizens. A guide that did not ask some of
its citizens o wait for the millenniam, and flexible enough
to permit citizen to get overdue solutions for their problers
now. There comes a tiw2 when people get tired. For wmany
years, women have shown amazing patience. They come here
today to be saved from that patience, to make them patient
with aﬁything less than freedom and justice. One of the
great glory of democracy is the right t6 protest for right.
" and may I sugges=, that under our Constitu<ion, we have a
duty, a duty to prorsst for right, aad never in the next hun-
dred years, to be pati: it #ith anything less than freedon,
eqguality and Jjustice ‘or all. H#r. President and members of
this august Body, I sol:.cit your support for the ratification
of the Equal Rights Ame :dment in this Senate %today.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Rhoads.

END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR BHOADS:

Thank you, Mr. President agd mémbe:s of the Senatzee. 1
know thefe is a good deal of impatience in the Chamber to ge:
on with the vote and it_uill come very shortly, but there is
an obligatiom, I think, on the part of those who are not
convinced <+*hat +his a wise piece of public policy to state
why they don't feel that way. . Unfortunately, it's not ‘been
an Aeasy thing to not even'oppose the Equal Rights Amendment,
but to merely to say, one was mnot convinced that it wés a
good idea, because such a statement made one automatically
suspect that one was somehow opposed to the cause of women's
rights or some...oDe was somehow hostile to the idea that
people bught to be treated equally in all public laws. When
1 first saw the Egqual Rights Amend;ent, I figured it cer-
tainly,..thére's po harm in this amendment, it's a ptetty
innocuous statement of equality of rights uander the law. I
didn't see that it really added much ‘to the Upited States
Constitotion that wasn't already there in the fourteenth
apendment egual protection clause or the 1Illinois ER:, but‘
surely therg would be no harm in Passing such a statement.
As 1 beggn io study the issue a little bit more, I began to
uondeﬁ what kinds of public policy options do State Legis—
latures and the Congress now have that they would not have if
ERA were part of the supreme law ofivthe land. Basically
those objections boil down %o two categories. It seems to me
highly unfortunate that the public depate on ERA has gohe on
so many different levels, and it's ir such a poor gmality of
debate <that attention has been focused away froam the con-
stitutional issues involved. There’s a great deal of emotion
on poth sides. One often sees in the media coverage of...the

National Organization for Women or the Eagle Forum demonstra—
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tions andiso forth. How often have you.ever seen in the last
ten years of debate in the newspaper between Philip Kurland,
and Lawrence Tribe} and Dic} Posner, or Paul Froimes all con—
'stitutional scholars of gréat reno#n who have analyzed chis
amendment very carefully, gnd the answer is very seldom.. The
two legal doctrines that I find objectionable in the Egual
Rights amendment boil down ‘to suspect category and mechamnical
unitye. ’ Under the suspect category doctrime, geander would be
made a suspect category im the law such that the burden of
proof shifts from 2...from the plaintiff to the defendant.
Instead of having to prove that the defendant is quilty, the
defendant now has to prove nis or her innocence against a
charge of discrimination based on gender. Now I'm willing to
concede that that suspect category doctrine might have been
justified in the case of racial discriwmination, because of
‘the historic pattern involved, nor do I deny thét there has
been some historical pattern that might justify it or migmt
have justified it in 1972 on the obasis of discrimination
based on-gender, but since 1952, we have had the Equal Oppor—
tunity Employmeant Act and 5 host of Federal ;aus and State
lavs dealing wi%th the issue of equality of rights. Secondly,
the mechanical unity doctrine, and this one causes me even
more problems.: If as a. matter of the supreme law of the
Onited States we say, henceforth, :herg shall be no distinc-
tions permizted in law afbitrary, invidious or otherwise
between male and female citizens, then you can cause some
real problems' in public policy making and take away policy
options that the State Legislatures and Congress now eajoy
subject to tne wishes of their constituents. The most con-
spicuous example that anyone can think of happened just last
year. After the Soviet invésion of Afghanistan, President
Carter asked the Congress to reinstitute draft registration
for both male and female qitizens aged eighzeen and older.

