82ND GENERAL ASSEMBLY

REGULAR SESSION

JUNE 28, 1982

PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE)

The hour of noon having arrived, the Senate will come to
order. Prayer today will be by Reverend...Steve Sotiroff of
the Blessed Sacrament.Church of Springfield, Illinois. And
¥ill our guests in the galleries please rise.

REVEREND SOTIkOPF:
.- {Prayer given by Reverend Sotiroff)
PRESIDING OFFICER: kSENATOR BRUCE)

Reading of the Journal. Senator Johas.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. President. " I nmove that reading and
approval of the Journals of Monmday, Jume *he 21st; Tuesday,
June the 22ndériednesday, June the 23rd; Thursday, June -he
2uth} Friday, Jume the 25th; Saturday, Jume the 26tk and
Sunday, June the 27th, in the year of 1982 be postpomed paud—
ing arrival of the printed Jourmal.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Heard the nmotion. Discussion? All in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and the motion prevails. Mes-
sage from the House.

SECRETARY:

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

#r. President — I am directed to inform the Seuate
that the House of Representatives adopted the following joint
resolutions, in the adoption of which I am instructed to ask
concurrence of the Senate, to—wit:

House Joint Resolution 102, 103, 104, 105, 106
and 107.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEN&TOR.BBUCE)
Resolutions Consent Calendar. Resolutioas.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 619 offered bf Sepator Savickas au: all

Sepators. It's congratulatory.

Senate Besolution 620 offered by Sena*or Nash, Rock,
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Savickas, Carroll, D*Arco and all Senatérs, and it's congtat—
" ulatory.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Resolution Consent Calendar. Yes, Senate vi;l stand at
ease for a moment. The Senate will come to order. On the
Order of Secretary's Desk, on page 7 of your Calendar, is the

Order of Secretary...on *he Order of Comcurrence, 1is there

leave to go to that order of business? Leave is granted.

Sepnate Bill 512, Senator Philip, with House Amendments 1, 2

aad 3. Do you bhave motions? Senate Bill 734, Semator

Dawson. Senator BQck, for wvhat purpose do you arise?
SENATOR ROCK:

Just to alert the membership that the yéllov document
that is on *heir 'desk is the printou* with respect to the
amendments that are éontained on the Concufrence Calendar, so
that everybody can folldi alonge.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right...Sema%te Bill 777, Senator Vadalabene. Senate

Bill 777 is back with House Amendment No. 1 and Senator

.VYadalabene is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

. }es, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
On May 26th, 1981, you approved Senate Bill 777, and this
bill would have increased the library system funding from a
dollar to a dollar and a half  per bcapita,‘ and
frop...thirty-five dollars to fifty—sig dollafs and twventy—

five cents per square mile and would have cost the State an

additional six and a half million dollars. ~The bill was

amended downward significantly in the House and it now .

increases the funding authorization only from a dollar to a
dollar six per capi*a, and from <thirty-five dollars to
.thirty—seven dollars and twenty—seven cents per square uwile,

and will cost the State of Illinois eight hundred and forty

thousand dollars. This reflects the exact amoun* in the -
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Secretary of State's budget bill ‘and in the Governor's pro-—
posed budget. So, I guess the wording would be that I would
concur in the Hduse amendment to Senate Bill 777.

SENATOR BRUCE:

You've heard the motiom. IS there discussion? Is there
discussion? The gquestion is, shall +the Sepate concur in
House Amendmen:t Ho. 1 %o Semate Bill 777. <Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Havé
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
54, the Nays are none, 1 .Voting Presen:. The Senate does
concur.in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 777, and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1044, Senator Berning. Senate
Bill 1180, Senator Berman.. Senate Bill 1186. Senate Bill
1231, Senator Sangmeister. Semate Bill 1247, Senate Bill
1251, Senator Rock. 6 Senator Rock is recognized for a‘motion.
SENATOR ‘ROCK: '

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., It is fac*...in fact, tvo motions. I would wish %o
‘concur with House Amenénents 1 and 5. This is the bill, you
will recall, that provides for:the mechanism to affbtd the
General Assembly the opportunity to...react to Block Granmts
and make recommendations *o both the Governor andithe General
Assembly. . The House by virtue of House Amendment 1 and 5,
made what I considered to bé nonsubstantive technical
changes. . Amendment No. 4, however, struck out effectively
public members. ¥e had...we had, as you...will'recall,
structured a board to contain public members to be apbointed
by the Legislative vieadership. The House Task Force appar-
ently didn't think they wantéd public members. i think I
have persuaded them the efror of their ways, and so, I would
ﬁove :5 concur with House Amendments 1 and 5 and nonconcur in

House Amendment 4.
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PRES™DING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRbCE)

Beardv the motion. Is there discussion? Discussion?
{dachine cutoff)...shall the Senate concar with amend-
ments...House Amendments 1 and 5 to Senate Bill 1251. On
that question, those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
viil vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that questionmn,
the Ayes are 50, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. The
Senate does concur with House Amendments 1 and 5 to Semnate

Bill 1251. Sena*or Rock poves to nonconcur with Amendment

N¥o. 4. On the amendment...on the motion, 1is there discus—

sion? All in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it
and_‘de Senate nonconcurs with Amendment No. 4 and theISecre—
tary shall so inform the House. Senate Bill 1256, Senator
Kent. Senator Kent is recognized on a motion on House Amend-
ment:. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1256. Senator Kent.

SENATOR KENT:

I would move that we nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1
and No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Hotion- is to momconcur with House Amendments 1 and 2 to
Senate 1256. Is there discussion of that motion? A11 in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
nonconcurs with House Amendments 1 and 2 and the Secretary
shg}l so inform “he House. Senate Biil 1289, Senator Lemke.
Seﬁator Lemke is recognized.

SENATOR LEMKE:

L mOovVe tO...to concur with House Amendment  No. 2 o
Sehate Bill 1289. It takes care of a downstate problem which
ciears up a proﬁlem whare they play bingo im a village hall
or some*hing. The village has %o pay a *wo hundred dollar
lic’ zse fee, and this jﬁst puts it ‘back to where i%t wasn':t
the intent of the department,.this just clears  up the lan-

guage. I think it's a good...language for downstate.
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DPRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
The wmotion is to concur. Discussion? Senator #cMillan. .
SENATOR McHILLAN:

I would rise in support of this mo*ion +o concur. The

department finds this amendment to be one that's consistent

with their plans for administering the prograsa. The bill,
apart from the ahendment, already passed this Body and I
vould seek a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? The question is...Senator Netsch.
SENATOR ﬁETSCH:

Thank you. Just briefly, I rise also in support of it.
I +think that the bill is essentially in the forme inm wvhich it
left the Senate.uhich did represent a coming together of

originally different viewpoimts. It is-a good idea, a strong

'bill ‘and should be supported.

PRﬁSIDING OPFICER: (SEHATOH BRUCE)

Purther discussion? The question is, shall the Senate
concur with Bouse; Amendment No. 2 to Sena*te Bill 1289. On
thai question, thosé in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
ﬁay. The voting is -open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
votgd who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 56, the Nays are nome, none Voting Present. The Senate
does concur with Hoﬁse Amendment Né. 2 to Semate Bill. 1289,
and the bill havingwﬁeceived required constitutional majority
is declared passed. Sepate Bill 1299, Senator Totten.
Senate Bill 1305, Senator uaitiand. Senate Bill...1324,
Senator Grotberg.l Senate Bill...1383, Senator <Collins.
Semator Collins is recognized for a motion.

SENATCR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I move, reluctantly, to

. concur with House Amendment No. 10, and the reason for that,

I...I really feel that the amendment is no*t necessary but due

to the lateness of the Session, I feel that we should not let
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the bill gohinto a Conference Committee. And I think the
amendment weakens the bill, but at this time, I'm prepared
to...concur ¥ith the House Amendment No. 10.

PBESIbIHG OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to concar. Discussion? Senator Kea*s.
SENATOR KBATS:

Thank you; I was going to move to agree with Senator
Collins; It*'s a bill we'd donme a lot of work on. I'm not
real excited about the amendment either, but it does no nmajor
harm and rather than fight it but with the House, I would
just...it does no major harm in terms of tightening up spe— '
cific-language as to uwha*t employees are eligible =0 do.
Thanks.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Further discussion? Senator Collins
moves %0 concur with House Amendmen* No. 10 to Senate Bill
f383. On that question, those in favor vote Aye. Those
bpposed Qote " Nay. The voting is opean. Have all voted who
vish? Ha&e all voted who wish? Take the record. Oon that
.question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none Voting
Present. The Senate does concur with House Amendment No. 10
to Sehaée Bill 1383, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1387,
Sena*or Rock. Senator Rock is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR ROCK: '

Thank 7you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of -the
Senate. House Amendment No. 1, which vas offered and adopted
in their Judiciary Coamit*ee, struck that part of the bill
which set up a presumption in favor of or against the owner
of property vhefeby or wherein was contained a device to
tampef with public utility, tq bypass the meter essentially.

_There was a presumption set up in ghere that if you were the
registered owner of the pfopérty, you knew about the meter.

House didn't like that kind of presumption, frankly, I...I'm
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not prepared *o fight abou:r it, so, I wouié move that we
concur with House hmendment>No. 1 to Senate_Bill 1387.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOR'BBUCE) ‘

The motion is to concur.” Is there discussion of “hat’
motion? Question is, shailv +he Senate concur with House
Amendment ¥o. 1 to Senate Bill .1387. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nﬁy., The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take <the record.
On *hat éuestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are noane, none
Voting Present. The Senate does concur with House Améndment
No. 1 toA Senate Bill 1387,and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1389, Senator Vadalabene; Senator Vadalabene is recog-
nized for a motion.

SENATOk VADALABENE:

Yes, 1 move to concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill..1389. This 1is a department améndment. It is
modeled after the language in the Optometrist Act and the
purpose of the amendment ié to allow the depariment to véive
‘continuing. education requirements for a podiatrist who,
because of illness and so forth could not meet them in a
given year. The Optometrist Act and the'Veterinary Act also
has this provision, and I move to.concur with éouse Apendment
Ho. 1 to Sepate Bill 1389.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Heard the motion. Discussion? Senator Simms.
SENATOR SIMHS: »

A gquestion of the spoansor. Senator Vadalabene, is this
same practice applicable ﬁor tﬁose that have a' medical li-
cense o practice medicine and surgery...

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR ﬁRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Let me put it to you this way, what it...what it
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empowers...the Department of Registration and...and Education
to do is to...to require podiatrists o show proof of their
adherence to  continuing edacation requirements, and also,
empowers the _department to waive continuing education
requirements in case of extreme hardships. Now your gquestion
in...of whether they can practice medicine...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE) .

Senator Simms.
SENATOR SIHMMS:

What I*m talking about, Sam, is does this same +ype of
procedure applicable to a pﬁysician that can.practice medi-
cine and surgery and all of its branches, are they also given
this same procedure? ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sehator Vadalabene.

SENATOR SIMHNS:

My...my concern is in doiﬂg this that a podiatrist has
the right *o0...if it is waived, they still have the right to
prescribe and to write prescriptions for Federal narcotics
drugs, and it's a little bit different than some of the other
professions, perhaps dealing in vetériniry medicine, there's
probably not too much hara .someone can do if they haven'<:
kept up in comtinuing education. -I just hope that we're not
going on a...something that we shouldn't be doing. Optome—
trists, for example, that have this right cannot dispense
drugs, but a podiatrist can in their own parameters of the
limitations of -what they can practice. And I'm not really so

sure this is just a good principle to oper up a door to waive

this continuing education crequirement for someone that can.

dispense drugs and practice...mpedicine and surgery, even
though it may be in a limited field of expertise.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator

Vadalabene may close.
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SEHATOR_VADALABENE:

YeS...just let me briefly give the history of this...of
this legislation. Continuing education is a new requirement
under this Act and this is from the Department of Registra—
tion and Education. The current license renewal cycle fér
podiatrists is the first experience for the profession in re-—
porting requiresents coumpletion ander *he Act. The depart—
ment has become aware. of cases where podiatrists for the
reasons of illness or other bhardship sitvuations have not com—
pleted continuing education requirements and are now anable
to repmew their licemses. The current Act does noi provide
alternative :emediég:uéo thémdépartment can only place a li-
cense on a nonreneval status until the educational require-
sents are completed, putting the podiatrist in a situmation
where he caanot eara a livelihood. and I would move to
concur with the House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1389.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall the Senate conéut.vith House Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 1389. On +that question, 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. Oon that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are

-none, none Voting Present. The Senate does concur with House
Amendment No. 1 0 Senate Bill 1339,and the bill having
received the required coastitational majority is declared
péssed. éenate Bill 1401, Senator Weaver. Senate Bill 1847,
Senator Ozinga. Senator Ozinga is recognized for a amotion.
SENATOR OZINGA:

Yes, Mr. President, I would move to concur with House
Amendment ¥o. 3 to Senate Bill 1447. All that the amendment
really does is provides that this Act applies to the redemp-
tion from...foreclosare sales made pursﬁant +o foreclosure
judgments entered by the court...entered <+he effec-

tive...after the effective date of this Act. There was coanfu—
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sion in the Act as was formerly pasﬁed and this corrects the
vhoie situation. Thank. you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is %o concur. Is there discussion of that'&otion?
Question is, shall the Sepate concur with House Amendment No.
3 to Senate Bill 1447, Those in favor #ote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opeﬁ. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted vho wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 49, the Nays are none, 1 Voting
P;esent. Senate does concur with Housé Amendgent No. 3 to
Senpate Bill 1447,and *he bill having =seceived <the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1452, Senator Carroll. Senator Carroll is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR CARROLL:

" Thank you, Nr. Presiden® and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would move that we do not concur with House Amend-
ménts 1, 3 and 5 and ask the House to recede or Tequest a
Committee on Conference.

QRESIDIUG OFPICER: {SENATOR BBUCE)

Senator Carroll has moved to nonconcur with House Amend-
ments 1, 3 and S. Is there . discussion of +that ﬁotion?
Discussion? On the motionm, all in favor say Aye.v;Opposed
Nay.- The Ayes have it.. The Senate aonNconcurs

with..,Ameudments 1, '3 and 5 and the Secretary sﬂall so

" inform the House. Senate Bill 1471, sSenator Vadalabene.

Senator Vadalabene is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR VADALABEKNE:

Yes, I make a motion to comcur on...is that House Amend-

pent No. 1 to Semate Bill 14712 <The House amendment would

permit the S*ate and the flexibility...the State the flexi-
bility zo be consistent with current and future Federal tax
changes by allowing the State to enter into service contracts

on the 1Illinois coal bond development projects as long as
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they are secured with capital facilities. The bill also
brings the interest ra*e limitation rate up-to—date by tying
it into the other state's bond rate limitations for the sake
of upiformity and...permits the use of Bond Act monies for
electric generation products other *‘han steam, and I would
appreciate a...to concur with...with House Amendﬁent No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1471,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion of the motion? The mo=iom is to concur. The

question is, shall the Senate concur with House Amendment No.

