83KD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
EEGULAB SESSION

MAY 19, 1983

PRESIDENT:

The hour of eleven having arrived, the Senate will please
come to order. Will the members be at their desks and will
our guests in the gallery please rise. Our prayer this morn-
ing by the Reverend Victor Kaltenbach, St. Patrick's Catholic
Church, Springfield, Illinois; Fathber.

REVEREND VICTOB KALTENBACH:
{Prayer given by Reverend Kaltenbach)
PRESIDENT:

Thank you, Father. Beading of the Journal. Senator
Johns.

SENATCE JOHKNS:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1 wmove that reading angd
approval of the Journals of Thursday, May the 12th; Tuesday,
Bay the 17th and Wednesday, May the 18th, in the year of
1983, b2 postponed pending arrival of the printed Journal.
PRESIDENT:

Iou've. heard the motion as placed by Senator Johns. Any
discussion? If not, all in favor sigpify by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries, and it's so
ordered. Comnittee reports.

SECBETARY:

Senator Berman, chairman of Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation reports cut the following House Bills: 11, 233, 23s,
264, 427, 520, 626, 810 and 999 with the recommendation Do
Pass. 286 with the recommendation Do Pass as Amended.

Senator D'Arco, chairean of Insurance, Pepsions and Li-
censed Activities Coamittee reports out the <following BHouse
Bills: 240, 295, 346, 376, 377, 379, 380, 483, 562, 564,
755, 776 and 949 with the recomsendation Lo Fass. 366 with
the recommendation Do Fass as Asended.

Senator Savickas, chairman of Assignment of Bills Conxit-
tee reports the following House Bills have been assigpe: to

committee: Agriculture, Comservation and Emergy - 461 and
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791; Elementary and Secondary Education - 609, 622, 625, €27,
782; Executive -— 439, 454, 455, 604, 605, 710, 768, 796;
Execative Appointments and Veterans' Affairs and Administra-
tion - 1191; Insyrance, Pensions and Licensed Activities -~
409 and 51$; Judiciary I - 773 and 958; Judiciary II -~ 433;
Labor and Ccmmerce — 582 and 694; Lcocal Government -~ 358, 761
and 1081; Public Health, Welfare and Correctioms - 401, 495,
537, 538 and 1337; Revenue - 644 and 730; fTIransportation -~
695 and...763.

PRESIDENT:

Message from the House.

SECERETAEBY:

A Message from the House by Mr. O6'Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - 1 am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives passed bills with the following
titles, 1in the passage of which I at instructed to ask
concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

Bouse Bill 250,...261, 345, 385, 391, 395, 428,
452, 487, 502, 663, 666, 670, 673, €74, 700 and 719.
PRESIDENT:
Resolutions.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 170 offered by Semator Kelly, and it's
congratulatory.
PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar. Senator Maitland, for swhat purpose do
you arise?
SENATOR MAITLRAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. %We have some guests
with us today in the...in the President®s gallery. The City
of Bloomington, Illinois has a...a sister city agreement with
the City of Asahikawa, Japan. 2And in the fresident’s gallery
iS...are Hr. and M¥rs. Earl Kingman who are the pareants, inci-

dentally, of Linda Ringman, who are om your staff, Mr. Presi-
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dent, and Mr. and...tr. Kingman is the chairman of the Sister
City Committee in Bloomington, and they have with them teday
Mr. and #Mrs...and I*11 do my best to...0samu Tsuji froa
Asahikawa, he is a pharmacist, and their daughter, Masako,
who is a student in...in the...in Bloomington this year and a
junior, apd her friend, also from Asahikawa, who vas a menmber
of the sister city exchange, and ber name is HMaki Hatanabe,
I think. Would gplease stand and be recogpized. ¥WHe're
delighted to have you with us today.

PRESIDENT:

Kill our guests please rise and be <rTecogmized. ¥elcome
to Springfield. ¥ith leave of the Body, we'll move to Pags
67 on the Calendar, Page 67. iouse Bills 1st reading, Mr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 43, Senator Nedza is the Senate sponsor.
{Secretary reads title of bill}

61, Senator Lemuzic.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

186, Senator Hall.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

238, Senator Schureman.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 241, Semator Vadalaktene.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 247, Senators VNetsch and ©DeAngelis...or
Etheredge. ‘
{Secretary reads title of bill)
270, Senators Etheredge and Netsch.
(Secretary reads title of kbill)
321, by the same sSponsSors.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
477, Senator Bruce.

(Secrezary reads title of bill)
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Senator Netsch.
(Secretary reads
Senator Carroll.
{Secretary reads
Senator Lemke.
{Secretary reads
Senator Kelly.
{Secretary reads
Senator Vadalatene.
{Secretary reads
Sepator Vadalakene.
{Secretary reads
Senator Buzlee.
{Secretary reads
Sepator Buzkbee.
{Secretary reads
Senator lLemke.
(Secretary reads
Senator...Kustra.
{Secretary reads
Senator Lemke.
{(Secretary reads
Sepator Netsche.
{Secretary reads
Senator Jercme Joycea.
{Secretary reads
same SPORSCrL.
{Secretary reads
Senator Seith.
(Secretary ceads
Sepator Maitland.
{Secretary reads
Senator Schuneman.

{Secretary reads
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775, Senator Brucs.
{Secretary reads
798, Senator Vadalakbene.
(Secretary reads
801,...Senator Vadalabene.
{Secretary reads
806, Senator Bruce.
{Secretary reads
812, Senator Darrcw.

{Secretary reads

title

title

title

title

title

Bouse Bill 815, Senator Luft.

(Secretary reads
828, Senator Delmgelis.

{Secretary reads
835, Senator Vadalatkene.

(Secretary reads
836, Sepator Vadalakenpe.

{Secretary reads
821, Senator Netsch.

{Secretary reads

House Bill 946, Senmator Holgberg.

title
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{Secretary reads title of

House Bill 954, Senator Grotkerg.

{Secretary reads title of

House Bill 944, Senator Vadalabebne.

{Secretary reads title of

House Bill 945, Semator Vadalabene.

{Secretary reads title of
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kill)

bill)

House Bill 960, Senator Kustra and Keats.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 975, Senators Jerome Joyce and Etheredge.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 1029, Secnator Euzbee.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
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House Bill 1661, Senator Kelly.

(Secretary reads title of billj)
House Bill 1073, Senator Egan.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1074, Sepator Egan.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1082, Senator Carroll.

{Secretary reads title of bill}
House Bill...1084, Senator Eermana

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Eill 1179, Sepator Collims.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1308, Senator Balla.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1315, Senator Eerman.
{Secretary feads title of hili)
House Bill 1316, by the same spcnsor.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Eill 1317, same sSponsora
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1313, by the same sponsor.
{Secretary teads title of bill)
House Bill 1320, by the same spcnsor.
{Secretary reads titie of bill)
House Bill 1670, Senator Bolmberg.
(Secretary reads title of bill}
House Bill 1918, Senator Schunepman.
(Secrétary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1927, Sepator Coffey.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 1941, Senator Schunezan.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2000, Sepator Hall.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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House Bill 2060, Senator Hudsona
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2070, Sepator Kenta
{Secretary reads title of bill}
House Bill 2176, Senator Nedza.
{Secretazy reads title of bill)

House Bill 615, Senator ¥elch.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the foregome bills.
PBESIDENT:

If I can bave the attention of the opmexbership, we bave
with us today a special guest, apd the Chair will yield to
the Minority Leader, Senator "Pate™ Philip.