The Congress did not go -along with the President. They
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decided <that their constituents wished them to exempt female
citizens. That was a policy option they now enjoy that what
they would probably not enjoy if EBA were...were part of the-
supreme law of the land. That's just one example, there are
@any others. I think it finally should be said that there
are people of sincere éood will on both sides of this issuea.
It is no more fair to say that all opponents of the ERA are
chauvinist than i* is to say that all proponents of the ERA
are militant feminista There are people on both sides who
have thought about this carefully andvseriously and want to
do Vthe right thing for our comstituents and the right thing
for the American Consti*ution. Thank you, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Illinois Information Service and AP have asked permission
£0 take some pictures. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, I rise in support of this amendment. When
I first got down here ten years ago, i* was one of the first
issues that I had to face, and frankly, I went back to nmy
district and polled rather extensively,...as did my repre-
séntatives, and we found an overwhelming conseasus for it.
As a result of that, I took a position and it's a position
that I have not shifted from imn a decade. During that tem
years, the debate on this issue has, to say the least, gone
downhill, and we find ourselves discussing unisex johms and
other unrelated issues, but the bottom line in my mind is
that the ERA continués to be a moral statement that belongs
in the U.S. Constitutior as much as any other amendment and
more than some I can think of. If I ever had any doubt in my
mind about whether I was doing the right thing for amy rural
suburban Republican cénstituency on this issue, that doubt
was erased in the last primary. My opponent chose to nake

this the issue. My area was deluged in mails on this issue.
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I think people are nomina*ed and elected on thei# records énd
on é ;ot of issues, but clearly, that was to be the issue in
the primary. I won that primary 70-30, and im am all candor,
on #y best day, I'm not worth 70-30. I have to conclude thaz
it was...an affirmative vote, possibly a little for me, but I
think it was a resounding vote by a Republican constituency
for the Equal Rights Amendment, and I think the Equal Rights
Amendment 1is going to have more than one.voée on the Repub-—
lican side of this aisle, and it deserves probably more than
it's going to get.
PRESIDENTz
: Further discussion? .Senator Lemke

SENATOR LEMKE:

MTr. President and fellow uwembers of the Senafe, this

amendment is untimely, because there's more concerned here

and that's the future of the nation, and that future of the

nation...is based oan the unborm. And until the human 1life
apéndment is not bottled up in Coangress aod takes its righ:—
ful place to be ratified by the states, or at least given the
opéortnuity to ratify, I in no way can vote for this amend-—
ment, and I no way cah vote against equal rights for women.
But I'a éelling you fhis now, if this passes after the human
rights amendment, there's no problem, but the fqture of Amer—
‘ica, the unborn, and the children of this cﬁuntry if ;his
passes, they are doomed to the rules of the Federal Govérn~
ment by basic of Sectiom II of this amendmeat, vhicA gives
Conéress exclusive power to pass all 1laws to enforce this
amendment. That's what it says. If you want to‘give up your
staée's rights to passing a human life amendment and protect—
ing the unborn, then you vote for this, but if }ou think of
those people here that have no rights and have no voice, then
you will be like me and you'll Vote Present until theé Con—
gress in their right mind takes out Section II and starts