1 to Senate Bill 1471, Those in favor vote Aye. Those

opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
vish? ~ Have all voted who wish? Take the record.. On that
question, the Ayes‘ are 52, the Haysvare npone, none Voting
Present. The Senate does concur with House Amendment ¥o. 1
to .Senate Bill 1471, and the bill having received the
required Eonstitutionél majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1487, Senator Maitland is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, M4r. President. I move the Senate not concur
with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1587.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to nonconcur. Is there discussion of that
'notion? Senator Maitland, there's a request for anm explana-—
tion. -

' SENATOR MAITLAND:
Yes, Senator Demuzio, the...the reference to the AIS

statemen: WasS...Was taken off of that...that legislation over

there.. Those of us who worked on *hat bill over here felt

that that was necessary, and I believe that an agreemeant can
be worked out. The Department of Transportatioan had some con-
ceras, DCCA had some concerns and ve're attempting to work

out those...those disagreements.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Further discussion of the motion, Semator Demuzio. Pur-
ther discdssion? The motion.is to nonconcur. On that ques—
tion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it
and the Senate nonconcurs with House Amendment No. 1 and the
Secretary shall so infora +the Hoase. Senate Bill 1492.
Senator Marovitz is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I would move that the Senate do
‘concur with House Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 1492,

iThe anendments are amendments that were requestea by the
Illinois State Medical Association and the Illinois Hospital
Association; " The are...put all doctors in the same category
and reduce the hospital fee for inspection from fifty dollars
to tuentf—five dollars and add a member to the...%0 the
Radiologici..Technology Accreditation Board...a doctor who ié
licensed in nuclear medicine is added to the board.
Everybody is in agreement. fhere vas no opposition. Again,
it was requested by the medical society and the hospital
associatioﬁ, and I would uové that the Senate do <concur to
‘House Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 1492,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) .

Motion is to concur, is there discussion? ASenatot
Totten. 7
SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank.yon, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Would the sponsor }ield for a question?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senato: Totten.
SENATOR TOfTEN:

This bill only passed the Senate by a 35 to 18 vote, and

" as it passed out of here, it waé...it ¥as mnev regulatory
Act...licensing Act for radiologists, I believe. What now,

recisely, is its status with the three House anendments?
P
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I've listened to what you've said, but I'm not sure what you
said.
. PEESIDING_O?FICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz.
_ SENATOR MAROVITZ:
The Hduse amendments really aren®t terribly substantive

‘in natare, they reduce a...the hospital association fee, if
they do their own inspection, from fifty dollars to twenty-
five dollars. They add a member to the board, a doctor who'’s
"licensed to p:aétice in nuclear medicine, and they put all
doctots...originally we had passed the bill out of here there
were three categories depending on hoﬁ they would be
inspected, there are nov. only tvo categories so that all
doctors are im the same category. The medical society and
ail the.;.those who were licensed to practice uander that
wanted it thkat way. The hospital association wanted their
amendment that way. Pthis bill went +hrough the Sunset
Commit*ee and received an 8 to nothihg vote in favor of the
1egislation.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

. fSenato: Totten.
SESATOR MAROVITZ:
"-Including...including Doctor Mandeville.

PRESIDING QfPICBR: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

R o Senator Totten. Senator Sommer.

_ SEFATOR SOYMER:

“Thank you, Mr.. President. Just a guestion of intent.
Are people now practicing this occupation or professiom, are
ébe} DOV...would they be grandfathered under this particular
bill or would they not be?

PRE&IDIHG OFFICER: (SENATdB BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz. .
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Those people licensed...to...to administer radiation to
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htamans would be grandfa*hered under ¢i 2 bill and there will
be no additional requirements on thoss individuals,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -
Senator Soamer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Are you saying then,ithat upon the passage of this bill,
there'll be no changes...no change in the status of people
now engaged in this occupatiom, but i* would apply more to
new people, is that...is that how it works?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MABOVITZ:

Well, there are people who are not " icensed presently to
do this and have...have no training req: .rement, but if <they
can...if they exhibit to the departmer: that they have been
doing this, then they would be allowed.:..to contipue to do it
without any additional {raining requirement.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOR BROUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Bloom.
_ SENATOR BLOOM:

Yeah, that's where I...where I don'* quite follow what.
you're saying. In the synopsis...in the synopsis it says that
no technician . person or other assistant acting under the
supervision of a person liqensed under the medical...
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Gentlemen, Senator Bloom..;Senatof Bloom, I wonder if vwe
could break up <he conference right behind you, wetre getting
their conversation ir on your microphvue, also. Not exactly
that way,: Senator Carroll, If we could just take that confer-—
ence off, it's right into his micropin~ne and we're getting a
roll back. Senator Bloon.

SENATOR BLOOHN:
Okay. Anyvay, it says peoplé that are under the super-

vision and...and as we understood i%, nobndy was administer-
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ing this without beling supervised by éomeone under the medi-
cal practice or Podia*ry Act shall administer :adiatidn...to
husan beings after Jamuary 1, 1984 unless accredited by the
Department of Nuclear Safety, so the  department...I gather,
the Department of Nuclear Safety by that date wiii have
devised some form of accreditation for everyone who adainis-
ters ap X-ray, is that what you're saying? »
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
. Sepator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
l That's...that's correct. There's als§ a section of the
bill that says if they've been .doing this for tventy—four of
the preceding forty—eight ménths, they will be grandfathered
in in an effect. So, any...¥e're not...we're not trying to
hurt any...anybody who's doing this, if +hey have been doing
it, théy vill be allowed to continue to do it, bat those new
people who come in will have to havé.some training require-—
ments and probably those which are bésed on the Federal
requirements that will be coming out within the next yeér-
?RESIDIBG OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE) .

Purther...Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOM:

So, in other woris, anfone that is presently administer—
ing X-rays to human beings who continues to do so unt11:198u,
or at least has been doing it éince thé first of this-{year.
doesn't have to get qccredited. No? ‘ ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Harovitz;_

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

«esseverybody will be accredited, éhey won't have any hew
requireﬁents upon those people. Everybody will have to be
accredited, even those people who are licénsed. They will
have to be approved and...so +that the deparctament will

accredi* them, zhey will issue them a certificate of accredi-
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tation, but there will be no additional :eguiréments'on those
people.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)'
Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM: i
Well, I...I don't vént»to belador the subject} you know,

maybe 1it's +the slowness of @y nind. In other vords,

everybody gets accredited bu% only those that vere...doing

X-rays to human beings in January of '82 do not have %o go
through whatever testing procedure, or what have you, that's
involved? I*'m trying to follow what you meant by
grandfatkered. : .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Sehator Berning.
SENATOR BERNIBG: .

Qneétion of the sponsor, Mr. President. Senator, when
this bill passed the Senate, according to what I have, the
fee for filing wvas fifty dollars. ﬁov; the émendment that is
before us reduces this from. fifty-five' to twenty-five
dollars. And my guestion is, why if...after due deliber-
atian; the bill as presented required a fifty dollar fee,
what justification is there to now reduce i£ by half?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

This was at the request of the Illinois Hospital Associa—
tion, and it wvas agreed *o by the Department of Nuclear
Safe*y who felt tha*t they would have enough revenue to handle
the inspections even if the hospital fee was reduced to
\tvedty—five dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Further discussion? Senator Ozinga.
SENATOR OZINGA:

¥ell, I hate to get im*o this thing bu*t *his is *he one I
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started off with. I believe that the fiscal note that was
prepared, a* wmy reguest, showed a subs*tantial amount of
money, and I believe that just a fev minutes ago you s*tated
something that had had the inspections had been reduced from
three to two, is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR HAROVITZ:

¥o...n0, nothing like that, Senator Ozingé...the inspec-—
tioﬁs have not been reduced in any vay.
PRESIDING CFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Ozinga.

SENATOR OZINGA:

Now, I also believe that you stated just a few minutes
ago that everybody that handled this material would have *o
be licensed in order to do so.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Yarovitz.

SENATOR HMABROVITZ:

There is no liceansing in the bill at all, there is
accreditation. And those people who administer X-ray and
radiation to humans would all be accredited by the Department
of Nuclear Safety by 1984.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Ozinga.

SENATOR OZINGA:

I didn't get that last statement. Credited by who?
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

May we have some order, please.‘ Senator ‘Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ: '

The Department of Nuclear Safety.

SENATOR OZINGA:
Okay. Where does the Department of Hegistration and Edu-—

catior come into this picture?
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PRESIDING OFFPICE: (SENATOR BRUCE)

‘ Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

: ...Depa:tnené of BRegistration and Bducatiqn has abso-—
1u§e1y nothing do to with this bill whatsoever. The Depart-
ment of Nuclear Safety presently has the jurisdictiom and
résponsibility for inspecting X-ray and radia+tion facilities,
and the Departmen: of Begiétration and Bducation has nothing
wvhatsoever to do with this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROUCE)
Senator Ozinga.

SENATOR OZINGA: .

tutions can do the;r own inspecting and regulating, is that
right? e -
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATCR HMAROVITZ:
‘ They can 20...they...they can do their own inspecting of
tﬂeir own machines as they do now. This is no change in the
. lav whatsoever. Most of the large hospitals across the State
of Illinois do their- own inspecting now.. This in ao way
changes that at...in any shape..
PRESIDING OPFICEé: {SENATOR BRUCE)
. Senator Ozinga.
SENATOR OZINGA:
' In other wofds, what you're saying is, that an assistant
fér a dentist, et cetera does not have to bhave anything at
all or have <0 be regulated in any way, shape or f&rm other
than being just...using the word qualified.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Presently that same assistant to the dentist that you are

Well, now, if I read the bill right, some of these insti-
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talking about has no requirements vhatsoever. The dentists
are specifically exempted from this legislation, we did that
in the Senate here...when the bill passed the Sepate the
dentist?'s are specifically exempted from this legislation.
They presented a very complex case before <the...Senator
D'Arco's Insurance Conmittee and it wvas the feeling of that
committee and the Body that the...that the dentists should be
exempted and they were.
PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Ozinga.
SENATOR OZINGA:

Now, youn said, now. Natarally, the bill is not - Bégséd;
now, but what will it be after it is signed into law?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator M¥arovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

It'll be the same as it is now. The...the dentists are
exenpted and...and will be, and +the dental assistants are
exempted. 50 they're...they're not under *he purview of this
legislation as far...as accreditation, they are still under
£hi5'legislation as far as inspection.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Senator Ozinga.

SENATOR OZINGA:

Okay. I'm not restficting my remdarks to the dentists, I
didn't even bave them in mind, nor the podiatrists, but who
‘else is exeapted *hen?

PRESIDING OFFICERS: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATCR MABOVITZ:

Nobody else.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:
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Senator Marovitz, regardiﬁq again House Amendment WNo. 2
where +he fee is dropped and the hospitals do their own
inspection, +tha%...in otget words, who...who backs - up
the...who - ‘inspects *he inspectors? I aean,
hoW...hoW...hOW...what's our backup for the Department of
Nuclear Safety to make sure that the hospitals are dpinq
their jbb éroperly?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

' Well, once again, this doesn't chénge present law at all.
Ptgsently the...the hospital§ have their ovn'inspectors which
are approved'by the department, aqd« they are...and those
which aze approved are allowed to do the inspection facili-
ties at hospitals throughout the State of Illinois, and they
will still be allowed to do this, nowv.there won't be qnf
change at all, and most of thé large hospitals will, in fact,
do their owm...inspecting, file a report...inspecting report
with the <tventy-five dollaf fee viih. the Department of
Nuclear Séfety so that we will, in fact,  know that those

.facilities Vwere inspected and what the results of that
inspection. was. ' v
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SE&ATOR.BRUCE)

Senator Rhoads.
- SENATOR RHOADS:

All right, now here's_the'sixty-four dollar question that
a lot of us are puzzled on khis side. What...if -we are
grandfazhering in those;..the accreditation for thosé who are
now practicing, how does %his bill get at the problem thaz
you initially sought to gef at? '
PRESIDING bFFICBR: (SENA&OB BRUCE)

Senator Matovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, number one, it will...it will make sure that all
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machines in the State of Illinois are inspected on a regular

basis, which is not the case presently because the department

doesn*t have enough inspectors, wherewithal, there aren't

fees paid by those individuals who are inspected and...and
the machines are not calibrated properly in wany cases and
are administering excess dosages of radiation. Also, in
fact, other individuals who are...do not administer ZX-ray
with any regularity and have no expertise will have to...will
have to either get some .expertise or do it on a regular
basis, and all those new individuals that come in...to
this...to tﬁis field will have to have some ttainingvpursuant
to the requirements promulgated by the department.
PBESIDING‘OfFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rhoads..
SENATOR RHOADS:

Well, what in the bill insures thaf those who do not now
have the exéertise, the very people <that tﬁe Chicago 'T.V.
report vwas aimed at, how...what...what ir *his bill insures
that those people will now be forced to get some trainimg if
- they're...if we're grandfathering in their accreditation.
éBESIDING OFFICER:. (SEHATOB BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR HABOVITZ;

Because they will all have to apply to the Department of
Nuclear Safety for that accreditation and...and in order +to
get accredited, they?'ll have to establish that they have been
doing this for twenty-four of the previous forty-eighty
mbnths, and.they will also...they're obviously going to have
-t0~qet the épproval of the...the supervising aunthority, be it
the doctor or vho@ever under the...under the Medical Practice
Act. That individual will have to verify that, in fact, they
have been doing this for that period of time.

PRESIDING.OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rhoads.
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SENATOR RHOADS:

Well, Jjust one final obvious question. W®What if they've
been doing it badly for that period of <ime? ﬁhere...uhete's
the backup...where's the investigation on the part of the
Department of Nuclear Safety? .

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

««.think anybody ever intended <hat the Department of
¥uclear Safety send out investigators to make sure that these
people are doing it nell...they...fhat would be an absolute
'ihpéésiﬁility. You have a supervising physician who is
vatching ¢hese individuals, if...if they file with the
Department of Nuclear Safety that they have been doing this
for such and such a time, and they are backed-up by their
supervising physician, tha+ in and of itself is going to be
_sufficient for accreditazion until 1984, becaﬂge “herets no.
vay to investigate everybody in...in the State.

PRESIDING OFFICE: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Well, thank you. I was not going to get into this debate.
but, Mr. President- and fellow aeambers, nobody is better
acquainzed with radiation than old G:otberg.‘ Itve had it
from every direction, by évery hand it has to offer, and if
the hospital radiation treatment is exeampt from the 1law,
those who are doing it...well, that's ahat.we‘ve said, the
hospitals are going to supervise themselves and unobody's
going to supervise the supervisor, is that teqhnically cor-
rect? I...I #ill not address the bill wuntil I hear that
answer. Who supervises the supervisof, that's wha*...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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They are got in anyway exempt® froa tﬁe law. This
doesn't...this bill in no way changes the inspection of
hospitals a* all. This doésn't make any changé in the law a%
all. Today...today, hospitals vho have <their wmachines
inspected the vast majority of then do it by independent
inspectors that are apptoved by the department. This
doesn't change that in anywaye
PRESIDING OPPICEB: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Okay, you've just said i*, pothing is changed. The den-
tists. are exempt, so I get about twenty-five shots of those
every few years. Ny chiropractor is...is...is exempt, as I
understand it, mny existing omne, not the new ones. Do you
have a commen:? .

