82ND GENERAL ASSENMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

JULY 1, 1982

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The hour of ten having arrived, the Senate will come to
order. Prayer toddy by Reverend Anthony Tzortzis of St.
Anthony's Orthodox Church in Springfield, Illinois. And will
our guests in the galleries please rise.

BEVEBEND ANTHONY TZORTZIS:
{Prayer given by éeve:end Tidttzis)
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Reading of the Journal. Senator MclLendon.
SENATOR McLENDON:

Yes, Mr. President, I move that the reading and approval
of the Journals of - Monday, dJuae 21; Tuesda}, June 22nd;
iednesday, June 23rd; Thursday, June 24th; Priday} June 25th;
Saturday, June 26th; Sunday, June 27th; Moanday, June 28th;
Tuesday, June 29th and Wednesday, June 30th, in the year of
1982 be postponed pending arrival of the printed Jourmals.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

You've heard the motion. Discussiomn? .All in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion prevails.
ﬂessagés from the House.

SECRETAERX:

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

Mr. President — I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has acceded to the request of
the Senate for a first Compittee Conference to consider the
differences between the two Houses in regard to Senate Amend-
ment No. 5 to House Bill 2196. And the Speaker has appointed
the meabers on the part of the House.

A like Message on House Bill 1938, Senate Amendment
No. 1. .

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

Mr. President — I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to recede from their

Amendment No. 3 to a bill with the following title, to-wit:




Page 2 — JULY 1, 1982

Senate Bill 1401.

I am further directed to inform the Senate that they
request a first Coummittee of Conference. The Speaker has
appointed the members on the part of the House.

A Message from the ﬁouse by ¥r. Leone, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives adopted the following joint
resolutions, in the adoption of which I am iustructed to ask
concurrence of the Senate, to—ait{

House Joint Besolution 111 and 112. Senator
Vadalabene would be *he Senate sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Résolutions Consent Calendar. Senator Weaver, ve have a
Message back omn Senate Bill 1301 of vhich you are the spoasor
and they have asked that you accede +to the request for a
Conference Committee. Do you wish to make that motiomn?
Senator Weaver so moves and the Secretary shall so inforam the
Bouse. On the Order of Conference Committee Reports, on Page
4 of your Calendar He...uiih leave of the Body, we will go
through the appropriatiomns bills and get the process started
Ohe...On those. And on Page 4 is House Bill 2196 with
the...first Conference Conmittee report. Senator Schaffer,
do you wish to make a motion?

SENATOR SCHAFFER: » :

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this is the
Department of Conservation. Basically, the House concurs in
our Amendment No. 5, and the bill is further amended to
include a hundred and fifty thousand for land and historic
sites and fifty thousand for the forestry division and
si.xteen thousand for partial funding of a deputy directors
position. It's a net increase of two sixteesn. I believe
there’s no controversy onmn it, and I certainly would
appreciate everyone here voting for it and those that aren't

here, I'd appreciate your showing up “‘cause we do anced
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thirty-six.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

- Is there discussion? ‘Senator Sommer.
SENATCR SOMMER:

Just to point out that there shouldn't be any controversy
on this bill. 1It's signed by all ten members of the commit-
tee, and even though the chairmen of the copmittee aTe not
here, I think that that®s a proper representation that...that
there was no controversy on this particular thing. It was
fully agreed.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
encé Coamittee report on éouse Bill 2196. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. It
will ‘teguire thirty-six affirmative votes for passage, an
effécfive day of July 1ist. Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the.record. On that question, the
Ayes are 49, the Nays are none, Dnone Voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Committee report on
House Bill 2196, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 2205,
Senator Bloom is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR BLOOH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Before I get into the motion,
Supplemental No. 9, the pink one, is that cumulative so ve
can throw the other omes away? Does...Can anyone answer
that? Several people have asked me that question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator O'Keefe.
SENATOR BLOOM:
It is.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
It iSe..it is cumulative.” 1 through 8 are now inopera—

tive.
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SENATOR BLOOMH:

Thank you, very much. Okay, 2205 is the ordinary and
contingent expenses of the Department of Children and Family
Services. The House decided to concur in Senate Amendsents 3
and 4, they als§ recommended :ransferring the...the six hun—
dred and fifty thousand from transitional day-care, and then
the conferees recommend moving some money around betweea the
various regional offices to have it more accurately reflect
their caseloads. In addition, the Grant 1lines for insti-
tutions and group homes were increased by 1.1 and 2.7 mil-
lion. These increases will be offset by anticipated deposits
into General Bevenue from the trast funds. Doctor Bob signéd
off 6n it, both Approp. Committee :hairmen have signed off on
it. Try and ansver any questionms, otherwise, 1I'd ask 7for
your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROUKE)

Discussion? Discussion? The question 1is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report to House
Bill 2205. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
53, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conference C§mmittee report on House Bill
2205, and the bill having received the required coastitu-
tional majority is declared ‘passed and shall be effective
inmediately. House Bill 2206, Senator Etheredge 1is recog-
nized for a motion.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

‘:Ht. President and Ladies aud Gentlemen of the Senate, I
move that we accept the first Conference Ccmmitfee report on
House Bill 2206. This is the FY '83 appropriations bill for
the Dangerous Drugs Commeission. %.2 Confereace Counmittee
report leaves this bill in exac:ly the same form as it was in

when it passed out of the Senate =wo days ago. Be glad to
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respond to any'guestions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there diécussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
the Senate adopt the first Conference Committeé, report on
House Bill 2206. Those 1in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted- who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
the Ayes are 53, the ¥Nays are 1, none Voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Comnittee. report omn
House Bill 2206, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Nash is
not on the Floor. Senate Bill 1359, Senator DeAngelis. Is
Senator Debnéelis on the Floor? Senate Bill...1363, Senator
Carroll is recognized for a motion...no. Senate Bill 1403,
Senator Coffey. Well, Senate Bill 1404, Senator Kent. Com—
merce and Community Affaits;, Senator Kent is recogaized for
a motion on the first Conference Committee report.

SENATOR KEKT:

1 move we adopt the first Conference Committeé report for
the ordinary and contingent expenses for the Department of
. Commerce and Coummunity Affairs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion 1is to adopt. Is +*here discussion of the
motion? Senator Tottén.;
SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, .Mr. President and Ladies and Gentleaen of the
Senate. Cduld one 'of the chairmen of the ;pptopriation
Committee or tﬁe sponsor ask me if there...tell me if there’s
been money...added in here for the Enterprise Zone Adminis-
tration?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

e had asked for a Doctor Totfen‘letter as opposed to a
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Doctor Bob letter om the costs of implementing eﬁterprise
zone, but let me check and_see quickly if...if that was cov-
ered. There was discussion that we needed two...two hundred
and fifty thousand if it was full jeaf funding, a hundred and
ninety if if vas phaéed in,>but we'd have to check and make
sure it's in there, if you can give us omne sécond.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I...1'n not sure, Senator Carroll, but didn't we agree to
put that momey in the commission bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOR‘BRUCE)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Yeah, I think what happened is the Tottem 1letter never
arrivede. Doctor Bob refused to sign that one, he said that
would have to come from Totten, and I think we agreed to put
that in the commission bill.

PRESIDING QOFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Further diséussion? Senator Totten.
' SENATOR TOTTEN:

I really like coamissions this year.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? The gquestion is, shall the Senate
adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
1404, Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Havé all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 53,
the Bays are aone, none. Voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conference Committee report om Senate Bill
1404, and the bill having received the required constitu—
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1405, Sena-—
tor Mahar. Senator Mahar is recognized for a motionm.

SENATOR MAHAR:
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Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
move we adopt the Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
1405. Three...four amendments, No. 1 adds a hundred and
sixteen thousand for Personal Services, No. 2 adds...édds
back forty thousand for...radiological defense officer, No. 3
reappropriates 1.8 million of Federal f;nds for the disaster
relief for Marion disaster, and No. u.increases the Retire—
ment line item by five thousand dollars, 1 ask for its adop-—
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRdCE_)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Sepate adopt the first Conference Committee
report on Senate Bill 1405. 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 réco:d. On ‘that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, nome Voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Commit-
tee report on Sepate Bill 1405, and the bill having received
the required constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1406, Senator Etheredge 1is recognized for a
notion. )

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
move that we accept the first Conferenbe Committee report on
Senate Bill 1406. This is the FY ?83 appropriations bill for
the Department of Energy and Natural Besources. To summarize
is...to summarize the changes which appear in this Conference
Committee report, I can tell you that the bill is in essen—
tially the same form which it passed out of tae Senate except
that the reductions in appropriations level which had been
made by the Senate amendments have been restored. There is
an additional a hundred and eighty thousand dollars provided
in the puff funds for a gypsy moth program, and the one and a

one half million dollar....dollars in grants to the public
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museuns has been reduced to a million dollars, otherwise, the
bill is in the form in which we...in vhicﬁ it passed out of
here. I move ue~accept the Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is on the adoption of the f£irs% Conference
Conmittee report on Senate Bill 1406. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are aone, none
Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Compittee report on Senate Bill 1406, and the bill -having
received the requited constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1407, Sepator Simms. Senator Simass on
1407, Senator, the Department of Financial Institutions.
SENATOR SINMS: '

ThankAyou; Mr. President and Lidies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would move to adopt the first Conference Committee
report on Senate Bill 1407. The report recommends the Senate
coacur with the House Amendment No. 1 which added a total of
seventy—one thousand tvo hundred dollars to restore the Per—
sonal Services cut made by the Senate, and the bill is fur-
ther amended to add twelve thousand three hundred dollars to
the Betirement lines in order to fund the retirement:at
seventy percent of pay—out. I'd respectfully urge that the
Senate adop£ Conference Committee Report No. 1 to Senate Bill
1407.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 1407. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote NaYe The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestioan,
the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. The

Senate does adopt the first Conference Committee report on
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‘Senate Bill 1407, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
DeAngelis has returned to the Floor, is there leave to return
to Semate Bill 1359 on Page 5? Leave is granted. 1359,
Senator DeAngelis is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1359 is the
Scholarsﬁip Coamission appropriation, and the bill right now
is in the fora that it left the Senate with the exception of
House Amendment No. 1 which restores the retirement up to ;he
seventy percent level. »

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion is...motion is to adopt. Discussioan? The
question is, shall the Senate adopt 'the first Conference
Committee report on Senate Bill 1359. Those in favor vote ]
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted vh& wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are none, "1
Voting Present.  The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Committee repor: to Senate Bill 1359, and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1409, Semator Schaffer is recognized for
a motion.

SENATOBR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, this is the budget for the Commission on
Guardianship and Advocacy. Basically, vwe concur with the
House amendments installing the...reinstating the pay plan
and the retirement to seventy. In addition, we go beyond
that and cut about twenty—seven thousand out of the budget.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The wotion is to adopt. Is there discussion of the
motion? The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1409. Those in

favor vote Aye.. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
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Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
reco;d. on that gyestion, the Ayes are 50, the Nays are 4,
pone Vorting Present. The Senate does adopt the fir;t Confer—
encé:Connittee report oa Senate Bill iuo9, and tae hill- hav—
ing received the reqﬁiréd constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1411, Senator Davidson.  Senator
Davidson for a motion.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I amove that we
concur in Conferencé Coamittee No. 1 on the State Historical
Library. It restores the cuts and then *takes awvay =twenty-—
five thousand plus dollars to phase in some three jébs. I'd
app:éciate a favorable vote. -

PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt. Is there discussion of the
motion? The 4question is, shall the Senate adopt the first
Conference Conmmittee reéort 0D...0n Senate Bill 1411. Those
in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays
are none, none Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
first Conference Comﬁittee report on Senate Bill 1811, and
the bill having received the réquired constitutional majority
is declared passed. 1413, Senator Becker. Senate Bill 1414.
Alright, is there leave for Sénator'Schaffer to handle 1413
in Semator Becker's absence? ”Leave is granted.  Senator
Schaffer for a mo;ion. . . »

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and‘ lemher% of the Seﬁate, tﬂis is the
Department of Labor; The report recommends that we concur in
the House Amendments 1, 2, 3, which brings the departmeant up
to one hundred and fifty-seven aillion seven hundred and
sixty-three thousand dollars.’

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)




Page 11 — JULY 1, 1982

The motion is to adopt. 1Is there discussion? Discus—
sion? The gquestion is, shall the Senmate adopt the first
Conference Committee report on Semate Bill 1413, Those in
favbr vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the HNays are
none, none Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first
Conferenée Committee report on Senate Bill 1413, and the bill
having received cthe 'required cons+titutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

We want to hold 1414,
PBBSIbING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senate Bill 1&15, Senator Coffey. 1417, Senator
schaffer. Senator Schaffer is recognized for a motion oa
Senate Bill 1417.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This is the Department of Mental Health. As amended in
several ways it brings the total budget, I believe, to five
hundred and eighty-two million sixty-two thousand.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

(pachine cutoff)...Schaffer, have you concluded?
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I probably ought to guit while I'm ahead.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

(Hachiﬁe cutoff)...to cut you off, Semator. Hotiom is to
adopt. the Conference Committee report. Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

¥ell, Senator Schaffer, you vere clﬁse, you were oaly
fourtéen million off. It was five eighty-two as introduced,
it's five ninety-six an a half as passed right nov. HMost of
those are Goveranor's add-ons, by the way, and we concur
with...with your advocacy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Schaffer. Senator Schaffer, -did you have further
conment? Alright, the question is, shall the Senate adopt
the first Conference Coamittee report on Senate Bill 1417,
Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppased vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wiéh?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are 1, none Vbting Present. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1417, and the bill
having received the required coastitutionmal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1418. Senator BRupp 1is recog-—
nized for a motion.

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ordiﬁa:y and contingént
expenses for the Department of Mines and Minerals, and I move
to adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
1418.

PRESIDING OFF;CER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question...discussion? The questiom is, shall the Seﬁate
adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill'
1418. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take :the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 58,
the NHays are ﬁone, none Voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senafe ﬁill
1418, and the bill having received the. required constitu—
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1419, Sena—
tor Etheredge 'is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen o0f the
Senate, I move that we adopt the first Conference Committee
report on Senate Bill 1419. This is the bill which is the FY
83 appropriations bill for the Department of Nuclear Safety.
The Conference report recoamends that the Semate concur in

all nine- of +the House amendments. This is consistent with
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actions which we've iaken on othé: appropriations bills, aad
"I'd ask for a favorable roll call.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBbCE)

" The motion is to adopt; Discussion? Discussion? The
- question is, shall the Senate adopt the <first Conference
Comaittee report on Senate Bill 1419. Those in favor vote
Aye. ThoseIOPPoséd vote Nay.. The voting is open. (Machine
cutoff)...voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On *that gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are
none...on that question, the-Ayes are 55, the Nays are none,
none Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Confer-
"ence Committee report on Senaie ﬁill 1419, and the bill hav-
ing received the required constitutionél majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1420, Senator Sommer is recognized for a
motion.
"SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, Mr. President. I .@move we...concur with the
" Conference ' Committee report. . Essentially, the Senate cuts
were restored and the Department of Personnel and the Depart-—
ment of Administrative Services no longer exist and they have
been all put together in this biil, and it is now the Depar:—
ment of Central Hanagement Services, a new agency
that...whose reofganization 'has' been approved by this Body
and the House previouslya. The only other thing in here
is...besides the add backs and some technical things that had
been skipped and what have you is an appropriation of forty-
five hundred dollars for a.portr;it of Senator Rock to hang
in the back of the Cﬁamher. S
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR B‘RUC-B)

The.motion is to adopt. Senétor Hall. Alright. Discus-—
sion? Discussion? The question is, shall the Senate adopt
the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1420
Those in favor vote Aye. Those'opposed vote Nay. The voting

is open. Have all voted Hﬂo vish? Have all voted who wish?
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Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays
are none, 4 Voting Presemt. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Committee repor: om Senate Bill 1820, arnd the bill
baving received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1421, Senator uahar.' Senator
Mahar is recognized for a motion. A

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, H#r. President and members of the Senate. I
move we adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill 1421. The Senate...we would coacur in House Amendaeat
No. 1 which restores all the reduc*tions made in the Senate in
the .amount of twenty—two thousand eight hundred for...it
returns the bill to the origipal level of seven twenty—nine
eight hundred. Ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion 1is to adopt the Conference Conmmittee report.
Is there discussion of the motion? The question 1is, shall
the Senate adopt the Vfirst Conference Committee repor: on
Senate Bill 1421. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who uish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, anone Voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Coammittee report on
Sepate Bill 1421, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority 1is declared passed. Senate Bill
1425, Senator Bloos. ‘Senator Bloom is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR BLOON:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1425 is the appropriation for
the Department of Registration énd Education. The Conference
Committee recommends that we appropriate at the level that it
passed the House, that 1is eight wmillion two hundred and
ninety—three thousand. I'd move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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The motion is to adopt. Discussion? Semator Rock.
SEHATOR RGCK:

¥No, not on this bill, please, thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Airight. Discussion? Discussion? The guestion is,
shall the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report
on Senate Bill 1425. Those in favor vote Aye. .Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take'the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, nome Voting Present. . The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 1425, and the bill having received the regquired
constitutional majority is declared passed. Semator Rock,
for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. A suggestion, if you will, to
Senator Schaffer and all coacerned. The first Conference
Committee report on Senate Bill 1422 was defeated in the
House, aﬁd I have spoken with both the Speaker and the Minor-
ity Leader and they indicate that their preference is to go
to a second Conference Commit*ee, and I think that ought to
be a...S0 we can have the conferees meet as soon as possible;
So, I would suggest that however we do it, let's Vote Present
of ;omething and...and get this one out of the way so we.cgn
go to a second Conference. .

PBESIPING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER: .

I thoroughly agree with President Bock, only I woald sug—
gest that everyone vote No and get it out of their system on
this particular bill, including those of you who always vote
for it but secretly have wanted to vote against it. Let's
all vote No, kill it and go to the second Conference Commit-

tee and then do something reasonable anrd responsible.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion 1is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill 1422. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote ¥ay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Héve all vofed
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
6, the Nays are 47, 2 Voting Present. The Conference Commit—
tee report on Senate Bill 1422 having failed to receive the
required constitutional majority is declared lost. Senator
Schaffer asks for the...Semator Schaffer asks for - the
appointeent of a second Cﬁnference Committee. The Secretary
shall so inforam the House. Por what purpose does Senator
Bloom arise?

SENATOR BLOOM:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. If I could have leave to
go to the Order of Concurrences, I*d like to noaconcur on
1652 and get‘it into a Conference Committee. I believe that
the' administration would like to get that going. If I could
have leave of the Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom, if you'll bear with the Presiding Officer,
we only have four more bills and we®ll be right back to that.
Alright. Channel 20 is requesting peraission to film the
proceedings. Is there leave? Leave is granted. Sena*e Bill
1426, Senator Davidson is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR DAVIDSOHN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I move we coancur
in Conference Conmmittee No. 1 on Senmate Bill 1426. The House
amendment restores the funding as the bill was introduced..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The guestion is, shall the Senate
adopt the first Conference...discussion? Discussion? The
question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference

Committee report on Senate Bill 1426. Those in favor vote
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Aye. Those opgosed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none
Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the f£first Conference
Coamittee report on Senate Bill 1426, and the bill having
received the reyuired constitutioral wmajority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1427, Senator Kent is recognized for a
motion. .

SERATOR KENT:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
would...these are...move that we adopt the first Conference
Committee report for the ordinary and confingent expenses for
the Department.c  Veterans Affairs.

PRESIDING OFFIC) ::2 (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report om Senate
Bill 1427. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
58, the Nays are none, hone Voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conferemce Committee report on Senate Bill
1427, and the bill having received the required comstitu—
tional majotify is declared passed. Senate Bill 1428, Sena—
tor Davidson is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

I move vwe adopt the first...Coanference Committee report
OD...Il move we adopt Conference Comnmittee...first Conference
Committee report on Senate Bill 1428.

PRESIDING OFFiCE H {SENATOR BRUCE)

The aotion is +to adopt. Discussion? Discussion? The
question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Comnittee rer -t on Senate Bill 1428. 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.
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On that question, the Ayes are :47, the HNays are 8, none
Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Comamittee report on Semate Bill 1428, and the bill having
received the required cons:i¥utional majority is declared
passed. 1516,.Senator Carroll. - Hold. Is there leave to go
to the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence? Senator Bloom,
do you have a wmotion? On...on Page 3 of your Calendar is
Senate Bill 1652 vifh House Amendments 1 amnd 3.

SENATOR BLOON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move that we nonconéur
with House Amendments 1 and 3 rand ask that a Conference
Committee be formed. Nonconcurrence and I ask for a Cbnfet—
ence Compmittee, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to nonconcur. Discussion? A1l ian favor
say Aye. .Opposed Hay. The Ayes have it. The motion to
ponconcur prevails and the Secreéary shall so inform the
House. ©On the Order of Segretary's Desk Concurrence is
Senate Bill...5j12.' Senator Philip, do you have a motion?
SENATOR PHILIP: '

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. I move we noacomcur to
House .Amendnents 1, 2 and 3.£o Semate Bill 512, -It's 512.
There you go, thank you.

PRBS‘ID].ENG OFFICER: (SENATOR BB&._!CB)

Discussion? The motion is- to DoBCONCur. Discassion?
All in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senaie nonconcurs with House  Amendments 1, 2 and 3 and the
Secretary shall so inforam ghe House. Is there leave to
retufn to the Order of Conference Committee Reports? Senate
Bill 1518 is located omn Page 7 of your Caleamdar.. Senator
Bock is recognized for a nmotion.

SENATOR ROCK:
Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate, Senate Bili 1518 as introduced, as you will recall,
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applied to one school district ia ahe State, that contained
withio the - confines of Posen-Robbins and it provided for an
additional émallflevy for the purpose of health care since
the school district is the primary health care provider ia
that éeogta?hic area. Two or three other things were - added
in conference aboat which I think +there is little or no
controversy, that remains Tto be seen. The fact is that there
is a technical deficiency in the Conference.Committee report
as filed, so I would ask that the first report be rejected
and I will present later today a second feport and we can
debate the issuei

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rhoads, the...the motion is that is not be
adopted, or...Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS:

%ell, it's on the question of the two...of the techni-
cal...I've already signed two reports, one of which was tech—
nically deficient and the other one which was presented to ame
as being technically correct. Well, there’s a third one,
alright.

PRESIDING OFFICER: _.(SBNATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt the first Conference Coamittee
report.. Those in...on Senate Bill 1518, Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted vho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 18, the Nays are 7. The first Conference Conaittee
report, the motion thereon is lost. Senator Rock. Senator
Rock requests the appointment of a second Confereace Comnit—
tee. .The Secretary shall so inform the House. (Machine cut-—
off)...Coffey on the Floor? Senator Coffey. Senator
Schaffer, Senator Coffey has two appropriation bills. Does
anyone...is there leave for Senator Sommer...is there leave
for Senator Sommer to hamdle Senate Bill 1403 in the absence

of Senator Coffey? It's on Page 5 of your Calendar. Leave
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is granted. Senator Sommer is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, H#r. President. There was Do particular
controversy about this bill, ue.-.thesaoﬁse simply restoréd
the levels to the Civil Service Commission. L
PRESIDING OFFICER: (éEEATOB BRUCE)

The question is, éhall the Senate adopt the first Confer-—
ence Committee report om Senate Bill 1403. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted wﬁo wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 52...53, the Nays are
none, none Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Committee report on Sena&e Bill 1403, and the bill
having received +he required constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. Senator éoffey, on 1415, Senator Coffey is
recognized for a motion. Page 6 of your Calendar is Senate
Bill 1415. Senator Coffey. v
SENATOR COFFEY:

I move the adoption of the Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? J The gquestion 1is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Comnitgee report oquenate
Bill 1415, Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote HNay.
The voting is open. ﬁave all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
57, the Nays are none, none Voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conference Committee report oa Senate Bill
1415, and the bill having received the required comstitu—
tional majority is declared passed. Semnator Nedza, for Hﬂat
purpose do yod arise?

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, #r. President. As soon as I find my new

sheet, somebody removed it from my desk. 1938...0kay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Nedza. On Semate bill...on House Bill 1938, on
Page 4 of your Calendaf, a Conference Committee report has
" been filed and Senator Nedza is recognized for a motiomn.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank yoa, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The second Conference Comaittee report om 1938 as it
appears before you now is some changes in the language with
respect to the social club 1licensing and the...the...the
charter. There are no other amendments, the other>amendment
that was on the bill with reference to the landmark status
has been removed from the bill. The bill before you noy is
odly with the original Act as it was. cohtenplated with the
changes that were suggested by soame of . the conferees and some
of the lawyers that were requested to put in proper language,
Senator Bowers beiné one of them. So, I would move to coacur
or to accept the second Conference Comnpittee report on House
Bill 1938.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Bowers.
SENATOR BOWERS:

Thank you, Mr. President. My original objection, for
those on this side of the aisle who have requested my...ay
thoughts on the matter, have been Hithdréwn. When this bill
was first before us it permitted the abolition of the...of
the charter by the Secretary of State upon a violation of the
liquor ordinance, and those, as you know, can be very inad—
vertent. The new version says that it...the charter may be
withdrawvn only when there is a sale of alcobolic 1ligquor at
retail without a license, and that, of course, has to be a
very willful violation. I find nothing wrong with that aad
would urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:
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Question of the sponsor. I have a gquestion of the
SpONSOT.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

Senator Hedza, in Lines 28 and 29, act of selling or
offering for sale at retail without a retailers license. Can
you explain that provision and who's affected by it and who
is not?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Nedza. .

SENATOR NEDZA:

That, basically, is the language that was. changed in
order to make 1it épecifically apply to those social clubs,
and I use the quotation, “social clubs," that, you kmow, all
of the sudden start out of nowhere.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

- SENATOR GITZ:

vell, to be more specific, for exaople, 1if a
not—for-profit organization has some gala event and they take
out their dram shop and all their insurance, noﬁ, are...are
they violating this or are they okay?

.PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

It...it’s specifically designed for those non-for-profit,
I used *the gquotation, "social clubs." Those...all these
other...this is the language that we put in to protect the
other entities that your concerns were about.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

FPurther discussion? Purther discussion? Senator RKedza

has moved the adoption...*the question is, shall the Senate

adopt the first Conference...secoad Conference <Committee
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report on House Bill 1938. Those in favor vote Aye. .Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? $§nator Savickas, have all
voted.who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
aré 55, the Nays are 3, none Voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conference Copmittee report on House...on the
second Conference Committee report on House Eill 1938, and
the bill having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passed. 1Is there leave to go to the Order of
Coﬁcutrences .on Page 3 of your Calendar? Is there leave?
Leave is granted. Senator Grotberg, on Page 3 of your Calen-
dar, has Senate Bill 1653 with House Amendments 1, 2 and 3.
Senator Grothefg for a potion.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, #Hr. President. This is the bill that was
taken out of the record the other day in discussion. I would
nove ﬁgain tq concur with Senate...House Amendment No. 2
which is the ome that caused the controversy, and this is the
one that changes the language in the RTA BondVAct, the Series
B bonds, the seventy-five million portion of which there are
sixtegn millions left, and this language would then conforn
viih:’the rest of the Series B bond language which reads as
follows: "Pbr the acquisition, coastruction, eitension,
reconstruction, improvement of rapid ‘transit rail bus and
other equipmeht," and that was one of the key words I vant to

fully explain again that there vas controversy, may still be

some, but these are the dollars that bring us eighty percent

Federal monies, twenty perceat for the collar couanties and
the suburban  Cook area, and whether this is to correct past
sins or whether it is to enhance the use of what?'s 1left of

those bonds is a matter for someomne else to decide. But

these are very precious funds, those that are left and avail-

able, as we proceed to build ' stations and...and Xxeep...the

upkeep of <the suburban rail and bus systems. And I would
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pove that we do concur in Senate Amendment No. 2...House
Apendnent No. 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BﬁUCE)

Is there discussion? WAND Channel 17 is requesting leave
to film the proceedings. Is there leave? Leave is grantedr
Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you...thank you, Mr. President. You may or may not
recall that this is a bill on which I was the sponsor uatil
, just about two days ago. This started out as a fime bill to

help .local airports including Decatur. I then made the anis-
Vtake of accepting an amendament which, and I gquote when it was
handed to wme, was indicated that this amendment is, "Just a
technical amendment." That's what it was supposed éo be, and
that the bond pgople were wanting it. I later found out that
that technical amendment actually expands, it broadeas the
purpose for which the seventy—five million dollar bond issue
vas passed. " The original bond issue was for naass transit
equipment, and this 1little technical amendment expands the
purpose to now include acquisition, coastruction, extension,
reconstruction and improvement. There is a list of projécts
that I had difficulty, extreame difficulty, in getting that
initially I was told that we wouldn®t be able to get it, that
wve couldn't bhave it, " but in that listing, initially, was
deee.an indication that work had been done on the Randolph
Street station, and the LaSalle Street station is also men—
tioned. So, it appeérs that this little technical amend—
nentee..and I...X think, too, I nust admit, we all make mis-
takes, and I've been forgiven so many times that I want to be
forgiving about this, and I'm not particularly coandemning any
one person but it seens that there have been some uses to
which this money has already been put which is questionable.
And the only reason, as I say, I mention this is because I

think you all are entitled to know this, I think it should be
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enphasized, and believe me, I...I still want the basic bill
because it comes and hélps the airport at Decatur, but I do
feel that you should know this and I urge that Senator
Grotberg again repeat and give full discuésion and all the
information available on this particularbamendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Yesterday, this is the bill
that Sepator Totten and I were making a Snall amount of noise
about when it was taken from the record.. I personally have
seen the 1light and I'm going to Vote Present om the bill
rather than No, but I 50 vant to explain that what Senator
Rupp is saying and what Senator Totten will certainly toss in
with a small amount of...of friemdly criticism is accurate.
This is a...a change in the wvay bonds are used, but I wvant to
stress, while I do not have, you knov, written in blood guar—
antee from the Department of T:ansportaﬁion and the Governor
that they will put in a amendatory veto to say that we aren't
pulling this garbage with bonds again, it is my understanding
that it will be the recommendétion of the Department of
Transportation that they will say to the Governor, you better
put an amendatory veto on this, saying that these Series B
bonds will not be again used for the.puﬁposes listed in here.
In a case like that, we could probably all live with it but
this is a change in the wvay bonds are used, and for that
reason, I thiok we should be aware. But I wanted to stress
So it's in the record that DOT has said to me that the recom—
mendation to the Governor is that they will have him
amendatorily clear up the fact that this will not be for
Series B bonds in the future, this is not a new process for
now and evermore, it 1is to «clear up a problem they have
today, and in a case like that, I can Vote Present but I

seriously doubt that I can vote Yes.
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PRéSIDIHG OFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senaror Totten.