putting in some language to protect these children or a=z
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least allowing the human rights amendment to come out. The
basic sponsor of this resolution is the Naticmal Organization
of Women, and at% theif own convention, they had s=aid they
would loose the Equal Rights Amendment as along as they can
abort children at any stage of life and get rid of the fﬂtufe
of America. A4nd I'm %elling you this, I stand here in shock
and amaze to see the country of Germany who suppressed even
living people's rights and put them in gas chambers and not
only people of a particular religious background but of an
ethnic background, or as many Poles and Bohemians wiped ouz,
and Lithuanians by the German's ‘hrough exterminmation.  They
wiped out the ventire town of Lidice in Czechoslovakia, not
only with ‘people but they removed monuments, and homes, and
vroads, and plant grass seed. To remove the youny, they
killed the young because of the fear that's coming in. When
ve evaluate omoney more than we evaluate children, then we
have abortion, and then eventually after abortion, we get rid
. of the eldérly, and after the elderly, we get rid of those
kids that have red hair or blue eyes, or they're Polish, or
Jewish, or Christian, or Jesuits, or whatever religion, and
you 3just keep going ‘*cause thete's no stopping. When we
starte...when they started talking about Nazis, the
intellectuals that are sponsoring this amendment,
ve're...they vere still intellectuals they should 1listen to
this, because it was the intellectuals that agreed with
Hitler fo exterminate two hundred and seventy-five thousand
disabled people, incompetents, wmental retarded amd sick
people. They were the first to go, and they woulda't go
because of their particular religion or nationality. They
vent and they kept starting, and pretty soon it got into the
point where you had a dictator in Germany who thought maybé
they should all have blue hair and blonde eyes. 1 mean
that's what you have...you know, you can laugh and be

silly...you can laugh and be silly but that's what it leads
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to. You kuow I'm not a fear, I...I look at what things to
stact, it?'s like a‘seed, you plant it and you eliminate it.
I'‘m sorry, I...blonde hair and blue eyes. 1I'm sorry that I
nade a mistake, but I get very emdotional waen I <talk about
people that can't speak for themself and I get very much
involved. Yue7 can't chain themself to the Governor's Office
or obstruct legislation in the State of Illinois because they
don't bhave a voice, their voice is yours and mine and the
concern of our morality. I am going to Vote Present like I
always have and no amount of pérsonal or physical wviolence,
or threats, or bribes by high officials will get me to change
this opinion. This is an ideal that I was born in...born
with and it's an ideal that I will die with, and whether I
have money i: my pockets or nome in my pockets, or whether I
have a job or . don't have a job doesn't matter, because I
¥as taught whc: I was young that once you learn something, no
one can take that from you, no one. They can take everything
else you own, but not what?s inside jyour head, and I'm
telling you this right now, :his is an ideal. So you people
want to justify yourself and you vote for ERA, and when the
Federal Goverrment says, we can’t do anything to regulate
abortion in this State, and you come to me aad cry and you
feel sorry because the guilt is om you. I ask you to Vote
Present or ‘No on this thing until we get the human life
amendment ou; of Congress taking its course.
PRESIDENT: ‘

Purther discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEQ--#.215:

Mr. Presidepn% and Ladies and Gentlemekh of the Senate, I
think everyone has heard the arguments pro and com, but the
most important statement that I have to advance is that we in
Illinois hav: Lad the benefit of equal protection of the laws
because under Szction 18, they cannot be denied...we cannot

be denied that w=gual protection or nor abridged om account of
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sex. Now we've had it in our State Constitution for ten
years. I aps a great believer ihat if anyone wants to be a
homemaker, they should be a homemaker, and I respect the
homemaker. ¥y mother was a homemaker and shé had ten chil-
dren,‘ she never worked outside the house a day in her life,
but if she were living today and ay father were living today,
fhey would roll over in their'graves if I did not support
equalizy wunder =he laws. And <his is the way I honestly
feel, it should not be abridged onbaccount of sex, and sex
does not mean homosexuality...homosexnality is sexual prefer—
ence, and there ié...we all knov what we...how we're going to
vote, but let me point out one thing. Wouldn't it be nice to
be nice to the other citizens in the southera states who
would never do anything unless...a Federal amendment were to
pass. It*S...a human rights amendment for both men and
women, it's not just for the women. And I certainly solicit
an Aye vote énd I support it very wholeheartedly.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senatar Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Equality of rights under the
law shall not be denied or abridged by the United~ States or
bf any state on account of sex. It is not radical, it is not
reVo;utionary, it is basic aﬁd American that government will

treat people equally and fairiy. It*s not so much that the

Equal Rights Amentment is going to change society, it is that.

society has . changed but not fairly for ali people. I <hink
that is why the Equal Rights Amendment has had such a broad
base of support in this country, and even in the State of
Illinois and even the Illinois General Asseambly. Let's
remember <that on thrtee occasions already before today, the
Illinois Senate has supported the Equal Kights Amendment by a
majority vote, not a three—fifths vote but a wmajority vote.