PRESIDI&G OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Harovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I *hink...ve're talking about tq5 different sections of
the " bill., In regards to the inspection of the machines, how
they are calibrated, whether excess dosages of radiation are
adaninistered, there is no exemption whatsoever on anybody's
machine. Every machine has to be idspected with regularity.
Under +this bill...under this bill, one of thé problems that
vas brought to the atteantion thtough“the mredia was that the
machines were not beihg inspected_regularly. The department
admitted this and said they didn*t have the wherewithal, they
lneeded the help. Through the help of the department and the
cooperation of the Govgrnor's Officézaéd the hbspital associ-
ation, we drafted this legislation so *hat ve could give thea
the wherewithal and have the machinés inspected regularly,
and that's what's now in the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sena*or Grotberg. May we have a - little order, please..
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Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Believe it or mnot, it is helpful. The main thrust of
this bill then is to inspect machines and accredit new people
to run them, is that what you're...we're saying? But ~ the
main thrust is to finally hafe the machines all carrying an
inspection stamp, whether it's.in 2y dentist?'s office...is my
dentist's machine going to be monitored? Okay...okay, all of
* the machines, my chiropractor, my podiatrist, mny everybody,
and I...when I lie down in fromt of those machines, I know or
vill ultimitely know that somebody 1looked at the machine
itself and maybe somebody certified the operator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

For what purpose...all right, for what purpose does Sepa-
tor D'Arco arise?
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Mr. President, I believe we're on a motion to concar in
the House amendment *o this bill, now none of the speakers
have addressed theaselves to that amendment. Helre
discussing the merits of the bill which we discussed on 3rd
reading when the bill ‘vas before the Senate. So, my point
is, they should refrain their remarks %o the motion that's on
the Floor.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LENKE:

Senator Marovitz, I see here that we...in House Amendment
Ho. 3 we increased the mémbership on their Radiology Tech—
nology Accreditation Board from eleven %o twelve, who sug-—
gested that amendment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEFATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

The Illinois Medical Society.
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" PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

¥e had exposures on over-radiation and everything. Now,
what we're doing here is...looking at this bill and to me in
looking -at_ vhat +the amendments do nov, it now makes a very
special interest bill that takes care of grandfathering .in
people that are existing doing things that are wrogg,-there's
no way of controlling *hen, there's no way of get:ting rid of
them. a1l we do now is say to a guy that wants to become a
radiologist, baddy, you got to goito school, and you got +o
get t:ained, and you go* to pass.the accreditation. Thi§ is
a2 bill that if Senator Nudelman, if he was here, would have
never got out of the Senate Regulation Comnittee and I'm sure
Soper would also, ‘cause *hese are the kind of bills are jus:
for one particular group and that's the in's. The out'!s are
out of order. You can't come in unless you meet certain
reqnitementé. This is a very good special interest bill, and
I would say this, that if I spomsor this bill, my...zy name
-would be oﬁ the front headline that I was representing a spe-—
cial interest group. '

PRESIDING OFPICBﬁ: (SERATOR BRUCE)

For what purpose does Senator D'Arco arise?
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, :just to inform @y colleague to my left, Sena—
tor...Soper is not here and Senator Nudelman is not here, but
Senator D'Arco is here, and he passed “his bill out -of the
Senate Insurance Committee because it's a darn good bill.
PRESIDISG OfPICER: (SENATOR BBUéE)

All right, further discussion? Séhator Jerome Joycé.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE: .

Yes, a question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Jerome Joyce.
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SENATOR JBROME JOYCE:

Yes, 1 read in...in House Apendment No. 1 that you have-

cut the fees of inmspections in half from fifty...okay, Amend-—
ment No. 2, are you not...is the Department of Nuciear Safety
in accord with that? Do they say that they can now do this
on half +he momney *hat <+hey said they could do it for in
the...the Senate Committee?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

The department...the Department of Nuclear Safety is in
total accord with thié, this is...we have not cut all the
fees in half. The only fees that were “ouched were the fees
of hospitals, and that would be a maximum of a thousand

hospitals, that were going to pay...that were going to do

‘their own inspection and they were going to pay fifty

dollars...those are the only fees that vere touched. All the
other fees in...for doctor's offices and..and dentist's offi-
ces, and other offices and hospitals that didn't do their

inspections, they were not touched in anyway.

" PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

All right, what I...ny concern is that the Department of

Nuclear Safety was created to protect and Xxeep safe the

nuclear powver plants, and Ie..I don't want to see
that...their fortunes get diluted by having to take care of
this and not have enough money to do it.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further - discussion? = Further discussion? Senator
Marovitz may close.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

¥ell, this...this bill, over the last four months, has

gone through more deliberation I think than...than any bill
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that I have been invo?’ved with. It started because of a
expose on ABC television-ébout people who...who are adminis-
tering X-rays that had absolutely no training whatsoever and
weren't even supposed to be doing that, and machines that
vere uncalibrated ard not inspec*ted with any regularity. We
have gone over this thing with the nuclear technologists, the
radiologic techaologists, the Governor's Office, the medical
society, the hospital association, we've gone through the
Sunset Commi<tee, and yoﬁ knov how difficult a committee that
is to get through, they passed tﬁis bill 8 to nothing
and...and the Departaent of Nuclear Safety has gone through
+his thing with a fine-toothed comb. This bill will make
sure that people who ¢ ‘minister x—r&y and radiation to humans
know. what they are dc .ng, and before they're accredited,
they're going to have...have to have the stamp of approval of
their supervising pk sician, and...and have operated in the
field for at leas* twenty-four months, and have the approval
of the Department of Nuclear Safety. All new people will
have to have courses before they eveﬁ begin and some train-—
ing, andb all machines will be calibrated and regnlated, and
inspected on...on a regular basis, all of which did@ not
happen before. And I think for every citizen ia the State of
Illinois, when they're getting X-rays administered to thenm,
it's a very, very serious sitva*ion, and X...I would hope
that the...the work of *he Insurance Committee and the Sunset
Committee, and the Qork between the Governor's 0ffice and the
medical society and the hospital association would not go for
naught, this is a very important bill. These amendments
vere...did not chahge the suhstanée‘ of the bill, it...it
makes a very goc:i bill even tighfer, and I would hope -that

everybody would support Senate Bill 1492,

PRESIDING OFFICER: '"ENATOR BRUCE) -
Question is, shall the House...shall <the Semate concur |

with House Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 1492. On
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that question, *hose in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all vbted who wish? Have all
voteﬂ who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes
are 37, thelnays are 14, 3 Voting Present. The Sénate does
iconcur vith House Amendments 1, 2 andn3 to Senate Bill 1492,
and the bill having received the required comstitutional

majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1500, Senator

DelAngelis. Senator...fdi wvhat purpose does Senator

'VYadalabene rise?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, as a point of pefsonal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

State four poin%.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yeah, seated in the gallery behind me is the #ayor of
Edwardsville, Mayor Kenany Evers, and I would like for hiam to
be recognized. ‘

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Would our guest in the gallery pléase rise and be recog-
nized. ' ' A
SEHATOR VADALABENE:

He is also given the Hometown Award for the Citg of
deardsviile, and I knov he*s proud of that avard also.
PRESIDING DPEICER: {SENATOR SAVICKASi

' Senator'behngelis; ‘
SE?ATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I m@move to concur .to...vith
Bouse Amendment No. 1 on Senitefpill 1500. Aand actually
what the amendment does is it reduceé thé...membérship on
reéional youth planning groups and it clarifies the procedure
for fillirg those vacancies on fhe Regional Youth Planning
Comzittees and the Illinois 3uvenile Justice Commission.
PRESIDING CPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If no%*, the questiom is, shall
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. the Senate...Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK: _

A guestion 6f‘the.sponsor, if hefll yield.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SéNATOH SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will yield.

SENATOR ROCK: ~

Who...who was the chairman, or who appointed the chairman
of +the Juvenile Justicé Commission prior *o this amendment?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

The same person, the Governor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the guestion 1is,
shall +the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 1500. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? fake the record. Oun that question, the Ayes
are 55, the Nays are none,.1 VYoting Presem*. The Senate does
concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senmate Bill 1500, and the
bill having received the constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1510,i5enator Nedza. Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I stand to concur with House Amendment No. 1:to
Senate Bill 1510. House Amendnment No. 1, what it did was it
¥as suggested by the Civic Pederation to delete one sentence,
the sentence beiﬁg, nRithout naking.a previous appropriation
thereof."™ There are no...objections to any of the par-
ties...the concerned parties Hithrthe amendment, and I move
to concur uith.House Amendment'No. 1 *o Semate Bill 1510.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall

the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
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1510. - Those in favor will vo*e Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.

The voting is open. Have all voted who uish?. Have all voted

vho wish? Take the record. On that question} the Ayes are

48, the Nays are 6, 1 Yoting Present. The Senatg does concur

inv House Amendmen* No. 1 *o Sena*e Bill 1510, and the bill"
baving received the required constitutionél majority is

declared passed. Senate "Bill 1518, Senatof Rock. Senator

Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, ¥r. President...members of the Senate. I move
to nomcoacur in House hnendﬁent ¥o. 1 to Senate Bill 1518.
The House, by virtue of this amendmen*, effectively took the
cap off the costs for the use of building facilities under
the Orphanage Act. It is readily agreed, I think, by amembers
vho are familiar wvith the Orphanage Act, that the cost of
maintaining...or using the building facilites, particularly
in light of the increased utility costs, the %fen perceat is
anrealistic, but to remove the cap altogether seems, to soame
of us, to be a 1little mnmuch. So, I would move that we
nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senaté Bill 1518 and
ve'll go back to the drawing board.’

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) .

Is there any discussion? If not, Semator Rock moves to
nonconcur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1518.
Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The
Ayes have it and the motion carries, and the Secretary shall
so inform the House. Senate Bill 1519, Senator Walsh. Sena—
tor Walsh. .

SENATOR WALSH:

Mr. President and memhers.of'the Senate, Senate Bill 1519
passed the House with two amendnehts. I wouid move that the
Senate concur in Aaendments ¥o. 1 and 2. Ampendment No. 1,
among other things, relieves local police departments of ;he

burden of forwarding fingerprints and other arrest data oa
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-cer-ain nmisdemeanors and traffic offenders to the Department
of Law Enforcement. The depar*ment feels that these reports
are ‘unnecessary siﬂce the...vwhere an offense is serious, the
report is made to the Secretary_of State. Anmendment No. 2
provides that conservation offenses, which are Class B nis-—
demeanors, not be repor+ed to the Department of Law Enforce-—
nent. That would include such thiags as Fish Code, the.
violatioﬁs of boat registration, et cetera. I urge the’
Senate concur in Amendments No. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1519.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If no*, the Queséion is, shall

the Senate concur in House Amendments ¥o. 1 and 2 to Senate
Bill 1519. Those in...Senator Buzbee. ‘
SENATCR BUZBEE:
—--- 1'mp sorry, Senator #alsh, I...I heard your explanation of
House Amendment Fo. 1 and thea I...I just lost you oOR...0n
Bo. 2. @Would you briefly explain that again, piease.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sernator Walsh.

SENATOR WALSH:
Amendment No. 2 is requested by the Department of Conéer—
vation and concurred in by the Department of Law Enforcemeat.
- It would relieve the Department of Conservation of feporting
to the Department of lLaw Enforcement certain Class B nmis—
* demeanors,  which ‘under the present law, it does report to
DLE. It doesn't mean that comservation wouldn't continue to
keep its records, but it wvas just felt by both that it;s_not
necessary for both to maintain recofés on theée violatioms.
As I said, it would include, forkexample, Fish Code viola—
tions, Park District Code violatioms, boat registration, et
cetera. _
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there any further discussion? The question is, shall

the Senate concur in House Amendments No. 1 and 2 to Senate
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Bill 1519. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote
¥ay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 56, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. The Senate
does concur in House Amendments 1 apd 2 to Senate Bill 1519
and the bill having .received +the required comstitutional
pajority i§-dec1ated passed. Okay, Senate Bill 1526, Senator
Sangmeister. Senator Sangmeister.

SENATCR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
move to concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1526.
If you recall, Semate Bill 1526 dealt with the night deposi-
tories and, appareﬁtly, the House has raised a question
legitimately that we did not provide for a new bank that nmay
be established, and this lays out the...the criteria that
they must have their notice an outside time of six months.
So, it establishes some time within which framework of a new
bank would have to get their notice out. That's all it
really does. It's a good cleanup amendment and I move for
concurrence.

PRESIDING OFFICE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the gues*tion is,” shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
1526. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Hay.
The véting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that ques*ion, the Ayes are
54, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. The Senate does
concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1526, and the
bill having received the required cénstituﬁional pajority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1532, Senator Netsch. Sena-
tor...Sen;tot Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:
Thank you, there is at least one, and perhaps two, of the

ameadments that...need to be nonconcurred in, and I think
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just to make it easy, I will simply move to noncomcur im all’

of the amendments. We knovw it's going to have to end up in a

Conference Committee,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator - Netsch. moves to nonconcur in...House Amendments

No.. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6 to Senate Bill 1532. All those in favo:.

indicate by saying Aye.. Those opposed. The Ayes have it..

The motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. Por what purpose does Senator Keats arise?
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you...thank you, Mr. President, I was just asking

for an explanation. I would appreciate: it 1if the Senate

President would be careful that the members tell us...I'm
looking at things, some of thea don't look that unreasonable.
So, I'd appreciate it if you'd make sure they're explained.
Thank you. ) o o -

PRESIDING OfFICEB: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, I thoughi she explained i+t clearly that she was not
in favor 6f sone 6f the amendments and to...instead of
wasting your time to go through all of them individually, to
nonconcur with all of thems. Senate Bill 1558, Senator Chev.

Senate Bill_1566, Senator Etheredge. Senator Etheredge.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
move that we concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate
Bill 1566. House Amendment No. 1 redefines <he boundaries
for the Joliet Civic Center t0...50 that they will be éoinci—
dent with the boundaries of the County of ®ill. House Amend-
ment No. i'is pernissive legislation which makes it possible
for the Rockford Civic Center Authority o establish a secur—
ity force.’

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

1Is there any discuséion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of .thé
Senate. I rise in opposition to particularly, House Amend—
ment 2. It seems to me we have had some rather lengthy
.discussions in the waning days of the Session with respect to
the authorizatiom of or...or granting of police powers, and
there was all kinds of consternation bechuse Department of
Revenue inspectors were to be afforded certain police povers.