SENATCE PRILIF:

Probably <tbe only time this year, t00. Anyway,
with...well, I got the microphone away frog bim again. You
know what I did to his speech last night. Anyway, we're
very, very fortunate to have with us today a young man by tbhe
name of Jeff Soukup who is the Illincis Youth Governor. So,
he is down here...believe it or not, he resides in my legis~
lative district, bhe's from Medinah, Illincis, and believe it
or not, I went to bigh school with bis uncle and his <father.
So, 1it?s nice to see a young man by the name of Jeff Soukup,
that?s kind of a famous nampe in my area. #e have the
Soukup's Hardware Store anpd we have about four or five of
them throughout sy community. So, without further ado, it
gives me great pride and...privilege to imtroduce Jeff
Soukup.

JEFF SCUKUP:
{Remarks made by Jdeff Soukup)
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Por what purpose does Senator Rock arise?

SENATIGE ECCK:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and lLadies apnd Gentlemern of the
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Senate. There has been sonme discgssion about the schedule
for the balance of the week. As you are painfully aware,
there aré in access of two hundred bills cn the Order of Zpd
Reading and over five hundred on the Order of 3rd Feading.
We will work this afternoon, we will begin om 3rd readipg and
we will work straight thfough this afternoon until approxi-
mately six o'clock. Tomorrow we will reconvene at 9:00 a.n.
and work until approxima+tely two otfclock. The House will ke
vorking frozm nine till four, we will work from nine o 1Two
and bhopefully be able to acconpodate those who wish to leave
the city by aircraft. But it's absoloutely imfperative that we
be here tomorrow, and se will be on the Order of 3rd BReading
tomorrow, €0 I urge all the menbers to get ready. 1In addi-
tion, I might point out that once we begin on the Crder of
3rd Reading, I would urge the mesbers not to rely too heavily
on the fact that we may get around twice. We ®Eay or may aot,
depending on the tige. We have until next Friday, the 27th,
and that's all she wrote.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SEBATCE ERUCE)

For w#hat purpose does Senaitor Lluft arise?
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. I*d like leave to be listed as
a hyphenated sponsor of Senate Bill 803, 804,...805.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there...803, 4 and 5. Is there leave? leave is
granted...is there leave to go to the Order of Committee
Reports? lLeave is granted. Cosmittee reports.

SECEETARY:

Senator Vadalabene, chairwan of the Cozmittee om Execu-
tive Appointments, Veterans' Affairs and Administratiop to
which vas referred the Governor's Message of April 27th,
1983, reports the same back with the reconmmendation that the
Senate advise apd comsent to the following appointment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATCE EBUCE)
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Senator...Senator Vadalabene. Are we ready to g0 inte
Execuative Session, Senatar?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and meaters of the Senate.
I move that the Senate resolve itself intc Executive Session
for the purpose of acting on the Gowerncr's appointment set
forth in the Governor's Message of 2pril 27, 1983.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: {(SEXATOR EBRUCE)

Motion is that we resolve ourself imtc Executive Sessichb.
On the motion, those in- favor séy Aye. Cpposed Nay. The
Ayes have 1it. The Sepate is in Executive Session. Senator
Vadalabene.

SENATOB VATDALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and menmbers of the Sepate.
#ith respect to the Governor's Message of April 27, 1983, 1
will read the...the salaried appointment to sbich the Commit-
tee on Executive Appointments, Veterans' Affairs and...and
Adwinistration recommends that the Semate do advise and con-
senta

To be director of the Department of Mines and PMinerals
for a term expiriang Japuvary 21, 1985, Bradley N. Evilsizer of
Christopher.

And Mr. President and meepbers of the Senate, having read
the salaried appointment, will you put the gquestiocn as
required by our rules.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATCE EBUCE)

Just the single appointment, Sepator?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

That's it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Vadalabene bhas placed the name in pominatics. 1Is
there discussion? The guestion is, shall the Senate ..vise
and consent to the popination just made. 1Those in fav:s ~vote

Aye. Thosé opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpem. k= all
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voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vo
wish? Take the reccrd. On that question, the 2yes a
the Nays are none, ncne voting Present. A majority o
tors elected concurring by record vote, the Senat
advise and consent to the wnomination just madea
Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABEXE:

Yes, thank you, MNr. President and members of the
I move that the Senate arise from Executive Segsiona
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SEXKATCE ERUCE)

The =wmotion 1is +that the Sepate arise. ©On the
those in favor say Aye. Oppossd Nay. The Ayes have i
Senate does arise from Executive Session. Is there le
go to the Order of Semate Bills 3rd Bedding? I
granted. It*s on Page 11 of your <Calendar. Senator
for what purpose do you arise? )

SENATCR BaLlLl:

Thénk you, HMr. Fresident and ladies and Gentle
would like leave to chos on Howse Bill 1045, it sho
Marovitz-Hall, and I would like leave for that to b
like that. It's...

PRESIEING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there leave fOla.a
SEBATOR EBEALL:

eeell Was read ip yesterday.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATGR ERDCE)

.--.0n House Bill 1045 to show the sponsorship
Senate as...as Marovitz-Hall? Leave 1= granted.
Buzbee, on Senate Bill 2. Senator Jerome Joyce, on
Bill 3. BRead the bill, 8r. Secretary, plesse.
SECBETARY:

Senate Eill 3.

{Secretary reads title of Bill)

3rd reading of the till.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR EBRUCE)

Senator Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JGYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. ¥e hawve talked akout the
Rankakee River Commission for many years bere.  I...I hope
that this year it goes through and...and tbis happens. It is
@...a probles, particularly in that areca where the Kankakee
Biver is. In Indiana it starts by South Eend and...and comes
together with tﬁe Des Flaiges at Morris to form the 1Illiaocis
River, and...the best way I can explain it to you is that in
Ipdiana they treat water as the epemy, Illincis treais it as
a friend. They have many...they are dredging, cleaning and
what have you in Ipdiapa, straightening, and izm Illinois the
stream wanders arcued apd it is a...in its natural enpviroo-
ment., It...but it is, conseguently, £illimg up witd silt.
Indiana bhas a commission, they have the authority to tax now
and they are dredging and cleanisg and straightening more and
sore and causing more ¢f a problem in Illinois. ke need
someone to be able to deal with them, we need countergarts is
Illinois to deal with them. And one of the prchblems xith the
Kankakee River, it's in one legislative district, it starts
in the 43rd and ends in the 43rd. So, I would appreciate a
favorable roll call on this.

PRESICING OFFICERz {SEXKATGR ERUCE)

Is ‘there discussion? 1Is there discussion? The gquestion
is, shall Senmate Bill 3 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those oppcsed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted wbko wish?
Take the record. Oa that guestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays
are 3, none voting Present. The Sepate...the bill baving
received the required constituticpal wmajority is declared
passed. Sepate Bill 5, Senator Jerome JOYyCE. Senate Bill
10, Senator Grotherg. RBead the bill, Mr. Secretary, plcase.