And in the Illinois House, on seven occasions, a majority of
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tﬁe members elected has voted Affirmatively for the Egual
Bights Amendment. There is indeed a broad base of support at
large inv this cquntry and in the State of Illinois. Some
will say that this'Qote toda} is symbolic. If that is so, the
symbolism is enormous. It is simply this, will we in Illi-
nois record our belief that this great Comstitutioa of ours
in this country will recognize a past history of discrimi-
_nation and second—class citizenship and rectify it. Equality
of rights under the lav shall not be denied or abridged by
the United States or by any state on account of sex. Who
among you will choose to deny that?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Taylor may clase.
SENATOR TAYLOR:

Thank you, Mr. President and nembers of the Senate. I'm
truly indeed grateful to all of you for exteanding this oppor—
tunity to me. Whether the amendment goes up or dovn, I wan:
to remind you that tﬁe Equal Rights Amendment for women will
vnéver go away, it is'here to stay. I think it*s time that
you all recogaize it and make certaim in future years,
whether we do it todaf or next year, that you consider the
mistakes that has been made for our womenhood. I know the
probleas, I've seen:them, I know wha:t discrimination is all
about fﬁr better than many of you. I know they kmow for the
misuse and the ahusé'fhat has been placed upon tﬁem. There—
fore, 1 vholeheartedly support and I will be ip the firing
line as long as there-is no person that is free under our
Constitution. Hr.‘ president and members of the Senate, I
solicit your suppori fpr Senate Joint Resolution 104.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, the Adoption of Senate Join*t Resolution 104.
‘Thirty-six affirmative votes will be required. Those in
favor of Senate Jbint Resolution 104 will vote Aye. Those

opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
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who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wi=k?
Take +*the Trecord. On that guestion, there are 31 Ayes, 27
Mays, 1 Voting Present. Semate Joint Besolutioz 104 (fails.
If I can have tﬁe attention of the membership, if you'll turn
to page 3 on the Calendar. On the Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading is Hodse Bill 2342, Senator Berman. Senator Ber@dfn.
On- the Order. of House Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill 2342,
Bead the bill,‘mr. Secretarye..
SECHETARY:

House Bill 2342.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill. .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

House Bill 2342 was the one we discussed earlier today.
It's the intention of the sponsors anmd the Minority repre-
sentatives that we have discussed this with to pass this over
to the House with the amendment that deals with the exemption
regarding garnishment...send it to Conference Committee and
address +the problemws of the due on sale clause irn t:ust; and
to preserve the right regarding collection and still pre;erve
the right regarding exemptions under bankruptcy. I solicit
your Aye'vofer
PRESIDENT:

Any'discussion? 'Senatoi Bowers.

SENATOR BOWERS:

Those on %his side of %he aisle who...who have asked ag,

this is the agreement and I agree with Semator Berman and

would urge them to vote Aye.
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PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 2342 pass. Those in favor
¥ill vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vo*ed who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 47, the Nays are 2, none Voting Preseat. House
Bill 2342 having received the required coastitutional major—
ity is declared passed. 2356, Sepatér Gitz. On the Order of ~
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 2356. Eead the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 2356.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the pill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

Thank - you, #r. Presideﬁt and wpenbers of the Senate.
House Bill 2356 in its amended form would allow locail govern—
pmental units and would allow the State Department of Adminis—
trative Servicés and its successor agency to be Central #an-
bagement Seréices.

PRESIDENT:

Can we take the caucuses off the Fioor. Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ: .