- Por those of you who haven't bothered, take a look and read
Amendment No. 2, on page S1. This is truly a vild amendment
and I, for ome, don't care to vote for it.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -
Is there further discussion? Senator Simas.
SENATOR SIMMS:

Mr. President and...Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
"rise in support of...of...Senator Etheredge’s wotion. The
‘reason for Amendment No. 2, very framkly, if you'll look at

it, it very clearly defines that would allow the Rockford
;ivic Center to establish their own security force to be con-

fined entirely to *he premises of the Rockford Civic Center.
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The péople that are employed must have the necessary police
training as required as any other police officef in the State
of Illinois must. 1If's a ma*ter to save money for. the City
of Rockford's Civic Center, +hat  security costs being
contractually obligated ¥o the park district police or to the
Sheriff's Office were becoming exorbitant and,»therefore, is
a money saving devise. The Civic Center Commission asked
that a...a special security force, a permission be estab-
lished. There police powers are entirely limited strictly to
the confines of the building of the civic ceanter and to those
activities, and. they must be...police officers wmust be
+rained...under the same requirements that anyr other police
officer in the State. Asd for this reason, I would arge
concurrence with the entire bill of Senmate Bill 1566.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

¥ill the sponsor yield for a guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he®ll yield.
SENATOR EALL;

Senaior, if I read this, it says here, the bbard may
es;ablish reasonable eligibility requirements for appointment
to such security police force, relating to health habit and
moral character, and no person may be...at 1éast tventy—-one
years of age. Now, Aif that's left into the discretion of
that board doing that, then.they night find reasons to dis—
criminate against some people for being appointed to that
board. Now what guara;tee are you going to have that this
board is going to have *o be governed by that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Well, Senator, there is po permission to discriminate
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‘under this 1ay or any other 1;v. I think that the...the lan-—-
guage that is outlined there im...in the amendment gives the
board éppropriateﬁ respoqsibility and guidelines, as an
employer, to choosé those people who would...who could best
do the job.
PRESIDIN¢ OFPICER: (SEHATO? SAVICKAS) -
' Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

¥ell, all of these agencies that appoint police officers,
they ﬁsually have a minimum or a maximum. Is there any maxi-—
mum age limit om this? |
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge. .
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

No, there's nof.
PRESIDIKRG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Beraing.

~ SENATOR BERNING:

Thank you, Nr. Presideat. I...would like to speak %o the
amendment rather than a guestion to the sponsor. + would
appear to me that vefare embarking here on a rather unusual
precedent. While this is lipited to Rockford, we all know
that *here are otﬁer ¢ivic center boards in the State, and we
would be estahlishing here: a security police force for
Rockford, which és. I said becomes a precedent, obviously,
soon.to be followed By the ther civic boards. That in
itseif may pnot be too bad, but inherent in that then is the
ultimate request that these people, these security personnel
then, would becone eLigib1e to be classified as policemen and
to serve aunder the same police peqéion benefits as a normal

police officer. This compounds the costs for the municipal-

ities in each case. And perhaps, equally as important and
vorthy of consideration in this amendment something that I

wonder if we have given serious enough consideration to..
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y

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitz. Oh, I'm sorry, Sema:tor Berning.
'SENATOR BERNING:

Well, Mr. President...Ii...lI would 1like to have the
sponsor, as well as anyone else, consider the...part of this
amendment vhich provides that for violating ordinances cf the !
civic center board, there canm be imprisonment or a fine. Now
that in itself seems to be frightening enough, but I wasn't
aware that we had given civic center boards, or amy other
board, other than the boards of municipalities or county
authorities the option of inposing penalties of this nature.

The frightening aspect of it is that for whatever they estab-—

lish im the wvay of ordinances for *these penalities, the
potential is +here for even a greater expaasiom of this, and
we could certainly soon have a rather extensive potential for
police activity within these civic centers and beyond.
PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He .indicates he'll yield. ‘
SENAfOR GITZ:

By adding House Amendment 2 to give peace officer powers
to the Rockford Civic Cen*ter, are you thereby also amending
the other section so that they will be able to entef into
lease arrangements in real estate without competitive bidding |
and all the things that have been extended inm the origuinal !
provisions of the bill? i
PRESIDING OFFICER: ' (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge. |
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

No, I'm not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

There ‘is no reference anywhere then‘in tha* authority for
noncompetitive bidding?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

You are correct. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitz.

SENATGR GITZ: l

Why then ié it pecessary to do it for everybody else?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

A11 right, this House Anpendment ¥o. 2 is...is a...an
amendment which was added at the request of Represent&tives
in the House, and I®as siamply tried to accoamodate a...a
local...the concern of...of that local coamunity and letting
then solve their problem via this amendment on amy bhill. ‘
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senatof Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Well, the thing that concerns, me SenatbrAEthetedge, is
we star+ed with a bill aimed at one civic ceﬁter, Aufora,
then we expanded i* to take care of other pgoblems, nov itf's
become a Christmas tree for all the authorites, and I realize
that House Amendment 2 is somewhat resiricted, but the over-
all effect of this bill, if we vote in final passage and send
it to the. Governor, is to setup different rules. Some can
noncompetitively bid, some can't under the 1legislation, and
that seems to be entering into a nev phase of uniqueness
vhere we generally had consistency in our application of

these authorities throughout the State.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator, I would...I would disagree. Pirst of all, fou
will...you will find that the Acts which goverﬁ the...the
work of the various civic centers are gquite different at the
present time. You will fiand that there are some of the civic
centers at the present time that do not...that are -noi
required <to...competitively bid the leasing of space. So
vhat - the origimal bill did was actually to...to bring
the...the Joilet and the <City of Aurora civics and other
authorities in line with those that presently do mot have, to
bid.

PRESIDING OFFICER:. (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce. .

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank . you, Hr. President and members of the sénate. I
rise in opposition to concurring with Amendment No; 2. I
ghink Senator Etheredge is well-intentioned and you have.
responded to a local request, but can you tell me any of the
other aunthorities in the tate of Illinois that have the
powers to nafe arrests and bring before a circuit court? Do
they have...any of those aunthorities have that right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) .

Senator ﬁthe:edge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

No, Senator, not to my knowledge.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce. .

SENATOR BRUCE:

211 right, I doat*t...I bélieve that's part of the problem
is that Rockford can do what everyone else has had to do, and
that 1is cooperate with their local police forces, their city

and...and county sheriffs. As to Senator Simms' statement
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tha* this is somehov limited %o éhe confines of the
area...sﬁrtounding the exposition hall, I would call the men-
bers attentionm to the fact that there is a little word called
"and," and although they have the righ%t to act as police
officers wupon the driveways, sidewalks, and property comtrol
by the authority, there's a word that says, "And shall have
the power to make arrests, cause to be arrested with or with-—
out procéss any person who breaks the peace or may be found
violating any of the ordinance of the authority, the City of
Rockford, or the étate of Illinois.” And that gives these

the general police powers of any other police officer in ‘the

State of  Illinois +o make arrests and bring people to jus— .

tice and I just...I believe that  the BRockford...well, you
may shake your head, but let me tell you, once you create

thes: guys as police officers, uader the police decisions

that have been rendered, once they find a person violating .

any of these ordinances they may parsue them, and as along as
they pursue them or have reasonable belief, they my pursue

them not only within the confines of the aunthority but onto

+he city streets and once into the city, they may pursue thea.

across county lines. The old aovies in which people avoided
the law by crossing state lines or county lines was abolished
years ago and these fellows have gemeral police authority. I
think that it is not a good idea, besides that, it's uniquae
iqvthe law, I think, that if you bring these people into a
circuit court, the third objection I have is that having the
County of Winnebago having provided the courtroom, the judge,

the prosecutor and *he whole ball of wax, all the fimes

derived from...from arrests made by these people go back to

+he authority. I don't know of any other . authority im the
state. of Illinois that gets all the money from every fine by
usi :g *he circuit court process in this State. 1 Fust
believe...I believe everyone is well in+tentiomed. I think

Senator Etheredde is particularly...just got hung, but Sena-
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tor Simms, these are general police powers stated within the
metropolitian area,'and that includes a great deal more than
just the confines of the exhibition hall, it includes all of
Winnebago Coun*y, a* very least..'nnd I rise in opposition *o
Amendment No. 2. :

PRESIDING OFPICER: - (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Egan. v
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate..
Well, I...just to continue on what Senator Bruce was saying,
the...tﬁe point, Sepator Etheredge, tha*t...the point, Senator
Etheredge, that I...I was comcermed about is that all of the
fines that are collected pursuant to arrests made within the
small jurisdiction that you are creating, although the police
pover now, apparently, does not...is not limited to that geo—

- graphical jurisdiction necessarily, I don't know. Assumning
thét it does, all of the fines that are collected pursuant to
those arrests goes back to the authority. That *troubles =me.
In...in honesty, I.;.I +hink that you're creating a "speed
traﬁ." I.ee.1 jﬁst...that troables wme...that provision
troubies me. It would seenm to me that the authority could be
self-sufficient, and...and...they probgbly v&n't need any
funds at all to rum thaz authority after they get the police
power to arrest and:fine and havei the wponey come back to
the&.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SE&ATOR SAVICKAS)

. Senpator Tottgn. »
SENATOR TOTTEN:

" Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I, too, rise in opposition *o this concurrence to

the amendment. The only good thing about it in my mind is

that I've thought for a long time that the only good we could
do with these civic centers is to turn them into prisoms, and

we might ‘have a trained police force if we allow them %o do



«

Page 42 - JUNE 28, 1982

what theyite trying to do inm Rockford, ready for the correc-

tional ‘center. But I can find anowhere®s in  the amendament

‘that. this:..these security officers would be trained in the

same Banner ve would...we would train policemen. This is a

‘special provision for the apparent...Winnebago, probably the

Giorgi police force in Rockford and it's a dangerous...it's a
dange:oﬂs course for us %o be going on for a lot of the
teasoné enunerated by Senator Bruce.
PRRSIDING OFFICER: ‘(SEHATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berning, for the second time.
SENATOR BERNING:

#ell, +thank you, Mr. President. I had not had a chance

o pursue my point when I was cutoff and you recognized

somebody else. Senator Bruce, of course, has picked up on-

what was part of my original comcern, but I wanted to carry

it one step further and ask the sponsor, what ordinances in

particular are involved, Senator?

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge. Senator Berning. Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

Seﬁator...vell, they keep shutting wmy 1light off. ny

‘guestioi has to do with the ordinances, Senator Etheredge.

Is this civic center board authorized to adopt independent
ordinances or are these only city ordinances? And if they are
city ordinances, why should the civic center police officers
operating on private...so-called private property be enforc-
ing city ordinances if these are civic center authority ordi-

‘nances, then ay guestion'is,’vhat kind and how many and to

what extent are their...or is there. any limitatior to the

ordinances that the civic center board may enact? It appears
to me that this would be setting up an entirely new govern—
mental entity, and that I don't believe is in the best inter—
est of rhe citizens of Illinois and certaialy not Rockford

even. Is that what it amounts to?




Page 43 - JUNE 28, 1982

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)—
Senator Etheredge. .
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
Senator, the..the Act;..girst of all, the...ordinances
involved would be those established by the board of the civic
center as’ well as those ‘of the City of Rockford, and o
the...the " Act does definé the ordinances that the civic
center board can establish. ) ‘
PRESIDING bPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)
Senator Berning. . : !
SENATOR BERNING: .
Then,:Hr. President, I, too, rise in opposition to Amend-
Qent No. 2. It seems wholly inconsistent with our whole lavw
enforcement procedure and governmental operation that an
. independent body, such as a. civic board authority, should
have the.authority to enact ordinances which it may be...may
enforce with its own police force. -
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) ‘
Senatér Simnms. v » . ‘
SBNA'IOR SINMS: . |
Well, HMr. President and Ladies and Gen<tlemen of the
Senate. I apologize for riding...rising on a second tine,
but maybe to explain something to Senétor .Berningﬁ The '
. Legislature has already has completed this with the civic
centers authorities throughout the State. Hov'if you're coa— "
cerned about the police pover...the extra police power, it
might be news to some of the members of the Seiate, pack dis— : .
tricts have this authority ati the present time, airport .
authorities can establish their own police department, and :
at the same time, so can saniéary districts enact theit own

ordinances, they can have their own police 'departuent. The

objective between Representative Giorgit's bill in the House,
and evidently there is a great deal of opposition to it,

frankly, the Rockford Civic Center does have a serious finan—
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cial problem in +trying to cortrél cost, and without going
into more deficits, it was thought that it was less expemsive
to have its own security force. And you have the sanme prin-—
ciple as already been established by the Legislature ig
alloving sanitary districts, park boards, airport authorities
to establish their own security forces and to enact ordi-
nances. The police powers are... that are enumerated in
the legislation are well spelled out. The requirement for
satisfying the requirements for a police officer, the train—
ing is the same as any other police officer. I think if nmost
of you would consider there afe many ore govgrnmental agen—
cies that hgve complete police power throughout the State of
Illinois and your counties, and your municipalities than what
you beliéve.,.whether or mot the civic center authorities
should have this .additional pover is another ome. At the

present time, it costs the Rockford Civic Cen*er many thou-

sands of dollars a year to contract to the Rockford Police

Department or the Winnebago Sheriffts O0ffice, and framkly,
they doa't bave +the mappower to assist the civic center in
crovwd control and the problems that a civic center generate,
and I think only those legislators ihaf c&me from areas that
have civic centers can appreciate the problem. And I'm Kkind
of sorry that Senator Ethéredge-got caught in this type of
situation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR. SAVICKAS)

Senator Friedlapd.
SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, ur.iPresident éhd Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. You - knﬁv, Nr. Président, if you or members of you
family have attended some to the functions at some of these
civic centers, stadiums, and aremas around this State, you
might wish there were a little security there, recall #ith ame
some of the events that have occurred over the past year, and

I urge support of this motion.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. I move that we divide the question. I am periecgly
prepared to. vote affirmatively om House Amendment Fo. 1 and
concur therein. House Amendment Fo. 2 is a totally different
animal, and I vould poimt out to those vho bave risem in its
favor that there was no bill introduced in either the House
or the Senate to effect this purpose. There was no compittee
hearing . in either the Senate or the House. I aﬁ reliably
informed that this Amendment No. 2 was approved by *he House,
by voice vote and that nobody, frankly, was paying much
attention. ©Now if, in fact, the Rockford Civic Center or .any
civié‘ center doesn't have .momey enough to comtract with the
local police or the local sheriff's department, how in the
world are they supposed to get money enough to provide their
own police force? And you and I knovw. very well ‘hou they're
going *o do éhat because this little gen also .says, that all
the figes that are levied against all these violators who
attend the civic center will be paid back to the aunthority.
Doesn't make much sense, if i**'s that good an idea, it should
have been introduced. I would urge affirmance of House
Amendment...concurrence in House Aiendment No. 1, and I ask
that the question be divided.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

You've heard the motion. All those in favor of dividing
the quesﬁion signify by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes
have i*. The motion is divided. -On the guesiion of concur—
rence 4ith House Amendment No. 1, the question is, shall the
Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1566.

Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The

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

wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56,
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the Nays are none, none _VOting Présent. The Senate does
concur in House Amendment No., 1 to Senate Bill 1566. Sena-—
tor, on House Amendment ¥o. 2.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

1 regret that there has been so much misunderstanding  of
the...the langauage of Amendment No. 2. I...I...but we have
an inforpal statement from the Attoiney General which indi-
.cates that the authority of ;he security police is...is
defined on lines 21...20 and 21, 22, as...of the amendment
wgich would include the driveway, sidevaiks‘and property con-—
tfolled by such authority, and that the...the language
which...as referred to -earlier which suggests that the..i.the
authority. extends beyond that is in the section on arrests
and...it teférs to those instances where there has beea bhot
pursuit. We've...I permitted this amendment to be added to
the bill in order to..,to.meet the needs...local needs and
concerns of the...of +*he people in Rockford. I...as I say, I
regret the fact there's been misundetstanding in the fegard
to the...to the language. I thiak it's a good...apéndment
and ask for an Aye vote. -
PRESIDING OFFICER: ‘ (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Agaiﬁ, I ;ise...tbank you, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I rise in opposition +to Aﬁéﬂdmeut
No. 2...House Amendment No. 2 to Sepate Bill 1566. I think
- we ought to afford the House the opportunity to recede  from
this amendment. I think it is ill-comceived, the language is
mich, mach too broad, and I am sure that once the resboisible
ﬁdlks in Winnebago County, in Rockford have a chance to read
this, they're no*t going to wamt it either. So, I would. urge
a No vote om the motion to coacur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

The guestion is, shall *+he Senate coacur in House Amend-
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ment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1566. Those in favor will vote
.Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
Senator Etheredge, for what purpose do arise?
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
Mr. President, I would move that ve...that‘we noancoacur
and ask the House to recede.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) ‘
You dom't have +to now. At this point, Senator,
it's...the...the motion...the motion %o concur fails and the ’
Secretary shall so inform thé House. Senate Bill 1588, Sena-—
tor Schaffer. Semator Schaffer. -
SENATOR SCHAFFER: ) ' »
Mr. President and members of the Senate, *here are twvo
amendments that have been placed on...Senate Bill 1588 at the
reqﬁest of the Department of Conservation. The first does ‘
aot realiy relate to the indemnification issue on the  bill,
it...it clarifies a bill that we passed last year in which
the registration fees for snowmobiles, a portion. of which
would go into the snowmobile trail...Snowmobile Trail Fund.
Bvidently, we failed to indicate that renewals of +he snow-
mobile licenSe, the two dollars, would go into this fund and
that?s what that does. The sécond amendment is a clarifi-
cation of the exemption for those people who receive compen-— !
sation for using their trails. We, evidently, referred...ve
did refer in the Senate bill to the people that receive noney |
from the Spovamobile Trail Fund, and evideatly, there are some
people vwho..vwhere they use some:of those fﬁnds on the land |
for snowmobiling but the owner does gnot receive a benefit .
automatically, and this language clarifies *hat situation.v
I...I belicve there’s no controversy. Appreciate a favorable

roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
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the Senate concur in House Amendments No. 1 and 4 to Semate
Bill 1588.  Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The ;oting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. ©On that guestion, the Ayes

are 36, the Nays are none, mone Voting Present. The Senate

|
|
does concur in House Apmendments No. 1.and 4 to Senate Bill
1588, and the bill having received the required constitu-
tional majority is declared passed.. Senate Bill 1592, Sena-
tor DeAngelis. Sepator DeAngelis. o -
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
I move to concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
8ill 1592 which extends *o ﬁhe Department of Law ﬁnforcement
the same right that we extended to the Secretary of State's
Office to maintain two signature checking accounts for the
purposes of obtaining evidence.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there any discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:
Is this...question of the -spomsor, Mr. President, if
he'll yield. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Indicates he vill yield.
SENATOR ROCK:
Is this in addition to the...the authorization for the
Secretary of State? They didn't delete everything and...it 1
is in add%tion to?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS):
‘ Is there further discussion? If not, the guestion is,
shall the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Sepate
Bill 1592. Those ia favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote

Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all

voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 56, the Nays are none, hone Voting Present. The Senate

does concur in House Amendment No. T to Semate Bill 1592, and
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the bill having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 1593. (Machine cutoff)...1593,
Senator Deingelis. Senator DeAngelis.
‘SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Mr. President, there are some technical difficulties with
that bill, I intend to hold it.
" PRESIDING OFPICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Take it out of the record. Senate Bill 1614, Senator
Bloom. Senator Bloom, on 1614,
" SENATGCR BLOOM: .
vell, thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. I'd
.1like you *=o 1lis*em <closely  to this éxplanation because
these...House Amendments 2, 4, S-and 6, I'm...I'n going to
move to concur im, but *hey are rather complicated. As you
know, yhis bill _as it passed the Senate was as a result of
the five " year review of the Medical Disciplinary Board
and...it was sought by both the affected parties and pursuant
to the Administrative Procedure Act mandating the Department
o§ BRegistration and Education to set out the grounds for
revocation or discipline under the Act. In the meantime, as
yoﬁ are awvare, the Chicago Tribune ran a...a series “on
fhe...laxness of reporting and of disciplime of various
errant doctors, and the fact that this was creating a serious
ﬁealth and wvelfare problem. These four amendments, basic-
éiiy, address the issue. House Amendment No. 2, which vas
) prdposed by the Medical Society, adds a new section to the
Medical Practice Act +o0 require...specified entities to
report to the Medical Disciplinary Board when a doctor, a
bhfsician 'is found negligent, convicted of a ﬁelony, or has
been sanctioned by a health care institution due %o patieat
cafe concerns, as opposed to administrative concerns. PFail-
ure to make a report mandated by this section,--vas a Class A
misdemeanor. Now, immunity from criminal or civil liability

is granted, under the amendment, to the groups or individuals
9
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required to report. Also included 1in this provision,
which...indemnifies wmembers of the Disciplinary Board for
good faith actions that +they take during the performance of
their duties. The amendment provides for representation of
the members by the '~Attorney Gemeral or in cases where
the...AG refuses to act on specified y-runds, private counsel
reimbursed by the State. Physicians who are subject to a
report under the new section are granted the iight, to be
notified of its existence and to review and comment om it.
The Disciplinary Board must review all reports no eérlier
than the sixty~first day after it ‘receives it mor later than
the hundred and tventieth day. Tinally, the amendment
requires -‘the Disciplinary Board to ser out summpary reports,
at leas*t annually, of disciplinary acti ns “aken by it so it
can be @aonitored by *he General Asse.bly and the public at
large. They're to be sent to all healt care facilities and
professional associations, and the Federation of State_uedi—
cal Licensing Boards and the malpractice insurers. Now,
House Amendment No. 4...adds two public members designated as
nonvoting, ex officio members, they're not physicians. It
makes changes to the numbers in the section dealing with the
Disciplinary Board +fo add to...to reflect this addition. It
does not affect the original provisions of the bill. House
Amendment No.. 5, this amendment extends the Statute of
limitations on when proceedings to suspend, Tevoke or take
any other disciplinary action aga;nst a physician nmus*t be
initiated from three yeafs.to one year after the date of set—
tlement or final action rendered im faior of a plaintiff in
civil sanctions in a civil...iz a law malpractice lawsuit
charging.negligence on the par* of the physician. The reason
behind this is that the physicians thiat are parties to mal-
practice litigation, and many tims~- that litigation goes
beyond the three year Statute, they indicate the plaintiffs

in malpractice cases will not discuss *their charges with the
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Disciplinary Board uﬂtil after'the settlement of their suit,
and many times this happens after the three year limitation.
The amendment does not affect the provisions of the original
bill. Finally, the amendment provides that the  rules
required umder this bill to elaborate on what conséitutes
certain grounds for disciplinary action a physician are not
admissible, evidence in a civil action involving a .matter
other than tye Areviev of the licensing or disciplinary
“action. 1In other words, you cannot use this ia malpractice
litigation. ¥ow, I will answer any questions you may have,
'othervise, I vould move that we comcur in Amendments 2, 4, 5,
and 6. A

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRTOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
A question, please, of the sponsor.

PRESIDING dPPICER: ‘SEEATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will yield.
SENATOR RGAN:

Is this the same as, quite the same as, or similar:to the
Sandquist bill? I'd like to know if there is a difference.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ‘(SENATdR SAVICKAS)'

Senator Bloom.,. /

SENATOR BLOON:

Senator Egam, I am not familiar with a Sandgnist' bili,
however, the sponsor of House Amendments 2 and 4 vas Repre-
seatative Sandquist.fThe sponsor of House Amendment "5 was
Representative 0% Connell and the sponsor of House Amendment
Ho. 6 was Representétive Cullerton, does that assist you?
PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Egan.’

SENATOR EGAN:

Not entirely, but...we're...wa’'re - moving...wetre
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progreséing. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is +there further diséussidn?v If.no%, the gquestion is,
shall the Senate concur in House Anendmeﬁts No. 2, 4, 5 and 6
to Semate Bill 1614. Those in favor will .vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Aye. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the &ecord. On that
_question, the Ayes are 56, the NaYS'aré none, none Voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments 2, 4, 5
and 6 to Senate Bill 1614, and the bill baving received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1630, Senator Beraning. Senator Bérning.

SENATOR BERNING:

Thank you, Mr. President aand amembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1630 with House Amendmen:t No. 2 adds to the bill,
which was a North Shore Sanitary District bill, the Sanitary
Districts of...Act of 1917, and thén pakes provision for five
members in any sanitary dist:ictbwhich inéludes one or more
municipalities or with a population of over‘ ninety thousand
but less than five hundred thousand according to the most

’ receﬁi Federal census. My understanding is that this is to
accommodate a special request by R&ckfotd. ‘The amendment was
offered by Representative 6iorgi. I have no objection amnd
unless there is, I would move. for concurrence with House
Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
" Is there any discussion? Sepator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

A gquestion of the spoasor. I just...I'm not sure I'm
understanding vhat Amendment No. 2, in fact, does. Does it
increase the size of the board; is that simply all it does?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAYICikS)-

Senatog Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:
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Tha*'s correct, from three to five.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall +he Senate concur in House Amendment No. 2 to Senate
Bill 1630. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. . Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes
are 55, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. The Senate
does concur in House Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1630, and
thé bill having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passed. House Bill 1652,‘5enatbr Bloom. House
Bill 1653, Senator Rupp. House Bill 165?,; Senator Bloom.
House Bill 1663, Senator Maitland. 'House Biil 1672, Sena*or
Simns. House Bill...Senate Joint Resolution 5, Senator
Keats. Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Yeah, thank you, ar; President. I would move we concur
with House Amendment No. 1 on Senate Joint Resolution 5. As
explanation, much to our chagrin when the resolution passed
the Semate, the wording inm the title which dealt with the
National 6uard Scholarship Act was incorrect and they cor—
rected it to the appropriate title. 1I'd appreciate a favor-
able vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

Is there any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
the Semate concur in House Amendment No..1 to Senate Joint
Resolution No. 5. Those iﬁ favor will vote Aye. Those -
opposed vote Fay. The voting is'dpen. Have all voted who .
wvish?  Have all voted who wish? . Take the record. On that*
question, the Ayes are 55, the ¥ays .are none, none Voting
Present. The Senate does concur in Amendment No...in House
Amendment No. to Senate Joint Resolution 5, and...and the
resolution having received the reguired constitutional major-

ity is declared passed. Senate Joint Resolution 44, Senator
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Nimrod. Senate Joint Resolution 72, Semator Rock. Senator
Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the-

Sénate. This is the joint resolution which directed the
Illinois Commission on Intergovernmental Cooperation to
eﬁgage in a study with...and smake recommendations with
respect to the infrastrﬁcture across the State of Illinois.
There Qas one word change...or: two words changed in the
fourth vhereas clause at ‘the request of a House Executive
Comnittee member., We had suggested in the vhereaé clause

that it was pretty apparent that there was going %o be a

reduction in Pederal subsidy for the purpose of sewer and

water grants and so forth. The word "reduction®™ was taken
out and it ¥as...it wvas changed to the word "change in Fed-
eral aid." Mox-nix, I move concurrence in House Aaendament
Bo. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ‘(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

: Is there any discussion? If not, .the gquestiom is,
sﬁall...Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I wvas just goiné‘to mention, is. this the saame resolution
abouyt two months I asked tha: they were going to study the
féct that we wére going to have less money to spend and what
pﬁoblem would it cause, and I told you, for a lot less uoney
than - this, I'd tell you the answer right now and save us all
the trouble? Ié that resolution, Senator?

P?ESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

This is that resolution, but you still haven't told ne.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:
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Come on over for dinmer. I'1ll treat you to dimmer and
I'11 pay and save you the whole probles.

?RE‘SIDING CFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall the Sepate concur in House Apend—
men: No. 1 to Senate Joint Resolution 72. Those in favor will
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, 1
Yoting Present. The Senate does comcur im House Amendnment
No. 1 to Senate Joint Resolution 72, and the resolution hav—
ing received the requiréd constitutional majority is declared
passed. On the Order of Secretary's Desk Nomconcurreace,
House Bill 1244, Senator Degnan. House Bill 2234...House
Bill 1244, Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGHNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move the Senate refuse to
recede and request a Conference Committee be appointgd.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate...Senator Degnan moves that the Senate refuse to
recede from the adoption of...from the adoption of Senate
Agendment No. 2 to House Bill 1244 and that a Conference
Committee be appointed. Those in favor indicate by saying
Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The nmotion carries
and the Secretary shall so inform the Homse. Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS: -

Mr. President, I was asking you to slow that process down

‘a little. I don*t have this listed imn any of the things I've
gote Wherets...which is the correct form? I mean, do we
have no analysis om it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

I would suggest you get a hold of your staff and get an
explanation. House Bill 2234, Senator Geo-Karis. House Bill
2382, Senator Berman. On the Order of...Senator Beraing, for

vhat purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR BERNING:

On a éoint of persoha; privilege, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHRTbB SAVICKAS)

State-you point.

SENATOR BERNING:

Ve aré honored here today to have a guest in the gallery,
Miss Chri;tine Cox, who is visiting us from Englaand. She is
with my daughter, Penny Schaffer, and her husband, Doctor
Schaffer, formerly from Primceton in Bureau County. They are
up din the President’s Gallery seate& with ay wife. I wonder
if they would all stand and be recognized by the Senate.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Please .rise and be recognized. On .the Order. of
Secretary's Desk Resolutions, on page 6, Senate Besolution
57, Senator Bewhouse. Senate Resolution 97, Senator Joyce.
Senate Resolution 395, Senator Gitz. -Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

I wish to Table this resolution. The issues raised im it
have already been dealt vith;
PRESIDING'OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)-

There is a motion to Table Senate Resolution 395. All
those in favor indicate by séying Aye. Those opposed. The
Ayes have it. The motion cairies. Resolntion 395 is Tabled.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOQ BRUCE)

On the Order of Resolutions, Senate Resolution 396, Sena—
tor Savickas»is recognized. '

ASENATOB SAVICKAS:

Yes, . 8r. President and members of the Senaté, Senate
Resolution ﬁoes...396 does exactly what the synop~
sis...states. It requests that the Départments of Public RAid
and Aginé investigate thé effect of the new Pederal Medicaid
standards of medical care for the elderly and poor of 1Illi-
nois, and I would move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Motion is to adopt amendment No...Senate Resolution 396.
(Machine cutoff)...the expenditure of money; there will be a
requirement for a roll call. The question is on the adoption
of Senate...Joint...Senate  Besolution 396. Those in favor
vbte Aye. Those opposed vote PNay. The voting 1is open.
(Machine cutoff)...voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays
are 1. And Senate Join: Resolution 396 is adopted.  Sena:e
Resolution 445, Senator Gitz. Senator Gitz is recogmized for
a motion on Senate Resolution 345,

SENATOR GIfZ: . .