SECBETAERY:
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Senate Fill 10.
{Secretary reads title of £ill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB ERUCE}
' Senator Grotkerga
SENATOR GBCTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and fellow members. This is a
simple Lill £hat allows handicagped persons to have snow
tires, studded snow tires, and it is pow an agreeable concept
with the Department of Transportion, the Secretary of tate
and both =sides of the ;isle in that we've restricted it to
those with rural addresses. This gces back to a friend of
mine who got stuck im a spowstorm out on bis farm, a
paraplegic, and got stuck in a snowbank and nearly froze to
death, - and he urged that we pass tbis bill fer all people in

his condition. 50, Iaas

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGE EERUCE)

Is there discussion?
SENATOR GHCTEERG:

..-ask for a favorakle roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE ERUCE}

I; there discussicu? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill
10 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Bave all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the  2yes are
56, the Nays are nope, none voting Present. The Senate...the
bill having received the required comstitutional majority is
declared passed. Sepate Bill 12, Senator Makar. Fead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Eill 12,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the Lill.

PRESIDIKG GFFICER: {SENATOB ERUCE)
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Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHRAER:

Thank you, Hr. Fresident and wmembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 12 amends the State Police Act to authorize dis-
trict commanders with the advice and consent of the super~
intendent to appoint am auxiliary police for a limited
service. It allows the aunxiliary to aid and direct in traf-
fic, aid and control of patural or man-pade disasters and do
administrative work. They cannot carry firearms, they must
be trained, they must have separate and distinct idemtifi-
cation wuniforms, they carnnot ride with the troopers, they
receive no pay. This auxiliary force has been used in Dis-~
trict No. 4 for a number of years. It's supported bty Lodge
41 and by the superintendent. I ask for a favorable vote.
PRESILCING OFFICER: {SENATOE ERUCE) |

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 12 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote ¥ay. The voting is openm. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? <Zake the record. Gn
that guestion, the Ayes are 59, the ¥Nays are none, none
voting FPresent. The bill having received tbe required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Sepate Bill 13,
Sepator Geo—-Karis. BKead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETARY:

Senate...Sepnate Bill 13.

{Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATQR BRUCE)
Semgator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Mr. Presidert and Ladies and Genitlemen of the Senate,
this bill, which was approved by unanigous...copsent of the
Committee on Pensions and Insurance, is a bill that says, in

effect, that it authorizes employers to exclude from <he
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definition of employee anyone employed under Federally funded
military contracts. This has arisen...is a bipartisan bill
for Representative Matijevich on the other side and all the
other Representatives from Lake County. It is a...kind of a
special circumstances surround us at Great Lakes Naval Train~
ing Program administered by the College of Lake County and
it*s supported by the compupity colleges. And makes it
imperative that this bill be approved so tbat employees work-
ing under thke special contract with the Navy wculd not have
to become...participants of the State Univercsities Retirepent
System...in this way we'll save money for the State. BAnd I
urge its aprroval.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SERATOR EBUCE)

The gquestion is, shall Sepate Bill 13 rpass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed voite Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 59, the HNays are
none, nope Voting Presedt. Senate Fill...Sepate Bill 13 hav-
ing received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 20, Sepator Jeroméﬁ..geremiah Joycea
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECEETAEY:
Seaate Eill 20.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEBREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. fresident and wmembers o¢f the Sepate.
Senate Bill 20 amends the Chicago Teachers Fension Fund and
provides that before the...the investment authority cam be
transrferred, 1% wculd be necessary to secure the consent of
the contributors. There is a favorable report from the *Ffen-

sion laws Commission. I know of no oppositicn, the t: :~ces
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are in favor of this and I ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? 1The guestion is, shall
* Senate Bill 20 pass. Those in faver vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On thbhat guestion,
the Ayes are 58, the HNays are noune, ncne voting Fresent.
Senate Bill 20 having received the —required copnstitutionpal
majority is declared passed. Senate Eill 25, Senator Lenke.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Eill 25.
{Secretary reads title of hill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator lLemke.
SENATCR LEMKE:

¥hat this bill does is allow employers to se¢t wup volun-
tary work share programs. 1In explaiping what a work share
program is, if they have five esployees and they bhave work
for...for only four, each employee takes ope day off a week
and he works ocut on a work share basis, and each employee
gets one day of unesployment comp. and four days of pay.
This does not affect the trust fumd, it's sirictly voluntary,
set up on a strictly vcluntary fund. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

The question is op the passage of Senate Bill 25.
Discussion? Senator Keats.

SBNATdR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I was going to say, just for
the Republicans, this came out of Labor and Cozmerce, and, in
fact, the only opposition came from the...the Democrat aot
from the ©Eepublicanms. The ocunly probler with this bill is

that the Federal Government has not yet approved the trust
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fund system, but I think that's a Federal problem we can't
deal with, and the bill certainly dces try to deal «xith the
problem that we ought to insist on keeping skilled sworkers
working part-time. So, I would ask the Reprublicans +to "sug~
port it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEXATOE ERUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 25 pass. Those im faver vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wbo wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn
that question, the Ayes are 56, +the Kays are nome, nobe
voting Present. Senate Bill 25 having received the reguired
constitutional majority is declared rassed. Sepate Eill 26,
Senator Vadalabepe. BEead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETAEY:

Senate Fill 26.

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

Senator Vadalabenea
SENATCR VADALABERE:

Yés, thank you, Er. Presidept and memkers of the Senate.
The original Act regquired a comaission to report Ly August
9th, *83, and was autonmatically repealed cn that date. Khat
this bill does, Senate Bill 26 allows the commission to
report periodically and provides no repeal date. And I would
appreciate a favoraktle vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE ERUCE)

The question is op» the passage of Senate Bill 26.
Discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 26 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted who -wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the %ays

are 1, 1 voting Present. Sepnate Bill 26 having receive: the
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required constitutiocnal majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 29, Senator Ratson. Read the Lkill, Kr. Secretary,
please.
SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 29.

{Secretary reads title of till)

3rd reading of the Ebill.
PRESIDIKG CFFICER: {SESATOR ERUCE)

Senator Watson.
SENATOE WKATISON:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This bill amends the Bingo aand
Licensing Tax Act. It raises the =maximum awmocunt of prize
money in merchandise or prize momey from the current
twenty-two hundred and fifty dollars to twemty~seven bundred
dollars. The problem arose when we lowered the prize money a
couple of years ago frork...in the last Session, in fact, fros
thirty-four hundred to itwenty~two fifty. This was a drastic
cut, it was...affected our area of the State and smany of
the...many areas of the State, bordering areas, that deal
with other states having bingo ard 1larger prize nmoney, it
affected the asount of play in our area im a very negative
manner. I'1ll be glad to answer amy guesticms, otherxise, 1'd
move for its passage.

"PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECECOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. ®ill the spcnscr yield to a
question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATCE BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Lechowicz.
SENATCR LECHBCBICZ:

Wasn't there a‘report made by tbe Investigating Comszis-
sion last year tha+ made that specific <recormendatien .that

that dollar amount be 1lipited to approximately twen:t--1wo
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hundred dollars?
PBESIDING OFFICE: (SENATOR BERUCE)

Senator Xatscn.

SENATOR WATSON:

evethis is...your correct, this is a recompendation of
the Bingo Study Comaission.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator lLechowicza.

SENATOE IEICEORICZ:

No, actually, it was...it was a reduction. They recom-
mended that it be reduced to twenty-two bupdred dollars asnd
that*s why Sepatcr lenke®s bill, which came out of this
Senate last year and went into the House, that dollar amount
was pegged at that rate.' It*s kased upon their recommepda-
tion to this General Assembly. How, shat this bill does is,
you're raising fros twenty-two hundred tc twenty-seven hun-
dred dollars, is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOE EERUDCE)

Senator Watson.