Thank you, Mr. President and members of tﬁe Senate. This
Would allow local governamen*tal units;in)the State of Illinois
to enter into the purchase of goods and services from handi-
capped associations. As amended, it also has guidelines ~ for
the noncompetitive bidding under cértain conditions. This
legislation, I rthink, is landmarked législation because it
will allow hbandicapped associations +that bhave been very
vigorous in their efforts throughout the State for the first

time some real teeth for participation in fulfilling State
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contracts. 1%'d 1like to cite very briefly a couple of
examples. The Chicago\Association of Retired Citizens, for

example, is able to make pillows, something which could _be

done through our mental health insticutions. The Kaskaskia -

workshop, ballpoint pens, and H%t. Cazamel, nameplates, and
Illinois Valley workshop, metal signs and barricades. At

several different locations, packaging, shipping blocks, pads

and equipments, emergency flags. I think that this is impo:—.

tant legislation and positive legislation. 1I'd be happy to
respond to any questions.
PBRESIDENT:

Any. discussion? any discussios? If mot, the question
is, shall House Bill 2356 pass. Those in favor_ will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is opem. Have
all voted who H;sh? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the <record. Or that guestion, the Ayes are
57, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. House Bill 2356
having received the required constitaotional majofity is
declared passed. 2461, Senator Philip. O©Okay. Onr the Order
of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 2461 Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 2461.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Philp.
SENATOR PHILIP:

I...I'm. sorry, Mr. Presiden* and Ladies and Gent;emen of
the Senate. This is House Bill 2461 which is the combination
of the Department of Administrative Services and‘ Personnel
into the Central Management Services., Quite frankly, there's
been gquite a few amendments put om today and it would be my

intention to get it in Conference Committee and try...and try
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to s+rTaighten it outr, and I would ask for your favorable con-
si&aratioh.
PRESIDENT:
Question is, shall...any discussion? Senator Gitza
Sepator Gitz.
SENATNR GITZ:

~Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. Very
brierly, I would like to explain why I think this is going to
be important legislation to ratify. The Central Management
Services components abe import&nt so that the director can be
paid in the proper fashion. The Criminal Justice Information
Avthority has been amended into the bill. Withou:z that, they.
uill.find a difficult task in fulfilling contracts that
thef‘:e seeking to implement.
PRESi :ENT:

¢ rdon me, Senator. Ail right, will the cameras please
vacate. Senator Git;. Senator Gitz. A1l «right, Senator
Gitz. . Senator Gitz.

SENATORE GITZ:

I*ve concluded my remarks, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

A1l right. Any further discussion? If pot, the question
is, shall House Bill 2461 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
vha wish? Take the record. Om that question, the Aye 56, the
Hays are none, none Voting Present. House Bill 2461 having
rece.ved the required coanstitutional wmajority is declared
pazsed. 2485, Senator Joyce. On the Order of House Bills
3r4 Reading is House Bill 2&85. Bead the bill, HMr. Secre—
taiy.

SECF“IARY:l
House Bill 2485.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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3rd feading of the bill..
PRESIDENT: .

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

‘Thankt you, ﬂt.; President and members of the Senate.
‘House Bill 2485 as aaended has been debated. It coasists of
the amendments vhich we debated and pu:t on. Basically, what
it does is that would provide for a weighingiof the equaliza-
tion factor in downstate counties according to the percentage
of valuation of various types of property. Thére's also a
notification ‘and publication provision of <the...that
would,..éhat provideé for a notification of the taxpayer of
their right to appeal. I ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Mc#illan.