SENATOR TOTTE&:

Thank fou, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This comcurrence hasn': gotten any better in twenty—
four hours or forty—eight. The language is still in cthere.

"I think we nght to be very careful or take a careful look at
the language that's in this amendment that expands the...the
~uses of bonds. For years we bave argued, I remember when
Goferuor Qaiker had the accelerated bond program, we arqgued
very strenuously over some of the provisions in bond language
that allouedAthé Department of Transportation im the case of
Series B bonds to doisuch things as painting of railroad sta—
tions and putting up signs, and there were serious questions
as to the bondability of some of the things e were déing.
In this amendment and in this concurrence report what we are
" asked to do is to rubber—stamp vhat the sponsor has indicated
are some past. sins maybe, but which I purport to you, what we
are doing ié-nubher-stamping also some future sins by expand—
ing the language that's...that's before us. We have, as one
of our colle;gﬁes got up yesterday and mentioned, we...we are
really stretching our limits on bonds and our...and our debt
.service. Noi, we are expanding the language so that it makes
it easier to bond things that normally would be taken out of
operating cos;s and which most bond counsels would advise
_that we do take out of operating costs. This is a bad prece-
dent. Bather £han rely on the Governmor to amendatorily veto,
I suggest that wve defe;t the concurrence and ask the sponsor
- to change ihe~ language before we have to vote on it and
expand the language in tﬁe manner that we're doing.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
" Chanpel 2 of Chicago, WBBM-TV, wishes to film. Is leave
granted? Le;ve is granted., Further discussion? Senator

Hall.
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SENATOR HALL:

Will the designated hitter, Senator Grotberg...yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR HALL:

Senator Grotberg, ever since the framers of the 1570 Con—
stitntibn came up with this gem, amendatory veto, I've 'had
serious probleas with it becaunse 1 thiak that it
gives...though they say they were trying to get separation
0f...0f the different bran;hes, I still feel that this gives
the Governor a right to legisla<e, and I...I want to ask you
sinply this; why would you wamt to pass a bill withvthe
assumption that the Governor is going to amendato ily veto
the bill? I agree with Senator Totten. It would be better
for us to make the change, that's what we're suppos:d to do
anywaye. Why should we have the Governor legisiating? We
ought to do this ourselves, and I see no reason for us to
pass tﬁis bill out no matter how good it is and rely on the
Governor amendatorily vetoing it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
éenator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentleien of the
Senate, I rise in support of the legislation, ard may I just
briefly give you a little story, and the story being is that
the airline industry was deregulated several years ago, and
there was a series of funds that lay in the illustrious City
of Washington <called ADAP Funds, which is aid %o the air-
ports. In order forfthe State of Illinois to méintain its
status as tﬁe number one air <center of the world, being
O'Hare Airport in the City of Chicago, I think it's with
pride that we all in the Sta*te look towards that & rpu:z even
though it's 1located in the upper portions of the State, but

we looked forward to maintaining that status. The Atlanta
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- Airport Comaission is breathiﬁg down our neck, and they are
at any given day exceed the amount of passengers chat
ve...have at...at O'Hare. This iype of legislation will only
enhance not only the airports in the entire State, because of
the fact that if you have the amount of air flow that you
have coming into the State, and we are the hub of the
country, that you have to maintain a reliever system in order
for these airplanes to have safe landings wherever théy had
to because of inclement weather or some unfortunate tragedy,
which we hope we never see. But as long as we have something
that we have in the State of Illinois and we can ingratiate
ourselves by taking and reconstructing and bonding and having
a reliever system from the O*Hare Aiport, I think it behooves
us not to go ahead and try to ingratiate our position as the
nunber one air center in the country and also to have these
other communities, and there are many of you iho_ will have
some benefits from this with airports im your respective
conmunities, and they would be designated as relievers, they
will be part of the national air system, whereby those par—
ticular. airports, if there's a shift in the economy or soae
coampany comes im, that will also ingratiate those various
corporations coming in because it's al; air travel and air
travel is...and if a conrunity, a smaller coanmunity has a
viable airport, they have that as a seliiqg factor. in order
to get some industry to come in éo that particular area. So,
I stand in support of this bill..
PRESIDIRG OFPICER: (SENATOR 5&V_ICKAS)

Senator Rhoads. .
SENATOR RHOADS:

Thank you, Mr. President. and members of the Senate.
Senator Grotberg, I rise bota in favor and in opposition to
the bill. Senator, I 1like what you®*re trying to do but I
don't like what you’'re doing. I'm in favor of the...of the

projects in. the...what...what you're tryiang to accoﬁplish
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here, but I share the same reservations that Senators Tottea
and Keats and others do with regard to the redefinition of
vhat these bonds could be used for. I plead vith }bu right
now, as a matter of good public policy, why don't ie.simply
nonconcur, get a Conference Comaittee , do theA projects but
delete the redefining language. I think that's a...the best
course to follow, franklye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Rill the spomsor yield for a gquestion?
PBESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Under this bill...this report, is there any funding for
the Waukegan Airport in Lake County?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

You're referring to the AADAP section of the bill
with...of aeronautics and and there's funding for every air—
port in <the State of Illinois in the ADAP Fund where all of
your taxes go when you buy an airlipe ticket and they are
distributed by the Department of Aeromautics, and if Waukegan
has got something going, ninety percent of it is paid by ADAP
Funds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Beraming.

SENATCR BERNING:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I also have a question
for the sponsor, and it's...it's triggered by the comments
made by Sepator HNedza. Do I infer from his coaments that
inherent in this amendment is the decision to establish addi-

tional so-called reliever airports?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

I think you'd have to...Senator Nedza made those remarks,
but I think...probably in response without getting into
somebody else's business, I presume the Decatur Airéort,
they...the larger airports, the Springfield Airport is what
he's talking about, he*s mnot talking abou% any small gir—
ports. No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berning.

SENATOB BERNING:2

Well, ny concern stems from the demise of the Chicagoland
Airport in my district, partly because of official unconcern.
It was a most efficient, effective and highly desirable‘
reliever airport out on Route 21, Milwaukee Avenue. It is
now gone, partly because the citizens nearby didn’t want it.
Bow, @y concern is that if this has somewhere in it the
authorization for somebody to walk in and *ell an area that
they're going to have an airport, I'd kind of like to know
about that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAfICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROQTIBERG:

Senator, nothing is going to change in wvhat®’s beem going
on for the last twen:ty some years...it's technical language
in the Aeronautics Act to make it dovetail with the Division
of Aeronautics and the Department of Transportatiom language,
the department has been administering those granats and‘that
vhole matter is not even being touched, it's clarifying, and
again, probably for interdepartmental purposes the ADAP
grants and the airport grants will now be exercised by the
Division of Aeronautics which they always have been, except

that I think they, too, would like the language to get out
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from under some of the questions that are being raised on
Amendment No. 2 clarifying...Bond Counsel recommends all of
the Amendmen; ¥o. 2 language and Ehe department itself...and
I'n getting blamed, that's the cute part. I didn*t ask for
this damm bill. It's good, I believe in everything that's
happening, I Qant the suburban stations fixed up, and if they-
happen to paint some of them, you know, I'm not all hung up
if they paint the station after they build it, if they buy
sone radios fof some buses. I think we should confine oar-—
selves =o the amendment which has noéhing to do with air—
ports. The méin bill is an excellent bill. Let's just take
the roll call, Mr. President, if there are no further gues-
tiouns.

PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

There are further questions. Senator Buzbee.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

' Sl.!BATOR BUZBEE:

Yes,_thank you, Hr. President. Well, I rise to speak on
a-bill about which I know absolutely mothing, but that is not
unusual 4in *his Chamber, it happens all the time. I am only
rising to speak to echo the frustratioan as...as expressed by
Senator Rhoads, and I...I agree with what you're trying to do
for airports, if I understand what you®re trying to do,_but I
~am also in complete agreement with Senator Totteﬁ in expand-
ing bomndability to...to painting and carpeting and so forth
is beyond all good reason. My Congressman, when he was a
member of this Body, when he was the presiding officér in
this Body, at one time said that the bonding program was
government by the bonding houses, for the bonding houses and
whatever the other one is, and I'm afraid we have about
gotten to that point. I think it's probably a good idea to
take Senator Totten's suggestion and just send this down the
tubes and then let's go back and...and rewrite the Conference
Comnittee report, Senmator Grotberg.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Grotberg
may close. The question is, shall the Senate comcur in House
Amendments HNo. 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 1653. Those in
favor will indicate by voting Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 26,‘ 1 Voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments 1, 2 and
3 to Senate Bill...let me finish, Senator, them you can pro-—
ceed with your verification...the Senate...on that gquestion,
the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 26, and 1 Voting Present. The

amendments failing to receive concurrence goes to 3rd....goes
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t0..-.it?s defeated, Senator. The Senate.nonconcu:s in House
Ameadments 1, 2 and 3. The Senate having failed to concur in
House Amendments 1, 2 ;nd 3 to Semate Bill 1653, the Senate
will so inform the Hoﬁ;e; Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG: .

Thank you. I think Semator Bower and I were going to ask
the same question. Aren*t...isn't...isn't your ruling wroag,
and that is that we did concur, but the whole bill is effec-
tive a year from now? Anm I...it's the same as final.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENKTOR SAVICKASf

It carries an effective date and requires <thirty-six
votés for passage today.

SENATOR GROTBERG: .

Oh, it has an effective date on it? Daamn. Okay. Send
the House the aessageland ask them to recede.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, youn can't...

SENATOR GROTBERG:
. .What?
PRESIDING O?FICBB: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.ssthe Senate does nmot concur in the House Amendments 1,

2 and 3, and the Secrétary will inforﬁ the House.
SENATOR GROTBERG: - .
‘0kay. No problem. Very good, thankbyou-

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS)
(Machine cutoff)...Bowers.
SENATOR BOWERS: '

Well, so we're sdre on this side of the aisle. You know,
som;vhere along the line these things don't seem-ﬁo be con-
sisteht and perhaps they are. You.;,a:e you saying that the
amendment itself had apn immediate effective date written into
it and, therefore, required thirty-six votes? 1In the past,
it seeams to me, the ruling has been, and I could be in error,

the ruling has been that if it got thirty votes, it passed
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but was not effective until July ist the following year, but
if it 'got thirty—-six, then there was an announcement of an
immediate effective date, and I would like...we just want to
kpow exactly what thé rules are going to be.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator Bowers. Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

The rules have not changedf If the proposal that
the...that the movant says he wishes to  concur in has an
immediate effective date and it is passed June 30, it
requires thirty-six affirmative votes to concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Bowers. -
SENATOR BONRERS:
. Well, that was my question, then. The amendment does
-have an immediate effective...we've never been told that aand
that's all I'm asking.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Bock.
SENATOR ROCK:

That is why we go through the trouble of printing all
'this stuff, so that somebody. can bother to read it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee.

SEEAIOR'BUZBEE:

Well,...parliamentary inquiry then, Mr. President. WVhere
are we at? Are wWe...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

We're on the Order of Secretary!s Desk Concurrence.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

eeeNOee.N0o, I mean on this bill. Alright. The message
is on the way to the House that we nonconcur and...very well,
thank you. 'Cause I want to vote for the bill when it cones

back without that goofy amendment.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate ﬁill 1654, Senator Schaffer. Sehate Bill 1672.
Senate Bill... (Machine cutoff) ...Conference Committee
reports. House Bill 1423, Senator Egan. Semnator- Egan is
recognized for a motion. .

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, Mr. President and memsers of the Senate. If you'll
recall, House Bill 1423 was amended in the Senate at the
request of the Legislative Reference Bureau to delete some
underlined and crossed out language that they had not done in
the original bill because of inadvertence. That I ask to
recede from, and because there was some desire to send the
bi;l back to the House so that they could use this as a veﬂi-
cle, it met resistance...ay motion met with :esistanee, that
novw has been resolved. The Conference Committee has placed
Senate Amendment ¥o. 1 back into the bill so that it will
satisfy the Reference Bureau. The bill now is in exactly the
same form as it was when it leﬁi +he Senate, and so, I'a ask-
ing you to supply me with thiriy-six votes so we can do what
we did earlier in the Session in passing the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Schuneaan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

¥ell, thaak you, ur-_President. I wonder if the spoasor
vould mind taking this out of the record for a few minutes.
I was appointed to the Confefence Committee, never received
notice of the...of the conference. The Conference Committee
report was just this minute dropped om my desk, ve haven’'t
had a chance to look at it, and I wonder if the spomsor would
be willing to take this out of the record until we've had a
chance to at least take a look at it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Take it out of the record. Senator BRock.

SENATOR ROCK: .
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Thank you, Mr. President. I thing on that note we may as
vell go get some luanch. The coaferees have to meet on three
or four appropriation bills that are still pendiﬁg, there are
oéhet Conference Cohmittees that have to meet.' So, I would
move you that we stand in recess until the hour of two
o*clock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR gAVICKAS)
The Senate stands in recess umtil the hour of two.
RECESS
END OF RBCESS'
PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

The hour of fio having arrived the Senate 'Uili come to
order. Senator MNcLendon moves +that the Senate stahd in
recess .until the hour of three-thirty. On the motiom, all in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
stands in recess until three—thirty. o

RECESS
AFTER RECESS
PRESIDENT:

The Senate will please come to order. Messages from the
House. :

SECRETARY:

A Message from the House by Hr; Leone, Clerk.

Mr. President — I ap directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to recede froa their
Amendpments 1, 2 and 3 to a bill with the following title, to—
vit? ) . .

Senate Bill 512.

I am :further directed they've asked:fot the first
Comnittee of Conference, and the Speaker has appointed the
members on the part of the House.

A like Message on Senate Bill 1599 with House Amend—
ments 1, 2 and 3. )

A Message froam the House by Mr. Leone, Clerk.
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Mr. President - I am directed to inforam the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to adopt the first
Conference Committeé report on Senate Bill 1518 and requests
a second. The Speaker has appointed the members on the part
of the House.

PRESIDENT:

Yes, with leave of the Body, I ﬁill from the Podium
accede to the request of the House. Is leave granted?
SECRETARY:

And a like Heésage on House Bill 2504 with Senate
Anendmegt 2.

A Message froa the House by Mr. Leone, Cleri.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Seﬁate
the House of Representatives has refused to adopt the first
Conference Committee report on House Bill 2133 and requests a
second. The Speaker has appointed the members on the part of
the House. Senator Mahar is the Senate sponsor of that bill.
PRESIDENT: '

Let's hold that, Mr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has acceded to the request of
the Senate for a second...Committee of Conference to comsider
the differences between the tvo Houses in regard to Senate
Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, S, 6 and 7 to Senate Bill 1398.

A like Message on House Bill 1423 with Senate Amend-
ment No. 1.

And a like Message OD...With Honse...that...thﬁt is
with Senate Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDENT:

(Machine cutoff)...resolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolutiom 647 offered by Senators Berman and
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Marovitz and all Senators, it's congratulatory.

éenate Resolution 648  offered by Senator Degnan, and it's
a death resolution.

PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar. -(uachine cutoff)...from the House.
SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President — I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to adopt the first
Conference Conmittee report on House Bill 2133 and requests a
second Committee of Conference to consider the difference
between the +two Houses in regard to Senate Amendment No. 1.
The ébeaker has appointed the members on the part of the
House. Senator Mahar is the Senate sponsor.

PBESIDENT:

eeseSenator Mahar. Senator Hahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Te APresident and meambers of the Senate. 1
move to accede to the Houée request and ask for a second...
PEESIDENT:

Senator Mahar moves to accede to the request...*he ques—
tion is, shall the Senate accede to the reguest of the House
that a second Conference Committee be appointed. All in
favor signify by safin; Aye. a1l opposed. The Ayes have it.
The motion carries and the Senate does accede to the request
of +the House. Senator Schaffer, hov about...1414 it’s tine
for. If you'll turn to Page 6 on the Calendar,...on Page 6
on the Calendar, on the Order of Conference Committee Beports
is a Conference Committee with respect to Senmate Bill 1414.
Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, this is the Department of Law Enforcement.

We were, I believe, holding it for several reasons. The

motor fuel language has cleared both Houses and is now on the
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Governor's desk, is my understandiang. And the Bndget is now
aé the one hundred and three nine eighty-seven level.
The...ninety weigh station people are back in, the MEGS are
back in and the Vitullo rape kits are back iam. And Senator
Carroll and Senator Buzbee, I believe the budget in its
present form will allow the Department of Lav Enforcement to
defend the «citizenas of the State from down in Senator
Buzbee's district all the way to the Wisconsin 1line, which
I've been interested ia.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BOZBEE:

That is absolutely corteét- We have...I think everybody
has concurred on this. We have put ninety of those truck
weighing inspectors back, and the most important one of them
all ié the one that patrols those five highways coming from
Wisconsin into Senator Schaffer'’s district. The department
has finally understood that Senator Schaffer is the Gentleman
that's been holding up this whole process all day loag simply
for this one truck weight inspector. So, they've given in
and ve're going to vote it out of here now, I hope.
PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

#ell, I just have a quick question. Senator Schaffer,
I...I assume from the comments from both yourself and Senator
Buzbee and the Conference Committee report whem it says pay-
able from the Boad PFund, I assume we're talking about the
State police and the action that we took yesterday. Is that
vhat this...is that what this means?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Yes.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio. Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:

Just to say, MWr. President, I don't think it was good
idea yesterday ﬁnd I don't thiny it's a good idea today. We
ali know ve have a serious problea in the General Revenue
Pund. I think there are other ways we could have takea care
of it. I think this also breaks faith with what we tried to
do for wmany, many years in terms of trying to make sure that
ve were going to phase out Boad Fund diversions once and for
all. ‘

PRESIDENT:

.(Hachine catoff)...discussio ? Purther discussion? If
not, the question is, shall the S nate adopt the Conference
Committee report on Senate Bil. 1414. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting
iSees {(dachine cutoff)...voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 45, the ©UNays are 14, none Votinmg
Present. Sepate Bill 1414...the Senate does adopt the
Conference Committee report on Seaate Bill 1414, and the bill
having received the required coanstitutiomal majority is
declared passed. On the Oréer of Conference Committee
Reports, on the top of Page 5 of the Calendar there was filed
the first Conference Committee rTeport on House Bill 2504
which the House has rejected hecause of a technical insuffi-
ciency. Senator Soammer on Hous: Bill 2504, the first Confer-
ence Committee report.

SEﬁATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, HMr. President. I would reconnend a No vote so

ve can get the second Conference Committee going.
PRESIDENT:
The question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference

Committee report on House Bill 25C%. Senator Sosmer aand the
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Chair recomménd a No vote. Those in favor vote Aye, and all
the rest of us vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Také the record. On that question, the Ayes are
3, the Fays are 39. The first Conference Commit;ee report is
not adopted, and the Secretary shall so inform the House, and
Senator Sommer reguests the appointmeat of a sécond Confer—-
ence Compittee. Senator Philip. Senator Ozimga, for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR OZINGA:

At this time, I have been requested by the leadership to
call a Republican caucus in Serator Philip's ofﬁice immedi-
ately.

PRESIDENT:

That request is in order. Senator Rhoads, for what pur-—
pose do you arise before we clear *he...no purpose. Senator
Johns, for what purpose do yéu arise?

SENATOR JOHNS:

8r. President, Democratic caucus, Roonr 21231mmediately.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. . The Senate will stand in recess until the hour
of six-thirty and hopefally we'll all be back and rolling.
Six~-thirty.

BECESS
AFTER RECESS
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The Senate.will come to order. If you will turn to the
first Supélenental .Calendgr..;on the first »Supplemental
Calendar is Seﬁate Bill 1400. Sgnator Sommer, are you ready
for a mction .on Semate Bill 1400? Senator Sommer, if you'll
hold it just a moment, we'll read in some...we'll vanmp for a
minute here. Messages from the House.

SECRBETARY:
A Message froa the House by Hr. Leone, Clerk.

Mr. President - I an direcfed to inform the Senate
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the House of Representatives has refused to recede fﬁom their
Amendments 1 and 3 to a bill with the following title, to-
wits -

Senate Bill 1652, Tﬁeyiask for a first Confer—
ence and the Speaker has appointed‘the members on the part of
the House. Senator Bloon isvthe Senate sponsor of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is Senator Bloom om the Floor? Senator Bloom. Does any—.
one wish to make the motion that we accede to the request of
the House that a Conference Committee be appointed on Senator
Bloom's behalf? Semator Grotberg moves that we accede to the
request of the House. The Sec:eiary shall so informa the
House.

SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to adopt the first
Conference Committee report on House Bill 403 and requests a
second Committee of Conference to coasider the differences

. between the t;o Houses in regards to Amendments 1 and 2, and
the Speaker has appointed the members on the part of the
House.

PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCBI)

Senator Nedza. Is Senator Nedza on the Floor? We'll
wait until he gets here then. Sepator Sommer om Semate Bill
1400 on Supplemental No. 1. Senator Sommer is recognized for
a motion.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, Hr. President. I move Wwe accept the Confer—
ence Committee report om Semate Bill 1400. This is...this is
the capital bill. We essentially...the first thing I think
we can say is this is a relatively low capital bill based oun
previous experience. It's one of the lowest wetve ever had.

It's...it's somewhat over the Governor's...level but not
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excessively so. Essentially what we did is édopt certain
menber amendments from the House and added something ghout
libraries in the City of Chicago.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

#e rise in support, of course, of tﬁe Conference Conait-
tee report and would urge its favorable adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berning. ‘

SENATOR BERNING:

Jﬁst...just a question of the spénsor. On House Amend-
ment No. 3 indicates there's five hundred thousand dollars
for planning for a new prison to be located somewhere not
specified. Senator Sommer, how many new priéons are we Dow
constructing?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

It's my understanding that in this bill wve bave identi-
fied the prison money for Dixon at thirty miliion dollars.
There*s also then some planning money for the unspecifiéd
site. The Governor has said that he will meet with
delegations froa the twenty odd conmdnities who are seeking
these sites, and when he finally neets with then,
he*ll...he?ll analyze that information and that from the
Department of Corrections and make a decision. When be makes
that decision, he's going to need this money to go forward
with the plans to construct that priéon. This decision may
occur within six weeks. I can't speak for him, it may be six

months, but whenever he gets it done, he wants to be able to

do it then.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Berning.
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SENATOR BERNING:

Well, my question was, are we not now éonsttucting one or
possibly two pri;ons?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SgNATOB BRUCE)

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

We are presently under construction im various stages
with a good nunber of prisomns. The Governor has recently
announced two new facilities which are conversioans, they are
Dixon and the one down in southern Illinois at Harrisburg . at
Bowen. There currently...still there...in this bill there is
some noney for con&inuing construction at Vienna which was a
prison announced last year, East Moline which was a prison
that was announced last year. Yes, we...we're in the process
of constructing a lot of prisons because we passed
Class...ciass £ legislation, Karl.- You voted for it. We're
putting a lot more people in jail.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

-se-favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCEj

Alright. Senator Sommer may close.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Roll cAll,-please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Coapittee report on Senate Bill 1400. - Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays are 6,
none Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Confer-
ence Committee report on Senate Bill 1400, and the bill hav—

ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
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passed. The mext bill on the Supplezental Calendar No. 1 is
Senate Bill 1518, and Senator Rock is recoghized for a
motion.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is the second Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 1518. The bill as introduced, as you ¥ill
recall, imposed a primary health care tax on one school dis-
trict in the tate of Illinois, 143 1/2, in Posen—-Robbins
that is, in fact, the primary health care provider in that
geographic area. The bill was firtually, unanimously adopted
by the Senate and went to the House. The House amended the
bill to take the cap off the operational costs under the
Orphanage Act. We had a cap of tennpe:cent for *hat small
segment of school children who are covered by the Otrphanage
Act, and given the rising utility and maintenance cost, ten
percent simply vas unrealistic. The House took the cap off
altogether and it was felt that was too much, so we went to
conference and put a .cap of twenty percent on the Orphanage
Act costs. Two other ameandments were added in the Conference
Coamittee. One concerns itself, and I will yield to Semator
¥etsch, one conceras i%tself with the community college
trustees in Cook County only. Community colleges, as you
know, community college trustees are elected for a six-year
ternm. Given the fact that we, tvwo years ago, adopted the
Consolidated Blection Act, it will happen absent this provi—
sion that in 1983 five of the seven board meambers stand for
reelection. What we are doing by virtue of this Conference
Committee report, and it is, ﬁt. Secretary, Report No. 2,
what we are doing by virtue of this Conference Committee
report is effectively staggering the terns of these community
college trustees so that the majority of the board will not
at any one time stand for reelection at the same ‘tinme. It

was felt by the community college trustees and the community
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colleges theamselves, a£ least in the County of Cook, that
this was not a good matter...not a good idea as a matter of
public_policy. For the other component part of this bill, X
wili»yield to Senator Netsch. It concerned itself Hifh the
gathering of infofmaiion with respect to those who receive
State scholarships.’
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

‘Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Pfesident. -It's on Page 3 of the Confer-
ence Commnittee report amd what it permits is certain informa-
tion to be mpade available with respect to thosé who are
delinquent on their scholarshipAloans, a provision that the
State Scholarship Commission considered very important in
teras of aa attempt to get after those vwvwho, in fact, are
delinquent. It was originallf in House Bill 2610. I think
it was highly desired 5y a number of the wmembers here, but
for ofher reasons, the bill was not released from the Rules
Conmittee and it is a very important provision to the
State...State Scholarship Comaission.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ‘ (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion?‘ Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS: '

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in support of the adoptioﬁ of Conference Conmittee No. 2
on Senate Bill 1518. I will péint out to the nembership,
I.-;I signed the Conference Committee report;and ¥as chided
for doing so by some of my colleagues in suburban Cook. This
does affect thirty-five communi;y college trustees in subur-
ban . Cook and theiriterms are extended to make the tramsition
schedule and to...to provide for staggered terms. The dis-
tricts affected .are Triton, Thornton, Marine Valley, Morton
and Qakton community college districts. In no case can 1 see

from the list where a term of a trustee is extended by two
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years. And the only reason I have mixed emotioms about it is
that I think it should have applied to downstate Illinois, it
does not, it only applies to Cook, and 1'm only stating this
so‘that you'll all know what's in the bill. But I...Il plano
to vote for it. ,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Rock may close. Senator
¥alsh.

SENATOR WALSH:

Will Senator Rock yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Halsﬁ.
SBNATbR WALSH: »

Senator, 1 guess tﬁe only difference between Conference
Coanittee Report No. 1 and 2 is that 2 applies only to Cook
apd 1. applies Statewide, is that right, relative to the elec-
tion of the community college trustees?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR ﬁRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

You are correct, Semator Walsh. As you kmow, there are
thirty—nine community colleges, five of which are located
Hithin the County of Cook. It was suggested by some who have
an interest or who are interested in the <community college
systea downstate that they would prefer that this bill did
not at thié time apply Statewide, and I concurred in that
request.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Sepnator Walsh.
SBNATbR WALSH:

Okay. The...the transition that would take place if...if
we did not freeze inm these people under this Conference
Committee report would go into effect when? JTNeeeiluwal

understand that im 1983 we would elect five from some dis—
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tricts, including yours and mine, and that some would be
for...well, can you tell me what tetis those five would be
elected for?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE).

Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

uy underétanding is that those five which...five out of
seven would then be elected for a six—year term. What we are
doing here is taking two out of that sequence so that there
will be three in 1983 for a six—year term, and in 1985 there
uill_ be some more, and in 1987 there will be soume more. It
will afford,_I think, a sense of continuity to the board and
not, frankly, subject the colleges...our?colleges to the éos—
sibility that there will be a...a majority overthrow in the
board of.trﬁstees.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sepator Walsh.