Senate Resolution...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATCR GITZ:

«s+Mr. President and members of tﬂe Senate, Senate Reso-
lution 345 Qas drafted in conjunction with the State Auditor
General, also, in coajunction with the Bnergy Resouces
Commission. It clearlj defines a set of criteria from which
to . evaluate the Illinois Commerce Coamission in the first
ever performance aﬁdif.. I would urge your favorable support..
I would be happy to respond to any questions. The Auditor
Genreral has inﬁicated that he is most anxious to begin with
this andvis able to do this resolution within the confines of
his present appropria*ion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Question is...Senate Resolution

dus, Senatof Bloom.
'SEHATOR BLdQH:

Sponsor.yielé.fot a guestiom?

PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield., Senmator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Didn't we just pass a bill out of here appropriating cer—
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tain amounts from the public utilities funds so the Select
Joint Commit*ee on Regulatory Reform, the Suaset Commission,
coald go out and perform this kind of work, ana vasn't one of
the arguments of those proponents of that that this wasn't
necessary? .
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR -BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

The Select Joint Committee, if the Governor signs the
appropriation, will be able to do their own study which hits
in a variefy of issues in the Public Utilities Act. However,
" "that is pursmant to the Sunset's future mission. The perfor—

mance audit is for the General Assembly and the Auditor Gen-—
eral to pursue their evalution, and whether or not the Suaset
Commission proceeds in its guidelines does not alter the fact
that the State Auditor Gemeral feels that this is within his
~purview and thinks it is a suitable use of hi% office?s time.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: :(SBNATOR BROCE)
Senator Bloom..
SENATOR BLOOH:

Well, I don't...I don't disagree <*hat 1it's within his
purview or that it...and I don't disagree that it's a suit-
able use of his time. I think it seems inconsistent for this
Body to' vote a .committee substantial amounts of momney
and...one of the argumemts 1is that they can somehowv do it
better and then turn around and...a duplicatelihe effort by
‘having the Auditor Gemeral do it. .

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Delagelis. . Senator Bloos,
wvas that a question? Sena%tor Gitz. .
SENATOR GITZ:

I thought that I responded to the Gentleman’s guestion.
This is a...a different animal than wha*t he's talking about

with  Sumset, and moreover the Sunset Commission's
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report...ultimatew report  will be in 1985 whén they examine
the Public Utilities Act. This is something which we can
- deal with...with over ihe next twelve months. + is some—
thing we can do immediately which,‘i think, will. give the
General Assembly some very useful information from which to
evaluate the performance,'positive or negative, of the Il1li-
nois Commerce Commission.
PRESIDING OF?ICBR: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOBR DeANGELIS: v

Yeah, a question of the spoasor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Gitz, why did you nake.this request of the Audi-
tor Geﬁeral rather than the Legislative Audit Commission?
PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) .

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ: )

Senator DeAngelis, no one was pafticularly exclnded or.
included in the resolution.. We did consult with the s*aff to
the Audit Coamission for their advice and input. They were
awafe when I introduced the resolutiou, so you know, they
were involved, and so wvas the Auditor Gene#al, and so, was
the Yllinois Energy Resources Conmiééion. There 1is nobody
that was puarposely excluded bgcause we vanted to have the
'-besf drafted resolution possible and to be as specific as
‘ possible and wvhat were the items that we felt were nmost
useful to have an evaluation done vith,

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Well, if you*re going to ask for-am audit by the Aauditor

Geaeral, is it not more proper to ask for a‘joint resolution,
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Senator Gitz, rather tham a Senate resolution?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.
SERATOR GITZ:

Well, if Senator DeAngeli§ has some real problems with
this, maybe we can just take if»ont of the record at - this
time and take care of the Gentleman's problems.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, is there leave to take it out of the record?
Leave is granted. House Joint Resolution 42, Sepator Bloom.
Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOON: -

Probably to...thask you, Hr. President, probably to
cleanap our Calendar. That ™ resolution has been
passed...passed by time, overcome by events, or what have
you, so I suppose it would be in order to move +that it be
Tabled.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Notion is to Table HJR 42 at +he spoasor's request.. On
the motion to Table, all in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it, and the resoldtion is Tabled. SJR 67, Senator
Buzbee. Senatbr Buzbee is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Yes, Mr. President, this is a resolution that recoquizes_
and promotes the establishment...of a Fational Coal Museum *o
be located near Wes: Fraankfort to tell the story of one of
our State's stromgest resources, coal, and the story of the
people in industry behind tﬁe production of Illinois coal.
-This is an ongoing attempt at establishing a Natiomal Coal
Museum. Former Congressman Keaney Gray has dona+ted a con-
siderable amount of poney to a foundation for the establish-
ment of this coal museum, and Southern: Illinois Uaiversity
haé been working vith a lor of groups all across the country,

including the Nationral Coal Operators Association, *the United
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Mine HWorkers and several fouandations and so forth to tfy to
bring thiS'ﬁa:ional Coal Museanm to fruition in <former Con-
gressman Gray's hometown. And this is an expression of the
Illinois General Assembly's intent and desire to see this
coal museunm established and...and I would appreciate a favor-
able roll call.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Yes, I'd4 1like +to declare a conflict of interes: on my
part here. My own property pear tﬂe coal museunm and so, I've
declared njself to many who wantéd me to be co—sponsor with
Senator Bazbee of this. I do believe in it. 1I'm-going to
vote for it, but I wanted you *o knov that it's not on the
basis of...of improvement to py lot in life, but simply on
the basis of educating our young people' and wmany of the
people in the area to the history of coal. 1It's right off
the interstate and many people traveling through soﬁthern
Illinois would have a beautiful opportunity to get better
acguainted.with us, understand the hazards of coal nmining,
and so I'm going to vote for it but I waat to declare I do
have a conflict of interest énd I have so stated.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? (Machine cutoff)...Buzbee, doés this
require tﬁe expenditare of any funds? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Not to'my knovledge, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT:

If not...all right, Senator Buzbee may close.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. With leave of the Body; I'4d
like add Senator Demuzio as a co-sponsor of this Senate joint
resolution.

PRESIDENT:
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Youtve héa:d the request. Is leave granted? Leave is
graated.
SEEATOR BUZBEE:

My closing is simply that I +*hink it*s a good idea
and...and I would appreciate support from this Body.
PRESIDENT:

Question is the adoption of Senate Joint Resolution 67.
Those in favor indicate ﬁy saying Aye. Those opposed. The
Ayes have 1it. BResolution is adopted.. Senator Bruce on HJR
70.

SENATOR BROCE:

Thank 7you, Mr. Presidesnt. The Governor cagse down

.and...to #t. Vernonm...*o Effingham, rather, and ve spent a

good afternoon dedicating this Payette Avenue aunderpass and
this would follow wup with the naming of that underpass for
Mr. Nickum who worked many years as did Representative Keller
and many other State Representatives.. 1It*s . in place, the
Governor was there and I would like to follow through with

the resolution.

_PRESIDENT:

Question is the adopiion of House Joint Resolution 70.

Those - im favor will votevkye. Those opposed w%ill vote Nay.

" The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

wvho wish? BHave all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, +*he Ayes are 51, +*he Nays are none, none
Voting Present. House Joint Eesolution‘70 declared passed.
Senator Newhouse on Senate Resolution 57. On the Order of
Secretary's Desk Resolutions, middie of page 6 1is Senate
Hesolution 57. Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. W%ith ledve of the Body, the
following Semnators ask...have asked to  be joined as
co-sponsor of this resolutién: Senator Taylor, Senator

Netsch, Senator Jeremiah Joyce, Senator DeAngelis and Sena-—
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tor McLendogz.
PRESIDENT:

You've heard the request. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted...if you'll submit tha® name to *he...names *to the
Secretary, wverll make sure that's completed. Senator
Nevhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE: .

There have since been several other requests, I'1l...I'11
submit those in writing to the Secretary after this. This is
- a Nuclear Freeze Resolution, Ladies .and Gentiemen of the
Senate. The resclution clause is that we call on the Presi-
dent of the Congress to offer the Soviet Union a auteal
freeze on all furtye’ production, testing, and deployment of
nuclear weapons. I & ve its adoption.

PRESIDENT: ]

Any discussion? .enator Keats. All right, bold it,
Senator Keats. Can we take the caucuses off the Floor?
Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...I, like I think almost all
Americans, are interested im the concept of »puclear freeze,
and I'm not opposed to the concept myself, but I want to say
that this kind of simplistic fesolution sometimes misses the
boat. There is a second freeze effort being nadé by Senators
Jackson and Werner that also deals with the same subject but
it's probably a litfle more balanced. Let me explain a minor
‘problem, when we say an immediate freeze from an American
~point of view or frox a Soviet point of view, that's probably
not that bad because we do have basic comparable arsenals,
but as you may rercmber, in April, I was on official bausi-

ness, Dnot at Tllinois +axpayers' or American taxpayers®

expense, in the Pede¢ '3l Republic of Germany. When you talk.

about a freeze on nuclear...arms, if you're in Europe, the

Bussians have already rut in SS4's, SS5's, 5S20's that do a
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fine Jjob .in terns.of hitting Bomn or Paris, but...much to
our chagrin, would nof hit New York ér ¥ashington D.C. which
would probably help some of our problems, but they do 'hit
Bonn and Paris. And I would say thaﬁ it's easy forvus to say
we are in favor of an immediate freezé, but I think if we're
to: say that the NATO alliance means anything and that we're
gll supposed to look after each othef, it's a 1little diffi-
cult %o go with an ismediate freeze when the Jackson—Werner
freeze takes a more sophisticated approach and says we...ve
are asking the Soviet Unionm to reduce the 5S4's, SS5's,
$520's that are aimed directly at Europe, because in terms of
the intercontinental capabilities we are comparable, buot in
+eras of our. Americam allies, this type of resolutior kind of
says to the German's, the French and the English, tough luck,
.buddies.v So I suppose we could vote for it because after all
these resolutions don't mean anything to anybody anyway, but
ve should be probabiy be more realistic in our assumption and
say we should be specific and ~say perhaps we support the
Jackson~¥erner effort which doeS»jcall for reductions at a
level that might helé our allies, toé.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Totten.

END OF REEL
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REEL #3

SENATOR TOTTIEN:

Thank you, Mr. Preéident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. If 1 uefe Secretary of State, I'd probably speak to
this in a manner‘of which I <+hink we're embarking on a
dangerous precedent here. Although an individual Legislature
compemorating Congress or asking Congress to do something may
hé insignificant, there has been a movement in the country by
people who really are mot what you would call interested in
American security, and a lot of people in our country have
been duped info the freeze because of our fear of a naclear
war. But a freeze would be . completely unverifiable and
unforceable. The Soviet Union has continunally demonstrated
that it cannot be trusted to conform arms control agreements.
¥hy are we talking about freezes, and that's in the face of
the most conclusive evidence, it will simply deny all
charges. It*s development of biological weapons
asS<..evidenced by the anthrax epidemic at Sverdlovsk, its use
of. yellow rain and other chemical and biological weapons to
subdue guerrilla aovements in Laos, South Yemen and
Afghanistan and its continuwal violation of the SALT I, and
the sigped but as .yet7 unratified SALT II...treaties have
clearly shown that even when:violations are detected, compli-
ance is impossible ro enforce. Beyond this, playing on Amer—
ican desires for arms control is a_potent,proéaganda tool for
the Soviet ©Unionm, and it has certainly contributed to the
apilateral D.S...disatmament in the 1970's. The Soviet press
and the actions of its representatives in the United States
indicates that the Soviet OUnion hopes to exploit the move for
a nuclear freeze in this same mnanner and that's where-
this...resolution originated and that's where it's originat—

ing in many of "the other states. A bilateral freeze of
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nuclear weapoas is clearly undesirable, would  be
anverifiable, destabilizing and would coﬂdemn the United
States to a permanently inferior position. " more 'ever the,
hysteria +that this mwmovement has generated blinds its advo-
cates to the benefits of American possession of nuclear
#eapons.. For thirty-seven years there has been no var
between the major super powvers, in spite of ill» the crises,
confrontations and nuclear power. The extended deterrence
provided by nuaclear ieapons'has alloved the United States to
preserve no* only 1its security but also that of its allies
without having to match the' zniversal nilitary service of
fifteen percent or more of gross national product the Soviet
Onion annually...ihvests in its military achine. It has
redressed an enormous imbalance in conventional. forcss,
negating the at least four to one advantage the Soviet Union .
retains in firepower.. The .movempeat that has promoted resolu-
tions like this in our country clearly underzines the foreign
policy of oar country to secure the freedom of its people..
This motion should be defeated.
PRESIDERT: V

Parther discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I rise in opposition to this resoluntion for a very simple
reason, I don't think we, as a State, should undermine the
policies of present negotiations on foreign policies. That
is a Federal matter. We should not undermine that if each
state passes it, it just helps the xussians'know where we're
at, and when you negotiate a treaty, no one should know
vhere...where the government is and no...no govérnment should
be forced into a treaty because of a...of a resolution passed
by the people. And I agree with Senmator Tottén, the Russiané
can*t be trusted, because I look to the countries that my
people come from, Czechoslovakia and Poland, especiaily