SEBATORE RATSCN:

That is correct. We're raising..-we're raisinge..
PEESIEING OFFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)

May we have some order, Ladies and Gentlemen. Senator
Hatson.

SENATOR ®ATSOK:

«esWe€'re raising it from twenty-two £ifty to twenty-seven
hundred dolla:s, It was dropped from thirty-four to
twenty~two fifty, and...and you’re correct, as 1 =mentioged,
it was a recowmendation of the...the copmission to dGe..tO
lower it, my bill just raises it kacka..

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR ERUCE)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR 1ECEORICZ:

W#ell, the reason why the commission...the Investigating
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Commission specifically recommended that was based upon a
thorough ipvestigation conducted State~wide by the Chicago
Tribupe in trying tc clean up the Bingo Acts, not only in the
City of Chicago but State-wide. And they were very specific
and very adamant about the importance of making sure that the
dollar amount is fair and equitable State-wide, and it is
important tc the parishes in the City of Chicago in crder for
them to compete fairly that there be a limit set in the
tWenty-t¥Oe..twenty~two hundred dollar figqure. And I believe
that this bill is a step in the xrong direction. Ther¢ was a
lot of pressure last year in the Hcuse ip trying to maintain
that thirty-four hundreﬁ dollar fiqure, agd that pressure was
not listened to because of <the fact of the Investigating
Compgission report. I thiok thig bill should be défeated, I
believe the Investigating Commission was correct 1last year,
and I think this 1is a step in the wrong direction, and I
encourage a No votea
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

The following Senators have sought recogmition: Senators
Lenke, Netsch and Schaffer. Sepator Lemke.
SEBATGR LEMKE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresidemt. Last year we amepded the Bingo
Act on the <specific recomsepdations by the Llegislative
Investigating Cozrission, and the reason for cuiting the
prize limit was to get crganized crime out of tingo. #®e had
two decisions to make, both of those recommendations. One
was to limit the nuzber of games at a particular facility ana
the other one was to cut the prize +to twenty-two £fifty so
that there'd be smaller bingc parlors in existence. This is
not just a problem in the City of Chicago, this is a ¢robler
the Legislative Investigating Commission fcund throughcut the
State of Illinois, +that +there wvas orgarized crime z::ting
involved in bingo. WRe're talking about Lingo games #eikg

conducted twenty-four bhours a day at a high prize limizs. We
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talked about pressure being put on legitimate charities to go
into these bingo palaces, otherwise, they would put them out
of business. This is what we're talking about. ZThe purgcse
of bingo im +this State was not for bingo palaces o0 sake
money and not fOf...tC geta..and to get rid of the crime syn-
dicate. ®hep bingo was passed, that was cne of the objec-
tions to passing bingo was that the crime syndicate was
involved. And one of the reasons the criginal Act =sget the
prize at this limit was to make sure there was no profit for
people ip this bingoc law. It was there only tc help chari-
ties profit with their cwn workers. Now, we have gone a step
further by baving large bingo palaces that go twenty—-four
hours a day and get eight hundred dollars a sescion rent and
sometimes get thirty~two hundred dcllars in cne day for rent
at a facility, which is wrorg. Now, the arrangements were
made with certain people, and 1 koow "Sepator &atson is
talking with the...the volunteer firewmen. The decision was
made, either we 1limit the number of games at a facility or
cut the prize. This law has oot been in effect too long yet,
and I would suggest that we wait to see how the Department of
Bevenue is operating with the new laws that we gave them so
they Ean properly police bingo and get orgamized c¢rime out of
bingo, Lecause I will tell you this, that if crganized crime
gets into bingo, bingo will again cease to be a game in this
State. and I do not want that to happen for many senior
citizens. I want thez to be allowed to play bingo, and I
want them to be allowed +o play bingo withinm their homes and
with their neighbors to help their local rparishes, to help
their local veterans' groups, to help their local liberty,
their little leagues and belp their sepior citizens*® gqrou
That's all we're asking here is to see if the law works for a
couple of years and let the Department of Eevenue enfcree it.
When the Department of Kevenue shows 0s they can praperly

enforce this law, then raybe we car raise the prizes, :ut
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right now, <+they are mnot doing their job as well as they
should do. And I ask a No vote om this Lill.
PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATCE ERUCE)
Sepnator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, H¥r. Eresident. I would rise in ¢pposition to
the bill, although, perhaps, pot with gquite tﬁe fervor of the
preceding speaker, and would point out a couple of things.
One, is that as the bill was originally introduced, Senator
Watson, I  believe it did rot apply in Cook County ard then
the amendment that was placed on the Lkill 4in ccrmittee
changed both the amount of the waximum prize and elirinated
the in counties of one ®million or more provision, is
that...is that correct to begin with?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATCR ERUCE)

Senator ¥atson.

SENATOR WKATISON:

Yes, matanm.

PRESIDING CEFICER: {SEXATCGR ERUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOE NETSCH:

Thatt*s of scome sigaificance I think, because I recogpize
that there apparently is a particular problem that is being
had in your county, your home town, with respect to the maxi-
mum size Lecause of your nearness to an area shere they cac
indeed have a differernt kind of limit, across the river I
gather, and that is a point of some legitimate concern, and
it;-.if you*d addressed only that, I think scae of us would
have felt nmore comfortable. The prokles is that this was a
major issue last Session for the Revenue Ccmpittee. You were
not involved, as...as far as I know, in any of the onegqotia-
tions, but Senate Bill 1289 was the result of...of extensive
hearings and extensive negotiations amoag the various people

who were concerned about it. I think we felt that we bad.e..I
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tbink we felt we had resolved the issue for some period of
time, and I would ccncur with Senator Lemke's statement that
we ought to give it an opportumity tc work in that form,
unless, perbaps, there were a way of addressing your partic-
ular problem without undoing the structure Siate«vide. There
is no questica that bingo, which I dop't think is such a hot
idea anyway, but that it was designed primarily to belp out
certain kinds of schools and other charitatle institutions
and it ought pot to ke a form of prcfit for anycne other than
those for wvhom it was initially designed; ctherwise, the
State ought not +to be in the business of legalizing it and
making it as acceptable as it is. So, it seems to me that it
is not fair to change that «carefully worked out structure
from last Sessiom, and for that reason, I would oppose the
bilil.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATOR EBUCE) -

For what purrose does Senator ¥atson arise?
SENATOR HWATSCON:

The lady brings up some legitimate points, I'd 1like for
this to be taken out of the record angd ;'ll be glad to
WOLKeas.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SEXKATOR ERUCE)

Is there leave to take it out of the r1ecord? Leave is
granted. Take it out of the record. Sepate Eill 30, Senator
Maitland. Senate Bill 33, Sepator Collins. Senate Bill 41,
Senator lemke. Senate Bill 42, Senator Holmberg. Senate
Bill 44, Sepator Chew. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary, plecase.
SECFETARY:

Sepate Eill 44.

{Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PBESIDIKG GEFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Chew is recognized.