SENATOR WALSH:

‘Well, okay. I...I guess I should hgve read this a little.
more carefully. I*m reading on Page 9, and now I see if...if
five members...this is existing law...if five members are
elected in :1983, two shall be elected to serve terms of two
years aad thﬁee shall be elected to...serve terms of four
years. So,'appatently under the existing law, the tefmsfare
not six years, the terms are four 7years, is that correct?
But by referendum, the district cam go to six years, and I
see Senator Etheredge is nodding his asseat, so I would
assume that you will...okay. Alright, well, Mr....Mr. Presi-
dent and members of the Senate, then I think it's iamportamt
that we all knovw what we doing. I...I've seen the...the
schedule which...which Senator Bhoads has...has distribuated,
and in...in our dis%trict, that is Senator Rock's district and
mine, two of the people whose terms would be extended, that

is only two would be...happen to be good friends of mine and
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I’a sure of President Bock's asAiell. They are people vwho
" bad been elected to three—year terms whose teras would be
extended to five years by virtue of - this actiom. I...I,
ffankly, don*t think that' it?s a good idea for us to...to
tell the people that people who were elected for a specific
term, vwhether it be two, or three or whatever, have their
teras exten&ed bi tvo years. It was necessary to do that
when we adopted the Consolidation of Electioas Act. 1I%'s not
necessary for us to do it now. Now, in addition to doing
that, we are also pfoviding f&r six—-year terms rather than
four-year terms.. Now, these are people who prior to the Con-—-
' solidation of Elections Act iere‘elected to three-year terms.
So, in a short period of time, we are.doubling the length of
their terms. Again, I don't think that is...is necessarily a
good idea. In any event, what happens in suburban Cook, I
" think should happen downstate. Ané I...I'n surprised
that...you know, that we would have changed the...the Confer—
ence Committee report to do that. But Mr. President and mea—
bers of thé Senate, Ia..X ju#t rise to oppose the adoption of
this Conference Committee Teport. Apparently my remarks and
efforts will be futile in view of the effect that the Presid-
ing Officer of the present time has decided it's a good idea
since it applies.only to Cook; aﬁd since the...the Republican
members on this side signed the Conference Committee. But I
‘do think it's important for everyone to knov we're freezing
in office people who were elected for a three-year tera for
an additional two years. Their terns were to expire in 1983,
and vhere the people would in 1983 have an opportunity to
vote for five, we're telliéé_them they only bave an oppor-
tunity to vote for three. ‘It's not as though ve're going to
have five elected at every time, it's just this first time.
And I don*'t think there's anything wrong with the provisions
of the Act as they now stand, and I urge opposition.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Discussion? Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Would the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

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

Am I correct in...iidon't have Coanference Report 2 but I
do have the analysis. Am I correct them that this provision
of the health care tax for the Posen—Robbins district is
linited to just the Cook County areas and not to Lake?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bocka. )

SENATOR ROCK:

That tax levy applies only to School District 143 1/2,
which is the Posen—Robbins school disttict and it is as far
renoved from Lake County and Cook County as I suppose you can
geta
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SEHATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo—Karis. Further discussion? Senator Nimrod.
SENATOR NIMROD:

A question of the spoasor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Himrod.
SENATOR NIMROD: '

Senator BRock, nY...my only concern was that...vas there
something that caused a problem that couldn't...that we
couldn't have elected the new trustees for two year longer
terms rather than extend those that are elected? It seeas to
me that would have been a better solution, the people know
what they were doing for at least for one tera to get the
staggered rather than keep the others in office. Is there
something wrong with that procedure, or was that not comnsid-
ered? .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Rock.

SENATOR- ROCK:

No, I*m not suggesting it wasn't considered;- what I'm
suggesting is, this is a reasonable reactiom to the consoli-
dated election bill which this Body saw fit to iampose on the
various districts across the State. We, in fact, as I recall
in @y brief tenure here, have done the very thing that Sema-—

" tor Walsh suggest ought not be done, and - that is extend
teras. It seems to me we did it for someone some years ago,
either township people, we extended terms. 1I'm well...really
well aware that we did that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Purther discussion? Senator Rock may close.
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, ¥r. President. I think Senate Bill 1518 as it
cane out of the Committee on Conference is worthy of support.
It handles a problem that this Body zreacted +to unanimously
vitg -respect to the Posen-Robbins School District. I think
the upuaﬁd aovement of the cap on the Orphanage Act is worthy
of our support. I also think the change in the election
procedure for community college trustees as a reaction to the
Consolidated Election is worthy of our support, as is Senator
Netsch's amendment with respect to the gathering of informa—
tion; I solicit a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt .the second
Conference Coanittee report on Senate Bill f518. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 51, the HNays are 6, 1
Voting Present. The Sermate does adopt the first Conference
Committee report on...second Conference Committee —report on
Senate Bill 1518, and the bill having received the required

constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Netsch,
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are you ready on 16072 On Page 4 of the primted Calendar is
House Bill 1607. Senator Netsch is recognized for a motion
on the first Conference Committee report.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move that we adopt the
first Conference Committee report on House Bill 1607. The
contents which have been carefully reviewed and screened by
the conferees as vwell as the chairman and Minority spokesman
of the Revenue Committee includes the following provisions:
The original 1607...House Bill 1607 which provides when the
Boards of Review will meet, as corrected, to the first Monday
in June. It also includes the so-called...utility umitary
provision, ;hich says that for purposes of the invested capi-
tal tax, the separate corporations will be treated as sep—
arate corporations. That was clearly never inteanded to be
othervise with respect to the invested‘capital tax. It also
includes the language of Senmate Bill 1254 as it was orig-
ipally introduced in this Body which just revises the lan—
guage for applyiang for ezeaptions...tax exemptions on the
part of non-tax...or I'm sorry, tax exempt orgﬁnizations-
That is simply a...a clarifying of the 1language. It also
includes a...the amendment which Senator DeAngelis placed on
the bill which is a five percen+ sales tax on the use of spe—
cial fuel om highways by certain commercial motor vehicles.
I think that was thoroughly debated at the time that we orig—
inally passed it in this Body. I believe it is fair to say
there is nothing in this bill which we have not already
approved in this Senate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question
iSee.shall the first Conference Committee report on House
Bill 1607 be adopted. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted swho wish?
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Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the Hays
are none, none Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
first Conference Cozmittee report om House Bill 1607, and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. On Page 7 of your Calendar is Semate Bill
1452, and Semator Carroll has returned to the Floor. Semator
Carroll, do you have a motion with regard to 14522

SEHATOR CABRROLL:

Yes, Sir, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I would move we do adopt the second Conference
Committee report on Senate Bill 1452, As I think by now
everyone 1is aware bf the controversiél items when ve
had...the firs Conference Committee report, namely, that
which was calle the window and that which was for the former
pasters in chan ery has been reaoved. Those twWwo...the two
objections bsing the only objections stated on the Senate
Floor have been removed in +this, the second Confereace
Conmittee reporta This is now the bill that would provide
for the Governor—Treasurer prograkz for investment for coa-
struction and provide for the recreatiom in the State of
Israel Bond Investment program and those other items that
were in this bill before. I would ask for a favorable roll
call and ansvé: questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator -Rhoads.

SENATOR BRBOADS:

(8achine cutoff)...Mr. President and members of the
Senate. I beliave Senator Carroll is correct. The objec—
tions that I 5ad that had appeared on Pages 12 and 13 of the
bill are no longer there. As a matter of fact, Pages 12 and
13 are no longer there. I think it’s...it looks to me 1like
a pretty clear Zou. z2rence Committee report and I plan to vote
for it.

PRESIDING OFFICE': (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Purther discussion? The question is, shall the...Senator
Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I...I do want to congrat—
ulate the sponsor on almost entirely cleaning up this bill.
However, I call your attention;to Page 10 of the bill, ard
that provides for the buy in, so to speak, of temporary
appointments...temporary appointees whether they were in pri-
vate or professional...employmeﬁt, and it appears to ame that
this is opening the door again in an unwise manner. Someéne
can first transfer into the oné system and then with the
increased service credits come into the General Aésenbly
system gaining a significant advantage at the expense of the
General Assembly BRetirement System. For that reason alone,
I-..I must withold support and I would respectfully suggest
that the ~menbe:s of the General...of the Senate carefully
evaluate what here is an inordinate advantage being granted
to someone or some group.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ' (SENATOR BR.:'UCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SBNATO!; GROTBERG: .

-Thank you, Hr. President'énd fellow meabers and Senator
Carroll, the spomnsor of this. I'm one of those people that
for thirty years worked in a private not-for-profit sector,
part—time, full-time, could haéé been public, Eould have been
anything, but I think there has to be some limitation, sonme
1imitation on a special...I:have no idea who's involved in
this, I truly do not, baut go&d heavens, in the service of an
enpioyet by temporary appointment or im a position exeapt
from the classified services as set forth im the Civil
Service Act or, you know, caught guilty going to Sunday
school on Sunday morning, or whatever...l'm surprised because
I thought we had this thing...I thought the deal was cut,

Senator, and that we're going to go clean with the Israel
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Boad Act, and this disappoints ne.A
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Furtherldiséﬁssion? Senator Carroll may close.
SEBATOR CARROLL:

llright; and first to‘explain to Senator Grotberg. I
believe y&u understand, Senator, I...let me say that you are
absolutely mistaken in you concept of what that means, okay?
In the case of at least the City of Chicaéo and at one time
the State of Illinois, and I believe other units of govern—
ment,...before they're in the State, for example, before it
was called amerit compensation, it was called temporary
employment; There are gany such people who have been there
for thirty yearé and greater. Temporary does not mean less
than fof&y hours a week or less than full-time. It means
those who are not on the civil service classified positions.
So, they were, in fact, full-time...basically means they
were, in fact, full-time employees of a govefnmental unit and
they’re...they vere not included in the vredraft for that
reason because they just overlooked picking that up. And I
would urge a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: 1(SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt...for
what...Senator Grotberg, he was closing. Senator Grothberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

He was ansvering my guestion apnd I appreciate...like
everybody else, I.vant to get out of here, but everybody in
this Body kpous what temporafy means, that's patronage work.
You know, that's a class...that's a gemeric...classification,
ve even have it in the Republican party. I'm...I'm kind of
bringing out the point for the record that by passing this,
that that's what we do for every kind of...and...l'm correct
on that subject, am I correct? Just nod your head. Thank
you, Senator Carroll.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Carroll, do you wish to close again?
SENATOR CARROLL: '

If I have enough votes, mno, I don*t have to close again.
I would ask for a favorable roll call.-’

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, ;hall the Senate adopt the first Confer—
ence Committee...second Conference Committee report om Senate
Bill 1452. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who vish? EHave all voted
who wish? Take'the record. On that question, the Ayeé are
42, the Nays are 14, 3 Voting Present. The Senate does adopt
the...second Confeteﬁce Committee report to Semate Bill 1452,
and the bill baving received the réquired constitutional
najority is declared passed. If I might have your attemtion
just for a aonmeat. On }our first Supplemental Calendar is
located House Bill 1913, that is a printing error, you can
just mark through that. 1913 is already printed on Page u.of
your regular Calendar, so just...we're alaost...almost done
with Supplemental 1.  On Page 7, Page 7 of the printed Calen—
dar is Semate Bill 1532. Senator Netsch is recognized for a
motion on the first Conferencé Comnittee report.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move that we adopt the
first Conference Cdnmittee...report on Senate Bill 1532.
Again, this was carefully worked out by a large number of
conferees and includes provisions almost all of which 'we have
previously voted on in the Senate. It.includes the_continu—
ing assessor training provisions that vere origirally part of
Semate Bills 1532 amd 1533. It includes the apportionment
opt—out, so—dalled, which was the original part of House Bill
2289, that takes care of an overlapping taxing district prob-—
lem in northerm Illinois and is very importanf I know to
Senator Gitz and Representative Rigmey. It includes one new

provision which extends the time for filing notices with the
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assessor when property has been destroyede It includes the
provision for...that auéhotizes compensation for Farmland
Assessment BReview Committee members. It includes the provi-—-
sion bYy...that concerns the date by uhich township assessors
have to return the books to the supervisor, and that is
ninety—days or April 15th, the form in which it was generally
agreed it should be, and it removes the maximum om the salary
of supervisors of assessments, I think something that all of
us feel is quite justified since we feel that they perform am
extreﬁely important function. And finally, it deals with the
confidentiality provisions of the Income Tax and Sales -Tax
Aéts and allows those records to be Qade available oaly to
the attorney for the taxpayer when there‘has been an appeal
or a complaint filed, and I repeat, only to the attorney for
the taxpayer, so it does not open that provision up gener—
ally. I will bé happy to answer questioas. If not, I would
move the adoption of the first Conference Compittee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt. Discussion? Senator
Maitland...McMillan.

SENATOR McMILLAN:

I would rise in support of the motion to adopt. It...it
is, to the best of ay knowledge, exadtly as Senator Netsch
has described it. Most of these items have had a very
detailed hearing and I think it*s in good shape.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Parther discussion? Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOBR GEO—KARIS:
Will the sponsof yield for a question, please?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) '
Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:
I'd like to know, Semator, obe...is one of the provisions

in this new Conference...in this Conference report the opting
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out of burden apportionment in overlapping tax districts?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BﬁUCE)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Yes, that is one of the provisioms. It is in the form in
which it was originally part of House B8ill 2289.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) .

Senator Geo-Raris. PFurther discussion? The questios is,
shall the Senate adopt...shall the Senate adop:t %the first
Conference Conmitteenreport on Senate Bill 1532. Those in
favor vote Aye; Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
{Machine cutoff)...who wish? Have all voted uho wish? Take
the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are
1, none Voting Présent. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1532, and the bill
having received *the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Oa the Calendar...Page 3 of the Calendar is
House Bill 1423 under the sponsorship of Senatog'Egau. Sena—
" tor Egan is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR EGAN:

Thapk you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. Ny
motion is to concur in the Conference Committee'feport which
puts the...House Bill 1423 back in the same:posture as it
. left the Senate earlier in the Session. I* was taken out of
the record at the request of Senator Schuneman last and we
have discussed it. I think that the membership is familiar
entirely with the content. Basically and finally, it will
make equal the benefits for all of the teachers in Illinois.
The downstate téachers presently have these benefits. We are
asking that the Chicago teachers be given the same benefits,

and I ask for your favorable comsideration.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Is there discussion? Senator Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNENMAN:
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) Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to thank Senatof Egan
for taking this bill out of the record earlier so that we
could have an opportunity to 1$ok at the bill., He*s abso—
lu:el} right that the bill now is baék in the same posture
tﬂatA.it was when it was...when it passed the Senate. How-—
ever, it still contains the flaws that it did at that . time,
and I think that we should be especially caﬁtious now that
the bill in on final passage. One of the biggest probleas
that I bave with this bill is the fact that although the
Chicago teachers want the bill, the Chicago Board of Edu-
cation testified against the bill and complained that the
cost aight range as high as seven million dollars the ' first
year. Now, ‘we all know that the Chicago Board of Education
may bhave difficulty opening their doors im just a few months,
and if there's ever a time that's a wrong time to add addi-
tional costs to that board of edacation, I think it's right
ROV, .The otper problem is that we've never received from the
Chicago Board of Educatiom a disclaimer as far as the State
Mandates Act 1is concerned. ¥We very well may find that the
State may be forced with a lawvsuit, and in the in the ulti-
mate, perhaps be required to pay whatever additional costs
tﬁeré'may be as a result of passing this bill. Now, there is
a dispute as-to...as to whether or not this bill wiil result
in additional costs, and I subait to you that no one, neither
the teacheré nor the Chicago Board of Educatiom, or you or I
can tell for"sure vhether or not there vill be additiomnal
COStS. The omnly Athing ydn should be aware of is that if
there are additional costs, the State may very well be called
upon-to pay épose COostSe There's; no emergency ia passing
tbis bill. We should have the disclaimer that is properly
asked for in this case before acting on the bill, and for

-that reason, I rise in opposition to the Gentleman's motion.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Totten.
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END OF REEL
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BEEL #3

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berming.

SENATOR BERNING:

Yes, just to echo again what Senator Schuneman indicated
that there is a very, very strong possibility that this does
represent an anticipated expense for the State of 1Illinois,
and while. I don't have anything official, I have been...it
has been indicated to me that in the event that this bill-
passes as it is, the Chicago Board of Education would immedi—
ately file suit, osiensibly, to place the burden of the
expense on the State of Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Totten.
SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. There is a provision ir this Cogference Comnittee
report that...authorizes remarriage of a surviving spouse
after age fifty—five to retain the survivor’s pension. Now,
sone contend because we may have that in a counple of systeas
that we ought to do it im all. Uell, I”contend that if we do
something bad in a couple systenms, vé ought not to make it
bad all over. 1In effect, uhat we're doing by authorizing the
surviving spouse to ‘retaimn the survivor's pension after
remarriage is, in effect, having the taxpayer subsidize some—
one else's fun, and that's not a good practice at any time.
It’s not a good practice in a couple of pension systems. I
think we ought to establish a policy that we ought not to
extend this benefit any further than we have already, and
that this Conference Committee report ought to be rejected,
returned to the conferees aud'get the fun out of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:
Question.of the sponsor.
PRESIDING Of?ICEB: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:
' Yeah, Senator Egam, I would like to know what is the
urgency of doing this, and I realize that this is not some—
. thing new and that this is apn opportunity that we have
afforded égher school systems in the State, however,...and
also leeele..in committee I supported this concept because i
do believe'tha£ it provides opportunity to save money in the
long—run, and at the same time, it provides tﬂe opportunity
for a more fresh ideas and new blood to come into the systea.
But I think given, tye financial situation with this...with
the Chicago schools riéht now, that even if this is going to
cost...l mean, save money down the...in years to cose, that
right now, it's going to cost some money and wve cannot afford
it, and I think this is pretty bad timing. And the other
question I*'d 1like to ask you in reference to the cap that 1
understand thaf you®'ze putting on this particular...im this
bill, and does it,'in fact, mean that one...that you would
.have to affdcd‘this opportunity to at least one—third of the
teachers at aany one given <ime in order to...to qualify
to...to do this, and is it mandatory that you have one-third
at all times? )
PRESIDI&G OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Egan.
" SENATOR EGAE:.'
Well, it is not mandatory. The figure is thirty percent.
It allows the board to open up the door thirty percent wide,
so that thirtx percent of the teachers that are eligible to
do this can participate, but that's the cap, the thirty per—

cent cap. No more than thirty percent.
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PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collims.

SENATOR COLLINS:

ee.then I want to know what is the projected fiscal
impact. for...I mean, this year and next fiscal rear?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRﬁCE)

Séﬁator Egan.

SEHATOR EGAN:

Alright, now based, Senator Collins, on the figures,
the...the Chicago board made the assumption in their figures
that thirty percent would participate. The record and the
average for-downstate is seven percent, about one—sixtﬁ of
the Chicago board's. estimate. The Chicago boar. estimated
that that would cost in the area of six or sever wnmillion.
So, you take one-sixth of that figure and that wo: 1d be what
the average is downstate. That?’s guite a bit different than
the board's estimate. Of course, we don't know because it's
a figuﬁe that @will have to be seemn, but at least the experi-
ence that has been downstate is that no amore than seven per—
cent participated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

I...I still +think that, Senator BEgan, until we can
resolve the...the immediate fiscal crisis in the Chicago
school system, that we should not do anything to add to that
problem, and that this particular piece of legiszlatiom can,
in fact, wait until the first of the year.

PRESIDING OFFICER: »kSENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Egan may close.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Presideat and members of ‘.z Senate.
1 appreciate Senator Schuneman'!s concern for the Chicago

board and I appreciate their concera, but I thinfF they're
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overly concerned. I think thaé We've go to temper the...the
fiscal needs with the individual needs of all of our teach—
ers. I don*t think that the Cﬁicago teachers should be any
differently treated than the downstate teachers, and I ask
for your favorable consideration. ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Comuittee report on House Bill 1423. Those iﬂ*favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
32, the Nays are 22... (Machine cutoff)...Egan, do you whether
that had an immediate effective date? Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAHN:

Opon its becoaing law. So, next...Jduly it will beconme
lawe. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

{(dachine cutoff)...everyone just stand at...at ease here
just for a moment. The bill is in the House, thg Presiding
Officer is without a copy of it. We'll be back to you. On
that question, the Ayes are 32, the Nays are 22. The first
Conference Committee report on House Bill 423 is declared
lost. And the...Senator Bgan requests a second Committee of
Conference, and the Secretary shall solinfotm the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SA;ICKAS)

On the order of Secretary's .Desk Concurrence, Senate Bill
1654. Senator Schaffer. : .

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I believe it's time for cost contaiﬁment. We have before
us comcurrence in House Amendments...23 and 24 to Senate Bill
1654 which is the agreed cost containment program for the
Hospital 1line item of the Illinois Department of Public aid.
In an effort to be fair, we have before us the department’s

language, and I'm going to read the Hospital Associaiion's
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explanation of the department's language, which is I guess
about as fair as I can be. Suffice it to say that this par—
ticular line itea has increased somewhat dramaiicaiiy in the
last few years, and this bill, we hope, is a reasdn éonpro—
mise that containing those costs while éstabliéhingfa ratio-
nal system of priorities for how the money shall be speant in
the State.. The...and I'1l Jjust rcun through it fairly
quickly. The new formula for the hospital rate would be com—
puted for individual hospitals based on the most recent cost
reports trended forward to Jamuary 1st, 1983 based on Data
Resources, Inc. information. The Hospital Utilization For—
mula as proposed by DPA would be incorporated. Seven hundred
and eighty-tvo million dollars would be appropriated for the
twelve aonth spending for hospital reiabursement during FY
*83, This is an important clause, an additional 15.5 million
will be appropriated and spent for distressed hospitals based
on a new formula. Total spending in FY *83 for ‘these..the
hospital area w@will then be 797.5 million. Interim hospital
rates will be reconciled in PY *84, at a level not to exceed
one hundred and seventy nillibn or this new statutory rate
formula, whichever is the lesser amount. The .payaents made
per House Bill 811, vhich Senator Carroll remembers so well,
for FY '82 on or before September 15th, 82 will be an esti-
mated twenty-five wmillion, and continuation of the regular
payment program is incorporated into the amendment. I*d be
happy to ansver any of your questions, it's a very involved,
delicate compromise and the best that I think we can reason—-
ably expect, and I think I speak for Senator Carroll and
others that have worked om it. I think ‘sone ‘of uas didn*t
reasonably expect a comproamise.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. When the Governor's Budget
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Message was first delivered in early March, I characterized
this particular issue as the one that I thought would be the
most difficult of the Session. The lack of funding for the
little kids in their schooling, the lack of funding for the
big kids in their schooling, to the coatrary notuithstanqing.
I still characterize this as being the major issue. I, like
Senator Schaffer, at one point sav...no real hope for this
issue being worked ocut. Well, it's been worked out, it’s
been worked out in a very unigue way. I'@...as I have told
the Hospital Association, I'm a 1little surprised at their
agreeing to this because it is betting on the if come, aad
they did that last year only to have...have their agreehent,
in effect, blow up in their face. But the most interesting
thing about this is it is a method of issuing bonds uithout'
issuing bonds. It is a hundred and seventy million dollars
of so—called reconciliation for FY *83 obligations to be put
forward to FY '84. Now, according to what kind of a polit—
ical progonosticator you are, those of us who are
prognosticating that Adlai Stevenson is going to be the next
Governor of this State, I have characterized this particular
agreement as being, ;tick it to Adlai, because it's a hundred
and seventy million dollars of FY *83 obligations that he's
going to have to find the momey for *to...to pay for in FY
*84. That on top of the one hundred and twenty miilion
dollars in the...in the school agreement which will be PY '83
obligation payable in FY *84. +We will have the approximately
one hundred million dollars in pension shortfall fros...going
from one hundred percent payout to seveaty perceat payout.
That equals approximately one hundred million dollars; So,
we are now at four hundred and ninety million doilars on iop
of, of course, the norpal approximately three hundred and
tifty million dollars of debt service for the bonds that are
payable in FY *84. So, that brings us to...close to eight

hundred and fifty million dollars on top of, of course, the
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dollars that were shortfall in PY *82 for the pensionrn funding
then, which ¥as at sixty—two and a half percent as oppose&
to one hundrgd percent of payout.v I don*t know what that
comes to, but approximately another hundred and...hundred and
forty milliom dollars. So, we're now at one billion dollars
of PY 82 otf183 obligations that are payable in FY 184, I
dqn't know how long you can do this and contipue to conviace
the bonding houses that we have a balanced budget. I don't
know how loﬁg you can do this without some irate taxpayer
bringing suit against us for...for noi meeting the...the
expressed iﬁtent of the Comstitution of *he State of Illi-
nois. . But a: some point, this is going +o be money that has
to be made up somehow, someway. So, to be able to make the
hospitals get through one more year without closing down, I
hope that Adlai is able to bring some...some financialbgenius
vith his to ﬁigure out how to pay off this oﬁe billion
dollars that...that the State is going to owe when he comes
into office.
PRESIDING OPI’EICEB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.
SEBATOR PHILJi_P:

Thank yoh, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I'd‘like to compliment Senator Schaffer, the direc—
tor of the department, the second floor and both sides of the
aisle for u&rking out a reésonable compromise. Ais you knov;
this is part of the savings of a hundred and eighty wmillion
dollars, and in spite of Senmator Buzbee who...the State still
has a triple A bond rating, and this is going to...certainly
bhelp in that cause. And I'd hope there woald be twenty-nine
Republican votes up there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator RocCke.

SENATOR BROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
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Senate. 1, too, rise in support of the motion to comcur in
" Bouse Amendments 23 and 24 to Senate Bill 1654. We had, as
you will painfully recall, in the Senate Executive Comnittee
a rather long meeting with respect to the 2474, the Finance
Authority. I think this is a reasonable approach. It is one
that is agreed to and one that deserves our support.. Anytinme
you effect a compromise, there are some who are less than
fully pleased. That?s +the nature of the busimess, but I
think it*s a legitimate attempt on the part of the hospitals
who serve our constituents and on the part of the admin;stra—
tion to come to some reasonable agreement. It deserves our
support and I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? If not, Senator Schaffer may élose.
Oh, I'm sorry, Senator Geo-—Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Lgdies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
just to echo the remarks of the prior speaker, because the
Finance Authority did a terrible job and a disservice to the
people, so I speak im favor of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr....S8r. President and Senator Schaffer. I
vonder if 1you'd just answer a couple of guestioas. Why
should a dqvnstate member of this Body, with small hospitals,
nonteaching, nonrehabilitative hospitals which are defined in
your bill as being the major recipients of this momney, wvhat
is there in this that would make anyone runningbfrom rural
Illinois vote for this bill on Amendment 23, then 1let's get
to 242
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:
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Well, unless that individual was an éffective magician, I
think it is a very responsible vote because it provides a
mechanisz that the hospiﬁals can at least live with and have
at least a chance to‘survive with. There are no other alter-
nat;ves. The Hospital Association, I'think, labored long and
hard with <the Department of Public Aid to come up with a
:eséonsible compromise. I should point out, in all deference
to Senator Buzbee, that we normally do have a recoanciliation
of some eighty million dollars in a noramsal year.. The depart—
ment feels they can <close the gép between a handred and
seventy and that eighty some forty wmillion more. I think
it'; the best possible deal that the hospitals of Illinois
can get, and I haven'i got a better one to offer fbem, eiety—
thing else is grimmer. Both the little hospitals and the big
hospitals.

PRE"SIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

. Thank you. Now, .I wonder if you'd answer ay question.
¥e all knog that you're...made a respoansible compromise, the
Illinois Hospital ASsoc@ation has dope a wonderful Jjob and
you've all worked ﬁard, and it'sva:great idea. VNow, the
question is, what's in it for downstate rurﬁl hospitals?
I..;I, you know, I just...l see rehabilitation hospitals and
major teaching hospitals and I don't have one oé those, and I
want to knov why in rule, both in Republican aﬂé Democratic
distf}cts, what's iﬁ it? Persuade me. I'm not standing in
opposition, I just want to know what we're buying into?
PBéSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) .