Czechoslovakia. The BRussians +*treated Hasaryk the same as
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they treated...the Nazis treated Beaes. In fact, the
Russians even gave the story thatluasaryk had insomnia and he
was walking out and fell off the window ledge with h;s chair,
I mean, that?'s the kind of belief and the nenfality. This is
an ultraliberal attempt by a group of intellectual geniuses
that all they do is read bills...books and aﬁtempt to say
what  society should be but forget about what type of people
ve're dealing with. It*s the same feeling that went onm in
Czechoslovakia when they thought they could deal with the
Nazis. It's the same feeling  in Czechoslovakia when they
thought they could deal with thé Soviets. fou can't trust
them, and until the Soviets reduce their arms, how can we
protect ourself from means of total annihi{ation or control?
This is what wetre talking about, and if it's the will of God
-that we each destroy ourself for nuclear weapomns, them we as
people nust defend ourself from the enemy who has no feeling
towvards God and who could care less and is on é fatal wmission
to destroy all of Christianity and all those things - that we
feel for. I canpnot, I cannot support this type of interfer—
ence in Pederal policy which is going on novw as far as ainms,
just  to appease an ultraliberal .entity that's sympathetic to
Bussia and the communist way of life.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I guess I can see that  we
should not be imvolved in days and days of debate on a reso-
lution of this type in...imn a Staté 1egislaiive assenmbly,
although, I suppose in terms of thé real snbsfance of what is
involved im it, there is probably nothing that wve Qave spent
the entire Session talking about that is more important. I
did want to just make one quick point though, although this
is not worded exactly *the same as any of ¢the other pending

resolutions, it obviously tracks the so—called
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Kennedy—Hatfield more tham it does the Jackson resolution,
and basically, +he difference between the two is whether you
freeze first and negotiate reductions subsequently or the
other way around. Rennedy—-Batfield, in effect, is freeze
first then attempt to bring about a reduction in the . actual
levels. The Jackson resolution takes <the other approach
vhich is you have to negotiate an agreeaenﬁ vith the  Soviet:
Union first and then think about freezing. Obviously,.the
latter is not going to happen and makes no sease at all. The
one thing that I wanted to add is that this is not the
figment of the twisted minds of a bunch of strange liberals,
although there are indeed some of those who are involved ia
it also, and I would point out, £for example, that the.
Kennedy-Hatfield resolution has the support of a hundred vand
pinety—four members of the United States House of Representa—
tives and Sepate, not all of whom can be characterized as
misguided fools. Among the...among the members of the I1li-
nois delegation who are indeed sponsors of Kenmnedy—-Hatifield
are some...are, for example, from the 1st Congressional Dis—
trict, ome of our former colleagues, Sepator...Representative
Harold Sashingion, another member...a former meaber of the
Illinois Legislature, John Fary, Frank Annunzio,  Paul Simon
and Lynn Martin, yes, indeed, Lynn Martin is also a...a
sponsor,vand I don't think anyone would consider het. Aecad
aisgﬁided fool when it comes to the interests of a...sorry
about that fellows, when i: comes to the security intgrest of
this country. The point I'm making though is...is ihis, that
this is a movement, it is more than a hope, it is a demand
expressed by a very substantial number of people in this
country that we have got to pu* an end to the madness that is
reflected in the continuwous build up of all armaments, par-—
ticularly naclear armaments which is ﬁankrupting our nation
and inviting...excuse me, inviting the kind of conflict that

all of us are concerned about. It seems to me that this is
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exactly-vhéi we should be doing as a nmatter of .national
policy,vand I would hope that Illimois would agree.
PRESIDEEE:

Further discussion? Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS: .

Thank ‘yon, Mr. Presiden%. I'm rather disappointed thaf
this has turned into a liberal-conservative debate on mandate
against Reagan or for Reagam. I had the opportugity thrée

. veeks ago 6n a Saturday night to have dinner with the Presi-
dent of the United-Nations, who was a classmate of mine‘ in
college, he...on éhe eve of the disarmament meeting with the
General Asseably of the United Nations. - 3nd I do wvant to
poiat ouat a few things that were called to my attention at
that particular dinner. One is that currently we are spend—
ing six hundred billion dollars a year...six hundred billion
dollars a year in terms of areaments. Six hundred billion
dollars ai year would cure all of the economic problems that
this universe faces, but inspite of the fact that I know that
we ¥ill not stop thai, there is a universal consenéus that
the continuation of nuclear proliferation could only lead to
one thing, and that is the wultimate destruction of this
universe. {vThis morning, for those of you who might have
wakenen up'early eﬂongh to watcCha..the foday program, there
vere three American doctors who spent, in an unprecedented
move, one honr on Russian television at the request and con-
sent of thé.Russian Goveranment to discuss the consequences of
nuclear Haé. And they: all agreed that there was only. one
consequence and that was death forleveryone. -The only puc-
pose of this resolution, ard we all knoy that when they go to

‘Washington, *hey don't mean that mpuch, but unless there is a
concern on the part of our country and all the countries
regarding it, I think we are destined to do some things, not
maybe‘to ourselves but to future generatioms which we'll all

be sorry for. 2And I think a vote for this is simply a mes—
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sage that there is a concern about nuclear proliferation, and
Senator Totten, inspite of the fact that you didan't get the
Secretary of State's job, I do think that ultimately that
will become the position of President Reagan and the
administation I follow.

PRESIDENT:

FPurther discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ: ‘

Thank .you, very unuch, Hr. President and Ladies and

Gentlemen of the Senate. There's a Federal office in_

Washington which not too =many people kumovw abont and it is
there and funded and organized to deal with the aftermath of
a nuclear holocaust, - and that is funded bylyour and my tax
dollars. And when the head.of +this office was asked what
happens %0 .the loss of industry and the loss of food after a
auclear holocaust? ﬁe said, well, his ansver wvas, domn't
vorry, that!ll be offsef by the loss of population. We've
given the young people of this pation sexismw and rtacisa, and
inflation and uneaployment, dirty air amd dirty wvater, and
high crime rates, and of crimes in high places, but we've
élsd given them the ultimate solution to all these problems
and that is a nuclear bomb.. I +think this indeed,  the
ouytlavw...of _nuclear...proliferation should be called the
human life amendment. This indeed should be the human 1life
amendment and I am flabbergasted at anybody who is supposedly
- concerned abou: human 1ife, how anybody could oppose sone—
thing as basic and important as this.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Berning.

" SENATOR BERNING:

Just one comment, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. let. me preface that by sﬁying, I don't believe there
is anyone in this Body or in the General Assembly or in the

State of Illinois who would mnot like to see assurances that
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‘we won't be totally wiped out by atonmic bombs._ Howvever, the
~reservation I have about this resolation has to do with the
fourth whereas, and it says; nYIt would be in the best inter-
ests of everyone." Everyone is totally inclusive. It would
be in the Dbest ;nteéest of everyone to freeze the nuclear
arms. race betwveen the United States and the Soviet Union. My
concern is simply that by all accounts I've ever read, ve
are, at the presen:t time, at a disadvantage with the Soviet
Union. Obviously, it would be to their advantage them to
agree to a freeze, but what advantage would it be to us to
lock ourselves into a position of vulnerability, potential
for elimination without adequate opportumity for retaliation.
I believe that anless the amendment were changed %o say with
that the...we encourage the United States to work with the
Soviet Union for atomic bomb curtailment under proper aand
open examipation one side of the other after a degree of
parity has been reached tAat any amendment...any resolution
such as this can only be detrimental to us as a nation.
PRESIDENT:

Parther discussion? Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE: . )

Thank you, Mr. President. I was hesitant about rising on
tﬁis issue; but I though* there were a couple of points umade
that nadé it necessary for me to explain the way I'm going to
vote., Senator DeAngelis, I did not have the .opportunity of
having dinner with the Ptegident of the Onited Nations, but
tpe former U.S. Ambassadér to the United Natioms, Don
McHenry, is an old friend of mime, an old college professor
of mine. He was my Speech 101 teacher in college, and as a
matter of fact, he failed nme. As you can tell, I have
improved gonsiderably since then. I have had occasion to
tell Don that I make my living now doing what he failed me at
once in college. I remember one time in a resolution similar

to this came up a few years ago and Semator Bruce made the
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.point that perbaps we ought té refer this resolution to the

Illinois Senate Foreign Relations Committee and call in the
Secretary of State, and I think.ue were going - to do that
except ve couldnrtbfigure out who it was, to...to discuss it.
However, I think that Senator DeAngelis did hit the nail on
the head. The féct of matter is, we in this Body do not have
{sufficient expertise to...know .all of the in's and out's of
the nuclear freezevquestiou,'bnt'it is an expression by us of
our concern for *he potential destruction of the world. And
ve kind‘of_enjoy'it here and we'd rather not see that happen.
I don't see this as being some sort of a Commie plot, and
those of us who vote for it are, therefore, tools of the
Conmie’s, and I don*t think there are ¢too many people who
have implied that. 1It's simply an expression of our comcern
that we'd like tovstay here for several thousand more years,
if - possible, - and so we're %felling the Congress that. ‘So, I
think probably I hgvg as much military experience as almost
anybody om this Ploér, with some exceptions, and this is the
.sott of thing thatf..that perhaps...normaliy people would
thipk . naybe I night be on the other side, but I think again
as Senator DeAngelishsaid, ve are:sinply expressing our con-
cern to Congress' and wish them to be aware of that, and so
I's going to vote{kye.
PRESIDENT: ‘

Further discnséion? Senator Nimrod.
SEHA‘TOR NIMROD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This type of resolution, I'm sure, is well meaning
and, hopefully, vé'iéuld nofltie the hands of those who welve
elected to office and who are presently negotiatimg. This is
is a very touchy sitﬁation, and it is certainly one that's
very complicated, and it doesn't mean that we should just sit
back and...or should we make decisions for those vho are

doing *he Jjobs ‘I don**t think we would 1like it if
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somebody...ue passed...someone else passed a resol- tion
telling us that we ough* to give our righ* for other people
to vote or make that decision. We presently have Congress,
ve have our Congressmen which ve should be talking to and
notifying, and I think vekcertainly can influence and *alk to
those that‘ﬁe know or have contact with either in the adain-
istration that's in Washing*on or, in fact, within the mili-
tary service. But this subject is onme that I think that we
should not be passing judgment, making decisions and making
recommendations when other people are presemzly nego=iating
and working onm the issue. Seems to me that all we do is to
discourage and to take away the ability of those who are -
attempting to dp a job. I "would certainly think th§~ ve
should not support +his kind of a resolution and inmoc. 1tly
tie the -hands or inflaence *hose that might be taking some
position or negotiating on this issue.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS:

Mr. President, just to point out to the members on the
Republican side of the aisle that vhile the sponsor mav be
well intentioned, this resolution counld have been a lo- more
balanced than it is if he had at the same time come in with a
resolution praising President Reagan for his proposal. late
last  fall o have the Soviet*s...or the Warsaw Pact, ;ather,
freeze its deployment of nuclear weapons im the ﬁastern
Burope, in vreturn for wkich Americans would not deploy the
next generation in Western Europe. If that kind of rasolu—
tion accompanying +his one praising the President for the
actions he has already taken were brought before us, “hem it
would be considerably 1less of a partisan matter than it is
turning out to be. I don't tﬂink this is a...a prudent ceso—
lution for us to be passing at this time, and I would suggest

+o members on the Republican side that there m®may be sonme
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partisanship here.
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Senator Nguhouse may close.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Let me remind the Senate that
is setting here that this resolution was introduced during
last...last Session, it's been sitting here for sometime. Ny
instructions to the people who asked me to handle this reso—
lution...I wonder if I could have the attentionm of the Body,
please.

PRESIDENT:

You're cerfainly entitled fo that, Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR ﬁBHHOUSE: '

«..and while. it may no%+ change any minds, I think most of
knov hov we're going to vote, but I'd like to clarify several
things. First of all, when I was asked to handle this reso—
lution, I asked those who were drafting it to try to ahtici—
pate every objection that possibly could be pade to this
resoltion and put in such a from that it would be palatable
to everyone. I've had indications from several on this Floor
that if certian kinds of changes were made they would be pre-—
pared %o - vote for it. Let me just go back to the resolu—
tion...clause, and the resolution clquse simply says, "We've
asked the President to offer the Soviet Union a mutual
freeze." That language is put there in such a fashion sé that
those things that we*ve talked about all could be included in
that offer, period. So, so much for. that kind of thing.
Now, secoudly, if you want to taik about the parties and
aspect of this, this resolation did no:, although the "Demo—
cratic Party did endorse suck a ﬁove during this Session,
this resolution predated by some timé, that resolution. And
I would...suggest to most of you here that Lynn Martim, who

certainly canmot be described as a wild-eyed liberal, is not

probably alone within the Republican Party, and I would sus-—
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pect that amn awful lot of...that there #will be some pressure
within the Republican Party to do something similar. There
are those on fhis side of the aisle who certainly rank among
the conservative, whatever you want to call it, who are; I
think, going to vote for this measure. I'd windup by s;ying
certainly that *this has no, from ny standpéint,
anti—-Christian aspectS...it has no partisan aspect. It is é
resolution that I think is gaining currency everyday. e
look at some of the denonstfations that have taken place
recently, peoplé are genuinely frightened. It seems to ne
that  this Body has every righ* to make a suggestion to those
people who make the decisions...in this country. As to, the
-highhandedness of as offering a resolution to Washington, we
certainly hear from our constituents everyday and I welconme
that kind of guidance. 1In a sense, that's what wve're doing
with this kind of resolution. I think it's a good resolu-
tion, We bave made it as broad as it...I think it can be
‘made, and I would ask for a favorable vote. Thank ybu-
PRESIDENT:

Question is the adoption of Semate Resolution 57. Those
in favor will vote iye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? - Have all Qoted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 29, the Nays are 19, 9 Voting Present.
Senate Resolution 57 is adopted. Senate Joint Resolution 79,
Senator Collins. Oon the Order of Secretary's Desk Resolu—
tions is Senate Joint Resolution 79. Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

' !es,‘thank you, HMr. Presideht. This is the same resolu—
tion. It is a Senate joint resolution which smeans that it
would have to go to the House, and given thaf, 57 Jjust
paésed...that I would at this time call for this resolution,
because I do think that if the State of Illinois, the General

Assembly, is going to send a message to Congress that it
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sho=ld have the concurrence of both Houses, and for that
reason,‘I move for favorable consideration of Senate Joint
Resolution 79.

PRESIDENT:

All right, the question is the adoption of Senate Joint
Resclution 79. Discussion? Sénator Thomas..

SENATOR THONAS:S

Well, thank you, very much, Hr. President. I wish I
could say that i had dinner last night with the caliber of
people that Senatorlbenngelis.had dinner with, but I did have
a bite to eat with Bill Shields, and Bill runs a Mobile Sta—
tion in ' Coal Valley. Now, we got talking about nuclear .
frg ze and what he said wvas this, *hat half of being émart is
kno ing what you're dumb at. Now we have been busying our—
selves down here this spring with all the pressing issues
sac: as lights in Wrigley field, and I think that we ought to .
stick to that and leave these matters +to ‘*he people in
Washington vho are studing these things.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Geo-—Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I would not object to this resolution if there was a
provision in it that the Soviet Russia...that Soviet Russia -
vguld have to make a disclosure of its nuclear arsenal before
wé put a freeze on ours. I don't think that we should leave
our resources unprotected, and I'm certainly not in favor of
nuc.sar var, but your resolutipn, Senator, if it does the
same thing as the prior resolution, will force me to Vote.
Present unless you're willing to amend it to force a disclo—
sure by the Sovie: Russia of its nuclear arsenal today.
PRTGIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Friedland.

SENATOR FRIEDLAND:
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‘ I move the preéions question, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: ‘

Tha*t...that w®mozion is in order. All in favor signify by
saying Aye. All opposed.. Senatof Collins may close.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, ur.jPresident; This subject has been well
debated om the pfevious resolution. I would just ask for a
favorable roll..