SENATOR CHEK:
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Mr. VP:esident, thank 7you, and Gentlemen and Ladies. I
thought this bill would have appeared on the Agreed List Bill
because we bave mo opposition whatsocever on it, sir. If this
is a persissive...progosal, it can only be iostituzed by an
enactment of local ordinances. I move its passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR EHRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
Senate Bill 44 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Naye The voting 1is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that guestion,
the Ayes are 46, the Nays are 5, 1 voting Fresent. Sepate
Bill 44 having received the reguired constitutional pajority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 46, Senator Kustra. Kead
the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETAEY:
Senate Eill 46.
{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the Lrill.
PBESIDING GEFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Kustra.
SENATOR RUSTEA:

Thank you, Mr. President and aenmbers c¢f the Senate.
There is in the Election Code a glaring irnconsistency of
voter service which is provided in the odd numhered years and
is not provided in the even nunbered years. That voter
‘service is called, "in person absentee balloting." Someone
who does not wish to trust the mails can goc in the nonpar-
tisan elections in the 0dd numbered years to their lqéal
village hall or township hall and vote in ferson absentec.
The law does not apply in the even numbered years. Rhat this
bill does is make the consolidated election law uniform and
extend that voter service to the even numbered years, thus
making the consolidated electioo law unifors. I sculd be

happy to answer any questicns, I'd ask for the billts fzwor-
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able consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICEER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The question
is, shall Sepate Bill 46...Senator Fock is recognized.
SENARTGR EGCCK:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident apnd Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Will the spcnsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICERB: {SENATOE BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Rock.
SE&ATOB BECCK:

¥y recollection, when the consolidaticn of election con-
cept was being talked about in the abstract and ther a few
years ago in the concrete, vas that this wmatter was not a
guestion of having been overlooked, it was a deliberate
choice on the part of the Election laws Cormission and those
%ho were interested in consolidation of eleCticns, because as
you know, we spread the election calendar effectively over
t¥o years, €ven Lumbered and odd numbered, and delitkerately
Gid not sc¢ preovide for this kind of in-person registration
because it, fraokly, is against centralization, agaisst cop-
solidation. And so, it seems to me that this proposal flies
in the face qf and is in deliberate disregaid of...of the
"election refors cosolidaticn of elections.™ I, for one,
oppose this. +¥#e have deliberately provided that im the o044
number election years this will be availakle, bnt'in.a
cbunty-uide election, in the gepneral primary and the general
election it was the thbought of the election authorities that
if I wish to vote in person absentee, I would kave to go to
the authority who was, in fact, charged with the respomsibil-
ity of administering the election, pamely, the county clerke.
And so I urge opposition to Senate Eill 46.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Sepator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:
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Yes, Mr. President, I*d like to ask the gentleman a ques-—
tion.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Xelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Kustra, I¢d like to ask you about one of the
logistics, or one of the problems that were raised in commit-
tee as getting these...these absentee kallcts back to the
counties in tipe. If you would go in, like cr a Momday, and
vote absentee, have you done anything in the way of an amend-
ment, because we did say that possibly there should te scme-
thing to accommodate that procedure. Maybe it sould ke like
ended op Friday instead of omn...op Monday so the least the
number of days tc get it'back and forth; otherwise, you're
going to have the county people running aroupnd with
the...with their...with these absentee ballots the day of the
election.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATCR EERUCE)

Senator Rustra.

SENATOR KUSTEA: -

Yes, 1 have no objection to providing for such an amend-
ment, and we could add it in...ip the Bcuse. 1 don't really
think that®s a problem which is seriocus encugh at this stage
to address 1in this gparticular legislatiocs pow, but I...I
understand that there has been some concern. I've talked +to
city clerks all over Cook County and many areas of the State.
No one bhas voiced this concern, the fact is, they can opt
out. I think that*s the important thing to bear im @zingd
about this legislation. We are not forcimg amy city, village
or township to do anything they don®t wast to do. They
caN...they can waive out of the in-person albsentee ballot
procedure. So, I think that's the...the maip answer to your
problem, tut when this gets to the Bouse, I sculd ke amore

than bhappy to deal with a specific problem if it comes up at
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that time. Thank ycu.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENARTOE EBUCE)

I have the follcwing Sepators: Senators Zito, Geo—Karis,
Schaffer and Macdonald. Senator 2itc.

SENATOR 21TC:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and menkters of the Senate. As
one Democrat out of two that's been elected sclely from dis-
tricts in the suburb, I rise in sugpport of this legislation.
This will enable [feople 1in suburban residence to have the
same opportunities to vote in persom at their 1lccal nmunici-
palities. Wetve experienced, certainly ir =y district, the
inopportunity or the difficulties of travelling all the way
to the City of Chicago if that ipdividual wxants to vote in
person for elections. th shculdn®t this ke allowed? ®hy
shouldn*t we give the peoplé in suburban area an opporiunity
to vote in person versus voting through the 1gail at their
municipalities? I +think it's a good riece of legislation,
it's permissive, if local townships and lccal sunicipalities
want to provide that service to their residents, they should
do so. It will affcrd us, as candidates, an cpportubnity to
include more voters in...in this election process, and I
Sttonily urge an Aye vote om this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR ERDCE)
Senator Geo—-Karis.
SENATCR GEC-KAERIS:

Wounld the...the sponsor yield for a guestion?
PEESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATORBR EROCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEG-KAERIS:

Senat€...Senator, is this the...I...¥W€¢ had some informa-
tion from our County Clerk in 1lake Coumty, and 1
believe...did you have any commumication from her on this
billz

PHEESIDING CFFICEE: {(SENATGE EERUCE)
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Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTEA:

I don't kelieve so.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EKUCE)

Senator Geoc-Karis.

SENATOE GEC-KAEIS:

‘Cause that...I think she alsc recommended that this go
through because she felt it would be a <converience. Thank
you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCB EROUCE)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFEER:

¥ell, MHNr. President, as someohe who represents a rather
large dosanstate county, several of thes, frankly, I rise in
support of this bill. There are many pecple who discover at
the last minute, a few days before the <election, tha:t they
are going to be out-of-town, or hospitalized, or not able to
vote in person, they miss the deadline in a fractical sense
for voting Lty sail, and when their optiom ie to drive clea:
across county to the county seat, in some cases a round trip
of fifty to sixty miles, it...it is a de£errent for parti-
cipation im the electioxn process.'bl think tbis would bhe a
boon to any of us downstate +that want to maximize voter
participation. Again, it*s optiomal and only those townships
that wish to provide the service would do it. I thick those
of wus in the elective process that rum for office are always
trying to do things that encourage...voter participation, angd
I kpovw in my area this will, in fact, increase the number of
votes that are cast in each election siwmply ky making it more
convenient and possible for the citizens to garticigpate, and
I think tha%'s what this country is all akout, and 1 rise in
support of this kill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATCR EBUCE)

Senator Macdomald.
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BEEL #2

SENATOR MACLGNALD:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I was advised to support thie bill for many of the
same reasons that have been espoused before. 1 would like to
say that Semator Kustra made an excellent presentation before
our conmmittee, and that's why the bill was voted out of
committee. It is permissive. It is a gocd piece of legis-
lation to encourage veoier participation and also to provide
convenience for those voters ip suburbab...dcunstate areas
also. S0, because itts permissive and because 1 think it is
a boon to the voters, I urge your suppert of this fipe bill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATCE EERUCE)

Further discussican? Further discussicn? Senator Kustra
may close.