Sénatot Schaffer. '

SENATOR SCHAFPER:

I am informed that the language you're referring to is

some utilization language would...which applies to some of

OUr...some. of the major institutions in the State which get
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major dollars, not to the small hospitals that exist in your
distric£ and mine, This is part of the autilization language
that I mentioned earlier that the Hospital Association and
the department have éompromised on, and that's why our hospi-
tals aren't mentioned. Quite frankly, these small downstate
hospitals are not a particular problem when it comes to over
utilization, or as big a problem, I guess I should say.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVIC_KAS)

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

¥ell, the money available...why don*t you have one of
your staffers there téll us how much is going to go to reha;
bilitation hospitals, ﬁov mach is going to go to >teaching
hospitals and how much is "going to éo to the category of
ofher, in which you and I nowv agree that I don't have any of
the first tvo categories. Who gets all the momney?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

That will depend on the...the public aid clientele they

have. There...they are treated the same in terms of payment.
' The restrictions or compromises, whatever you want to caill

that, on utilization are by class where welre having the most

problenm. I'm not sure I can ansver your question any better

than thét, Senator Bruce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOBi SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

W#ell, as the guy said, can you just give me a ballpark
figure? You know, we're...¥we're working in goveranment here,
swags or scientific wild guesses are acceptable. Can you
give me just an idea of where we are?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEBATOR SAYICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.
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SERATOR SCHAFFER:

Bach hospital is going to receive a rate increase bésed
on their historical usage and tied to, as I mentioned on the
first item 1 wmentioned, the...their most receamt cost
course...cost reports for each hospital, and they are going
to receive an increase based on the trend through January
ist, 1983 based on Data Resourées, Inc., which, as I under-
stand it, is a...a respected firm in the hospital cost area.
So, in effect, they are going to get an increase based on the
actual costs of...in their particular industry.
PRBSIDINGroffICER:__(§ENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BROUCE:

- Finally, Senator Schaffer, is there anything in Amendment
24 that would make me believe that one hospital in particular
is guaranteed funds outside the formula, no matter what .for—
aula we use with the three ;lasses of hospitals? That one
is, in fact, guaranteed 6.6 percent of whatever we fund?
PRESIDING OPPICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

!oﬁ're obviously :eferring'to that amendment because that
amendment...one of the things that amendhent does is include
Cook County Hospital as a possible recipient in- the
distressed fund hospital, and that, frankly, the reason that
language is there is the ‘original proposal, through some
oversight, was drafted in such’'a way that it did not refer to
Cook County Hospital which, of course, is a rather unique
creature in this State. And as partisan a downstate
suburbanite as I am, I cannot turn my back on Cook County
Hospital and say that for some reason they should not be
~included as a possible recipien£ of those funds. And I'a a
fairly partisan dovnstate suburbanite.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Schaffer
may close. Oh, Senator Leake.
SENATOR LEMKE: ‘

I just want to ésk one guestion. Will thié decrease or
increase those people that pay hospital bills out of
their...pocket, you know, for group imsurance?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR A'SAVICkAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENMATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, the...the cost savings thét were -iegotiated is
based on the preveation of overutilization which should have
no impact on thevprivate pay people. 2all the COst' thate...ve
hopé to save are by basically cutting down unnecessa:f days
in the hospital, not spreading it to the private pay people.
PRESIDING OFPICER: - (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

' Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

But it's my understandlng right now that the people in my
area or a lot of areas are paying twenty—-five percent of the
cost of public aid, and we want to know if this is going to
decrease that twenty—five percent, which is our contribution
that we have to pay out of our pocket because the State
khasn*t honored it, or is this éoing to inctéasé that con-—
tribution to thirty perceat? That's all I want to know.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer. /

SENATOR SCHAFFF.R'

An honest answer is, it won't decrease it and it won't
increase it. That's another problem that hasn't been passed
on. Just in closing, if I might, if there’s no one else, I
have suggested for a long time, in all deference to Director
Miller, who I think does an excellen£ job, that this is a
huge problem area and that maybe if we wanted to liven up the

gubernatorial election, that we have the two candidates agree
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that the winner gets to be Governor and the loser has %o be
director of public aid for four years, I think you'd see sone
real hard campaigning between now and election day. This is
a tough problem, I think it's a reasonable solutiom. I
salute the Hospital Association for being able to sit down
around ‘the table with the department, and the Govefnor's
Office and the Legislature andAcompromiseAbn some things that
1 know are very painful to them. Let's give it a good vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall the Senate concur in House Amend—
ments No. 23 and 24 to Sepate Bill 1654. Those who...those
in fa;ot will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Ha}. The voting
-is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who ﬁish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are 3, none Voting Present. The Senate does concur in House
Amendments No. 23 and 24 to Senate Bill 16...54, and the bill
having received the required coastitutional majority is
declared passed. .

PRESIDENT:

Oon the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence is Senate
Bill 1672, Senator Simams. A
SENATCR SIMHMS:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would move that the Senate do comcur with House
Amendment Ho. 4 to Senate Bill 1672. Amendment No. 4 simply
extends through the Statutes the provision to allov area
councils on aging to continue after July 1st. This amendment
was placed on the House. I would move for the /adoption of
House Amendment No. 4.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Simms, do you want to explain you're going
to...vhat you’re going to do with five?
SEHATOR SIMAS:

On No. 5, I'm going to move that we do not concur because
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that issue was just taken care of in the prior legislation.
PBESiDENT:

Alright. The gquestion is, shall the Semate coacur in
-House Amendment No. 4 to Senate Bill 1672. Those im favor
will vote Aye. Thosé opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. BHave all votéd who wish? 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 VOtiqglPtesent. The’
Senate does comncur in Bouse Amendsment No. 4 to Senate Bill
1672, and the bill having received the required coﬁstitu—
tional pajority is declared...Senator Simss now moves to
nonconcur in House Amendment No. S5 to Senate Bill 1672. All
in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The motion carries. The Secretary shall so inform the
House. If you’ll turn to Page 4 omn the Calendar, on the Order
of <Conference Committee BReports, House Bill 2276, Senator
Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Nr. Presiéent and gpembers of the Senate.
Oftentimes bills start out in one fogm and end up in another,
and 1 know what Senator Maitland aeans when hé gets
criticized sometimes. This thing has changed so dramatically
since it began its working its way through the Legislature
that Bepresentative  B:adlej and I would nmot recogmize it in
its preseﬂt form, and I think the most appropriate thing for
me ‘to do would be ask leave of this Body to change sponsor—
ship from myself to Senator Savickas who, I understand, has a
more abiding interest in the contents of 2276 than I do.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Bruce asks leave to turn 2276 over to
Senator Savickas. Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted.
Senator Savickas, for vhat purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President, I rise now to ask leave to file the
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corrected copy of the Conference Cowliftee report to House
Bill 2276. It's being distributed now.
PRESIDENT:

Alright, you!ve heard the regquest. Is 1leave granted?
Leave is granted. Copies have been distributed. Conference
Comaittee report wiih respect to House Bill 2276, Senator
Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, basically
what Conference...first Conference Conmmittee report does, it
authorizes the RTA Board to issue one hundfed million dollars
in 1982 interin finaﬁcing notes for a term of eighteen
noﬁths. Number two, it defefs the RTA loan repayments to the
State of Illinois until the 1982 interim financing notes are
repaid. Third itenm, it reduces the RTA's general
boﬂd.;.authorization level from four hundred and twenty—five
willion to four bhundred million. Pourth, it changes the
coapensation of RTA poard menbers from a two hundred dollar
per diem for the twenty—five thousand dollar limit to a
tventy-five ‘thousand dollar amnnual salary. FPifth, it
requires the RTA budget to be balanced with cash balances to
pay obligations and expenses as incurred. Number six,
ite..the adainistrative expenses of the RTA cannot exceed
eight percent of the BRTA...taxes raised in the previous
fiscal year. The number seven item requires that the first
twenty milliom of the 1982 interim financing notes nust be
used to pay obligations of the RTA umder grants or purchase
of service contracts before any money can be paid to the CTA
or for day to day operating expenses of the RTA. Number
eight, at least thirty-five million of the 1982 interin
financing notes shall be paid to the CTA, and number nine, it
changes the composition of the RTA to reflect the population
shifts as required by lav. The first item would reduce the

number of directors appointed by the HMayor of Chicago from
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six to five. It increases the number of directors fronm
suburban Cook County from three to four, and it's effective
in June 1983 when the next <term of the Chicago director
expires. I would move for the adoption of Coaference Commit-
tee Report No. i.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. The question is the adoption of the Conference
Coamittee report on House Bill 2276. Channel 2, by the way,
seeks leave of the Body to shoot some film. Is leave
granced?' Leave is granted. Any discussion? Senator Geo—
Karis.

SEEATOR GEO—-KARIS:

.Hr. President and Ladies. .nd Gentlemen of the Seaate,
would the sponsor yield for a gue :tion?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he?ll yield, Semator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Do I understand that the first twenty milliom are to go
for the railroad and bus help, is that correct?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:
That's correct.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO—KABIS:

Do I understand that the hundred million is a loan

is...for notes, is that correct?

PR:BSIDENT: .
Senator Savickas.

' SENATOR SAVICKAS:

It's an authorizatiom to is: .2 .ke bomnds.
PRBSIDENT:

Senator Geo—Karise
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SENATOR SAVICRAS:

Or the...it's an authorization to issue notes, that's all
that is, it's not a loane
PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

Am I to-understand then that these notes are to be paid
by the revenues coming in, is that correct, sir?
PRESIDENT: .

Senator Savickas.’

SENATOR SAVICKAS:
That's correct.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladiés and Gentlemen of thg Senate, I
think that the fact that the reapportionment of the RTA
Board, since vwe couldn®'t get any legislation restructured, is
going to be a healthy step in the right direct;on, cause I
understand that this bill will becone law as of
Jupe...Decenber 1, 1982, anrd I think the reépportionment
procedure will finally bring about some cost efficiency and
some accountability which we bave lacked very badly in the
RTA in the pripr years, ‘and because of that aand because I
feel that it will serve the purpose of the c&ﬁnuters in ay
district and other districts involved, I feel that at least
it's a fairiy reasonable compromise because the.f.the town or
the board islgoing to change in another year or so, and I do
feel it will be a more comstructive application on the work
of the BTAl-vith more fairness to the collar counties, so I
speak in favor of the bill.

PRESIDENT:
Purther discussion? Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:
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Senator Savickas, can you tell me when they're .going to
put that southvest rapidvtransit»line in that we were proam—
ised before the mayor was élecféd in Chicago? We still
haven't got it and I was uondefiné when it's going to come
in, because fhey discoﬁnected sone of the services om Archer
Avenue and express system: Could you tell me when that's
going to be put in?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickase.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No, I can't.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

You know, we need services on the southwest side and the
mayor promised us that they’re going to provide this service,
and yet, she's been in office and we haven't got this yet
Oh...in the area. In fact, I got some calls froem the Archer
Reights community, in fact, the BTA and the CTA discoantinued
some services ﬁlong there for those'people thate...0n express
bus systems down to The Loop, and I was just wondering, you
know, We...v¥e...we would like services on the southwest side.
#e've been denied im many years, as you know, you live there,
and I just, you know, I...is this going to help that service?
Are we going to get this service or what? Is this momey for
that or 1is just...is this Jjust more money to go down the
vatering hole to éhe overpaiq RTA people? 4
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICEKAS:

Well, I agree with Senator Lemke, the southwest side of
Chicago has been denied services for the past tventy years,
and I sure hope that we can get some of these things that we

feel we're entitled to.
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PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Sepator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Seﬁate.
Seeing as this is being heralded as a great comproaise bill,
has a little bit of something for everéone in here, I'd  1like
to ask the sponsor a few questions.

PBESIDENT:

The spomsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Sangmeister.
SE¥ATOR SANGMEISTER: 4

Senator Savickas, presuming that.you were part and parcel
to trfing to put this together, it is iy understanding’  that
the new board meaber that will come on board will come froa
the City of Chicago's present representation. Is that true?
PRESIDENT: -

Seaator Savickase.

SENATOR SAVICRAS:

Jeeel...naybe I...misinterpret your question...
PRESIDENT:

Senator...Senator...Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

What I a=ean is, the City of Chicago will lose one boaid
member, is that correct? And it's going to come from "that
area; but it's not going to comre ffom...the nev appointee
will not be from a collar county, it will be from suburban
Cook County, is that correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Due to...due to reappottiohment, that's my understanding.
It will come from suburban Cook County.

PRESIDENT:
‘Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
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And where is the money going to come from that's going to
‘payback these notes that are obviously going to be so0ld? It
will be also coﬁing from the collar counties, will it not?
PBESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I imagine it will come from the revenues and the taxes
that they're empowered to impose.
PRESIDENT:

SenatOr...l mean, 5enator Sangneister;
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Supposing thai the people £from those collar counties,
which have not only been tired of paying for those :eveﬂues
but would 1like to get out of this system altogether with an
opt out, was -there any discussion. in these negotiations
tegarding an opt out for the collér counties?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Not in my presence.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, I would say to the likes of Senator Geo-Karis that
-with no meﬁber again for the collar countiés, we continue to
pay and no way to get out. I don’t see where this is a great
bill at all for the collar counties.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

Thank you, Mr. President. I have to make a couple of
comments in response to the statements made by one or more of
the previous speakers. I think it was Senator Lemke that

said Chicago gets nothing and the suburbs are always getting
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everything. Let me point ount to you, Sir, that in my Village
of Deerfield where the Milwaukee Road runs, our patrons on
that suburban railroad are paying approximately one hundred
percent of the cost through their fares, whereas the CTA,
your riders, Sir, pay about fifty—eight percent. In my opin—
jon, and I probably will have to vote for this, but in my
opinion, here we go again and bark down a...and bark down a
wishful +thinking path. I don*t believe vwe are going to get
control of the RTA. The RTA has never been interested in our
area. The suburban areas are on their own. As I said,A Ve
are .paying exorbitant rail farés, and nov we yant to guthot—
ize a one hundred million dollar borrowing program aand we get
nothing out of it except perhaps, except perhaps, get paid
that portion of the contractual arréngement set up vwith the
railroads and the RTA which has been past due for several
months. That?s all we'll get out of it. It's a kind of a
bitter piil, Mr. President, and I wish that we had better
assurance that there would be fair representation. But as I
said, to me, it represeants only wishful thinking.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENRATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President aﬁd menbers of the Senate. I
rise in opposition to this piece of legislation. Let me just
make tvwo brief points about why I think ve are...vhat we are
about to do is going to come back to haunt us. Pirst of all,
I have been down here since we created the Regional Trans—
portation Authority under Governor Ogilvie, I was here when
they created the 1979 grand compromise, and what has
inpressed me about the Begional Transportation Authority is
that there seems to be no intention of ever making this a
paying proposition even if we are involved in a State sub-—
sidy, which we are presently not. This money, and for those

of you who are adherent to the great free enterprise and the -
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great Reagaaomics system, :his interis financing system says
tha; we are going.to take notes that are eighteen months in
length and use *them to fund day-to—day ope:ations.: Now, that
wodid Se fine if we had an operation‘that was somehow current
in its...in its dehfs;.but we don*t. This fund, this oper—
ation, the BRTA and CTA are already running deficits. Now,
the -last time I checked the bond market omn tax exempts,
they're going a little bit more thaﬂ twelve percent. If they -
can market these bonds at twelve percent, the pay-back in
eighteen months is éoing to be a hundred and eighteen million
dollars. Now, there are a lot of neat tricks that can be
done here, but how in the world does a group already running
a déficit sell bonds and pay‘haék not a hundred millioam but a
bundred and eighteen million? And I...I tell you that it
cannot be domne. It cannot be done. Secondly, and more
importantly,...and Senator Grotberg; I hope that you are
listening, because yﬁu and your Governor and the people who
voted for the raid on the Road Pund, I want to tell you where
you could have gotten it back. We had a little fund here a
couple of years ago when they asked about where!s the money
to pay back the moaney ;oaned, loaned, loaned, when we created
this gem, and the i&ed’was tha; they would pay us back. bNow,
thej missed the 1981 payment,-and as of this morning, we are
notified that they have missed the 1982 payment. They are
deferring the 1983 payment and‘they don*t have toA pay the
1984 payment until _these interim_ notes are paid off,
whichever comes later. And le£ me téll you what's going to
come later is our nmoney is going to come later than their
money. Now, while you'cut oufgand had a lot of fﬂn cutting
thirty—-seven millién dollars out of a downstate road program,
if you guys would be on the ball and not go along with this
compromise, we <could get almost all of those dollars,
dollar-for-dollar, back in the Treasury of the State of

Illinois. It's right here, i%'s not hiding somewhere, you
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don't have to worry about Governor Thompson worrying about
the State police, it's right here im this bill that you're
deferring the money, and if you want to destroy the downstate
toid program and take the thirty-seven million dollars out,
that's fine; but all you had to do vas have the backbone and
the Governor have the backbone to say, pay the money you owe
us, pay the momey that we said we would loaa you, pay the
money that you said that you would pay back and we would not
last night have taken thirty—seven million dollars out of the
Road Fund, and we would have sufficient money in the State of
Illinois to build adequate highways. And what this means for
dovnstate is we're taking our money out of'our State Treasury
and éhipping it to Chicago for then to build the ‘RTA. That
maybe what you want toAdo, but downstaters have a very vested
interest in...in roads. And this pay-back could have made
the difference between us not diverting the funds and doing
what you did, and that is diverting funds away from downstate
roads. .
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hahar.
SENATOR MABAR:

Thank . you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise-very reluctantly in support of this wmeasure, and I'm
reluctant not because I didn’t vote for BRTA back in 1974, and
not because I don't believe that we must have mass tramsit in
the urban' area, because...I rise because this is the only
game in town once again. We found ourselves at varying times
in the last few years with...with a crisis. And vhat vwe've
done is we've gone froam year to year, and I had great hopes
in the last couple of years that we'd solved the problem. 1In
fact, I told people that I certainly would not support any-
thing until we had some cost containment, we had some change.
The only ray of hope we have is the fact that the suburban

menbers will increase and there will be some more suburban
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control in the past. I'm not too sure that will ever happesn,
but at least I have hopes. Last yeaﬁ, youa know, we loaned
money and apparently, they paid it back, so our hope is that
if we loan the money again, we allowv the money to be loaﬁed
and it*1l1 be'paid back, and live in the hope that we vcan
solve the probles once and for all, maybe next year.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dedngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Hr. President. I rise in support of this Sill
also. But I think what grieves me the most, and it®s a trend
that I see in the General Assembly, is that there are some
‘people here who are choosing to make this a dounstate—upsﬁate
issue, and I am sorry for that. In ay opinion, the roads in
Illinois are in disrepair, but I doa't perceive that as an
upstate or downstate issue, and I have all the roads in nmy
district to be in the state of repair that they are negded
in, and I would support any prograa that the dounstatersvcame
across with...that would bhelp them froq that situation. and
I think when we point to mass transit as only benefiting the
northeast quarter of Illimois, I think we are wroag. It com—
tributes mucﬁ to the econoay. The northeast guarter is not
asking for ény mopey in this bill, it's asking for an oppor—
tunity to stéy alive, and perhaps in the future, as .Sengtor
Mahar pointed out, resolve its problem. But let’s not be
foolish enough to divide this State up over am issue as
important as ‘this.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator...Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in support of this bill
and...you know, there's one thing that really irritates many
of us sitting here. You know, it’s easy to sit here and con—

stantly listen to this parochialisa. You know, we don't
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build any damn hiéhuays in ny.district, bat I vote for your
highways. I was willing to help out on that. " This is the
only program in towa. SOmétimes you've got to say, I'm a
Sénator froa Illinois. 7You ‘knov vhat? Your constituents
understand soze of that. This routine of I represent thirty—
six square inches - of turf and that's it and the hell with
Illinois, éhat is getting to be ridiculous. You know, I
don't live in Chicago. Anyone who says that my working rela-
tionship with Jane Byrme is good must be a complete fool.
Anyone who says thai 1 haveﬂ'f done a bit of work tryimg to
change this traasit system is nuts, but you finally reach a
point where you have to say this.is the only game plan in
town and somehow we've got to solve tﬁis problem. And if you
think that letting the transit system in northeasterm Illi-

nois area collapse will benefit some of the small areas Jjust

i

off Indiama, you've got a second gﬁess coming. All I'm
saying to you is we try to cooperate with you once in avhile,
there isn't much coaing foi me. My district does more to
support four districts than‘any other district in the State.
If ve did an income tax exchange 1level, no one comes out
worse than I do, and I didn(t'ask for one highway, I didn't
ask for one road, I'm not even getting a stinking patronage
job out of this; But I'nm safiné to you is there comes a day
when you have to say, I'm a Senator froa Illinois and this is
the program for the State of Illinois.
PRESIDENT: )

Senator Vadalabene...Senatoﬁ Rhoads, for what purpose do
you arise?
SENATOR BHOADS:

To move the previous guestion.
PRESIDENT:

Your motion ié in order. There are a number of...two or
three more, two for...at 1least two for the second tinme.

Senator Vadalabene.
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SENATOR VADALABERE:

Thank you, Mr. President. They call me Senmator Sam aand
I'm a Senator froam Illinois and. I <come from Edwardsville,
Illinois amd I want to thank this Legislature for the
multipurpose building that 1is under constructién at SIU
Bdwarsville. And I support this bill;

PRESIDENT: '

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

‘Thank you...thank you, Mr. President. I do not plan to
vote for this bill, and it's not because I love mass trans-—
portation in the netropolitah area less, it's because I love
it more. genator Keats kept saying it's the only game plan
in town and there comes a day vhen. We've been hearing that
for too many years now, ever since RTA was created. At some
point, ue are going to have to face up and that nmeaas the
Governor of the State and those who are im leadership in this

tate are going to have-to face up to the fact that mass
transportation in the Chicago metropolitan area has got to
have a sound financial basis. One hundred million dollars in
interin financing is hot that sound financial basis. There
must be a restructuring, there must be a State subsidy, there
must be a recogmnition that mass transit there is as critical
to the State as roads are downstate. Bat the...you can
hardly call this just a little finger im the dike at one hun—
dred million dollars, but it is omly a finger in the dike and
it does not solve anything. We have got to solve it, not to
keep putting the finger in the dike.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senatér Nimrod.

SENATOR NIMROD:

Thank you, H¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Seens to me that there are some alternatives. You

could have a tax increase, yoa could come up with some State
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money ~that we could pat into it out of our genefal revenue.
Whatever happens in Chicago affects everyone of you. fhat-
ever happens in Cook County affects half the pépulation of
this State. I think we all have a stake involved here to
find. some answers to it. It scems to me that this provision
dbeS'lack some of the guarantees and reforms that we need to
have, but what is the alternmative? The alternative is com-—
plete chaos in amother crisis at anybody's" Hpim. And *he
other picture that's involved here is some political con—
siderations. W®Rhether you like it or not, you'’re in an elec-
tion. year. Every member of the Legislature here-is going to
be up for reelection. Every State office is up for reelec—
tion. What you®re trying to do is to take é...ve:y simple
subject into a complicated picture and find some answers.
Seess to me that those that have come up with...with this
particular solution have presented a problem at
least...presented a solution that will solve the problem for
another year ahead. It also, for the first time, for those
of us .vho have been sincere and concerned about some oppor—
tunity for a voice of the suburban community +to be in the
picture, for the first time, we see that there's soame
sincerity on both sides that we're going to have an oppor—
tunlty to have possible control within a year or so.-.ulthzn
the suburban and collar counties. Seems to me that that is a
ray of hope. If reforms are going to be there, you and I
know that a year passes very quickly, that two years pass
just as fast. All I can tell you is that this:is_a steé in
the right direction and <there's no tax increése involved
here. ¥e can all go home and...and hold accountable those
that are respoasible without having cost anyone any real
problem. I would urge you to support this particular prop-—
osition.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.




Page 88 - JULY 1, 1982

SENATOR LEMKE:

Just a point of persomal privilege. Senator Berning men—
tioned ‘I mentioned something about the southwest side of
Chicago. I...I have mentioned tha*t Chicago doesa't get...l
should say that southwest Cook County has got.problems ioo,
because this just came to my attention, the suburbanites from
that area come into Chicago and use the park for nothing at
Midway Airport and then take the Archer bus down. Well, the
present service has...been cancelled, they can't park free at
Midway Airport, that®s been cancelled, the bus has been . can—
celled and these people afe really in a muddle. What zhey do
now is they park in the...on the side streets and disturb all
the residents im the twenty—third ward, and I think it’s
either punishment or they cancelled the service *cause Mayor
Balandic put it in. I don't know why, or maybe it was just
to take care of the parking service so the guy can make a
buck at Midway Airport. I don't know. But I mean, the
people are really up in thunder.. So, I mean, this is a very
good thimg. With this bill, I see no improvement to my area,
which is in the City of Chicago, and that's mnot éatochialism
because we have ome train that feeds in the southwest suburb
and that's the Illinois Central Gulf which goes in...they go
two times in the moraing and two times after five o'clock.
That?'s the whole train route in my area. So, I see 00 bene-
fit to my people except future taxes to pay off these bonds
because I don't think the RTA is ever going to redeem the
bonds, we're going to have to redeem them and it*s just going
to be another bail out. Until you get sowme kind of coancrete
management in there where it's properly represented, and fhen
come .up after they get it running right, then come up with
the money, that's the way to do it. I mean, this is Jjust a
token to the suburbs by giving them a represemtative. He'll
have very little to say. So, I...I'm in a tiizy how I'a

going to vote, I don't kmow if I'm going to vote No or just
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abstain, because I can only see certain people benefiting by
this and it isn't mine.
PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Bruce.
SEEAQQR BRUCE:

Mr. President and nmembers of the Senate, I...I want to
rise and apologize to the Body for standing and...and sound-
ing parochizl. I realize that there®s a City in Chicago
and...and that there's a State of Illinois, and I apologize.
I have an old parochial view and I apologize to this Body
that vhen we borrow monmey, we pay it back. Now, maybe that
doesn't happen everf place in the sState, but that's just the
kind of thing » do, Boger, downstate is...most of our baank-
ers are kind ¢ funny guys and theyj...in the...Botary and ia
the Kiwanis, ari if you borrow momey for a car, they expect
you to pay it back. That's a parochial attitude, I apologize
for that, it...it certainly is an interesting evening here.
It's the world turned upside down. I never thought I'd be in
this Chamber long enough to see the suburbanites stand up and
defend the efficient operation of the RTA. Perhaps
that?s...that...that is a milestone in this Body.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Kr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The one issue that has prevented the General Assen—
bly from concluding its business on June 30th was mass tran—
sit. And to say the least, it's been a frustrating issue, a
frustrating 4period. I'a very happy to sign that Confereance
Committee Teport because it's a good compromise. He...vWe
vorked long and hard and I think it's going to get the job
done. I would hup> we'd find at least thirty—six green votes
up on that board.

PRESIDENT:
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Chananel 3 Hews also regues?s permission to videotape. 1Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. Senator Savickas may
close.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

fes, ur..Ptesident and aembers of the Senate. There are
just a few items I would like to address. There was a gques—
tion on the repayments of the initial loan, and it*s true
that by the teras of the Statute that on July ist of 1981 and
July 1st of 1982 annual repaymehts of seven wmillion dollars
should be made, and these two repaymeats are being asked to
be deferred. There are quite a few reasons, I would probably
stress that one of the major reasons is the ecomnoay that we
have in our country and in our ‘State and our communities nov,
the recession, I would say, that reduces the amount of use
and the amount of sales tax that comes into the RTA Fund.
The anticipated and real loss from the Federal Government of
anywhere from tventy to tventy—fi;e million dollars for the
BTA. A cash flow problea has yeen created and I knov many of
the Senators, ;nd there wvas oné Senator that?s concerned spe—
cifically omn a specific itém in the southwest side of
Chicago, and I, too, am concerned. But we must address the
prqblem, we can't just shut AOHn the RTA system and the CTA
systes and say, no, because we do not have it now, we shut
dowh everything else Hithoﬁt:any hope of every getting any-
thing out there. We cannot sa& that, yes, it's nice when you
borrow money to repay it back because that's what we do in
dowﬁstate Illinois. Many of the items that are passed here
in “the Legi;lature for dowAstate Illinois are outright
grants. The RTA has no State subsidy, they don't have to pay
back an outright grant, but when we ask and beg to be able to
borrow money so that we can repay it, it seems to be a sine.
I would hope that we do have the thirty-six votes mnecessary
to concur with this Conference Committee report and keep our

transportation systém funded in the tate of Ililinois. I
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solicit your supporte.
PRESIDENT: -

Alrighf, Channel -7 also has asked leave to shoot some
film. Is leave éranted? Leave is granted. The gquestion is,
shall the Senate adopt thg Conference Compittee report on
House Bili 2276. - Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have éll voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 39, the Nays
are 17, 1 Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Confer—
ence Committee report om House Bill 2276, and the bill having
received ihe reéuired constitutional majority is declared
passed. (uachihe cutoff) ...the Order of Conference Comaittee
Reports, bottom of Page 3, there's a Conference Committee
report with respect to House Bill 1060.  House Bill 1060.
Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very wmuch, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I would move that the Senate do
adopt Conference Conmittee Report No. 1 to House Bill 1060.
This is the bill to reorganize the Chicago Housing Authority
and remove the Department of Commerce and Community Affairs
wvho presently have the power to approve, veto and remove.
DCCA is now out of the authority via this Conference Commit-—
tee report. The board is expanded to seven aenbers appointed
by the Mayor of thg City of Chicago. A chairman is also
appointed from that membership by the Mayor of the City of
Chicago, and the authority is given the power to establish a
salary or per diea for the Chairman of the Housiag Authority.
I would, at this time, like to yield to Senator Taylor who
has a few remarks in regards to this.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Taylor.
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END OF BREEL
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REEL #U

SEHATOR TAYLOR:

Thank you, Mr. President and meabers of the Senate. You
know, we have worked long and hard to come to this day with
this agreement. As you well know that the Mayor of the City
of Chicago has tried to work out an agreement with HUD in
order to be able to continue the operation of thé housing
authérity in the City of Chicago. This is part of that
agreement that she had explained to-HUD that she would . do,
and an honest attenppt has been nmade béﬁore in ordgr that we
might be able to comply. It made no sense at all for one to
expect the mayor to have the power to appoint am individual,
yet someomne far reﬁoved from the issue had to be the one that
really approved that particular individual. The Mayor of the
City of Chicago could not fire an ipdividual of that board.
It had to be approved by the Department of Commerce and Conm-
munity Affairs. I rise in étrong support of this particular
measure and do move for the adoption of Conference Coamittee
Report ¥o. 1 to House Bill 1060.

PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senatét Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

'Will the spoasor yieid to a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR NEWHODSE:

I understand that you're introducing- this bill because
the mayor wants to keep her agreement with HOD, is that cor—
rect?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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I think this Conference Coamittee report would be consis—
tent with any agreements between the Mayor of the City of
Chicago and the housing authority and HUD.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse. Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWBOUSE:

Wasn't part of her agreement with HUD ihat she would
accept the resignation of the present chairman?.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I don't know, yqu'd ha;é.gonéék éUD and the Mayor of the
City of Chicago.

PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SBNATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

You're suggesting to me that you're a sponsor of this
bill, and you're sponsoring it on the basis thaﬁ the amayor
wvants to keep her agreement. You don't knou:the ansver to
that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

You're asking me about an agreement which I:have no privy
to. If you're asking me whether the present chairman of the
Chicago Housing Authority intends to resign, it is my under-
standing from reading the nevspapers that the preseat chair-
man of the housing authority will resiga.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

" Senator Newhouse. .

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Would you want to refer to the previous spomsor and find

out whether or not there was that agreement?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Marovitz.
.SEﬁATOR MAROVITZ: .

If the previous spoasor has pfivy to that, to an agree—
ment 'betveen the -nayor and...and HUD, I'd be very happy to
refer to him:

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Senator, you were on the Floor when this bill vas debated
before and you took the respomsibility for it and you don't
know about the agreement?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.
SEEATOR MAROVITZ:

" You're asking me‘ about a conversation or a docuament

_between two individuals which I have no privy to. If you
have' such an agreement in'yout hands, I'd be very happy to
see it and.;.aqd call it to the...the attgntion of the
aembership.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR BEWHOUSE:

Alright,- I suspect that that colic has goﬁe on long
enough. The whole point is this, that there was a whole
series of égreements that we've.gone over here in this Body
before, and here we come through the backdoor at +the last
hour to ask ﬁo accdmplish whét was asked to accomplish previ;
ously, and what it boils down to is we're about to make an
agreément which still leaves thaf same person, even if he
Qets oat, rusning the Chicégo Housing Authority. Now, we've
gone over this and we decided at one point this isn’t this

. Legislature's business. The City of Chicago ought to do
that. If the mayor wanted to accept the...resignation of the

chairman of that board, she could do so just as she accepted




Page 96 - JULY 1, 1982

the resignation of...of the board chairman of the park dis-—
trict. There's no...there's no real difference here. And
for us to have to fool around with this piece of legislation
in the last hour is ridiculous. I would hope the red 1lights
just flash up all over that board although I suspect its
wire. Thank you, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.
SEKRATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, we all can count and we all have been around- here
long enough to know that this bill is probably going to fly
out of here because Charlie and Jane have greased another
one. And I'1l tell you, Senator Marovitz, you lay down with
dogs...you lie down with dogs and you get up with fleas. Aand
you can laugh ;bout it and you can joke about it, I can joke
about it too, you»knov, we can talk...we can talk about the
time that has been wasted here, we can talk about a face
saving gesfure for Charlie Swibel. The fact of the matter
is, what we have origimally contended from the time that this
legislation first came before...before this Body is that
Mayor Byrne and Charlie Swibel were going to act in concert
to continue the policies and practices of the Chicago Housing
Authority. All of this is a subterfuge, they are trying to
retain control over this, you have not said, Senator Taylor
has not said on this Floor that Charlie Swibel is going to
get off that board. For you to come before us and for you
and Semator Taylor to have taken the time of this Body, I
think is a disservice. We're not going to beat om this any
longer. I ask that the Senate reject this. I...I ask that
the will of the Body whiéh has been expressed on three pre-
vious occasions and in committee be...be upheld.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
" Senator Walsh.

SENATOR WALSH:
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MCf....Mr. President and wmembers of- the Senate, Jjust
briefly, I think I, vas probably the first ome to object
tO0...t0 this proposal when Semator Taylor offered it
SOBE...1t seeas like months ago. Unfottﬁnately, We...¥we have
before us the same proposal that never was even able to reach
3rd reading in the Senate when it was originally before us.
I would like to point out to the meabership that we have here
a provision in here not omly to enlarge the board so that vwe
can accommpodate the incumbent chairman of the Chicago Housing
Authority, but we also provide in hére a provision for a
salary for that chairman. And there is no lisit to the
salary wvhich can be paid and there's. no indication in here
that the conmissionetibe full-time. ihere is nothing in
here, really, except to enlarge the board and provide for a
salary, all because the Chicago Housing Authority bas as its
present chairsan someone who has been found to be ungqualified
by the Department of Housing and Urban Affairs, who should
bave been removed from his position uhén this report from the
Department of Housing and Urban Affairsruas originally sub-
aitted, who is obviously known to ome and all of us as a
close confidant of the mayor, vwhom I'm sure if she were to
reguest, he would promptly submit his resignation. There was
po problem in getting the resignation of Raymond Simon froa
the park district and he is not consideéed to be an ally of
the mayor. It seems to me, Ar. President and members of the
Senate, that we're about business here that we shouldn®t be
about, and unfortunmately, in the process of aaking an
accommodation so that we can save some face, we're goimg to
cost the residents ‘of the housing authority in the City of
Chicago money, because after all, the monmey to pay this
chairman is going *to come froam the people who occupy the
housing authority buildings. I urge a Mo vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan.
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SBﬁAIOR DEGHAN:
~ Question.
PRESIDING OFfICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he will yield.

SEHATOR DEGNAN:

Senator Marovitz, I notice you did not sign the Confer—
ence Committee report. Is there a particular reason for
that?

) PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator ‘Harovitz.

SENMATOR MAROVITZ:

No, I vaén;t at...I wasn't shown the Conference Coummittee
report at the time the repor% was ready for signature, and I
dida't see it until after the signatures were already circu—
lated.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SéﬂkTOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

But you have read it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator ﬂﬁrovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I certainly have.

PRESIDING OPP;CER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan.

SEFATOR DEGNA&:

This, by ﬁf count, is the eighth time we've had a vote on
this beast. . 1f you uere.here during the last debate, Senator
Joyce related to the Assembly that he had a discussion with
Nr. Hoveday, i believe, at HOD, and quote Mr....Hoveday, "All
we want is Charlie Swibel out.”™ I urge a No vote.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator iemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:
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Does this bill still bhave that provision .n that the
sites have to be approved by local...by the local city coun-
cil?

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz. .
SENATOR MAROVITZ: .

There's nothing of that nazure in the Confereuce Commit—
tee report. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Leamke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I was assured that that vas going to be im %his. So, I
guess you don't have'ny vote.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Hahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
Conference Committee report has a mnew twist to it and I
wonder if the sponsor would answer a guestion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Aﬂe indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR MAHAR:

That relayed...relates to the fact that DCC2 Do longer
has the power of removal or the authorizatiom to certify mem—
bers. Howv would that work?

PRESIDiNG OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SEEATOQ MAROVITZ:

Any State involvement by the Govermor or DCCA is totally
removed from.the Chicago Housing Authority now aand they no
longer bave any pover at all or anything to do with the
Chicago Housing Authority.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar.
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SENATOR MAHAR:

Does that include all of Cook Cpunty?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR SAVICKASj

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ: »

That includes all of the Chicago Housing Authoriiy.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator...4ahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

It's only the Chicago Housing Authority, it does not
apply to any o+her housing organization in Cook County, is
that correct? :

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

That now applies to all housing authorities.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar. Senator Mahar.

SENATOB MAHAR:

You just...you just.said No, a minute ago, nov which is
it?

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator HMarovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ: ,

I'm told that that's for all housing authorities, not
just the Chicago Housing Authority.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Well, Mr. President, it just seems to me this is another
patchwork attempt to put together something that might pass.
It really has been given a great airing in this Body and in
committee for a number of weeks, actually months, amd it is

no better today than it was the first time we received it. I
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would urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)b

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

I have a question of the spoasor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he?ll yield.

SENATOR GITZ;

Does the fact that you didn’t sign this Conference report
pean that you have guestions about whether it's wise to pro-
ceed with it2
PBBSIDiHG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator -Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I think my greem vote vwill indicate that that is not the
case.

PRESIDING OEPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

To your recollection, Senator Marovitz, how many times
have we had this issue before us on the Floor and in commit—
tee?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Your recollection is as good as miné. You sit right
behind me, I couldn't count that high.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Mr. President and members of the Semate, I voted for this
bill once, then I voted for this bill twice, then I voted for
this bill a third time and.a fourth time. And I think...I

think this time would be a good opportunity toe my seatmate
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not . to support it anmd I'1ll tell you why. It's said around
heré.that nothing is ever dead, but if anything has been
thoroughly debated and thoroughly aired, it is this legis-
~lation. Most of the fime our legislation carries little

caveat that it's not'going to apply to counties over a cer—
tain population or cities of a certain population. It's hard
to tell how many hundreds or perhaps <thousands of dollars
have been wasted im our transcript on this one issue alone..
Now, if it was on an issue that involved, fof' example, the
fate of wmillions of éeople in terms of mass ;ransportation,
I would understand it better. But nobody has ever seemed to
have an effective rebuttle to the one basic question which
is,.this legislation is put forward presumably to take one
gentleman off +the hook, when everything that we understand
about that governing board would indicate <that the chief
executive officer has 1little to do except issue one basic
phone call and we could take care of the problem without an
endless series of énendnents, vehicle bills and Conference
Committees. I think the *ime has come to put this issue to a
‘halt.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Simas.
SENATOR SINMNS:

- A question of iheisponsot.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.Indicates he*ll yield.

SERATOR SIHHS:

Senator Harovitz, ;'m somewhat confused after Senator
Mahar's question, but am I correct in assuming that the pas—
sage of this bill also eliminates the role of DCCA as far as
downstate housing authorities are concerned?

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROCVITZ:
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That is absolutely correct, and that is being done at the
request of DCCA. -
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, 4r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of the Conference Coammittee on
House Bill 1060. And some of the prior speakers are quite
correct, this, frankly, bas been debated too long, but 1 sug—
gest to you it*s been debated too loag for many of the wrong
reasons. The city ddministration in fhe City of Chicago
received definite word from a bureaucrat that unless and
uniil the whole board vas suamarily dismissed, no more Fed—
eral money would be forthcoming. The board, frankly, refused
to resign, and at that moment, the chairman refused to
reéién. And so what is the alternative? The alternative,
frankly, is that in order to comply with what appears to be a
mandate from a Federal agency; ¥e as the creator of this
agency are asked ta afford a restructuring. Not, frankly, a
big deal. At the Govermor's request, the...the State depart—
ment and himself are takenm out of the process. I don*t know
why they were in the process in the first place except some
prior General Assembly decided that this State ought to have
something to say about housing authorities that it created.
So be it. The administration wants out. The fact of the
matter is it's a horse soon curried. All we have to do is
pass this and the gquestion is resolved, the Pederal
bureacracy will be pleased and we can move on to other and
bigger business. I solicit an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there farther discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
¥ell, Senator Rock, we're back to the debate a month ago.

Now, what you say and what I told you a% the time that you
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said it is not true. The department has said, we don't care
if you expaad the board, if you decrease the board, if you do
away with the board, we want Charlie Swibel out. Now, Yyou
passed out two pieces, or caused to be passed out two pieces.
One with no déte on it, one wss a...some type of a letter of
agreement o:‘ whatever between the department that was
arranged at the mayor®s office, there was, I assume, I'm led
to believe...I...to the best of my knowledge, I am saying to
you was drafted by the mayor's office, but as far as what the
department wants, the department doesn't care. They uant
Charlie Swibel off. Now, you asked what the Governor's
Office is...why they're...they are conéerned, you doan't knbs.
I Qill tell you shy they are co cerned, because the Governor
and Charlie also are on friendly teras. And the Governor
doesn't want to throw Charlie o f either. It's that simple.
#e have beating thi; thing arcund for two months. What more
can ¥e say?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Purther discussion? 1If not, Senator Marovitz may close.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. W#.11, I would just reiterate,
this 1is certainly not a backdocr attempt to do anything. If
anything, the debate has shown- that...that we've had this
question before the Body, as...as Senator Rack says, far too
long and far too many times and it should be over within a
matter of minutes. I would like to clarify two points. The
pover to remove a member from the authority up until now, up
until +his very day has been with the Department of Coamerce
and Conmunity Affairs and only.vith the Department of Coa—
merce and Community Affairs. They have the sole removal
power and it was in their jurisdiction, and that is something
that a lot of people have overl.sk:l. The last poiat I*d
like to make, it is the intent of this legislation zhat the

chairman should be a full-time meroer of the housing author-
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ity, and I waﬁt +hat made clear in the debate a#d tO0...t0 the
Department of...o0f Housing and Urban Development. I would
solicit an Ayé.vote, and this should be the end of this mea-
sure that has been debated far too long. :

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SA%ICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall the Senate adopt ﬁhe Conference
Connittee report on House Bill 1060. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The Qoting is open. BHave all
voted who ;ish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 39,
the HNoes are .18, none Voting Present. The Senéte does adopt
the Conference Counittee report on House Bill 1060, and the
bill baving received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 2504. Onr Conference Coamnittee
reports, House Bill 2504, Senator Soanmer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, Mr. President. First of all, tﬁe original
portions of this bill are here with...with one,‘change, and
that is in the voucher certification area. We have worked
with the Auditor General in order to obtain lﬁnguage which
was to him at least reasonable. There are two pewv iteas in
here. There are the}prévisions,on net defeasanéé and there
are the provisions on fund transfer. I would ask for
approval of this legisl;tion.

PRESIDING OFP]-ICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator...let me get it in
order now. He'll 'go Semator Buzbee and Netsch and Gitz.
Senator Buzbee. '

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is a horrible idea. This
is another attempt, in my opinion, to bail out the Govermor
by allowing him to manipulate the cash flow of the Treasury
of this State so that he will be able to go into the election

saying that I, through ay conservative approack to fiscal
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matters, have once again saved the taxpayers froa vérious and
sundry beasts, not the _least of which will be the General
Assenbly. One of the iteas élloiéd in here is . the transfer
between funds. It?s my.understdnding that that traamsfer is
to be effectéd...to bé effective. for only the first six
months of the fiscal year, and thenAthere'g supposedly a cap
of forty—five million dollars, that the Governor will only be
allowed to transfer up to forty—five weillion dollars. And
then it says that he has %o pay it back in the last six
months of the fiscal year. What are we going to do if the
money isn’t there? How is he going to pay it back to those
funds? How do you determine that forty-five million dollars
is all that's being transferred? Does he take fifteen mil-
lion dollars out of the Ag Premium PFund today, replace it
tomorrow with fifteen million dollars from the Road Fund, or
out of the Coal Development Bond Funds? How do you determine
that forty-five million dollars is all that can be trans—
ferred? Nuaber...question number oane. Question number two,
how do you determine there's going to be sufficient money
there to return it in the last six nonths? Now, the indemni-
fication of State employees, which is a part of this bill, I
am told that the language stipulates that they are indemni-
fied by the State only for those actions they take in behalf
of the State. I don*t know, I'm not a lawyer, I'm not sure
that 4is true, I’ve been told that is true. If that is, in
fact, true, them I have no opposition to that. The third
thing we're being asked to do is.-.is fo certify ghost
payrollers, to allow the cerfification of ghost payrollers.
So, when the Governorvloads'up the payrolls of various agen—
cies and, in fact, they are working for bhis office, the
director of that department can certify, well, yes, I am cer—
ti%ying that this individual works for me even though...and
he does a little silent aside, actually he doesn’t. There

was a big flap and I was a participant in that flap over the
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hiding of ghost payrollers under the previous adainistration.
It vas not a good idea then, it's not a good idea now. And
the last pqint, and I'e closing, Senator, Hr. President; the
last point is the net defeasance versus the gross defedéaice
issue. Again, I am speaking here on something of which I
have absolutely no knowledge, somethin§ that is done _with
regularity on this Floor. But I aa led to believe that the
Governor is saying there is wup to fifty millioa dollars
available to general revenue funds if we do this. Who
wouldn't be in favor of that? 'Except, I'm also told that
this very well may destroy ouf precious triple bond rating
with the bonding houses. I submit to ‘you that <the Governor
should be allowed to go to bed tonight kmowing that his
attempt at hoodwinking the people of Illinois bhas been
severely stompped out.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I am tempted to ask the
sponsor of the bill, first of all, if he would be so kind as
to explain the net defeasance prograam. . ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Senator MNe*sch...Doctor Mandeville can explain it quite
well, in the event you'd like to discuss it with.him. As I
understand it, we are nov on a gross -defeasance basis with
CDB Bonds or other kimd of constructiom boads. Oh, you
didn't mean it, okay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOBR NETSCH:
I think I do understand it because I was involved in the

abolition of the Illinois Building Authority and the
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mandating of gross defeasance just a year ago. The...this is
really another game of nmirrors. ihen‘ ¥e were trying to
achieve the abolition of the Illinois Building Authority and
the premature retirement of the boads which, in effeét, is
what defeasance is, we vere resisted all along the 1line by
Bond Counsel, by the administration, as well as by the IBA
who kept telling us there is no way that you can respomsibly
effect net defeasance. Some of us argued for it at the time
asva matter of fiscal management, and one of the reasons why
ve argued so vocifefously for it then was that we at least
vanted to get a concession that gross defeasance coula indeed
be done. They did'finally capitulate to that and the lan-~
guage in the Statute vwas very carefully wvritten with the full
cooperation of Bond Counsel so that we had a totally pro-~-
tected gross defeasance of the rest of the IBA Bonds. Now,
and I @might say one...two of the arguments tha*t were used
against net defeasance at the time were that it would seri-
ously jeopardize our standing in the bond community because
the bond people would all be extremely nervous about it. ‘And
secondly, and this is a very important point, that we would
be inviting lawsuits. The bondholders would have some reason
to be concerned about the integrity of their bond holdings
and they might attempt to bring about the full retirement. of
the bonds, or at least suggest that there had been a breach
of the bohd indenture. That, I think, will still be a very
serious problen. One of the problems is that now there are
only siz of the IBA issues that are not already in escrow,
all...let's see, I think it's fourteen others are already ina
escrow which means that the funds are fully set aside  to
retire them for the rest of their maturity. Of the six that
are available, that probably is not enough funding to provide
the capital to provide the purchases.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator, I'd like to reamind you, your time has
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expired, would you bring your remarks to a close.
SENATOR NETSCH:

I will be finished in...thank you, very amuch. So that it
seems highly unlikely that ¢this could be achieved in any
event. It seems te me the real problem is that this is the
wrong time and it's being done for the vwrong reasoms. It's
being done to try to freeze up what is in a sense a capital
resourcé to help cover operating deficits instead of having a
responsible budget. If defeasance nakes sense, it makes
sense as a wmatter of fiscal management, not to provide oper—
ating funds to cover deficits. TIt's ; very bad idea.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) B

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

I have a question of the spoasor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR GITZ:

Senator, the provisions that relate to fund transfers, to
the best of your knowledge, how many different funds are we
talking about within the Finance Act?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

¥hile Senator Sommer is waiting, we have a request froa
¥AND-TV Chamnel 17 to tape the Senate Session. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

In...Teésponse to your question, I?ve been talking to the
depaty director of the Bureau of the Budget, he said sixty
plus. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Gitz.
SENATOR GITZ:
That would include the Agriculture Premium Fund, correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)
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. Senator Sonmner.
SBBATOR SOMMER:
Yes.
PBé#IDIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Gitz. L

SENATOR GITZ:

.It would also include the Board of Governor's Income Fund

and the Board of Regents Income Fund?

PRESIDING OFFICERB: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Sommer.'

SENATOR SOMMER:
Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOH-SAVICKAS)'
Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

"It would include the Road ‘Fund and the Federal
Fund and the Motor Fuei Tax Pund, correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

. Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:
Yes. o
PRESIDING orncr.a:.' (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
' Semator Gitz. ‘

SENATOR GITZ:

‘Aid

Road

It would also include ‘the Nuclear Safety Preparedness

FPund and the State Pensions Fﬁhd as wvell, correct?
PRﬁSIbING OFFICER:v (SENATOR SAVICKks)
Senator Somumer.
SENATOR SOMMER:S
_The answer to that is yes and no.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Git;.

SENATOR GITZ:

Well, if the answer is yes and no, would you

be

kind
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enoagh to explain the yes and no?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Soma@er.

SENATOR SOMMER:

There*s language in the...in the legislation that...that
bars impairments of contracts. So, therefore, the answer is,
in fact, yes and no.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitz, you have...
SENATOR GITZ:
4 One other gquestion, then I wish to speak to the bill.
This also deletes the requirement of a statement that goods
and services which are delivered or received within the lapse
period. Does that mean that you can defer that obligation
indefinitely then? _
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sommer.
SBNATOR SOMMER:

No.
PRESIDING OEFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator, you'll be recognized to complete a statement,
but we are runming late. You've expired over...four or five
minites already. ¥e'd appreciate the remarks being brought
to a close. Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Well, Senmator Savickas, Mr. President, you know, I think
that it is appropriate to have some serious discussion of
this bill. #e're about to have the...shuffle tax deferment
shoved upon us which is called, how do we find a way to tap
every single fund ranging from an inheritance tax to univer-—
sity £funds, anything that is not nailed down, just so we can
get through the election? It means, conceivably, that if we
change the appropriations, you can tap the Road Fund mot only

for the forty million dollars that are being deferred, you
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can tap it agaim as long as it's not nailed down and obli-
gated and appropriated. I think this is terrible legis-
lation. We are opening a Pandora's box here without knowing
vhere it leads us. It says that it's supposed to be a caé of
forty-five million, the 1legislation doesa't say that. It
says forty-five million at any time. And I think that it is
truly nnfofﬁunate, it®s now becoming very clear why we have
resisted the surplus in the Agriculture Premium Fuad being
related to issues that are...such as risk share, it's clear
why we have seen all these little bills for raising the fees
for the Fish Fund, for the Hunting Fund, for this...different
fﬁnds, so that if there's any surpluses, they can be tapped
- for GRP. Ndv, this is the latest in a iong series of bills
we've seen tonight that are aimed at delaying the conse-—
quences. I think we ought to be very careful in examining
this bill. I think Senator Buzbee is completely right, this
is a terrible bill and it*s going to come back to haunt us if
ve truly givé that kind of discretiomary authority viﬁﬁout
:ecognizing: what we are about and allowing some sixty—five
funds to be tapped just to save GBP. it does not make sense.
It is bad legislation. It ought not to have even come for-
ward in theAfirst Conference report.
PRESIDING OfEICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I'd liké to remind Senators...Senmator Gitz that the fules
call for five minutes of debate oa a subject. This does
include your question and answvwer period when you decide to
guestion the sponsor of the legislatiom. I would expect you
to limit your time to that five minutes. Is there further
discussion? Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank yOUeae
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For what purpose does Senator Buzbee arise?

SENATOR BUZBEE:
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A point of personal privilege.
PRES.IDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your point. :
5EHATOR BUZBEE:

¥ell, my first point would be that'you turn the clock off
on me so it won't count against Semator Collins. My second
point is, f reséect the rulés of the Senate and..-.and I will
abide, and I'm sure all the other Senators would if you would
assure us you're turning on the five minute clcék and not the
three minute cloﬁk, Hr. -éresident, and then that way we
will...ve will abide by the rules as...as indicated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ~ {SENATOR éAV;‘[CKAS)

Senatoxr, we have turned on the thfeelminute clock on some
of the Senators two and three times, that*s why 1 chose to
remind then. By...by the Body's request, we've cut it to
three minutes, some. of theam have goneiarbund the clock two
and three times. Senator Collias.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Thankv you, Hr. Presideht~and menbers of the Body. Over
the years that I've been here I bhave heard some very
interesting discussioas and debates on this Floor aand I have
observed many pieces of legislation, but I aust say that this
one is probably Ene of the bést ﬁoozies_that I've ever seen
in ay life. As a matter of fact, I think the only thing that
has surpassed this in any discussion was Senator Bruce's pork
chop and ugly baby joke. And I must say to the Govermor that
he m@must be a genius to haveaconvinced the members of this
Conference Committee that this was a good idea. I think this
is probably - one of v the most pathetic and
poorest...irresponsible excuses for any piece of legislation
that ever been introduced imn this Body since I've been a
member. I agreé with Senator Buzbee, this is a joke. What
do you mean by forty-five miliion at one time? Does it mean

that I can...he could go to the various departments at one
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given time, one hour, the next hour, the nezxt hour, eight
hours, nime hours a day and continue to draw a forty-five
million dollars, or what does it mean? It doesn't say any-—
thing. And the whole idea about legalizing ghost payrolls,
now that's the biggest catch of all. There have béen in this
State, when I worked as a State emplofee, whenever there wvas
a need or arctisis for'any enployee to go to another depart-—
ment or division to work, provisions were made by the Depart-
ment of Personnel to do that, and if the need arises again,
I*a sure that Governor Thompson and the various department
heads, the Department of Personnel caan, id fact, find a way
to .do it and do it 1egally; I think to...for uas to put in
this Statute ghost payrolling is irreséonsible. And I think
this bill should go down to a resounding defeat.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Well, thank you, Hi. President and fellow members. I've
been listening to the diatribe from the other side of aisle
who invented ghost payrolling. They should know a lot about
it, I presume they céuld talk all night. Is there anything
wrong, is there anything wrong, Ladies and Gentlemen, with
keeping the store open through this fiscal year? I think
thatts what we've all been here about. I have the highest
esteem for Senators Buzbee, Carroll, Somwper and...and
Schaffer and the members of that comaittee. I've served on
those committees for tem years. It was wvork setting the
priorities of the State of Illinois, and yet we come...every
January we come down here one way or énother, what shows up,
transfer bills. That's the fiist thing we get is a series of
transfer bills. Some kids that need something, somebody else
needs something, we don't even debate them, we say it's a
transfer bill. A supplemental gets a little bit of conversa-

tion. Here we're talking about a twelve month plan in the
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nidd;e of a recession, God doesn't know what the aaswers are
for the next few months, giving the Executive a little flexi-
bility and who shared most of the plans for what we're
talking about here two weeks ago with the bond ratimg
services in HNew York, and came home yesterday and got
announced a triple 2 bomd rating for the State of Illinois.
It's met the test of a lot of people. I suggest we support
it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOR‘SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr....Mr. President...
PRE#IDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For what purpose does Senator Chew arise?
SENATOR CHEW:

«eeprevious question on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

'Hell, Senator, you weren't recognized for that. We do
havg..{
SENATOR CHE®N:

What do you mean I wasa't recognized for it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Not for that motion at this time. We have four Seﬁators
£ha£ have sought recognition. Senator...after these four
speakers, you'll be recognized for that. Senatof Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Nr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Semate, in
listening to some of the arguments on the ‘other side,
and...and I think we are forgetting that we are in a reces—
sion. I'm looking at this Conference report and it says,
very clearly, that all of such funds so transferred shall be
retransferred to the original fund no later than the last day
of the fiscal year during which a transfer out of such funds

vere nmade. No transfer which impairs the obligation of the




Page 116 — JULY 1, 1982

State shall be authorized. The Conptroller, and I repeat,
the Comptroller and the Treasurer, upon receipt of authoriza—-
tion from the Governor, shall make transfers according to the
section, upon the certification, and I repeat, upon the
certification by the Comptroller that there is no impairc-
ment...of an obligation to the State. FNow, if there isn't
enough of a safeguard there under the present administration,
ve have a bipartisan officership in the Executive offices
between the Governor and the Comptroller, I...I don'*t know
what else is. And certainly the Comptroller is not going o
issue a certification if he finds it impairs the obligation
of the State. I think it's a necessary bill and I...I speak
in favor of it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFPFER:

§ell, I don't think any of us are terribly happy about
some of the things we have had to vo*e on this year, some of
thé things that perhaps we didn*t have enough money to do. I
think this is one of those things that I fhink that
responsibly we do have to do to keep the ship of State
afloat.  Hopefully, when we return in the fall, the econoay
will have turned around, some of our expenses will
drop...have dropped and our revenues will have increased and
things will be a lot more pleasant. But once im awhile you
bave to do something responsible down here and this bill
happens to be one of thenm. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Blooan.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr. President. ¥o omne likes to do this, but I
notice that those prior speakers who are most offended by
this procedure are among the biggest spenders, and there's no

free lunch. That's what this is about, there's just no free
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lunch. I?m v=ry reluctant to vote for this but I will. And
it was only after the persomal assurances of Mr. Mandeville
that this will not in any way negate the cost cutting
efforts, and also if you look into this on a month by month
basis, the Sp=aker and the President and the Minority Leaders
in bo£h Houses are going to be told exactly where the money
is going and hov it's going. So, I repeat, there's no free
lunch. If w:= vant to keep operations and services at the
levels vwe're demanding for our constituents, this is one of
the way...one of the ways that we do it, Senator Collias.
I*d urge support of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Brt :e.
SEFATOR BRUCE:

Thank you. Mr. President. I guess my first questiom is,
vhere is Dan Walker whes we really need him? If...if this
bill wvere bLeing proposed by the Walker Administration, there
isn't a person on that side of the aisle that wouldn't be
jumping up and talking about revolution in the...in the Gen—
eral Assembly, “he overtaking of the...the right of the pre—
rogatives of the General Assembly to pass out funds, the
required certification of employees. Welve got tvelve
eaployees thaﬁ are on the payroll over at Quincy right now at
the...the Veterans affairs office over there, and they...they
wouldn't even Kknow what Quincy looks like if they walked in
over there. They’ve been vorking in Chicago, probably doing
advance work and...and we all know that happens, but, you
know, I just wish we wouldn't put the stamp of approval of
this Generai Assembly. There are three bodies in this whole
menagerie that comes down to Springfield, he's Jjust ome of
the braaches. And fellows, if we pass this, it?s us, and
when they ind: :t .omebody for ghost payrolling, let me tell
you, dJim <Thompson, you won't be able to find him under a

rock. He will 2 gone. He will say look, the General Assen—
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bly passed this bill, it may :have been...it was in their
judgement, they debated this fully, took a close look at it,
put in all the words and now, by golly, someéne is inm
trouble. But let me tell yén, we won't put hiam in *oo0 much
+touble. PFor those of you who had a chance to take a look at
this gem, flip back to Page 16. You know, we used to make
this a feloay, but heck, some of these guys are our friends,
so you take out the words, WIf he signs this certification
knowingly and intentionally .executing a false document.™
That's a feloay, that's a felony, but we don?t want toA do
that to hinm, that's..-well; like I say, what do you do to
your friends evean in a bad night. On Page 6 though, we are
going to slap his wrist. This guy documents two thousand,
five thousand, twenty thousand, ninety thousand, two hundred
thousand dollars in improper documents for goods and services
that havé been sent to the Department of Public aid, buys a
truck for himself, a car for his wife, takes off with every-
thing in the...in the store, you know what we're going to do
to that guy? Ue're going to fake bhis job away from hin
Serves him right, you betcha. He's probably the same guy
that doesn't pay his debts either. But if he...he Ffalsely
ce;tifies this, it says iﬁfshall...:esult in removal from
office or...by an officer or discharge if done by an
eméloyee. Now, that's pret#y tough. That is pretty tough
penalty. I suppose with Beaéénomics starin§ us over the
shoulder and the problems of getting a secomnd job, it is...it
is ia pretty stiff penalty, but I...l...I's just concermed
that we bhave taken out the.;;the whole rgquirement of a
felbny conviction. Oon a transfer of funds, Senator Soamer,
just...just enlighten me, I’ve looked at this several times,
and I guess I...if you'll just turn with me and read along on
Page 2, what do the lines 3 through 5 mean when it states,
#The total amount so transferred from all funds at any one

time shall not exceed forty-five million?" HNow, does that
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mean that Govermor Jiam can go dowﬁ there and transfer forty-
four million one day and thirty-seven million the next and
tventy—sevén the next day as long as he never transfers nmore
than forty-five pillion? Or does that mean he can transfer
tveﬁty—fivé million cne day and the remainder of the . forty-
five aillion <the next déy, and then he can*t do anymore? I
just want it for the record. «hat does that mean?
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) v

Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, Mr. President. I f£find it strange being
quizzed by a * Gentleman who signed the Conference Coamittee
report, Senator Bruce, but I...I'm willing to enter into the
record that...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE: -

I just was trying to prove tha* I am not parochial. I
think that it's important that we keep the legislative proc-
eSSe I was asked by the President that this become part of
the record here, aqd I*m happy to make it parf of the record,
and I plar to in months to0 coRme.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion?
SENATOR BRUCE:

No, I want it...I want the question on the record.
PRESIDING OFPICER:. (SENATOﬁ SAVICKAS)

Oh. Sénatbr Somner.