PRESIDENT:

Question is the adoption of Senate Joint Resolution 79.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is opeﬁ. Have ali voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
.Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 25, the Bays are 32.  Senate
* Joint Resolu*ion...all right, Senator Collins asks that fur-
tﬁer consideration be postponed to Senate Joint BResolution
79, it's so ordered. SJR 89, Senator Makar. Oo the Order of
Secretary's Desk 'hesolutions is Senate Joint Resolution 89,
Senétor Mahar. '

" SENATOR MAHAR:

~ Thank you, Ar. President and members of the Semate. FPor
many years vwe've been having very serious flooding problems
in the south suhurbﬁn area, south Cook County. And over ' the
yearsy...there's béen many attempts made at all levels of
local government to handle the severe problea. The project
nov  is in the final stageé of Hﬁrk in Congress for approval,
.and in view of the:fifty—three millions dollars in damages to
" homes we had jnsf a year ago on Jupe 13th, we are urging Con-
gress to give...top priority to funding this project and get
it moving so, in the near future, we can have some relief.
And I would ask that you support Senate Joint Resolution 89.
PRESIDERT:

Any discussion on Senate Join: Resolution 892 If not, all
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in favor'siguify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
_it. The resolution is adopted. SRJ 93, Sena*or Philip.
" A-N—-D is not my niddle nare, this is Senator Philip's resolu—
tion; Senate Joint Resolution 93, Senator Philip.

‘SBNA?OB PHILIP:

Thank you, HAr. President and Ladies and Gentlaen of the
Senate. Senate Joint Resolution 93 memorializes the present
Congreés to impose a steel import limitations on the provi-
sions of the Trade Act of 1974, As you're probably aware,
United States steel companies are a*t a disadvantage in
reguard to foreign imports. Many of those companies are
either subsidized or ovnedvby their governments, and all we
say - is, have a good strong look at them. We!'d 1like to be
fair whemn Tegards the competition. I'd be happy to answer
any questions. I move its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Question is the adoption of Senate Joint BResolution 93.
All thése in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes hafe it. The resolution is adopted. Senator Savickas
for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SAV;CKAS:

!es; Mr. President, I have been informed by the Secretary
of the Senate that Senate Resolution 396 that we adopted had
an amendment on i+ and it should of been adopted before ve
a&opted the resolution. The amerdrment extended the reporting
date. So at this time, having voted om the prevailing side, -
I would move to reconsider the vote by which Senate Resolu—

"tion 396 passed.
_ PRESIDIBG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to reconsider the vote by which Senate Resolu-
tion 396 passed. On the w@otion, all in favor say Aye.
opposed Nay. The Ayes have it, and the vote is reconsidered.
Are there amendments. Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:
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Amendment No. 1 offered by the Executive Committee.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATdR BRUCE)

Senator Savickas to explain the amendmé;t.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, it's amendment *o éxtend the repor*ing date, I think
it*s, what January?
SECRETARY: )

April...April the 2md, i982 to January the 1st, 1983.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, and I would move its adoptioa.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

uotiqn is to adopt the amendment. On :ﬁe potion all in

favor’say Aye. Opposed Hay. " The Ayes have it and Amendment

|
\
No. 1 is adopted. The resolution is now before us. Senator

Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I vould move the adoption of Senate éesolution 396.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
All right. The motion is to adopt. It passed 51 to 1. a

moment ago. On that gueséion, 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? Take the record.

On that gquestion, the Ayes are 53, the ¥ays are none, Done

Voting Present. Senate Resolution 396 is adopted. 1If the. J
- Body would...if I might have the attentiom of the Body, on
- page 12 of youar Calendar, last page of the Calendar, at the

top of the page, under the Order of Secretary'é Desk in the ‘

order of Concurrence is Semate Joint Resolution 44 which was |
apended in the‘House. Senator Wimrod. Senator Himrod is ‘
tecognized for a motion. ) ’ o
SEFATOR NIMROD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentleamen. The

) apendment is strictly a change in the daée. The resolution

was pu* in last year and it was too late to get it, so they-
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used it for this year's respect life amendment, amd I would
move for concurrence in the Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion isvto concur vith House Amendment No. 1 £o0 SJR 44.
On the motion to concur, all in favor say Aye. Opposed Kay.
The Ayes have it. The Senate concurs with House Amendment
¥o. 1, and the resolution is...is adopted as amended. Leave
to go to the Order of Resolutions? Resolutions.
SECRETARY:

Sepate Resolution 621 offered by Senator Rock and Philip,

and it's congratulatory.

Senate...Senate Resolution 622 offered by Senator Geo—

Raris, Philip and Sangmeistef.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Executive Committeé., For what purpose does Senator Geo—
Karis arise? '
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I

-would 1like to move to suspend *he appropriate rules so that

Senate Resolution...622...referring *o0...memorializing Con-
gress to adopt a guilty bat méntaily ill or look into a
guilty but mentallj ill law:for the Pederal Government be
considered, and I'd 1like to'move.the..-ﬁo suspend the appro-
priate rules and place it on the Secretary's Desk, if I nmay.
PRESIDING OPPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo—Karis, have you.spoken to Senator Rock and
Senator Philip about this?

SENATOR GEO-~KARIS:

Hy Minority Leader spoke to Senator Rock about it, Sir.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR - BRUCE)

All right, is there leave to bypass the Executive Commit-—
tee and have this resolution . placed on the Order of the

Calendar under the Order of Resolutions? Leave is granted.

¥ha* purpose does Senator Demuzio arise?
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SESATOR DENUZIO: -

Yes, I bhave a parliamentary inquiry. W%hat do our rules
indicate in terms of Conference Committees. Once a Confer—
ence . Commpittee has bheen appointed, is it in +*he rules that
‘the Conference Committee must meet at a designated time and a
designated place? '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOR BRUCE) -

Senator Demuzio, under Bule 43D5, “Conferencé Comamittee
shall meet upon reasonable public ﬁotice'given by the chair-
man and at such.time and place as need be convenient and hav-—
ing conferred freely, shall Teport to both Houses the results
of the Conference.™ ~Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, I take that to mean then that there is to be public
notice of such a meeting and that the chairman is responsible
for seeing to it thﬁt the time and place is circulated so
that the members, and press, aand public, and everyone should
have the opportuﬁity to attend such meeting, is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOQ BRUCE) -

Senator, the Chair is informed that all Conference
Comnittee postings are made outside the Senate doors and that
is sufficient, reasonable puablic notice. 3So, it is posted
outside the Chamber door as to every Conference Comrittee
that is convened. Senator Demuzio.:”

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, them I would like to ask another question, then.
Has there beem a Conference Conmittée meeting that has been
designated for Senate Bill 11932 V
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, I would have no knowledge of %that.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

¥ell, we're not conversing freely, Senator. Two members

have signed a Conference Committee report. I've Jjust now

seen it. I'm requesting a Conference Committee to meet at a
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! designated time, a designated plaée so that everyone can
‘ understand what is in_sénate Bill 1193. This has been goimg
on now for about a month, and I would suggest that we all sit
&own and discuss it like ladies and Gentlemen, so . that vei
all know what's in thg bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

Now, before we launch off jinto, a .large amount of
dialogue, perhaps Senator Grotberg and Senator Demuzio can
confer without spending the moneﬁ of the Transcription Unit,
énd +he Chair will get back to you when we have sonething to
feport as official proceedings. Semator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG: .
‘ You've got it, Senmator. We will relax.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator Beraman. On the last page of the Calendar, page
12, under the Order ofluénconcurrence in Senate amendments to
House Bill is House Bill 2342. Did you- wish to rTefuse to
tecede and request a Comamittee of Conference? All fight.
Sénétor Geo-Karis, for what purposé do you arise? o
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Could you call House Bill 2234 on the mnoanconcurrences,
sir.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SiBATOB BRUCEi

Is there leave to go to Secretary's Desk Nonconcurrence?

Leave is granted. On that order of business, on page” 12 of
your Calendar is House Bill 2234 and Senator Geo—-Karis is
recognized for an amendment.
SENATOR GBO—KABIé:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Séﬁaée, I
move to recede from ny Senate Amendment 4 inasmuch as the

SpOnSOrS...Representative DiPrima has told me that Senate

Apendment 4 has already been placed om another bill for the
appropriations, and he told me that he didn't need this any- ‘

more in this bill. So, I'd 1like to nmove .to . recede ‘
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£rom...Asendmen: 4 and concur with the rest of the bill.
PRESiDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right, the motion is to recede fror Senate Amendment
No. 4 to House Bill 2334 which will be final passage. Is
there discussion of that motion? Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yeés, just one more time, Mr. President, we do not have
a...a Digest...ve bhave a Digest, ve do not have an explana-—
tion of the anmendment...on this, nor was there one onr House
Bill 1244, and my staff member is too busy to call higm.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BROCE)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

It*s not in the book.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
" Senator Egan,...what do you . wish to do? Just hold it

uotil ve'get it printed?

SEFATOR EGAN:

¥ell, I just want to brinmg . it to your attention, HMr.

President, so that we can.correct it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
All right. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
I'1l1 be glad to explain the amendment., The Amendment 4

prohibited a state controlled college, university or  com-—

aunity college froam denying admission to a person entitled to
a Veteran's scholarship soley on the grouads that State funds
might not be sufficient...may not be sufficient to reimburse
the institution for the scholarship. Bepresentative DiPrinma,.
who is onme of the prime sponsors of the...of a bill that vé

put as an amendment here to my bill, told me that this amend-

ment was not necessary, that we should take it off, *cause he
has i* already covered in apnother bill, and that's *the |

essence of this amendment.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR QRUCE)

FPurther discussion? _Furfher discussion? The question is,
shall the éenate recede froz House Amendment No...from Senate
Amendment No. # to House Bill 2334. On that question, those
iq fa;or will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote...yeah, it's
Ho. 8. 0Oh, 2234, All right, let's go again. The guestion
is, shall the Senate recede .from Amendment No. 4 to House
Bill 2234. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
sho wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are
56, the Nays are none, nonevvoting Present. The Senéte does
recede from Senate Anendﬁent No. 4 to House Bill 2234, and
the bill having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passed. Senator Rock...for wshat purpose does
Senator Sangmeister arise?

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Hell,"ur. President, while you were going down the Calen—
daz, I see the next item of business is Consideration Post-
poned Concurrence, anmd I vas wondering if you were going to
‘get to that order of business for Senator Bill 125? That is
the next order of business, as I see it on the ﬁalendar.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCﬁ) ‘

#ell, Senator, I'm...I think the Chair...is correct in
saying thgt that bill was never given a waiver from consider-
ation by +the  Rules cOnnittee, is +hat correct? Senator
Sangueisteé.

SENATOR SANGHEISTBR:

I don't believe that bill needs a waiver. That's sitting
on consideration postponed.,.since vhen do ve have to have a
waiver to hear that bill? It's passed both Houses, it's back
here for concurrence, that doesn*t peed a waiver.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
But...but before it  can be considered, it hkas to go

through the Rules Committee. All right, Senator BRock, did
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yoa have a amotiom? Senator Carroll has a motiom. Senator

VCarroll.

SENATOR CARBOLL:

4 Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senators Schaffer, Sommer, Buzbee and I have filed a
motion to extend, again, for one day the deadline on appro-
priatioa bills, continuing in our efforts to reach an
accommodation on the budget...as a whole and deal with it in

a sensible fashion by way of amending the bills that are over

-~here. We feel that the possibility of...of reaching that

accord are in good shape, and therefore, the four of us have

~asked for a...an extension for omne day in an attempt to avoid

eighty Conference Committees on a. billion...on a fourteen
billion dollar budget.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR 'BRUCE)

The -motion is to amend Rule 5 and move the...the date
back one ddy for passage of appropriatiom bills. On that

aotion, 1is there discussion? All:in favor say Aye. Opposed

- Nay. The Ayes have it, and the rules are altered, pursuant

to the written motion. Senator Rock, for what purpose do you

arise?

SENATOR BOCK:

. Thank 7you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

‘Senate. Given the...the approval of that 1last notion, we

have been aeeting, as you probably are awvare, over the

veekend and as late as noon today, trying to work out some of

+he budgetary matters and some other matters. I would sug-

gest since the House 1is still in Sessioa and has not yet

.reacted, ig terns of paper work, to vhat we sent them last

night, that we effectively stand in recess until the hour of
fi&e—thirty, at which time we will come back and receive the
House Messages and then adjouran 'til tem o?Clock tomorrow .
#orning.. . Senator Vadalabene?s commit*tee meets at nine, is

that correct? And then we will stand adjourned at tha= time
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until 10:00 a.m. tonorrov.nbtning.‘
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR -BRUCE)

Motion is the Senate stand in recess until +he hour of
five—thitty. on the motion, -all in favor say Aye. Opposed
Hay. The Ayes have it. The Senate stands in recess  until
five—thirty. Just- for the membership, at five-thirty
the...we will just be considering the Messages from the House
and other paper work for the Secretary. #e will adjoura at

that time until ‘ten tomorrow morning.

RECESS

AFTER RECESS

PRESIDING OCFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The hour of six having arrived, the Senate will come .to
order...the hour of five—thirty having arrived, the Sepate
will come *o order. Leave to go to the Order of Messages
from the House? Leave is granted. Hessages from the House.
SECBETARY:

ueésage fror the House by Mr. Leone, Clerk.

Mr. Presideat - — I am directed %to inforam the Senate
the House of Representatives has ref@sed to concur with +the
Senate in the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to House 1938.

4 like messade on...Senate‘Amendment No. 1 to House
Bill 2266.

Message from the House by Mr. Lecne, Clerk;

Mr. President — I am directed to inform the Senate
the Housé of Representatives has conéurred with the Senate in
t&e adoption of Amendaments 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10 and 15 to
House Bill 2135, and...and refuse to concur in Senate Amend-
ments 7, 13, 14 and 16.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Leave *o go tb thé Oraer of " Resolutions? Leave is
granted. BResolutions.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolutioﬁ 623 offered by Senator Hall, Rock and
all Senators, and it's congragulatory;
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Consent Calendar. Any further business to come before

the Senate? Senator Vadalabene moves that the Senate stands

" ‘adjourned until the hour...Senmator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Hold it. Hold it a miﬁute.v
PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SENATOB BRUCE)

For what purpose do you arise, Senmator Vadalabene?
SENATOR V!DLALABEHE:

Yeah, just in the foram of an arnouncement. For those who
are here, there'll be a meeting on the Executive Appointments
at pine o'clock tomorrow morning. We have a long list, - and
for thosev of you here, if you'!d tell your colleagues, we'd
like to get started at nine o*clock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

All right, in the spirit of bipartisanship, Senatot
Schaffer has asked to édjourn the Session until the bhour of
ten tomorrow nofning- On the motion' to adjourn...on the
motion to adjourn; discussion? All in favor saj Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes...it. : The = Senate stands a@journed

antil 10:00 a.am;. tomorrovvmotning.