SERATOR KUSTEA:
Thank you, Mr. Fresident, and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. First of all, I think it*s important to kear in mind

that this system is in place now. It*s bheen tried. It

Horks: There have Lkeen no complaints in the o0dd numbered
years; this just extends it to the even nusbered years. In
ansver to Senator Rock's concern abcut the origipal intention
of the consoclidated election law and the people whc worked
with it, I have checked with. many of the fepple =xho put
together that law, including David Epstein and others at the
State Board of Electioms, who vorked long and hard oa that
law. No ome bas told me that when that law was written,
this...the even numbered years was specifically excluded.
That may be possible, but I'm certainly act aware of it, and
I think they would have called that to By attention. I -~sguld
only add that in suburban Cook, I have been contacted b zity

clerks across the county who feel that the trip to dci- oSwn
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is just too wmuch for anybody to wmake to vote ip person
absentee. The League of Women Voters support +this; 1I've
heard from many mupicipalities downstate, as Senator Schaffer
has already alluded, who would also like this cpticn. As far
as I'm concerned, it's extending the franchise, the privilege
of wvoting, in...in a way that’s even superior toc a gail
absentee process. This is ip person absentece which mininmizes
the fraud that yon might get by mail. I would asi for your
favorable consideraticn. Thabk you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR EEDCE)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 46 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? FHave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 48, the Nays are 3, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 46
having received the required constitutional =wmajority is
declared passed. Congratulations, _ Senator Kustra. I
believe...informed that that was your first bill. ¥e gmake
it easy on you. Sepnate Bill 47, Senator Kustra. Are you on
a roll? Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, fplease.

SECEETAEY:
Senate Eill 47,
{Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OFFI1CER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTIRA:

Thapk you, H¥r. Eresident, and w&emkers of the Senate.
This is a bill which deals with cocllege lcans, trying to
expand the access students have to college loans. The Fill
increases the bond purchase limit of the Scholarship Comris—
sion for the student loan secondary market by seventy-iive
million dollars, frce one hundred wmilliop, which is the

present statutory lisit, to a bhundred and seventyfive =mil-
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lion. It also authorizes +the Illinois Designated Account
Purchasing Program, that is tbe secondary loan wmarket which
buys loans from your lccal banks, it would authorize them to
purchase any guaranteed student lcan. Under the current law,
the IDAP, that agency of +the Scholarship Ccempissiod wbhich
purchases these loans, c¢an only purchase delinquent loans.
This expands their ability and allows thew tc purchase loans
of any category. They claim they need that in order to make
the market more availakle to more students. The ©Lill is a
bill that bhas come. cut of a concern on the part of many of us
that with Federal cutbacks in studeet aid, there shbould be
some effort by the State Government +to =wmake umore college
loans available to students. Now, the igpcrtant thing to
bear in rind about this particular piece of legislation is
that it does not in any way represent an oktligationm on the
General Bevenue Fund. It's an increase inp ﬁonding authority,
but it's only an increase in revemue bonding authority, ang
the way these bondhclders sould get their money back is on
the proamise of the State of IllinciS...
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOER EBUCE)

-.-Can we bave some order, please.
SENAT&R KUSIEA:

.=-that they would...that the State of 1Illinois would
recover these dollars. I think mcst of you have heard from
your local banks around this State. I have a stack o0fe..of
letters which have come from all the small bapks across Illi-
nois, who loan these dollars ount to studerts, they're in
favor of this legislaticn, and I would ask your favorable
consideraticn. I'd be willing to ask apy gquestions, if
necessary.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EBUCE)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The guestion

is, shall Senate Bill 47 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.

Those opposed vote Nay. The votimg is open. Have all voted
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wha wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 58, Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 47 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate BRill 53,
Senator Lenke. Fhead the biil, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETARY:
Senate Eill 53.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDINCG OFFICER: {SERATCE ERUCE)

Senator lenke.
SENATGR LEMKE:

First of all...1'd like to adéd...it should read
Lenke-Barkhausen as the sponsors of this bill.
PRESIDING CFFICEER: (SENATOR EBUCE}

Is there leave tc add Senator Barkhausen? Leave 1is
granted. Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

®hat <this bill doss is, is a problem we've been working
on in the State for the last three cr four years of our Fide
Sharing Program ip...in the State. This excludes employees
in a ride sharing agreeuszent froe the 1Illinocis npinimur wage
daring the period of their...of their...the period they're in
the program of ride sharing, and excludes any compensation
they...receive fromr taxes. I thipk it's a gocd bill. It's
requested for by private and cocrporate ride csharing prograsas
to induce people tc get into these programs and to assist. I
ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussicn? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. This came through Senate ~:Lor
and Comrmerce Committee, I would mention tc wmy Repuk®:-:ps,

the Governor oppceses the bill, but it came cut of ccz ree
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6-0 with all the Republicans voting for it. It does have omne
particuolar bhang-up, it does cut our tax Lase, which the
Governor would oppcse, but I happen to %hink it is a reason-
able enough bill, and I personally do intepd tc¢ suppert it,
although I would not expect unanimcus Bepublican support. I
vould appreciate your consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOE EROCE)

Senator Grotlerg.
SENATCR GROTBERG:

Thank ycu, Mi. Fresident. HKould the sponsor yield for a
question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCOR BEUCE)

He indicates he will yield. Senator Grotberqga
SENATOR GERGIBEKG:

Senator...it...Il...where does money change hands in ride
sharing, other than buying gasoline? Khat 30€S...whoS€...%ho
gets a salary for ride sharing? Nhat's the anomaly?
PEESIDING OEEICER:{ {SENATCR BRUCE})

Senator Lecke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

It really isn't a =salary. That*s wsbat we're talking
about. The employer gives the employee a reimbursement for
the gases; therefore, that would be included as income and
then they would bave to deduct it. It would create probleas.
What we're doing here is saying they don*t bhave to do it.
There is no income involved...there is no salary involved.
But, under the Minimum ¥age Law, you alsoc deal in hours. You
know, so you don®t bave to pay o;ertims because the guy®s
actually in a ride sharing prograam for an hour in the mormning
and an hour in the evening. He's not actuwally wvorking ten
hours a day, he would only be working eight. So, this is the
reason for the exclusions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR EERDCE)

Senator Grotierg.
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SENATOR GROTBERG:

For nmny owvn understanding, Senator, thank you for that
answer, but does the corporate...is there an...corporate or
some kind of employer incentive for their ezployeeS...if I
oWn a bu;iness and my employees are in ride sbaring, do I as
an employer pay somebody...you kmow, I just...just...shere...
PRESIDING CFFICEER: {SEXATOR ERUCE)

Senator lemke.

SENRATOR GRCTBEBG:

«.-Where does the money come from?
SENATCE LEMKE: '

What the exployer...say you have six
enployees...enmployees that drive every day to work, in six
different cars but they all live in the saue town. This is
an incentive where eurloyers bave set up <tide sharing Fro-
grags and put all six people in one vehicle, okay, with one
driver he drives ther to work, be drives then home.
They...they all get there at the same time, they all get honme
at the same time. It gives the employer the convenience
of...0f this problem. It also solves some of his parking
probleas and so forth.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BERUCE)

Senator Groetlerg.

SENATOR GEOTEEEG:

I hate to...take the Body’s time, but you haven’t told me
a word about an employer giving wonmey. Ycu know, we can all
get our rides together. What the hell bhag that got to do
_iith...si{h somebody getting money for/getting together cpn a
ride?

PBESIDING GFFICEER: {SENATCR BKRUCE)
Senator Legke.
SENATOR LEMEKE:
~--the only money the employer gives is the reimtursexent

sometimes for the gas.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATCR EEUCE)'

Senator Grotterg.