SEHA&OB SOMMER:

I'd be happy to answer your guestion, I mean, you did get
a little partisan with it, Senator, bat the...I'1ll enter into
the record the intent of this legislation is to speak to the
cumulative total.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Alright, cusulative means that if he transfers twenty-one
million tomorrow, how much does he ﬁayé left for the vﬂole
six months? ) o
PRESIDING OFFICER: }szunwon SAVICKAS) .

Senator Soamer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Tuwenty—four million until there's a return of the trans-—
fer. - ) ) ‘
PRESIDING OPFICER:. (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce. Further discussion? °
SENATOR BRUCE: '

Alright. Wait..wait a @oinute. I think you're going to
get a nev answer, the uajérity Leader is coming over froa the
House. Yeah, well, T just want you guys to find out what's
going on because, Senator Sommer, I'a told by the House ﬁen—
bers back here on your party that that's not the <right
answer, don*'t give that one for the record. Are wvwe saying
that transfers twenty, then another twenty, then five and
he's out...that®s out of susiness? Can't transfer anymore
all year long? ‘ h
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Soammer.

SEHATOR SOMMER:

I'1]l state that for the record. Yes, Sir, unless they
return some of the monies and thea it could change the total.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Rock. Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

NOWe..NOW...that'’s finea 50, DO...at no time more than
forty—five...obviously, couldn't transfer more than forty-
five. Let...let me ask you what...let's just read om down on

Page...let's stay on Page 2, lines 12 and 13 at...something
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about the Comptroller make a certification that there's no
impairment in obligatién to the State. #What...what happens
if the Governor decides the next couple of days to tramsfer
a couple hundred million.dollars out of the BRoad Fund? Those
contracts are not let, there's no obligation iﬁpaird, pothing
has happened, yet the Road Fund has been completely depleted,
where are we? Can he do that? Caa a Comptroller certify to
it, because it is not an obligation of the State outstanding
against that money?

PRESiDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Soamer, I would like té reaind the Sepators.that
ihe time has expired. Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

I...I don't know the level of the Road Fund. I doubt
vhether there's . two hundred =illion available <tha%'s
unobligated at iny one time, particularly now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Let me ask you one final gquestion. Thank you, HMr. Presi—
dent, for allowing me this. I have occasion to be involved
in bond sales, I Jjust wonder, Senator, whenm you print the
bond prospectus and when we send out hoids, what do you think
this is going to do to the bond buyers when they know that
the day before you pﬁint the prospectus, which is usually
about thirty days out, if the Governor transférs, say a hun—-
dred million dollars out of the Ag Premium Pund into the Gen—
eral Revenae Fund and then puts that on the bond prospectus,
what...vwhat...what effect does that have on our boad rating
knowing that the Govermor has now fott}—five @million dollars
ve can transfer around and put in the GRF?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:
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It's oy understanding that both of the rating services
were informed that the Govérnor intended to introduce this
proposal and have it passed, and they ordered a triple a4,
contrary, of course, to the efforts of a member of the House
who called them up and said not to do it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR BOCK:
Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. There is no guestion but that everyome is not happy
with 2504 as it is before»qs,m ¥e have discussed 1long and
bard various proposals and I think in good faith. The idea
being that we are attempting at once to shore up, if you
will, the cash flou.position of both the Regional Transporta-—
tion Authority and the State of Illinois Government. And so
we have afforded, on a temporary, very 1limited, very
circumscribed basis, the Chief Executive of this State the
opportunity to at any one time improve, if you viill, or at
least keep stable our cash flow position. ¥We afgued loag and
hard about the indemnificatioan of State employees, and the
fact is, there are people who do excellent work on behalf of
the State and receive not the kimd of compensaiion they are
entitled to, and then because they produce the desired result
~are subject to harassmeat and, in fact, litigafion, and we

ought to come to their defense. Net and gross defeasance,

frankly, is a little abstruse, and it will affotd, I hope, an
- additional input into the General Revenue Fund anywhere fronm
zero to whatever figure you pick, and I truly don't know. I
do not think it. will in anywhere...in anyway impinge or
iapair our bomd rating. This is a product of compromise, and
as every product of compromise, some are less happy than
others. I submit to you that the House of BHepresentatives
has already adopted this Conference Committee report by an

overwvhelming majority. We should do no less and I urge an
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Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chew had moved the péevious question after...when
his lturn came. .At this point ve have Senator DeAngelis,
senﬁior Johns and for the second time Senator Geo-Karis, and
we will move the gquestion after those ‘three. Senatotr
DelAngelis. '

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I do have to...reply to some
cémnents made by Senator Bruce. Senator Bruce, if'you're
going to move from parochialism to misrepresentation, I would
prefer that you stay parochial. Pirst of all, I'a not a lau-
yer but you.;.full well know that if I went into your check—
ing account and stole five thousand dollars to buy a car, we
would not need a law to prosecute me under that. Nobody has
the right io buy their wife a car under any circumstances,
and éatticularly not with this particular legislation. Now,
Senator Vadalabene and I passed the bill last year and vwe
wvere overzealous in passing it because ve, in fact, made
almost every department of this State illegal with that Act.
The‘bill doesn't call for ghost payrollers. Im this time of
eéoﬁomy, it gllows you to share employees. HBow, if you don't
want that io be done, that’'s fine, but don't, in féct, refer
to this as a ghost payroll bill because it doesn't do it.
The other 'ihing ‘that we're doing is, when we passed that
'1egislation;.ue said that all payroll vouchers had to be
ce:tificated‘ by éhe direcior, which would mean that Jeff
Miller would have to spend all of his time certificating the
payrﬁlls ofnﬁhe Department of Puﬁlic Aid. And I would rather
@ave him doing his job than doing tha<t. So, I think we ought

to represent this bill a little bit more accurately for what

. it does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Johns.
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SENATOR JOHNS:

Mr. President and wmembers of the Senate, I @made an
observation in my twelve years between the two parties, and
the observation of the Republicans is economics; and ny
observation of the Democrats is one of logic and cowpassiqn.
That'!s exactly the way I feel about i*. Whatever it takes to
run the store, let's break the rules if necessafy, but what—
ever it takes, break the rules, do whatever it takes and
let*s get on with it. Yeah, that's the answer. But I ask
every Democrat on this side to study this vote carefully,
because if the shoe vwas reversed, what would the Republicams
do for us?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For a secoand time, Sena*or Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
apologize for speaking a second.time, but I bhold the report
in ay handé and I know the eloquent lawyer from Oloney, Sena—
tor Bruce, would never sign this report if he didn*t think it
vas a good report. I see his signature on the report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For closing remarks, Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, ¥r. Presideant. Just briefly, I, too, had some
concern about the voucher provisions, that?!s why ve worked
very closely with Mr. Cronson, who's standing right here, and
the Legislative Audit Commission. They approve the voucher
provisions, right now. If anybody says that there are ghost
payrollers in this pill, or this bill would...allows ghost
payrollers, or the intent is to have ghost payrollers,
they’'re misrepresenting the bill for their own aims, their
own partisan aims, that's what they'’re doing. Otherwise, the
fund provisions exist in many of the funds now. This siaply

extends it to certain others, some of them mentioned in
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debate already have  that power now. So, aboutleverything
we've heard has been ﬁrong in terms of...except for what
Senator Rock said.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall the Senéte adopt Conference
Committee report on House Bill 2504. Those im favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 39, the Nays are 19, none Votiﬁg Presen*. The...the
second...the Senate does adopt the second Conference Commit—
tee report on House Bill 2504, and the bill having received
the required constitu£ional majority is.declared passed. On
the...Order of Conferemce Committee Reports, Senate Bill

1180, Senator Berman. Senator Berman.

END OF BREEL
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‘REEL #5

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank -you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlenen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1180 is the attempt to address the
critical pfoblems, in part, the critical problems of the
Chicago Board of Education. This bill authorizes the Chicago
Board of Educatiom, if it sees fit, to impose a pension con-
tfibution-iiability tax as part of its taxing powvers. There
is a limit provided in this bill for +this tax, to tbe extent
of forty—eiéht.cents per hundred dollars evaluation. There
is a cap...that is.the cap involved. The other cap involved
in this tax is that it is limited for a singular purpose
only. That purpose is to fund an eamployee's portion of the
contribution to the em}loyee's pension fund. Therefore, in
the negotiations that are forthcoming this August and Septenm—
ber, hopefully 3just in August, between the Cﬁicago Board of
Education and all of its eaployees, if the negotiatioas do
not involve. the payment by the Chicago board of any
employee's pe:nsion contribution, this pnew cap will not be
inposed. If the Chicago board does agree to make a contribu-—
tion of théAeﬁployee's contribution towards the peansion, this
tax, to thg limit of.forty—eight cents but not to exceed the
amount that the contribution actually amouats to, will bring
in the revenue to pay for that contribution. The tax will be
extendéd andc levied, collectible in the tax bills issamed at
calendar year 1983, and the contributioan, if any, paid by the
board uill:be~at the end of the Fiscal TYear 1983 from the
board to tﬁe pension fund. The cost of this potential new

+ax is translated on a f£ifty +housand dollar fair market

‘'value home to fifty dollars a year, to be exact, fifty

dollars and ninety—éix cents. ¥e're talking about fifty

dollars ‘a fear on a fair market value home of fifty thousand
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dollars. Most of the media in the Chicago area kis indicated
that one of the...one of the responsibilities of this General
Assembly, one of the high priorities of this Gemeral Assembly
must be to address the crucial needs of the Chicago Board of
Education. This attempt to Address those reeds is only a
singular step. Verf major steps must yet...BuSt...3Ust yet
come from the Chicago Board of Education itself aad from all
of the other areas including the enmployees of the Cﬂicago
Board of Education in their negotiations that are forth-
coming. But this, Ladies and Gentlemen, I suggest to you, is
our responsibility to assist the board so that the schools
can open 1in September. I solicit your Aye vote. W®ill be
pleased to respond to any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATCR LEMKE:

This is a bill that we’re asking taxpayers in the City of
Chicaéo to raise their taxes again. Yet, these same people
that are in my community vork im private industry are asked
to reduce their benefits, but this tax increase is to
incfease benefits for teachers and people that vork for the
board of education. We are now in the City of Chicago that
has an adaministration that has raised taxes well over
thirty—eight percent since they started. This - is another
fifty dollars here, it's the water bill, it's this bill.
This is not the way to go. How can we go around to ask the
enployees of Chrysler or Fisher Body or Harvester to cut
their benefits and then we go around and put on a tax level
to raise somebody else's benefits? These peoplé already have
lost a day;s vork, they...they?re...they’re just holding on
making a living trying to pay for their house ard nowv we want
to put on amother tax burden. I think it's :us*t silly,
and...and I...Il can't see doing it. The proper way to go is

not with a tax increase, but the proper way for tiz Chicago
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Board of Education to go is toAget rid of some of the loafers
they have there in the supervisory capacity. That's where
the way to go, get rid of theﬁ. fou know, in our area
they've closed three schools. If there's other schools in
the City of Chicago in other areas, they should Se closed. I
want to know what is the Mayor of the City of Chicago’s posi-
tion on this tax increase?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBRUCE)

Alright; For what purpése does Senator Rock arise?
SENATOR ROCK:

Tvo purposes. She's opposed, and I'd like to take...ask
Senator Berman to take this out of the record momentarily for
the reason that the Minority Leader and I are attempting to
contact the Speaker and he is 1in coanference. Momentarily,
and I would suggest we...I said she’s opposed. Alright. I
suggest we move to House Bill 394 in the intebimvihile Sena—
tor Philip and I attempt to contact the Speaker.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berman. Senator Berman asks leave to take it out
of the record. lLeave is granted. 394, Senator MNetsch is
recognized on a motion on the first Conference Comnittee
report. .

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, MNr. Presidemt. I wouid:move the adoption of
the first Conference Committee Eeport,to Hoase Bill 394, and
if I might get Senator Keats' attention, Senator Keats, this
is our bill. The bill ahoiispes the legislation through
which the Chicago Urban Transpottation District was created,
and along with abolishing the legislation and thé curp, it
also, of course, abolishes its property taxing power and its
bonding power. This is something that both Senator Keats and
I have wanted to accomplish for some timea The assets aad
liabilities will be transferred to the Chicago ransit

Authority to be used for capital projects in the area of the




Page 129 — JOLY 1, 1982

district, which 1is the area from which the property taxes
vere first collected. I should point out that the Conference
Coanittee report does recognize the existence of “the court
decree that has been entered in Chicago as a result of a
class action that had been brbught thefe. That .does mean
that the attempt to return some of the money to property tax;
payers in the area and the lawyers' fees will be paid. I
consider that unfortunate, I wish it were not‘ SO. If we'd
passed the bill last year, it would not be so, but it is aow
a matter of court record, the notices have already been
_printed and there is, obviously, nothing that can be dome
about that. I would emphasize, and really emphasiZe that the
money that is to be transferred to CTA is to be used for
capital improvements only. It is not to be msed to wipe out
the deficit in the supervision and administratiom cost
account, it 1is not to be used for studies, it is to be used
for physical improvements. And we have assurance from the
Civic Federation, which has been extremely helpful in this,
that they will monizor to see that it is so used. On that
basis, I voul@ move the adéption of Conference Committee
Report No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Channel 5 ;sks leave to film the proceedings. Is. there
leave? Leave is granted. Discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I*1ll just say we've done a lot
of work on this over the years, we finally have agree&ent and
I'm going to keep my mouth shut while the mﬁmentum's goinge.
I ask for an affirmative roll call. ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:
Senator Netsch, you say this is for capital improvenments.

Has it...do you know if the capital improvement of the eleva—
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tor station at Douglas Park im Puylaski is in this capital
inprovement? That station burned dowa about seven years ago.
You know, it's in a neighborhood that's a minority neighbor-
hood, but a lot of people use that station. I drove the
other day wup north on Western and Lawrence and I saw a per—
fectly good station ripped down and a brand new one reélaced
there. . So, I want to kmow, is this capital improvement'going
to help those people that use the elevator at Cullerton and
Pulaski and at Douglas Park line? I =mean, you know, they
have been walking up wooden steps, old pedple have been
slipping down, and I want to know if this improvemént, is inm
there. Tou know.
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Two amnswers to your question. One is that the capital
improvements will be for the most part determined after the
money is released to the CTA. Secondly, if you will give me
a =moment, I will check the map and see whether that area is
within the district. If it is, it certaimly would be eli-
gible to request improvements through it, but I*1ll give that
to you afterwards, if I might, I have to get the map out.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Purther discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee
report on House Bill 394. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all vo:ted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are noge, 1 Voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Comait-
tee report omn House Bill 394, and the bill having received
the required coastitutional majority is declared passed.
We'll Jjust coantinue right on down the Calendar, on Page 4,

Senator Mahar, is House Bill 19173. Senator Mahar is recog—
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nized for a ﬁotion.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. Presideat and members of the Senate. I
ask leave ofithe...of the Body to use the corrected Confer—
ence Comaittee report. There are two on your desk and would
it be necess?:y for...read the LRB number to be sure we have
th right one, or do...do we have that? House Bill 1913, I
;ould move that we concur in the Conference Comaittee report
to House Bill 1913. It does several things. First of all,
it restricts the use of charitable vehicle plates, a bill
that we discussed at some length earlier. It provides that
the logo or lettering that was origihally asked for on the
side of the vehicles be removed and not be part of the...of
the bill. It provides that special decals that are now
authorized in municipalities for handicapped peopie can be
extended to organizations that tramsport handicapped people.
It provides for limitations on ceremonial plates issued by
the Secretary of State, the applicant must pay the cost of
the plate, n§ more tham two hundred can be issued for no more
than sixty :days and only one set of plate. It provides,
gquite importantly, for if failure to pay ten or more traffic
tickets or évo or more moving violations, would allow a umnit
of govermment to seek the Secretary of State to suspend the
drivers 1ic§nse without a hearing until such...for a period
of six months until such...ﬁntil such time as the cleck of
the court is notified. I think I've covered most of the
things in it, and I would be happy to try to amswer any ques-—
tions and ask for your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator HcMillan.
SENATOR McMILLAN:

Well, I'm not sure which of these reports is which, but
does this still include the provision on special plates for

retired members of the Gemeral Assembly?
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PRESIDING OPPICER: {SEFATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:
‘ fes, Senator...well, that?s considerably altered. It's
nov a vanity plate which you amust pay the vanity price for.
Provideg that you are not eligible for it umless you are age
fifty—five and have served eight years or sixty-two and
served foar years. Afteﬁ the next term, you must serve ten
years in order to get the plate.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

Senator McMillan. Further discussion? éenator
Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Would the sponsor yield for a couple of qnestions?‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Mahar, I apologize for some of the gquestions I
may have to ask here, but againm, it's...and it's not the
first time it'%s ever happened that a nev matter comes up in a
QOnference Committee, but certainly this is a matter that
ought to go through committee and needs...needs some study.
I don't know what the emergency is for this kxind of legis—
lation. Obviously, there's hegn a problem with people who
have been cited for violations and don't show up and I can
appreciate the problem and enforcement of it. But again, not
gaving timé to look through this, did I understand you to say
that if you've got two moving violations and you don'f show
up for those tvo moving violations, that your license is
going to be suspended by the Secretary of State with no...no
hearing having been had and no adjudication as to whether or
not you are...are guilty of these offeases?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar.
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SENATOR MAHAR:

That is basically correct. Ieg.w
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sangueisier;

SENATOR SANGHEISTER: 

: Well, 1I'm hearing several...who's...who's running this
bill, is it Semator Chew or Senator Mahar, I mean, I...well,
who's in charge? I will take an ansver from who's ever in
charge.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar...Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Yes, thank you. ‘This is at the reguest of the Super—
intendent of Police of Chicago, and I think Senator Chew has
a lettef of explanation and he wmight wish to amswver this
questiona
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BROUCE)

Senator Chewv.

SENATOR CHEW:

Thaak you, Mr. President.) Senator, in ansver to your
questions,:it's two warrants for tem or more citations, not
two citations, two uérfants-

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOR BRUCE)
" Senator Sangaeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, wny understanding, that's jJust patking tickets.
¥hat ahout...it's‘. ay anderstanding that. eveﬁ fron
the...the...the superintendent's own letter, bhe's talking
abbut two...two warrants for...for outsfanding Eoving viola~-
tions, or a warrant for. tem of more outstanding parking
violations, so if you'Qe got...if you rum two stop signs 1in
the City of Chicago, and for ome reason or another you have
not appeared and a warrant goes out, you're going to automat-

ically get your license suspended as I read this legislation.
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I think that's ;...quite a penalty to suffer when you even
had...ﬁad a chance, for one reason or amother, to defend
whether or not you're guilty of this violation. At least
that®s the way I read the legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEN:

Senator Sangmeister, you know very well what the Vehicle
Code is and the court procedures An moving violatiomns. Any
three " moving violations, you';e subject to rennovation of
your license, one; Number two, anyone who gets a nmoving
violation 1is in contact with ;he issuing officer with the
clearly stated court date on that citation. Now, if you fail
+0 go to court to defend youa're wrong or you're righ%, thea
jou're in violation of a law tﬁat you helped tq put on the
books. HNow, when I issue you a ticket, you don't pay it and
you don't go to court, there is an additional notification to
you that you have missed a court date. If ybn ignore that,
then you get another little white card from the courts shou—
ing that you have missed tbe court date. MNow, that's three
different contacts on one citation issued. If you fail,
after these attempts, then the Secretary of State is noti-
fied. ©Now, this doesﬁ't mean that your licemse is going to
be revoked, it means that you just can't do business until
you take care of the prior business. In other words, wvelve
got people all over this State that have moving violatiosms,
their license, as you know, is still held by the courts, they
are driving without a license, and you kanow this as well as I
do, let's be real practical. What we're attemprting to do
here, Sir, 1is these scofflawers who just arbitrarily igmore
the law, park, get arrested for speeding, give a bond card
and never pick it up, give their driver®s license, continue
to drive unauthorized, and it's many of them not only in the

City of Chicago, it's throughout the State, that's what wve're
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talking about.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

¥Well, then I suppose it's all in the -eyes of the
beholder, but I would say, if I...if I®*a arrested in the City
of Chicago for ruaning a stop sign and I post a bomd and I
decide I want to forfeit that bond rather than appear, cer—
tainly they have the right to...to issue a warrant for nmy
arrest, but generallyf most people have accegted that forfei-
ture of that bond as a payment of the fine. Now, in case
here there is a warrant issued, there is no discretion as I
see it, and again, the pioblem here is we don't havé any
cénnittee input in order to...to ascertain the probleas that
might arise here, but Jjust gquoting £from the...from the
Conference Committee report, "The Secretary of State  upon
receipt of a form prescribed by him advising him that there
is a wvarrant outstanding in aiy one county in Illinois for
the arrest of a violator for:ten or more parking violations,
or there are two or more warrants outstanding in any' one
county in Illinois for the arrest of a violator for regula-
tions relating to the movemen£ of traffic shall immediately
suspend the driver's license §f said violator without a hear—
ing and shall not remove such suspension nor issue any li-—
cense or permit to said violator until notified by the clerk
of the court of the county that the violator has appeared and
satisfied the outstanding wvarrant against him." Now, I...I
think you better take a good hard look at this. There may be
a problea that ought to be resolved, but I don't <think it
ought to be resolved at ten—thirty tonight.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

I have Senétors Sangmeister, Collins, Nimrod, Nash,
Coffey, Hall, McMillan. Alright, Semator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:
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Yeah. Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Chew, I was

going to suggest thate...because I t@ink some of the problems
is the structuﬁe of the sentence. I don't teaLiy...I under—
étand the intent, because right wow the éxisting lav you
will, in fact, lose your driver's liqense wvhether you appear
in court or not if you're fqund guilty of a fine. Por.three
moving violations you automaﬁicaliy lose, you;re supposed to
have your driver's license suspended if fou're found guilcy
o0f...0f that.
PBRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar. Senator Chew.
SENATOR MAHAR:

I...I'n sorry, NHr. President...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright.
'SENATOR MAHAR:

«-«] was talking to another Gentleman here and I dida't
hear the question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATGR BRUCE)

Well, Senmator Mahar, are you...should I just direct all
questions to Senator Chew on this? 1 meén, is he
the...alright, he's the designated...

SENATOR MAHAR: '

It*s Senator Chew's amendment on this issue, I direct the
questions to hiﬁ.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR BBUCE)
‘ Alrigh{. Senator Chew.
SEXATOR CHEW:

eesWill oﬂly attempt to answer the quesiions uhenvit's
asked of me, and I suppose you would give nme tﬁat courtesy
from the Chair, and that's all I'm asking for. She asked a
gaestion diréctly to me and I was going to attempt to answer
it, if I could get your attention. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
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I just run the ship by the rules, Senator Chew, and that
ain't in the rules, but if you want to do it, take off.
SENATOR CHEW:

Good deal. Miss Collias...Mrs. Collins, thaz 1is not
accurate that if you go to court that you automatically ger
your license suspended for three moving violationms. if you
are found guilty within a twelve month period of three moving
violations, then your license is suhjectea +0 suspension, but
it?’s not the emphasis omn three, because if you get three
moving violatious in'a fifteen month period, that does not
apply.

PRESI’DiNG OCFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator- Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Chew, I'm...I®m well aware of that and I did
indicate that if you are found guilty. I's...I'm well aware
ve're talkiné about a one year period, twelve months, okay.
I do drive. The...the thing that I'a concerned about, it
appears, based on the laanguage of, or two moving violationms,
it...it®s saying that you somehow @now are exempting the
existing lav or...or nullifying the'existing law with this
la¥. To warrant for...for the...I am not clear, it's not
clear in ny =mind, if you're talking about nonmoving viola-—
tions, parking %tickets, ten or more, and are you talking
about two warrants to remind you of those tem parking tickets
that you have not paid? Now, are you t#lking about speeding
tickets, moving violatioas, or what are you talking about?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Mrs. Collins, a moving violation is, in fact, a speeding
violation or a violation where the automobile is in motiom,
and it does not necessarily have to be speeding. There are

two kinds, there's a parking violation and a moving viola-—
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tioa.. Now, the differgnce of hov you interpret it, I will
correct it, if you'll allow me. It doesn’t say two moviag
violations, it says tWwo varrants, apd there's a difference in
. that. See, the law aé it's written today deals with three
moving violations then your license is subjected to be in
jeopardy, not two moving violationms, three and ten parking
tickets or more. Now, the guestion I?d like to pose to you,
would you want someone continuing to operate an automobile
after having ignored sufficient notification ftom the courts
of these violatioms, do you want that person in the streets?
And the second part of the question is, are you advocating
that you condone ten parking violations without any actior at
ali? '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

The Chair hates to intercede, but I can Jjust tell you
that's just exactly what happens. UWNow, Senator Chew, you are
guestioning Senator Collins who was questioning you on Sena-
tor Mahar?®s bill. Nbv, I will allow this to go as far as the
Body wishkes, but..,Senétor Collins. Further discussion?
Senator Himrod.

SERATOR EIMROD:

Thank'you, Mr. President. Just one quick question of the
SpONSOr. shat I'd 1like to know is that in the event that
this bill were to>pa§é, if someone had ten parking tickets
before this bill became law, when this becomes law can they
go .back after those -tem tickets that were issued before
this...vas a law?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR BRUCE)

‘ Who vants to field this ome? Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Well, I'm not an attorney so, therefore, I would be
guilty of practicing law without a license if I answered that
gquestion. I...I would think they probably could.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Niarod.
SENA:OR NIMBOD:

It seems to me there®s no need to practice law to do
this, all we're doing is this law is again allowing them to
go back on tickets that have already been issued. It seeas
to me to be fair that if we're saying that we're changing‘the
rules or whatever is happening that we do it from this day
forward then everybody knows what's happening; But to have
this go back on people and individuals throughout this State
that there are conditions or situations happened in the past,
seels to me it's the wrong thing to do, ana it seems to be a
blank check for the police department and law enforcement
aéencies to...nunicipalities.to pursue something that they
and probably the ones who received the tickets have been
negligent. I...I would think that this ought to be rejected
anﬁ :this provision ought to just be changed so that it
happens from this day forvard. I don*t think I vould have
any objections to ita.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SERATOR COFFEY:

Yes, HAr. President, first of all, I have a question maybe
of the Chair om...as 1 notice this Conference Comaittee
report makes reference to corrected nusber one, is that part
of our rules? But, you know, there was two Conference
Conmittees, the first one...are you saying the first Confer—
ence Committee reporte...is it...we can have that and then
the;e can be another ome in which you might not have been
part of and there can be a...a Conference Committee corrected
namber one?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

No,‘I believe, Senator Coffey, it's the same coaposition.