SENATOR MCHMILLAN:

'u:- President and members of the Senate, the parts of
this bill bhave gotten detailed consideration in several
different stages. {I think it's a sound bill. I geek its
suppétt. :

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? If not, the question is, shall
House Bill 2485 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
oppésed will vote ﬁay. The voting is opem. Have all voted
who wish? Bave all=§oted who wish?' Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On.that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are - none, none Voting Present. House Bill 2485 having
received the requiréd constitutional majority is declared
pasééd. 2578, Senator Berman. Seﬁator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Mr. President, regarding House Bill 2578. This morming I

received a communication from the Board of Governor's of the
Chicago Bar Association which outlines their opposition <o

this bill. Among that is issues which I think would impact
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negat;vely on the rights of the little taxpayer £for proper
;eviev of assesément appeals. For that reason, I'm not going
to cail this bill at this time. I think it requires furﬁher
work and I ask that.ue skip calling of this biil ar =his
tine.

PBESIbENT:

All fight,‘on the Order of Motions im Writing, Mr. Secre-—
tary, héfore ue get...aﬁd them we'll turm +to page 14 for...to
pickup the bills on consideration postponed, bu%t motions in
writing, with leave of the Body. Read the motion, Mr. Secre—
tarye.

-SECRETARY:

Motion in writing %o move to amend Senate Rule 5 by
deleting June the 5th, final day of 3rd reading and passage
of House Bills and inserting in lieu there of the following:
June the 25th — fipal day for 3rd reading and passage of
House Bills except appropriation bills; June the 28th — final
day for 3fd reading and passage of House Appropriation Bills.
Signed, Sénator Carroll and Senator Buzbee. Dated June 25th,
1982.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. A5 most of the a@eabers arevauare, we have been
atteﬁpting £0 resolve the differences betvween the two Cham—
bers and the second floor on the level oﬁ the budget, and in
the interest of trying to do that before we pass the 1legis—
lation, we will appear to need at least amother day, so I
have asked that the rules be suspended so that appropriation
bills can be read a final time and passed on Momnday, in lieu
of todays deadline.

PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? If not, all in favor of <the
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motion indicate by saying Aye. 4ll opposed. The Ayes have
it. The motion carries and .the Tules are  suspended with
respect to the appropriazion bills. On ;he Order of Con-
sideration Postponed on page- 14, if we cam have ' your étten-:
tione..if youn*'ll turn to that order. Housg Bill 1301, read
the bill, H#r. Secretary.
SECRETARY: -

House Bill 1301.

» (Sécretary reads %title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SﬁHATOB.BER&AN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House ~ Bill 1301 contains the following items: the.
new adult. eduacation funding foramula, clarificatiop of
the...0f the availability of...parent/téacheﬁ conferences
with...institute days, the hiring of certified . school coun-—
selors and the extension of the reporting date for Chicago
Community Schools Study Cohmission. Senator Degnan added
amendment and Senator Grotberg has the amendment regarding
the indemnification for the school trustees. - Iﬁsolicit your
Aye vote on passage of 1301..

PRESIDENi:<
Any discussion? Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Br. President, a point of pérsonal privilegé.
PRESIDENT:

State your point.

SENATOR GEU-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladiés and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
have been a strong supporcter of ERA, but I do not think +that
your conduct, young lady, is the kind of cbnduct that's going

to militate 4o the passage of the amendment. And I wish you
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would just leave peacefully..
PRESIDENT: .
Further discussion? . Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:
Thank you,-ur. Presideut. Just...just to make sure I
" understand, and I doan't ha?e the language before me and I
apologize for that, but I want to make sure that number
one...nusber one, that it is not necessary nor mandated to be
in a community college district to qualify fgr payment, is
that not right, Semator Berman?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERHA&:
That's correct.
PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

I just rise in support of this bill. 1301 it was a bill
which was held over from last Session which was used to amend
tOe...the adult education worked out an agreement between coe—
munity colleges and the high school districts, and I urge a
favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 1301 pass. Those im favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 57,‘ the Nayé are none, anone Voting Present.
House Bill 1301 h;ving receivéd the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 2502, Senator Davidson. On the
Order of House Bills...on the Order of Comsideration Post~
poned is House Bill 2502. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 2502.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDEﬁT:
Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, we'&e debated
this bill yesterday. All the>points are pretty well éovered.
I would 1like to touch on two poiﬂts, first, and foremost,
people talked about the police officer was necessary so these
individuals can receive their pension. There's...involves

thirty—five people is what this involves, twenty-five outside

investigators, ten...internal security investigations, tkis

applies to thirty-five people. This, I +think has covered
most of the points and I appreciate a favorable roll call.
PBESIDENT;

any discussion? Sepator Marovitz. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ: .

- Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Presidentv and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I think that..I hope that thé...the
hysteria of the moment will not keep anybody from paying
attention %o this bill, because it...this is a very important
bill, and what we're doing here is we're opening up a
Pandora's box. There maybe some discussion about a...an
Attorney‘ General's opinion giving authofity for the Depart—
ment of Revenue and their agents or inspectors to use guns to
go into people's homes to investigate...senior citizens cir-
cuit breaker fraud, to take a look a cigarette cartons and
see if they are properly stamped. But what we're doing here
is opening up a Pandora's box for all the department heads to
come in, subsequently, and say, give us the right to use
guns. And the Department of Revenue has...there 1is no
limitation om this b;ll in any way of how many inspectors
they can have of a...where they can go, they camn go into

homes to examine...inspections for senior citizens circuit
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breaker fraud. This is a absolutely terrible precedent, and
let nme tell you, and I will say this once again, if I were
;unning against anybody tha* voted for this bill, this would
be one of the first things that I would do. If you want to
authorize, and forget about the Attorney General’s opinion,
that's got no force of lawv whatsoever, they're coming to us
to say give us the force of law, tell us tha*t it's okay. If
you waﬁt to say in a Statue that it's okay for inspectors of
the Department of Bevenue to go im and carry guns and
investigate senior citizens circuit breaker and whether ciga—
rette...stamps are on cartons and whether there?s...there's
been violations of the...of bingo laws, well that’'s 6§gy, but
just remember, that'!s a...that's a price that'your goiﬁg to
have to pay. I don't think we ough:t to open up a Pandora’'s
box and authorize by Statute the director of any depart—
ment...of any new départment to...to allov guns to be used o
go into people's homes and investigate. And I would solicit
a No vote on this very bad bill. And Mr. President, if this
bill should receive ihirty votes, I would like a verification
of the roll éall.
" PRESIDENT:

That request is in order. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAR JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1 rise in support of this
legislation. Senator Marovitz, I take offense with =most of
what you've said here. You ought to stand up here next to
this young lady. You're talking about people going _into
people's homes. You want to look at what we put om...on the
side of security officers in the City of <Chicago...private
security agencies. You come out into amy district, I'll give
you a roll call. I*1l...I'1ll have a good time with you on
it.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Davidson may close.
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SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Ask for.a favorable roll call vote, please.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Hduse Bill 2502 pass. Those in favor
will voxe Afe.‘ Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting -is
open.. Have all votred who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take...take the record. On that
‘guestion, the Ayes are 37, the Nays are 14, 3 Voting Present.
House Bill - 2502 having received the required constitutional
pajority is declared passed. 2508, Senator Grotberg. On the
>0:det of Cohsideration Postponed is House Bill 2508. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary;

SECBETABRY:
House Bill 2508.
(Secretary reads title.of. bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT: ‘
Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GRO&BERG:

Thank you, ¥r. President. This is the agreed race track
fee system, let?s all ride. I ask for an Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABEWE: ’

Yes, ali the...all the controversy over this bill bas
been worked oﬁt and I agree with Senator Grotberg to give
this bill an Aye vote. v
PRESIDENT: °

Question is, shall House Bill 2508 pass. Thase in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 55, the ﬁays are none, nome Voting Present.

HBouse Bill 2508 having received the regquired copstitutional
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majority is declared passed. #Hessages from the House.
SECRETARY:
A Message from the House by Mr. Leone, Clerk.
Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives concurred with the Senate in the

- passage of the following Senate Bills together with House

Amendments:

-==5enate’ Bill 1359, House Anmendments 1, 4 and
S.