SENATCR GRCTEEERG:

Yeah, the bill also says, other benmefits. It gets...oh,
you bhad a good thing going on ride sharing, if we*re going to
complicate it and get the government involved, I'd say, let's
get out of it. Ycu know, where you erode the tax base a
little bit, I can't see any purpose...l support you on the
ride sharing thing all the way. 211 of a =sudden we're gei-
ting into a technical matter that isn®t worth the effort. 1
would just recompend a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER:z {SENATCE ERUCE)

Further discussicn? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JERENMIAH JCYCE:

Question.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR EERUCE)

He indicates he will yield, Senator Jeremiab Joyce.
SENATOR JEBEMIABE JOYCE:

Who is the cosponsor of this legislaticn?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

The cosponsor of +this legislation is Llexke-Barkhausen,
Senator Earkhausen.

PRESIDING GEEICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz. Further discus-
sion? Senator Lemke may close.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I ask for a favorable adoption of this bill to assist in
helping busimess get...and supply transportation tc their
employees.

PRESIDIKG OEFICER: {SENATCR EEUCE)
The question is, shall Sepnate Bill 53 pass. 1Those in

favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. 1The voting is ciren.
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Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are 6, 1
voting Fresent. Senate Bill 53 having Teceived the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 54,
Senator Leake. Criminal extradition, Senator. Bead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECBETARY:

Senate Eill S54.

{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EKUCE)
Senator Lerke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

When we passed the Unifor# Extraditiop Act, we passed an
Act as to the fees of the...of the attorney, but we failed tc
say fees and expenses. What this bill doces is allow the
various counties when they...when prisoners are extradited to
collect both the attorney®s fees and their expenses. I think
it's a good bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGE EEUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and members of +the Senate. I
think probably the only thing wreong with this bill is that
it?s going to cost im excess of five hundred thousand dcllars
and there is nc money; and while it may ke appropriate some-
time, it doesn't seem to pe it's appropriate at this tinme
that we would support this legislation because of the cost.
I would ask for a No vote.

PRESIDIRG CFFICER: (SENAICE ERUCE)

Discussion? Furtber discussion? Sepator Lenke may
close.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I think in...in this category what we're finding - t is
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counties are not extraditing...extradition proceedings
ON...OR prisoners and since we are leaving pecple out of the
penitentiary because we don't have wmoney, %e should, at
least, bring thez back and put them in for awhile, instead of
having them runm arcund in different states or getting stuck
with...with prisoners here from other states. I think this
is a good bill. I think the...we...these counties should be
teimbursed, and I don't think the sum of five hundred thou-
sand dollars, which I think is high, is...is <00 @much to
payto take care of these...we're talking akcut felons, we're
not talking about wmisdemeanors. We%re talking atout felons,
we're talking about Class X Felons and people that we want to
prosecute and bkave extradited back  to Illincis, and people
from Illinois to gc out, and I think it's a good...a gcod
bill and I think it®'s pecessary to protect us in...in the law
enforcement field. I ask for its adoptiom.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {(SENATCR ERUCE)

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 54 pass. Those iﬁ
favor...Senator Groctkerg, he was clcsing. Senator Grotkerg,
go ahead. We're...we're trying to roll here but...

SENATOER GEGTIBEERG:

Thank you. 1 just wondered Senator, is that an agppropri-
ation to the Department of Corrections or to the...Department
of Law Enforcesent to back this thing up? Because I just sat
all day with Senator Sangmeister and some others, wsetre let-
ting peoplé out of jail so fast now that we don®t know where
to go0 next to...tc keep the prison syster open. 1f this is
law enforcesent money, wbere is the money?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE EBERUCE)

Senator lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

According to the staff, there is an appropriation. it's

been reduced frca last year but there is the zoney there for

extradition in the Department of law Enforcegent.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 54 fass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those cpposed vote Nay. 1The vcting is ofpen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that guestion, the Ayes
are 34, the Nays are 21, 1 voting Present. Senate Eill S%
having received the regquired constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 57, Senator lepke. Ch, for
what purpose does Senator Sangmeister arise?

SENATCR SANGMEISTER:

A gquick wmatter of persomal privilege. #y local grade

. school from Mokema, Illinois is dowt here with their teacher,

Mr. BRichard Quina, fcrmer mayor of the village of Mokena, and
I wounld like the Senate to recognize their presence.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)

Would the students from Mckena please rise and be recog-
nized by the State Senate. %elcome to Springfield. S<nator
Lenke, on 57. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please._
SECRETARY:

Senate Eill 57.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR ERUCE)
Senator lesmke:
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is amends the Prokate Act, provides
that one who intenticnally or unjustify causes the death of
another cannot inherit from the descepndant. It ©becomes
effective igmediately. We put a clause in to satisfy the
real estate people and the title companies which says that
the bill does not affect real estate that has been so0ld to
VFP?s. I think it's a good bill. I think it's necessary and
I don'*t think pecple should inherit from killing some ances-

tor...or causing their death. I ask for its adoption.
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PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator...discussion? Sepnator Eloomn.
SENAICGR ELCOM:

Cuesticao.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

He indicates he will yield. Sepator Elocema
SENATOE BLOCH:

Senator Lemke, you know, the purpose of the bill is laud-
able, but as I wunderstand the bill, it wculd change the
present law so thkat if you were acguitted in a criminal Fpro-
ceeding, they could...there could then be instituied a civil
‘proceeding shere they could essentially, with a differsnt
gtandard of proof, adjudicate ycur respopsibility for at
least inheritance tax purposes w~hether or not you...the
defendant killed the perscn or not. Is that correc<?
PRESIDIRG CFFICER: {SENATOE LEMUZIQ)

Senator Lemke€a
SENATCR LEMKE:

Not for inheritance tax, Senator Bloom. Ycu remember, we
don't have 1inheritance tax anymcre, but for inheritances,
yes. This sets up tbe thing that in some incidents where the
partynis found nct guilty, but he unjustify if be causes a
death he might not be guilty cf purder but he might have been
guilty of...of another crige which is pot what be was tried
for. This would allow a procedure for tbat where he could
not collect for his inheritance.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LDEAUZIC)

Senator Eloos.

SENATCRE ELOOHM:

To the bill, just briefly, I...l wonder whether we want
to go dosr that road at this tize. I don*t know, I Jjust
raised the issue for the Senate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIO)

Is there any further discussion? Senator lezke...$snator
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DelAngelis.
SENATOR CeANGELIS:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATORBR LCEMUZIC)

The spcnsor indicates he will yield. Sepatcr Lernke.
SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Under current law...

PRESILCING OFFICER: (SEBATOR TEMUZIC)

Senator LCelngelis.