It...it just indicates to the Body that there was a technical

error in the first Conference Committee report which has been
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corrected...in the first Confcrence Conmittee report cor-
rected. So, welre...we're still on the same report, sanme
menbership and the sponsor sought and received leave *0 do
that. Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY;

V Well, I understand what you':e saying and...and I don't
have a real big problem with the bill, but I wvas at the first
Conference Conamittee, the second oné vas held, I...I‘didn't
know about the Conferemce Committee, it wasn't the sase. The
first one I was in, the first Conference Committee report I
seen was altogether differemt than what this ome is, and I
just wonder if the members that...that signed this Conference
Conmi ttee report realize it's nc the same...it's not the
sane...same wording. I have a uestion of the sponsor also.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRU'E)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, Senator, I understand one section is eliminated, the
definition on religious...organization buses. Can you tell
me what part is eliminated dealing with religious organiza-
+ion buses?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENMATOR BRICE)

Senator Mahare. ‘
SENATOR MAHAR:

Well, if you're referring to the logo and the name on tﬁe
side, that's been removed, and in addition to that, there is
novw one plate. In other words, where there used to be two
plates for buses and other vehicles there's now one plate.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEHATOR BEUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Hell,:no, that vasn®tee-thz ...7.e.I'm avare of that vwvas

taken care of, but as I understand in the comnmittee analysis

that there's a portion of the def'nition dealing with reli-
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gious organiéation buses which we had a few yéars ago a big
fight over getting <hat into the Statu*e to make sure that
those religiéus buses were protected. I*ps wondering if
there's any changes in those definitionsl now under
this...under this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

It's ﬁy understanding that im order to...to tighten
thiS...this bill up and make it more workable that the Secre-
tary of State's Office cosbined those vehicles into one class
and is issuing one <ype plate for thenm.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, that...Senator, that_ might...Senator Mahar, that
might be correct. I know .you've worked very hard bn this and
you've tried to please people on both sides of the Chamber,
both sides of the aisle, and all over the world 'in this bill,
and I know you've put a lot of effort out. I;..I question
that part of the bill to make sure that ve don’t change that
definition of what a reiigious bus means in the:Statute, and
secondly, that this Conference Committee repor:t inm using this
corrected report kind- of gives me some conée:n that this
happens in soﬁe cases, we could be...a signéture on the
report it «could be altogether changed and soameone could
be...have a signature on a report that they hadn®t approved
of. I think it's a-bad precedent for us to sef here in this
Body. '

PRESIDING OF..F.ICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
FPurther discussion? Senator Kenneth Ball.
SENATOR HALL:
Will the sponsor yield for a guestion? Senator Mahar,

I've been very supportive of your~bill here, but evidently
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now what has happened is that when it started out oiiginally,
I think...and I understand now that several things have been
taken out. Now, I read where"the genesis of this was that
the House sponsor started out with this because he said there
were someblérge cars,.Cadillécs or Mercedes Benz and those,
is that Still iDe..0Te<.0C...O0rC is thaé part still in the
billz?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

fes, Senator Hall, the basic part of the bill is still
there in which the charity vehicle plates...that thé Secre—
tary of State now has language to tighten up on the use
of...those plates by his ability to be sure that the units
that are using them are qualified for charitable vehicles.
The only change in charitable vehicle is the fact that the
logo or name on the side is no lomger required.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR BRUCE)

(Machine cutoff)...Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Well, one other gmestion. Now, ; heard something about
one plate, we still are going to havé tvo plates on
each...cach car aren't we? Was there something...I...was
some noise and I just didn*t understand and I just vanted do
that.e..get clear on thate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBR BRUCE)

Sepator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

The one set of pl&tes refer to ceremonial vehicles only.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Seaator McMillan. Senator Chev. Alrighta
Senator Jerome Joyce. Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Question. Is this bill, with respect to parking viola-
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tions, is this...am I led %o believe that this bill is appli-
cable to all present outstanding warrants? .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

.esSenator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

#ell, as I said earlier, I don'i;..l'm not qualified to
give a definite answer on that as...as an attormey. I'm, not
too sure. I see no language in the bill that says...I would
seem to me that it could very well apply to warraats
that...in other words, if an individual now has three parking
tickets and accumulates in the néxt,period of time after this
bill is signed seven more, he might be in a position to come
under this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
. Senator Jereamiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE: _

But...but, Senator Mahar, what about all those individu-
als who have accumulated ten or more parking tickets at the -
present time? Would...would those individuals have their
licenses suspended?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Hahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

I vwould...I would hope they'd be in trouble, because it
just seems to me that when you accumulate...that number
of...of tickets, you ought to have your license suspended. I
see mno reason for that type of ihing, and I think this is
time that we...vwe change our Statutes to allow for- thpse
people to be brought to time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
{Machine cutoff)...Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEBEHIAﬁ JOICE:
Well, that's alright if you have the guilty party all the

time, Senator Mahar, but there are many, many instances where




Page 144 — JULY 1, 1982

people have parking violations because their car was...was
under the coantrol of someone else or becahse nistakes wvere
made, or uhatéver. There are forty-seven thousand, forty-
seven thousand people from all over the State who have war-
rants outstanding im the City of Chicago with the Chicago
Police Department for parking violations. Jewal was
supportive of this bill because I was under the impressioa
that that type of sitmation was going to be addressed. That
is that all of the sudden forty-seven thousand people, or
two, or three, oz fouf thousand people who might not be even
avare that they have these warranmts, for a number ofnteasons,
are going to have.their...driving privileges suspended. How
do you deal with that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Before a traffic warrant is issued agairst any person
residing outside of a jurisdiction, all citations issued to
that person or vehicle registered to such person will ' be
checked for accuracy. If an error is discovered, the cita-
tion be nomsuited and no warrant will be issued. It Jjust
seens to me that very close surveillance is going to be given
to these, and I...le...it?s hard for nme to believe-..it's:h;rd
for me to rationalize a person having ten and not knowing
_about it énd being totally unaware of the fact that they're
in...in trouble.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Seaator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOICE:

Well, you know, that...that isan't the case because you
frequently bhave situations where people move, where people
let relatives use their vehicles, IeeeI...I just *think that
this should be...whether we have to do it by simply standing

here and talking and putting legislative intent on the record
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or whatever, but I simply think that, yau know, we might be
creating a...a real serious problem for a lot of people
who.-.vho are not the type of people that we're tying to get
at, that's all I'm saying.
PRESIDING OFFICER:: (SENATOR BRUCE)

For what purpose does Senator Rock arise?
SENATOR ROCK:

A éoint of order. I think the Senator's point is well
taken. Why don't we dump this turkey and start over.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Oiinga. Senator Mahar, do
you have any response?

SENATOR MAHAR:

No, I don't think it's a turkey,.at this stage of the
game I think it's...it's well intentioned, it has been talked
about a great deal, it's been aired probably as much if not
aore than any other bill, it®s no different than all the rest
of them that come through at this time on July 1st or July
2nd, and the fact that we are...had great discussions about
traffic tickets and that sort of thing, I think it is long
overdue. It*s a very, very simple matter. If you want to
harangue the thing from a legal point of view, I guess jyou
can do it for hours and hours. 1It's a simple procedure that
ought to be corrected and we should do it by starting right
now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Ozinga.

SENATOR OZINGA:

dell, I wasn't going to speak on this bill because I
figured I might be a beneficiary of it. 1I’m more than will-
ing to pay fifty bucks for the memories of this Body as one
of those that will be retiring with this plate, and I would
very much appreciate your favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Mabar, do you wish to close?
SENATOR MAHAR: »

. I ask for an affirmative vote.
PBéSIbING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

.The question 15, Ehall the Senate adopt the first Confer—
ence Coommittee report oa House Bill 1913. Those in favor
vote ‘Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
{Machine cutoff)...voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish?.
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
the Ayes are 36, the Nays are 21, 1 Voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Confergnce Committee report on
House Bill 1913, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 2370,
Senator Nash. Senator Nash is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR NASH:

" eesMT. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I move that we accept'the second corrected Conference Coummit—
tee report on House Bill 2370A..

PBESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
the Senate...I asked three times. Senator Totten.
ssx‘ubn TOTTEN:

Thank you, HMr. president. Will the sponsor explain
vhat's in this bill? "

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Nash.- '
SENATOR NASH:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this is the Onmnibus Cémmissioi bill. Apptopriatiohs bill.
PRESIDING OFPICERfI (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN:
How many dollars are in this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Alright...Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Pifteen million eighty—eight thousand £four huadred and
fifty dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN:

This is the first...same first Conference Committee
report?

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SESATOR BRUCE)
' Senator...Senator Nash.
SENATOR NASH:

fhis is the saase bill we passéd out two days -ago, that we
discussed tvo days agd, and the House had to make some
corrections.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEN:

What were the corrections? There were fifty-three
comaissions in this last time around. Fifty-three...there
were fifty-five coammissions in it last time around, what's
the corrections on the Conference Comamittee report?

PREéIDIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank'you. As a hyphenated joint sponsor, Mr. President,
for the record, Senator Totten, as you will recall, whenr this
vent over, we had had in there the pay plam on all comnis—
sions that had, in fact, personal services employees. OncCe
we reversed that position, ve receded from that amendmeant,
and therefore, bhad to relist all those that are in there.
ASee-t0 MYy...well, obviously, there's no commission ia here

that has not been statntorily passed. There were some

adjustments in the numbers, partially based on that change of
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position of trying to balance the budget by using in part,
personal services.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Purther...Senator Totten.
SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Then on the bill, this is the
same one I believe I discussed the last time it went through
here., Pifty-five conmissions, fourteen or fifteen million
dollars, Status of Women is in here, the...that's right,
everything is in here. Tha; ¥as one, two, three, four, five,
six, seven, eight brand new commissions in here. Aud:I'll
just...ny remarks of the other day stand oa this. This is a
- good way to.save some money. . V
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator McMillan.

SENATOR McMILLAN:

Mr. President, I, too, rise inm opposition to this bill.
Before we le;ve this place we will have rtobbed money jfron
what shonlé have gone into the Road Fumd for other things.
¥e...somewhere soamebody along the 1ine. is either going to
have to layoff State employees or find a way to sneak fronm
thea the raises that they thought they earmed, and here ve
are going t#rough commission after cosmission, increasing the
amounts by ninety—three thousand, twelve thousand, fifty;five
thousand, whatever. I don't know how many people there are
jobs for in’ this bill, but it's one ,of those bills .that
stinks worse than some of the other garbage that ve'veAsent
out of here this evening. 'This 1is exactly the thing_ ve
should not be doing at a time when the ultimate budget that
gets passed and...and signed by the Governor is going to
cause some hardships for people 1in this State. This is
’rong, it's a bad idea, it ought to be killed right now.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ‘BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.
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SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, Mr. President and meabers of ;he Senate, I Tise with
some of the same words tha:-qﬁr leader used a 1little while
égo when be said we ouéht to get rid of this turkey.
Where's...Transportation Study Commission, which I happen to
be a member of, I notice has got some eighty thousand dollars
more in thén they had in laét year. What they ought to do is
be cutting...cutting that commission by about three or four
hundred thousand and.e.addees0r eliminating completely
because they haven't doné: anything since I've been in the
General Assembly, and I don't think they’re aiwming to do any-
thing except sit over there'aﬁd.spend a lot of momey. I
think this whole thing ought to go béck to Conference Commit-—
tee. I see here that we have a...and I have a question of
.the spomnsor, if he would yield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

On tienty—eight you have -a. Sunset Commission, c;n you
tell me what that Sunset Commission does?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ﬁéUCB)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CABROLL;

It's my understanding..:it does not set the sun as sonae
have suggested, but it was rather a request of the Governor
your...this Governmor, not so long ago, the commission is
there to review agencies.to seé.which ones should go out of
existence. _

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOR:BRUCE)

Senator Coffey. V
SENATOR COFFEX:

Is that set there also to look at commissioas to see if
any of them should go out of éxistence?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

I don't know if that®s in their purview, they®d be smart
if it is not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Yeah, well, Mr. President and members of the Senate, you
knov, here's a good way to take this back. Now, many of
these commissions.<.l know we're going to end up with them
wvhen the...when the Session is out, we could sure send this
back to Conference Coamittee, and at least go back to the
tvelve @million dollars that it originally started with
instead of the some 2.18 million dollars that we have added
to this thing. And here ve set...Sunset...Commission on
Sunset clause and some of this stuff, I think there's just
another way we're spending a buanch of money and nothing is
happening. So, let'si send this thing back to Conference
Conmittee and let's cut out a bunch of this money and we'll
have some more to...to run this State on.

PRESIDING OFFICER: kSENATOB BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Buzbee. Senator Sommef;
SENATOR SONHER:

Thank you...thank you...thank you, Mr. President. You®ll
note that I didn't sign the Conference Committee report,
Senator Schaffer didn't‘sign it. Our concern was how they
got it through the door after it came through the House here,
it*s so big and fat.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Sénaéor Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM:

#ell, thank you, Mr. President. Echo many of the state—
ments of many of the prior speakers, but the problem here is

there are some legitimate coamissions that are bunched
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together with the garbage. FNow, in the prior- two budget
cycles the support commissions, your Legislative Council,
your joint committee and so on and so forth, 'intergovern—
uent§1 cooperation, the support agencies to the Legislature
Heré treated differently, all rose and fell on their own.
I...I can't support this bill in...in this fashion, and it's
really unfortunate that we have departed from prior prac—
tices. And I'd...I'd urge other members to reject this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR‘BRUCE) .

further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

-Thanks, ¥r. President. You know...you know, I'm supposed
to .he a Yes vote on this thing, but has anybody bothered to
read this list? I mean, I got to tell you, I'm supposed to
be a Yes vote and I'm reading thisvstuff, and thank God I ate
dinner long enough ago, there?s nothing left in my stomach to
thtqv up. I'm looking at commissions that haven': done any-
thing in fifteen years with twenty-five and forty-five thou-
sand dollar increases. Hey, I got a sense of humor but this
is ridiculous. I mean, you know, if you got to put...well,
excuse me, we're om the air and reporters here, maybe I won't
say some of the people you and I know are oa the payroil,
but, yoa know, some people would get honest jobs if they had
io,? This is outrageoas. I mean I just read some of this
stuff I'a supposed to be voting for. '

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo—Karis. (Machine cutoff)...Ged—Kgris.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
after hearing all the hmmiliating remarks, I move the pre—
vious question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Senator Nash may close.

SENATOR NASH:
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I ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Theé question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Connittee BReport No. 1 oan House Bill 2370. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The vdting is épen.
Have ail voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Are there anymore who wish to vote? Take
the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 30, the Nays are
23...for what purpose does SenatoOl...

SENATOR NASH:

I ask for a second Cénfetence Committee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

vell, iet's back up a minute, Senator. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 23 and 3 VYoting Present. The
Conference Committee report is not adopted and the Secretary
shall so inform the House. Senator Fash now asks leave to
request a second Conference Comnittee be appointed. On the
‘Order of Conference Committee Reports, House Bill 2439, Sena—
tor D*Arco.

SENATOR D®*ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Essentially, this is the
Chicago Park District's pension bill., There is a provision
in here that the House...attempted to eliminpate but they did,
in fact, pass the first Conference Committee report with this
provision io it, and it raises the pinimum widow's pension to
two hundred and fifty dollars per month, a rTaise of fifty
dollars per month for some eighty or so...widows in the
downstate Policemen Pemsion System. I would reiterate that
the State Mandates Act does not apply and no disclaimef is
necessary for this particular provision because the amount of
the increase is less than fifty thousand dollars, and <he
Mandates Act would only apply if it were fifty thousand or
more. So, we didan't need a disclaimer for that particular

provision. The other provisioans which apply zo :he Chicago
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Park District «hich raised the survivor's annuity, the death
benefit, the child's benefit, and changes the formula for
conputing +he maximum age requirement in order to obtaimn a
pension, all have disclaimer provisions im there pertaininmg
to the State Mamdates Act. So, there would be no monies from
State Governaeut to provide for these increases, but the park
district would have...have to pay for those increases. The
other provisions érovide to the regionmal superintendent.
There was a pickup provision for the Internal Revenue pur—
poses and there was also a provision for elected officials to
get cost of 1living increases since they can't...they can't
get that increase because they're in ' their own term of
office. The ¢ her...that is essentially the entire bill, and
I vould move t at we adopt Conference Coamittee Report No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFI .ER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not,...oh, Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. It's a rather coapreheansive
document, I just vonder how come Senator D'Arco is the only
Senator that signed the report, was it that popular?
PRESIDING OFFI ER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

I thick, Senator Grotberg, you're mistaken. The Secre-
tary informs: me that all Senators...mot all, ome did not sign
it and we were looking for him and e couldn®t...who...who
didn*t sign it, Kenny? -
SECHRETARY:

Senator Becker.

SENATOR D*Ak{O:

Senator who?
SECRBETARY:

Becker.

SENATOR D'ARCO:
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Becker. #e couldn't find:Senator Becker at the time. We
vere trying to get the report sigmed and we couldn't find
him, but all the other Senators did, im fact, sign.it.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR éAVICKAS)

Senator Gfotberg, evidently there must be amn error in
vhich report it is. Senator érotherg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

We are back to:corrected copies again, is that what we're
suggesting?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, yes. .

SENATOR GEOTBERG:

All...all I have on ay desk is a copy and Senator
D'Arco's signature, but if there's another ome, I'd be glad
to see it. Then I want to know...then I'd want to kanow the
difference.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAViCKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCQ:

Well, the one...the one copy didn*t have the provision in
there for the downstate policé. That was going to be the
first ConEetence...Comnittee‘ report, but we changed that to
put the provision in for the dowastate widows. So, I aean,
thét's the difference hetweeﬁ_the copy you have aand the copy
that the Clerk has. : .

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

' Senator Schuneman.
SENATOB'SCHUNEHAN:

. Well, thank you, Mr. President. Some strange things seen
to be happening to the Conference Committee reports. Like
Senator Grotberg, I don't have the report that's obviously
being described by the spomnsor, and I really think we should
have the same report that he's working from in order to

intelligently work on the bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVIéKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER::

Haxbe I can'help clear that up, Senator Schunezan. I...I
askéd the Sponsor to put an amendment on for the downstate
police vidows, and I 'told hia, if this is going to hamper
your bill, forget it, énd...so they made the mistake of
filing the second Corference...report first, and I asked
them...it?s partially my fault because I asked them to take a
run at aine, if it didmn*t fly, then we*'d take it off,
and...and the 'number in the reports, I think, is confusing
because I asked them to take ; run at my amendment on the
bill ‘rather than to have it kill the bill if that's what it
might do. But since we found ou:t that the Mandates Act does
not apply, I don’t think there's any problenr.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator D*Arco..

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Senator Schuneman, the only difference between the report
you’re holding in your hand and the...actual report that's
been filed is thiszone provision for the dJdownstate widows.
It increases the minimum annuity from two hundred to two hun—
dred and fifty dollars per month. Other than that, every
other provision that®*s in your report is in the Teport that's
been filed with the Clerk.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman. A
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

viell,'ur. President. I...I don*t know that I object to
what?s in the Conference Coammittee report, I!m siaply making
the case that it seems to me if we're going to be approviang
Conference Committee reports, we ought to have the report. I
don't believe that we've been in...up ontil this point, I

don't believe we've been approving Conference Coummittee
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reports unless we actually had the report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

If he...if> he would 1like, 1...1_&0 have the...a-coéy of
the report, I can jﬁét...l think Senator Taylor is going to
be very generous and hand hia the copy.of the report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunepan.

SENATOR SCHUﬁEﬂAN:

Well, Mr. President, I've got a copy of the report,
apparently, but the ‘other members don®t have copies of the
reporte. S0, 1 guess my question vould be a gquestion to the
Chair. Por the rest of the proceedings are...is this the way
we're going to proceed? ﬁot knowing whether we have the
right Conference Committee report or siaply taking the
sponsor's word for what's in the report. What's going to. be
the procedure, Mr. President?

PRESIDING OFFPICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, Senator, obviously, this is the first time it's
happened that the one reportﬂthat was filed with the Secre-—
tary differed from a report that the} bad prepareﬁ'béfore
they decided to file the ome with the Secretary, and obvi-
ously, there has been an error in distribution. The Secre-
tary does have the original report and that includes all of
these items that have been enumerated. So, it'snprobgbly
been a...an error in the numbering or- ap error in distri-
bution. I have DnO...I know of no’othgr similar situation.
Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN: B

Senator Coffey complained just a few minutes ago about a
similar situation, Mr. Presiden+, and I don’t know that I
have any particular objection witha..

- PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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NO...NO, Senatore.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

--.0f this bill, bat...and I'm not going -to persist in

thise..
PRESIDING GFFICEZER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

¥ell, Senator SchunemaNa...
SENATOR SCHUBNEHAN:

eesbut from mpow on, I think that it's proper
all members to have copies of the Conference
repétt.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman, Senator Coffey's vwas a

situation, his was a corrected copy, a corrected

Conmittee report which differs froa, obviously,

to ask for

Committee

different
Conference

where ihey

had two different reports prepared here. Senator Egam.

END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, Mr. President and Senator Schuneman, just to clarify
the matter, I...could I read the number to see...I bhave a
Conference Committee report, you've got one in your hand, I'd
like to see, maybe there's two of them. Would you look at
the number on your report, the Legislative BRefereance Bureau
number, and follow my numbers, please. Alright, LRB8206851,
capital E, cabital C, small letter jsccrl. Is that what you
have?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepator Schunemén.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

That...that is the first Conference Coamittee report that
vas on my desk. That is not, however, the Conference Commit—
tee report that was handed to me by Senator Tayior.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D®*ARCO:

¥o, that's the wrong report, and tha£ vas the...let
Be...if I can explain this so ve all understand.it, that was
the original report that we were going to file, and, inm fact,
we did file that report, but to accommodate Senator Weaver,
we decided that we would change the report to - put im this
provision for the downstate Policemen's Pension Systen
t0...to protect these widows. So, we changed the report to
put in that oﬁe provision, but unfortunately, the...somebody
didn®t circulate the copies of this amended report o the
members of the Body and I apologize for that, but, you know,
if you don't want to take my word for the...what's in this
rebort, you don?t have to. I?m just saying that there's this

one additional provision that is in the report...that is not
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in the report that you have om your desk, and Semator Weaver
will verify that and I think Senator Bermning will also verify
that, ande..*thate..that*s the vaf it is.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

5enator‘Vada1abene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and memberé of fhe Senate.
I believe that Senator Weaver has admitted that possibly he
was a* fault. Senator D'Arco has apologized, and Senmator
Séhuneman, these are two outstaanding, upright...legislators
in this Body, and let®s go on with the business at hand.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senatof échunemdn.

SENATOR SCHUBEMAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. 1I'm not questioning the integ—
rity of any'membef. I'n questioning our procedure. The copy
that vas handed to me by Semator Taylor, for some feason, has
no .signatutes.on it, so I don't know what...what that signi—
fies. But I guess my gquestion to the...tb the Secretary
would be, what...what is the number of the Conference Coamit—
tee report on the Secretary's desk?
éBEéIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Mr. Secfetary.

SECRETARY:

Hy...my. number would be identical to yours, Senator.
“LRBBZOGBSIE&JHCCR1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATO#ISAVICKAS)

poes that match aup, Senator Schuneman?...Senator BowWers.
SENATOR BOiﬁRS: '

A Well, I wasn®'t going to get into this, Mr. President,
but...but now I would call your attention *o the fact that we
have in the record that there wvas a Coanference Committee
report <filed, £for some reason we wanted to change it so it

was withdravm, there is another ome filed not before the Body
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at this point as far as the desks are concerned, and I Jjust
seriously question, where do ve have the power to withdraw
them after they*re filed? That's in the record, I wasn't
going to say a word until it was put in the record.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.--S€nator, our Secretary says he cam sure as heck
straighten it out for yoam right now. ‘
SECRETARY:

"Whate..vhat acrually happened, Senator, is we got the
report, the Legislative Council makes our copies, the Treport
vas wrong and the report wasn't signed, as you know, by all
aeabers. Qur reports Are never made up unless they are ini-
tialed by the Président and the Minority Leader. This report-
is initialed by both. This report then did not make it
downstairs to the «council and they distributed those, but
this is the report that was handed in to be worked or, this
is the oaly ome that I*ve had in my files.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

I wmay bhave mislead you, Senator Bowers, I was spéaking
about the one filed in the House. I wanted to run with the
one that had ny amendoment on it first so that if it lost,
then they could file the one without my amendment on it so it
wouldn't encumber it. Now, this happened in the House and
they...they made that substitution in the House and I don't
know what the...the problem is here.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bowers.

SENATOR BOWERS:

Well, Jjust to correct Senator Weaver, that vasn't
the...the referencé I had, Senator D'Azco said they had
filed it here and withdrawn it. Apparently, that's an error,

it vas not filed and I withdraw any objection.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce. -

SENATOR BRUCE)

Just to...just to rise in support of this and also to
indicate <+that having verified with 'one of the pension
experts, this is...the report before us is the exact report
that has been adopted by the House, and it has, im fact, been
adopted by theum. It includes the Chicago Park District, a
pickup for some people in the dovnstate police pension and a
allowance for the regional superintendents to participate in
the same program which Senator D'Arco and I, through a combi-
nation of bills, passed two years ago for pensions and allow—
ing thems to...to have:the enployer pay their contributioans
into the pension system and treat them as a nontaxable itenm
until they are drawn back down. It's...We've allowed that
for every pension system in the State, Senator D'Arco and I
handled that legislation, we just did not catch the ESR's
because they are, frankly, a hybrid.that no one ever finds
out about until aboug a year later. ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:

Thank you, Mr. President. It?s unfortunate the Confer—
ence Copmittee reports have not bee; available to the mem-
bers. But just for the edificationm of those who are inter—
ested, what is proposed by Amendment No. 2 is a fifty dollar
increase in the monthly pension for some earlier retirees.
Now, that's not a lot of money and we have dome it for
others, however, the difference here is important. Number
one, this affects all two hundred and thirty-one downstate
police systems and the municipalities who must make the con—
tribution through the pension systems. I submit that many of
these municipalities are already...utilizing aonywhere froa

fifty to seventy-five to eighty—five percent of their levy
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now to fund £heir pension systems. And if there is ever oae
message that ve have been getting it is, don't wmandate any—
thing more. on us municipalities or other goveramental units
without pr@viding the momey. Well, that's the second point.
The total cost estimated here is seventy thousand dollars
annually which would then mean that the State Mandates Act
wvould apply. BKNow, I'm not sure that it's a good idea for us
to run the risk of having this go to the courts to see just
vhat our Mandates Act is, what it does and how effective it
is, and vﬁéther We really will be liable. Froa what I «can
read of the State Mandates Act, yes, the State of,Illinois
would be liabie because this exceeds fiffy thousand dollars,
assuping the ptojéctions are correct. If-ue then, as the
result of a challenge, are proven liable, we may very well
find to our regret that, yes, the State Mandates Act is
inportant and we aré Apening ourselves up to a very dJreat
many demands for reimbursement under that State Handates Act,
because it's quite apparent what we have had so far ia the
vay of disﬁlainers are not adequate.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator_éecker.
SENATOR BECKER:

Thank yoﬁ, Mr. President. Just to satisfy Senator
Grotberg and Senator Schuneman, I wasn't available when the
Secretary came around for my signature, 1 was in the nurse's
office having my blood pressure checked, but had I been
availaﬂle, mf‘signature would have been omn the document.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

1Is thefe_further discussion? If not, Senator D'Arco may
close.

SENATOR D'ARCO:
. Thank you, Mr. Presiden:. I wvant to applaud Senator
Becker for those remarks. I '~ appreciaze his concern. The

fact of the matter is that we're talking about some wmidows in
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the downstate Police Pension System that are livang on fixed
incomes as it is, and they desperately need this fifty dollar
increase a month. The fact is that in our opinion the State
Mandates Act would not apply and the State would not have to
pickup the cost for this very winimal incrrase of fifty
dollars a month for these eighty or so widows in this peasioa
systéh. If we can'* vote for fifty dollars a month fo:»annu—
itantsS...for widows on fixed incomes, then I don’t know what
we can vote for, and I would ask for a favorable vote and we
adopt this Conference Committee report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

The qdestion is, shall the Senate adopt Conférence
Committee Report No."1 to House Bill 2439. Thos: in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. T': voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 43, the Nays
are 10, none Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
Confefence Comnittee report on House Bill 2439, and the bill
bhaving received the constitutional majority 1is declared
passed. On the Order of House Bills on Concurrence, House
Bill 1516, on Page 7...Senmate...I'm sorry, Senate Bill 1516.
Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. Presiaent and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would move we do adopt Conference Committee Report
No. 1. on Sepate Bill 1516. This is nowv the Court of Claims
Awards Bill, as I believe everyone knows, with the items for
Rayford, Ellsvorth and DeWoskin that were proved comsistent
with the other itemé that we had put on before.. As you know,
we have always allowed this to be added to for +those awards
that are, inm fact, approved by the court prior to passage.
And I would urge adoption of Counference Committe- Eeport No.
1 and answer questions if I can.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)




Page 164 - JULY 1, 1982

Is. there any discussioné If not,...Senator Rhoads.
Senator Rhoads.