Senate Bill 1363, House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 1386, House Apendment-1, 2 ‘and 3.

Sgnate.Bill 1397, House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 1398, House Amendment 1, 2, 3, &,
5, 6 and 7. '

Sénate Bill‘1399, House Amepndment 1 and 2.

Senate Bill 1400, House Amendments 1 thru 15.

House...Senate Bill 1402, House Amendmenis 1, 2
And 3.
‘ Senate Bill 1405, House Amendments 1, 2, 3 and
4.

Sepate Bill 1406, House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 5,
6 and 7.

Senate Bill 1415, House Amendments 4, 5 aad 6.

Senate Billv1&18, House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4,
5, 6, 8, 9 and 10.

Senate Bill 1419, House Apendments 1, 2, 3, 4,
5, 6, 8 and 9.

Senate Bill 1420, House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 5,
6, 8 and 9.

Senmate Bill 1425, House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4.

Senate Bill 1427, House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4,
5, 6 and 8. |

Senate Bill 1445, House Amendaments 1, 2, 3, 4.

Senate Bill 1524, House Amendment 1.
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Senate Bill 1404, House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4,
5, 6, 7, 8, 8.

House Bill...Senate Bill 1414, House Amendments
1 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 14, 15, 17, 18 and 19.

' Senate Bill 1413, House Amendments 1, 2, 3.
Senaté Bill 1417, House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4,
8, 10, 12, 21, 23, 24 and 25..

Senate Bill 1422, House Amendments 1, 2, 5, 9
and 10.
Senate Bill 1678 with House Amendﬁents 1, 2, 3,
4 and 5. ‘
A Hessage from the House hy Hr. Leone, Clerk.
#r. President - I amr Jlirected to inform the Senate
the House of BRepresentatives 4s vrefused +to concur with

-theeas

PRESIDENT:
Pictures are not allowed up there, Sir.
SECRETARY:
I ame...I am directed to inform the Senate the House
of Representatives refused to coacur with the Senate in the
adoption of their amendments to the following House Eiils:

House Bill 1913 with Sechnate Apendments 1, 2 and

. House Bill 2234, no...2276 with Senate Amend-
ment 1. S
House Bill 2285‘with Senate Amendment 1.
Message from the House by Mr. Leome, Clerk.

Mr. President — I am Jirected to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives <oncurred with the Sena%e in ‘the
adoptioh of the following aa:ndment to House Bill 2234 comcur
in’ Senate Apmendment No. 1. I am further directed to inforsm
the Senéte that the House of & .resentatives has refused to
-:conéar in Sené:e Amendnent ¥o. 4. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVITKAS)
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Senator Grotberg, for uhat-purpose do you arise?
SEBATOR GROTBERG:

Thank yod, Mr. President. As regards Semate Bill 1193, I

would 1like to accede to the House's request to...conference,

so we can start the paper work.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Would you let the Secretary read that in first, Senator.
SECRETARY:

A Meséage from the House by MC...lra Leone,'Clerk.

Hr. Presiéent — I am directed %to inform the Senate
the House Reytesentatives refused to recede from their Amend-
ments Nos. 3, 4 and 9 to a bill with the following title:

Senate Bill 1193 and they request the first
conference. The Speakgr has appointed the members omn the part
of the House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
o Senator Grotberg. Senafor Grotberg accedes to the a
request and a Conference Committee will be...
SENATOR GROTBERG:
.= 1193,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
"on 1193. '
' PRESIDENT:

Puither‘businesS‘tp come before the Senate? All right,

for the .behefit of the membership, the schedhle will be, I

just spoke u;th the House, nine ofclock tomorrow morning, aand
6:00 p.m.jéunday evening,'and noon on Monday. So if there ié
no further bﬁsiness, no fur;her announcements,;Senator Bruce
ioves that the Senate standuadjourned until Saturday, June
26th at the hour of 9:00 a.m. Nine o'clock tomorrow morming.

Senate stands adjourned.