SERATOR RHGCADS:

Yes. £ Senator Carroll, is there a payment on legal fees
in here for the Reapportionment Coamission?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:

Okay, I see the amouﬁt is a hundred and twenty—-three
thousand four handred and fifty-one dollars and twenty cents.
With whom resides the time sheets and breakout of expenses on
these legal fees? '

PRESIDING OFFICER: V(SEHATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARBOLL:

As with the rest of this ninety-page amendment, I really
don’t know. This is filled with ninetx pages of awards. I
know this is a little more interesting of am award. I have
no idea, Senator Rhoads.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SgVICKAS’

Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:

Well, the problen is; there is-..there is a pending
appeal. I...I don't know what'the original amount of the
avard vas. Iteaeiteesit seemed to me that i+t was a little
bit lower than this. The...a Pederal district court ordered
a tripling of that award. The Illinois Attorney General has
it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.
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SENATOR CARROLL:

Senator Rhoads, unfortunately,'ﬂr. Hart is a busy person
in many cases and people have a...a tendency éf cdﬁfusing one
case with another. This case vas not tripled aé any time,
this case is not under appeal by the Attorney. General, this
case was not added to or subtracted from froi the avard, as I
understand it, approved by the commission, as I understand
it. The one you happen to be referring %o, I am reliably
informed, is a separate and distinct and unrelated case deal-
ing vith the congressional map where, in fact, the court
. avarded treble, and, in fact, the Attorney General has
appealed, and, in fact, no regquest 'has.heen'made, to my
knowledge, for payment nor is there any in this bill or any
other bill in the General Assembly.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:

Alright. Thank you, Senator Carroll, I acknowledge my
mistake on that. Now, the...the first question, hovever, is
still valid. . Where are the. time sheets and where's the
breakout on expeases om this particular billz
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

It's my understanding they were filed with the Attoraey
General, for his approval.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

FPurther discussion? Senator Joycg-..I'm sotty, Senator
Rhoads. Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, I merely rise to support Conference Committee
report on Senate Bill 1516 and to just make a couple of
points very briefly. Number one, this |is no...bonanza for

B8ill Hart. Bill Hart turns avay more business than most law-—
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yers have. Bill Hart does a tremendous amount of legal work
pro bono. Bill Hart charged an hourly rate, this amount
represents fees due him, fees that were paid, his expenses
that were paid, monies that were paid to other lawyers who
work for him. This is mot any great windfall to pill Hart,
and for us to stand here and debate this and act as...és if
it is, is siaply unfair. He's a..an outstanding lawyer, he
deserves to be paid for a job that he did and a job that he
vas retained to do.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Totten.
SEQATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. #Hould the sponsor vield for a gquestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he?1ll yield.

SENATOR TOTTEN:

Senator Carroll, on Page 88 of the bill, Line 17 is an
avard for eighty-eight thousand dollars to reimburse Mr.
William DeWoskin for his serwvice as a liquidator £for City
Savings aand Loan. If I recall correctly, this measure has
come before this Body a number of times and been turned down.
I vonder...my memory is a little short as to the reasoas why,
and I wonder if you could enlighten the Body on the réasons
why and then also, has the court approved this award?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Yes, and Senator Totten, méybe I did make an errot\before
in not putting enterprise zone in this one. But it is my
understanding that the facts in that case, and there vere
several others, many of which are in this bill by the way,
were such that the...he was appointed a liquidator, there was

then a question on the appointing authority. A cour* case
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was held...there's no guestion he did the work, he did it at-
a reduced, not even reasonable, but an agreed reduced raté,
and, in fQCt, had the money c;ming. It's ay understanding
that there was a court case on the appointing power and it
was held invalid after the fact. Therefore, when his clainm
was filed, fhe Attorney General appropriately said, there was
no appointing authority validly constituted <¢hat had you
working, therefore, we must treat you as a volunteer. There
was no 1apseé appropriation, therefore, there %as nothing
with which the Court of Claims couid sake an award from.
That had beem consistent policy and still is. This case aad
others, the Appropriationmns Committée over the last few years
recognized,‘like with lost vouchers, with Goodwill Industries
and others where, in fact, there may not have been original
appropriations where there is sufficient data, and generally
using the Court of Clains-as our buffer as it was éreated by
law to be, where it is es*ablished that the money is...that
the work was performed, the persom is entitled to the compen—
sation or, fot example, vouchers are lost, we do, in fact,
add those to these bills, the court not having the power to
sign a repoft under the law that would have paid them because
there were nb lapsed appropriations. This is a- gentleman
who, as I am told, it is agreed, did the services, did then
at a cheap rate, but then because the appointing authority
vas held in;alid, they had no way of paying him. »
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

1Is there further discussion? Senator Totten.
SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Mr. President. How old is this claim?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

I knov that Mr. DeWoskin is about forty or forty—two, the

claim is a little bit younger than that, but it's not much
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youngere. I think it?s...it®s in excess of ten years,
although I think it's fifteen to twenty years old that he has
been waiting for this compensation, and, im fact, has paid
out a lot of momey in fees, he having to had to defend hia—
self in the court because the Attorney General had to take
the positionm that the appointing authority was improper. So
-he, in £fact, had to expend funds for having been what the
court deterained to be a volunteer for doing work for the
State that nobody questions the work was done.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

dell, Jjust briefly speaking to the portiom of the bill
regarding Bill Hart. I had somewhat of a vested interést in
the...in the redistricting case and viewed personally
everyday in court the conduct of Mr. Hart, and I aust say
that everybody on all .sides, he was probably +the most
respected, bhard—working attormey and *his case enveloped his
entire life for the better part of four months. Much of this
appropriation will go to pay his...his staff that was with
him everyday during this very coaplex matter. And I would
support this Conference Comuaittee report and...and *he work
of Mr. Hart. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SQHHEB :

Thank you, Mr. President. When this issue came up, I did
some checking, I called arouad, and it is true that Mr. Hart
is a distinguished attormey in the City of Chiéago. It is
true that he expended momies for other people, and equipment,
and time other than hiamself. I'm going to submit that...that
we give this to the Governor, +that the Governor then, and
pursuant to mny request, will check on the...the claim of

Hart, DeWoskin, Ellsvorth and Rayford, those opes that were
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added to wmake sure that...that we're &oing the proper thing
in this situation. And therefore, I-will support this mat—
ter. . _ '

PBESIDING OFFICER: .(SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Walsh. A
SENATOR WALSH:

' Mr. President and members of the Senate, will Senator
Carroll yield for a gquestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he will. ' .
SENATOR WALSH:

. I've been...been vbting for bills such as this for...for
Bany years now, and.it's Ry...Can you tell us ghat the...the
period ﬁor appeal has expired on all this...the matters that
are contained hetein, or is ‘there something pepnding? I
méén,...these are awards made by the Court of Claims; is that
correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (séxuo;z SAVICEAS) .

Senator Carrolle.

SENATOR CAgROLL:

As I tried to indiqate before, Senator Walsh, as far as I
know the period has élapsed. In soué :éases they were not
signed awards by thé Court of Claims, such as Qe Were talking
aﬁﬁut with DeWoskin, lost vouchers, the Goodwill Industries,
et cetera. But it's my understanding, in all bf them they
have exhaustgd all remedies, their last resort being here.
In the cases of thoéé awards signed, we still have to appro—
priate funds, or Veven with a Court of qlaims award they
c;nnot be paid. "

PRESiDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:
Okay. Then...well, thern that’s...that’s where I...I guess

I depart somewhat. Now, in the case of Bill Hart the...the
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award was signed, is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

I dont*t believe so, no; I believe that that vas a case
where there...no, in fact, I'm sure that an awvard wvas not
signed there, Senator Walsh, and again, the reasomn being, as
in onme that should be fairly closely above it, the...there
WaS NO...€XCuse Re...there vwere insﬁfficient lapsed funds,
and tﬁetefore, un@er the Court of Claims Act an award cannot
be signed. Let me give you another example that more clearly
identifies +he problen. Goodwill Industries has a cl;im
against the State, Ehéy filed with the Court of Claims.
Nobody questioned after review the leéitimacy of the amount
claimed. If was, in fact, accurate. However, the department
in question only had enough...lapsed funds to pay part of
that clain. The award, therefore, was for merely part of the
claim.. We then had to add the additional moﬁey to this bill
to pay the rest of the claim, because the court is without
aagthority to award beyond 1lapsed funds. But ve had asked
them to reviev those cases and advise us as to the legiti-
macy, in effect sayipg to .us, had there been lapsed funds we
would have made such én award. WHNow, in a few instances in
this bill there is such a situation. In Mr. Hart's case
it's mf understanding the court said, there is no lapsed
funds from which an award cén be made.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Purther discussion? Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS:

Yes, for a second‘time,'on a point of personal privilege,
to the two Senators who spoke earlier, Gentleman, don't get
so uptight. I never impugned the integqgrity of any member of
the Bar by name on this Ploor. All I asked was to see where

the time sheets were. I've never seen any...any testimony
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before the Appropriation Committee, any breakout on this sua
of money. it, frankly, doesn't belong im the Court of élaims
bill to begin with. If the Reapportionment Coammission had
been an ongoing comaission, we could have come.in with a
supplemental Or...or some soft of reappropriation. I don't
mind that it's here, I don’t mind paying the bill, as long as
it!'s a legitimate bill to thé State. I never questioned the
integrity of any member of the Bar. I simply asked to see
the time sheets, and I'am entitled to do so. By the way, I'nm
going to vote for the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, the question is, shall the Senate adopt the Confer—
ence Coamittee report on Sepate Bill 1516. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Hay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 51, the Nays are 2, nome Voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1516 and
the bill bhaving received thebreguired constitutional majority
is declared passed. Supplemental 2...0D Calendar...Senate
Calendar Supplemental 2, on Confereace Coanittee reports.
The white Calendar of Thurs&ay, July 1st, 1982, Supplemental
2, House Bill 2133, Semator ﬁahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, NMr. President and members of the Senate. I
would wmove that wve adopt the report.«.Conference Committee
Beport No. 2 to House Bill 2133, and all it does is revise
the boundaries of the City of Chicago HMedical Center dis—
trict, and I ask for your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there any discussion? Senator D*Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:
Well, we...I'm the Senator from +that district so I

better...well, you know, Governor Walker vetoed this a long
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time ago, but fortunately, we overrode his veto.l The medical
center, as you know, is...is a tremendous project in...for
the hospitals,in oy district, and we're extending the: bound—
éry to include .some property within the‘ Chicago and
Northwestern Transportation Company in order to give the dis—
trict, which hkas the power of eminent domain, they may intend
to buy some of that property in a intergovérnmental prqject
betveen the University of Illinois and the other hospitals in
the medical center district, and we solicit your Aye support
on this Conference Commit*ee. » -
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKAS)

Is there anj discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

I'm Jjust curious, what happens when we extend the bound-
ary lines of the University of Illinois Medical Center and
'you encompass private property? Who determines the‘value,
what...what is going on with this company that you nentioned
that was doing business in the area they're .trying to take
over? .

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

The...the disttict.-.the...voﬁld be extended.southvard to
the B & O tracks, and they have the pover of eninent domain
within the district so that they...there, you know, their own
appraisers appraise the value of the property and deternmine
what conpéﬁsation they're going to pay .the..;and Terry'!s
waving at me, so I guess ve're okay.

PBESIDING OPFIEEB: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-—RKaris.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Will the spoasor yield for a quéstion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.
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SEJATOR GEO-KARIS:

I've got two reports here, I got Report No. 2 and I see
on the board it's éepo:t No. 1.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mabhar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Report...there was a Repoft No. 1 anﬁ ¥e nonconcurred in
that to provide for th;s to be put on the bill and this is
Beport No. 2. I have a copy of it in my hand.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any further discussion? If not, Senator Mahar
may ciose. )
SENATOR MAHAR:

I ask for an affirmative vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall the Semate adopt the second
Conference Comamittee report om Semate Bill 2133. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed voté Nay. The voting is
open. I'm sorry, the guestiom is onm House Bill 2133. It's
the second Conference Committee report for adoption to House
Bill 2133. On that question, the Ayes.axe 53, the Nays are
6, none Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Conference
Comaittee report on House Bill 2133, and the bill having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed. On
our Senate Calendar, Supplemental ¥o. 3. Oan Senate Bill
1398, Senator Maitland. Sepate Bill 1422, Senator Schaffer.
Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This is +the budget of the Department of Public Aid. It
is the same as Conference Committee No. 1. We ;11 were able
to vote against that earlier, I'd suggest this time we vote
for it. It is a lean budget. I'm sure in happier times we
would be happy to put more money into it, but I thinmk it’s a

responsible budget, and at this hour and at this point in the
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deliberations, I think an Aye vote is the right thing to do.
PRB'SIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
the Senate adopt the Conference Committee report...the second
Conference Coamittee feport on Senate Bill 1422. Those in
favor will vote iye.‘ Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. 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 39, the Nays are 15,
3 Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Coanference
Committee report on Senate Bill 1422, and - the bill having
recgived the constitutional majority is declared passed. In
the:next...Senate Bill 1599, Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
would move that we concur in...in Conference Committee Report
No. 1 to Senate 5111 1599. What i* does is this, the
report...prevents local governzent units from levying any tax
on the stock or comnodit} or optiomal transaction. No home
rule...home rule unit shall have the power to change, alter
or amend these provisioms.:  I* provides that the Department
of...Department of Bevenune can share fimancial information
pursuant to retailers occupational tax with home rule units
who have imposed similar taxes. .It provides for am increased
tax: inpdsed upon interstate motor carriers who use the high-
ways of Illinois but fail to purchase fuel in 1Illinois, and
increases to five years the time frame in which the automo—
bile renting occupational use tax in applicable. I would be
hapby to try to ansver any questions. These amendments are
amendments that have been sponsored by others, and I'd be
happy to try to answver them or ask that others who are more
familiar will explain then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR S5AVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
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SENATOR JEREMIAH JOICE:

_Thank you, Mr. President and meabers of the Senate. I
rise to ask your support for the first Conference Comaittee
report, Senate Bill 1599. This report contains a provision
which exempts commodity exchanges from local taxes. This
provision is, in fact, Senate Bill 654 which we passed out of
this Body last year. For those of you vwho do not recall
Senate Bill 654, let me briefly sketch the context out of
which that legislation developed. As you recall, Mayor Byrme
vas going to place a service tax. People at the Chicago
Board of Trade came to me and indicated that a service tax
would greatly harm thaﬁ industry. I was under the inmpres—
sion, and I conveyed that }mpression to you, that the mayor
was going to selectively identify im her own special way
those entities which might...possibly be excluded from the
t#x,.a classic fetcher situation. This, in fact,...this, in
fact, wvas the case. We passed, based on that...those con—
versations that I had with you and based on the testimony on
this PFloor, we passed that provision out of here, and those
of you who can recall, Senator Savickas stood up and opposed
us.. The bill passed out of this Body and went over to the
House, and with the support of the Governor and his people,
we .were able to obtain commitments from the necessary number
to pass the bill out of the House. We had conversations with
Speaker Ryan at that time and with H#ayor Bryne's leader,
Madigan in <the House, and the bill was never called. And
guess what happened, a service tax was passed and shortly
thereafter, after some conversatiomns, and some deliberations,
and some other understandings, the Board of Trade and the
mark were excluded from the service tax, and approzximately
two hundred thousand dollars plus in tickets were sold to the
mayor’s fundréiser. That is why ve need this legislation.
My understanding is now that the mayor and her people have

signed off on this bill. If that is the case, fine. I ask
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your support, I don't think ~-hat we should...should bhave
important financial institutions or any other businesses in
the City of Chicago being subjected to this type of treat-
ment. Some say well, the legislation is no longer needed
because the tax has been duclared unconstitutional, maybe
that's the case, I dom't know. My understanding is the
Governor wants this, the people at the Board of Trade want
this, and I ask your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Further discussion? Senator Hahar
aay close.
SERATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President. ‘! :11, as the Senmator said, tke
adeinistration and the Mayor - © Chicago do support this
provision and I would ask for y ur sapport.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR GRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senmate adopt the first Confer—
ence Copmittee Treport to Semate Bill 1599. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are...on that quesiion,
the Ayes are 56, the Nays are vone, none Voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Coammittee report on
Senate Bill 1599. 'Messages from the House.

SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to adept the first
cgnference Committee report con House Bill 1423 and requast a
second Committee of Conference to consider the differences
between the two Houses on Amendment No. 1. The Speaker has
appointed the members on the p.oct c¢if the House. Senator Egan
is the Senate sponsor of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUfr 3)
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Senator éqan, 1423, second Conference Comamittee report.
SENATOR EGAN:

' Yes, 1love 1is lovelier the second time aropnd, but so is.
this bill. I've taken up... _
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan...Senator Egan, I think you shbuld move to
accede to the request of the House that a second Committee of
Conference be appointed. Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Well, it's getting late and I -forgot, I'm sorry. But I
do move to adopt the second Conferemce Comaittee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

No, Seﬁator Egan, would you please accede to the request
of the House that a second Conference Committee be appointed?

. Motion is...you've heard the motiom, all in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. Ayes have it.. The Senate does accede to the
request of the House that a second Conference Committee be
created. Senator Egan, I think you've already; gottenr your
#ork done. How...now...now that you have nmet, ﬁould you like
to describe what is in your second report? Senator Egan.
SESATOR EGAN: ‘

Thank you. I...I'm really not confused; I think it?’s
just a matter of the paper work catching up with us. But the.
Conference Conmmittee report has been filed and signed haviag
met...the one exception that +the bill haéi no¥ that it
had...did not have before is we removed the...the effective.
date so ihat if i get the éame vote this time, everybody
should be happy. It will delay the effect for a year
which...should satisfy the Chicago School Board and, conse—
quently, Senator Schuneman and those of you who were coo—
cerned about the first year like Senator Collins. So, I ask
your favorable consideration and your like vote from the last
time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR BRUCE)
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Youtve heard the motion. Discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Nr. Ptesiden£. i7stand again as the protector
of the Ch;cago Bo;rd . of Eduéation for soae reason.
This...the handling of tﬁis Conference Comaittee report
iS...is certainly in line u;th the way this bill bas been
handled all the way through. There was a special committge
of the Insurance Coanmittee calléd for the purpose specifi-
cally of passing out this bill. <The Chicago Board of Edua-
cation does notr want the bill, they doan*t want *the additional
seven million dollars that they think it might cost. I think
a little later on tonight Qe'te éoing to have a chance to
raise the taxes in Chicago, and‘pe:haps, if this bill passes,
those people who are voting for this bill aight feel
constrained to vote for...for the tax increase for the city
too. The argurents are the same as they were before, I'u in
opposition to *the bill, urge a No vote. What the sponsor has
done is siaply to change or remove the effective date because
he couldn®t get the votes regquired to have an immediate
effective date. So, I'm still in opposition to the bill.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

FPurther discussion? . Senator Gitz.

SEBATOR GITZ:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Gitz.
SEBATOR GITZ:

Senator Egam, it was allegéd earlier, the first Confer-
ence report, that somehow .we might be subject to the State
Mandates, but is it not true +that the first Conference
report...I'm sorry, the first amendment to this explicitly
indicated that that was not the case?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BhUCE)

Senator Egan.
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SENATOR EGAN:

fes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

It was also indicated earlier, and I was quite concerned
about this, the impact of this in thev pension systeas, and
when I started researching that, is it not true that, in
fact, if this early retirement takes place and they are
replaced by teachers that are making less money, thean actu-
ally there would be a savings to the pension system?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR -BRUCE) ’

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Well, initially, that is not necessarily true, prdbably
not, but over a period of a few yearévthat is the fact; yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROUCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Well, my only point, Ar. President, is that it seems to
me that some of the things that have beem alleged to this
bill...I mean, fair is fair. I don't think that the. bill
has...has been really accurately interpreted in cértain
respects, and it also seems to mé that there 1is some
fairness, even those of us who have been opposed to certain
parts of this whole package tonight, we do this for another
system. It seems to me if it's good enough for that systenm,
then we ought to extend the same parity, and it just séems.to
me very fair, that's why I*am going to\vote for it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE) 4
Purther discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATGR COLLINS:
Yes, thank you,...Nr. President. I, at this time, can

vithdraw mny objections to this bill because of the delay in
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the effective date. I want the record to...to reflect that
by no meams am I opposed to the conceét OT.--0f this bill
because I mostvcertainly support it and I bave voted for it
before, and I am prepared to vote for it now. uy»basic con—
cern was the immediate fiscal impact om the Chicago school
system, and by delaying the effective date, it will not occur
so I am prepared to support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? FPurther discussion? Senator Egan may close.
SENATOR EGAN: -

Thank you, #r. President. Senator Schuneman, your pro—
tection for the Cﬁicago School Board is greatly appreciated,
however, I think it’s overdone about six times, and I ask for
your favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE).

The‘ question 1is, shall tﬁe Senate adopt the second
Conference Committee report on House Bill 1423, Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? BHave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 37, the Nays are 18, 1.Voting Present. The Senate Jdoes
adopt the second Conference Committee report on House Bill .
1423, ‘and the bill having received the reguired coastitu—
tional majority is declared passed. House Bill 991, Senator
Degnan ié recognized‘for a motion on the first Conference
Committee report.

SENATOR DEGHNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Conference Comaittee Report
No. 1 om 991 is, in fact, a newv bill. It amends-the Otilitcy
Tax Act to eliminate what wve know as the tax on tax. There's
no effect in Fiscal Year *83, the Act takes effect in January
of *84. Under current practices, gross receipts of public
utilities subject to the State?!s public utility taxes ianclude

any amounts collected for the municipal utility tax and...and
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related accounting charges. Similarly, State public utility
tax receipts are incluaded in gross revenue.subject to the
punicipal public utility taxes. This bill, in effect, does
not allow the State to tax that tax imposed by any municipal-
ities. I'11 answer any duestions. If there be none, I'd
urge its approval.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Comaittee report on House
Bill 991. Those...Senator Bloom,...

SENATOR BLOON: .

No, we might be on a roll, go ahead.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator McMillan. The guestion. is, shall the Senate
adopt the first Conference Comnittee report on House Bill
991. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57,
the Nays are none, nope Voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conference Committee report to House Bill
991, and the bill having received the regquired comstitutional
majority is declared passed. For what purpose does Senator
Ozinga seek <recognition? 1398, Serator Maitlamd. For what
purpose does Senator Jeremiah Joyce arise?

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

#r. President and members of the Senate, I move for a
temporary suspension of the rules for the inmmediate consider—
ation of a motiom that I filed Priday. I would move to
reconsider the vote by which thé Conference Compittee report
on Senate Bill 714 was adopted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: - (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, the Conference Committee about which you have

filed a motion was adopted on July the 2nd of 1981, and I

would, under the Senate rules, move that your motion is out
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of order. Further...motions?
SECRETARY:

Hgving voted on the prevailing side, I move t; reconsider
thé vote by which Coaference Comnitéee Report No. 1 t§ House
Bill 2370 was not adopted. Sigmed, Semator Coffey.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
- Senator Coffey.
SEFATOR COFFEXY:

Yes, Mr. President and-;embers of the Senate, I'd like to
move to reconsider-the vote by which the Conference Committee
Report No. 1 to House Bill 2370 was adopted...was not
adopted, I'mbsorty. ‘

PRESIDIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR ﬂRUCE)

The...motion is to reconsider the vote by which the first
Conference Comnittee ceport on House Bill 2370 was defeated.
Is there discussion of the motion? Senator Totten.

SENATOR TOTTEMN:

Thank you, H#r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition of the motion to reconsider.-
fou could *ell after we defeated this bill that we'd struck
gold.by wvho came over here fros the House to try and lobby us
to'get this bill pAséed. This was the bill for all the
cohmissions. I: had a se;enteen percent increase in total
appropriations for commissions over the prior fiscal year.
At a time when we're tryin§>to look for money and get money
for public aid, mental health} whatever, to be appropriating
a'-séventeen percent increase for commissioné, which I think
nost of us knov there are many coamissions we can do without,
that that vote not to adopt fhe Conference Coumiétee report
on. 2370 was the right vote énd #se ought not to Dbe
reconsidering it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR BRHOADS:
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Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. 1
also rise in opposition to the motion to reconsider the first
Conference Committee report om 2370. I happen to be co—
chairman of...one of these commissions that was budgeted at
fifteen thousand dollars and we'd mever held a meeting all
last year and somehow they managed to spend it. This...this
is really pretty...pretty ridiculous, and Semator Totten is
exactly right, to increase this kind of...of spendiang is...is
just plain foolish. ﬁow, a lot of people on the Republican

'side apparently have the feeling, oh well, we don't have to
worry about it because the Govermor will use his veto pen.
gell, that*s a 1lot of nonsense. ¥We hgve a respoansibility
here too, and we just shouldn't pﬁt up with this stupid prac—
tice year after year.- This vote deserves a big red light.
PRESIDIY¥NG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Simms.

SENATOR SINAS:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Sepate, I would like to also illustrate my opposition to
this. I had the opportunity to serve on the Chop Subcommit-
tee which reviewed all of these commissions. After spendiag
several hours in Senator Bash's office going through each
comﬁission individually, there were some substantial cuts
that were made back, some hard work by Senator Nash and the
staff of both the Republican and Democratic side, I think
somewhat >teasonable compromises came up. Now, as that
commission...these commissions left the Senate they were
fairly reasonable, they go back over to the House of Repre-
sentatives and they come back highly inflated. I think as
one‘distinguished Senator said, it left here as a chicken aad
it came back here as é very big, plump, stuffed turkey. I
think this motion deserves Qot to be reconsidered.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator McMillan.
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SENATOR #McMILLAS:

I rise in opposition to this mbtion. If any of these
comaissions merit being saved, then what we need is a new
Conference Coamittee report that goes back, looks at the fig-
ures, pmakes them reasonable and then comes in here to gife us
a bill that we can vote upon and unot be ashamed of. We don't
need to réconsider. I think that was a bad bill and we
considered it properly. What we need is a nev Confereance
Coasittee report that this Body cam be proud of.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
~Further discussion? President...Senator Rock.
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President aand Ladiés and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of the motion to reconsider and
will point out two realities. One, a second Conference
Coanittee report in any form will, I suggest, never receive a
hundred and‘seven votes across the hall. Two, if, in fact,
soue of thé amounts are untoward and appear not‘to be
lapsible, there is a Gentleman on the ;econd floor who has 'a
pen who has not hesitated in the past to use it. We can all
forward to him, as I'm sure we will, our suggestions as to .
vhere he oﬁght to use it. But to kid ourselves and think we
can go throﬁgh the motions of a second Conference Compittee
and run -through that Chamber across the hall, I snéges%, is
self-destruct. We ought to get it out .of here and then sug-
gest to the Governor what might be done.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I guess I echo Senator Rock®s sentiments, and I
have been assured moments ago by a representative of the
Governor's Office that, in fact, this budget...this bill will
not escape the Governor's pen, as it richly deserves his

attention.
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PRESIDIEG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Coffey may close. e
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and menbers _of_ the
Senate. I've also been assured that this will be carefﬁlly
scrutinized by the second floor. Those increases that have
been given that are not necessary mdy be cut out, and I*d
suggest to every member that...of this Body that sets on one
of these cpmmissions that feel that their commission is not
doing the work.they should be doing, I sﬁggest that each one
of you contact the Governor and ask him to make additional
cuts out of those c;mmissions if it's nécessary;' I intend to
talk to him about some of the commissions that I set on that
do not do a good job. 1I'd suggest the rest of us do the saae
thing. I agree with Serator Bock thai if it goes back écross
the Chamber, we're iiable to be here another daye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The guestion is, shall the Senate récoﬁsidet the voie by
which the first Conference Committee ‘report onm House Bill
2370 lost. It will requige a three—-fifths affirmative vote
for passage of the motion. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is oéen. Have all vote& who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take‘the record. On that
guestion, the ayes are 42, the BNays are 16, none vbting
Present. The motion to reconsider the vote prevails. Sena-—
tor Nash.

SENATOR HASH:
Mr. ‘President and Ladies and Géntlemen of the Sena;e, I
. ask for a favorable roll call.
EBESIDING OfFICER: . (éEHATOB BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The question
is, shall the Semate adopt the first Conference Comnittee
report on House Bill 2370. Those in favor vote Aye. Those

opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
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wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 40, the Nays
are 19, none Voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Committee report to House Bill 2370, and the bill
having received the reguired constitutional majority is
declared passed. Is there leave to go toO...Senate Bill...on
the...on your Calendar, on Page 5 of the printed Calendar is
Senate Bill 1363.. Senator Carroll is recognized for a

wotion.