SENATCE L[eANGELIS:

-.-under carrest law, can a person xhc wurders somekbody
receive any benefit fror the estate of that person?
PRESIDIRG OFFICEE: (SENATOE LEMDZIO)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOE LEMKE:

If he's found guilty of murder, no.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DENMUZ2IC)

Senator Delngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Then, what is the purpose of this bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR LEMDZIC)

Senator lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

According to the...Judge Dahl and the...and the probate
people and the bar association, the purpose of this bill is
to cleanup an ambiguity in the law which allcws people to
inherit when they're not found gquilty of murder but they're
found guilty of a 1lesser defense, but they unjustifiably
caused the death of this individual. And the courts have
recopmended this change in the 1law to get around this
and...and this shculd be a fact in determining inberitance
iDe..in Prokate Court. I think it*'s a good bill...
PEESIDING CFFICER: (SEXATCE LEMUDZIQ)

Senatorl Eerman.
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SENATOEB EIBMAN:

In answer to the last question that it not only includes
murder, it®s involuntary manslaughter, and as Semator Blcom
pointed out, you have a civil cause of action that can also
be instituted. The present law, I think, ic limited to the
criminal murder, so this...this bill expands oo both of those
counts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIG)

Senator legske to clusea
SENATCE LEMKE:

I think we should...I ask for the adopticn ¢f this bill
to...t0 prevent people who unjustifiably cause the death of
another from inheriting as a heir wunder their estate. 1
think it's a good kill, and I ask for a favorakle consider-
ation.

PRESIDING COFFICER: {SENATORE DENUZIC)

Alright. The guestion is, shall Senate Eill 57 pass.
Those voting...those in favor vote Aye. Those oppesed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? FHave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 51, the Nays are 4, 2 voting Present. Senate Eill 51
haviug...Senate Bill S7 bhaving received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared fassed. Sepate Bill 58,
Senator Lernke. Sepate Bill 60, Sepator Darrow. BKead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECKETAEY:

Sepate Fill 6C.
\(SGCIetary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the Ekill.
PRESIDING CGFFICER: {SENATOE DEMUZIC)

Senator Darrow.
SENATOR CAEEOWN:

Thank you, Hr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the

House. Sepate Bill €0 allows drivers sixty-nine years c¢f age

£ <&
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and older, who have a good record, who don*t have apy motor
vehicle accidents or any wmoving violaticns, to gchtain a
renewal of their driver's license without taking the written
€xam. Two years ago we€ passed sirilar legislaticn tbat pro-—
vides that if you were under sixty-nine, you would not be
required to take the driver's exam or the...the drive itself.
This bill extends the right to have a license renewed without
taking the written e€xam to those over sixty-nine.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Lavidson.
SENAICE DAVIDSON:

I rise in support cf this legislation. This came out of
the Motor Vehicle laws Commission and has support of all the
different law enforcement bodies involved, and I recossend it
to you as a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHE#W:

Yes, Mr. Fresident, we went througb thi§ guite «carefully
and we got several thousands of pieces of rail on it and it
is supportive all the uay.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIOQ)

Alright. Sepator Eerman.
SENATOR BEERMAN:

Just one gquestion. On the explanation of +the kill, if
this bill passes then anyome cver sixty-nine does not have to
take either the written or the driving?

PRESIDING OFEFICER: {(SENATOR LEMNUZIQG}

Senator Larrow.

SENATCR LCAERQOW:

No, shat +this bill provides 1is the person sixty-ning
years of age or clder does not have to take the writtep exar.
That person will still have to get cut in that car and take

the drive portion of the exan.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEHUZIG)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR CCLLIKS:

Question of the spcﬁsor, Flease.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMOUZIC)

Question...indicates he %ill yield. Senatcrl...
SENATOR CCLIIES:

Yes, Senator Darrow...Darrow, you said that if their 1i-
cense had expired over a year, they would have +to take .the
exam?

PRESIDIBG OFFICER: {SENATCR LDENUZIG)

Senator Darrow.
SENATOE CAEFRGCH:

No. If you recall, two years ago we passed legislation
that said that if ycu bave a good drivimg record, if 7you
don*t have a2 moving viclation for three yeérs, if you*re not
involved in a traffic accident for three years, you needn*t

take the written exam nor the driving exam. A1l you need do

is go dosn and have your eyes testedf That did mot apply =to
those individuals sixty-nine years of age or older. %hat we
are doing with this legislation is saying that if you're
sixty:nine years of age or older and you have that good driv—
ing record, you ©peed not take the written exam. You still
have to take the other portions of the test.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

4lright. Sepator Larrow to close.
SENATGE LARBCW:

I would merely ask for a favorable vote c¢p this legis-
lation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE LCEMUZIC)

Alright. The question is, =shall Senate Bill 60 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppcsed vote Nay. The votring
is open. Have all voted who wish? Bave all vcted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Gn that guesiion
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the Ayes are 59, the Nays are opone, none veting FEresent.
Having...Senate Bill 59 having receiving the...Senate Bill 60
having received the required constitutional majority is...is
declared passed. Sepator Johns, what purpcse 60 Yyou arise?
SENATOR JCHNS:

I had the pleasure of cosponsoring this same type of
legis%aticn with, then Bouse member Clarence TLarrow, and I
would like to be shown as one of the sponscrs of this partic-
ular bill, also.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIC)

Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Sepate Eill €1,
Senator D'Arco. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETAEY:
Senate E1l1 61.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Jrd reading of the rill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATOR DEMUZIC)
Senator D'Arco.
SEHATOR D'ARCO:

Thank ycu, Hr. Eresident. What this bill does is create
the Illinois Parentage Act apd it iovolves a situation where
a voman is artificially inseminated. And the situation arose
and it became guestionakle as to whom was the legal father of
the child that was conceived through artificial insemination.
In the McFadden Decision, the courts seer t¢ indicate that
the natural father was legally the father of this child, and
that obviously does mot make sense, in lien of the fact that
it should be the husktand of the wife that was artificially
inseminated. So, what this bill does is set ocut the legal
procedure to be enployed when this technigue is vsed ty a
woman and her physician and bher husband, and 1 sculd ask for
a favorakle vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR ﬁEHUZIO)

Is there any discussion? The guesticn iz, shall . .zate
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Bill 61 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. 9Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Bave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 58, ncne voting in the nega-
tive, nope voting Present. The...Senate Eill 61 having
received the required constitutional npajority is declared
passed. Sepate Bill 62, Senator DelAugelis. Senate Eill 63,
Senator Netsch. Senate Bill 66, Senatcr Netsch. Kead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETAEY:

Senate...Senate Bill 66.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the Lkill.
PEESIDING CFFICER: {SENATGR DENUZIC)

Senator Netsch.

SENATCR NETSCH:

Thank yéu, ¥r. President. Senate Eill 66 was initially
suggested last Session, as I recall, by Judge Schneider of
the Circuit Court in Cook County, and has been affirmed and
confirmed in the annual report of *he Sugprene Court to the
General Assenbly. It...the Supreme Court bhas requested us
for several years to remove judges from electoral boards.
That is clearly the requirement of the...Constitution as
adopted in 1970, and as the court has pointed out, it is most
inappropriate for judges to be sitting om electoral boards,
when the matters before them may later come to them in their
judicial capacities, and ir addition, in scme cases, it has
tied up judges fcr long periods of time oD matters tha*t could
well be bandled by others. This bill is in response to that
reguest. It has nowv been looked at and woerked over, if you
will, by both the State Board of Elections and the County
Clerks® Association, and I believe is acceptable to everyone
who has Lkeen interested in it. Basically, it does remove the

judges from the electoral boards. It gives to the State
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Board of Elections the authority to pass on objections to
nominations o©f candidates where they are Statewide candi-
dates, congressional, State legislative, and judicial cover~
ing more than one county and other elected officers who are
multicounty in nature. t gives to the county officers elec-
toral board the similar power and tc pass on those offices
wkich are within or coterminous with a particular county, and
it names the members of those boards, again excluding judges,
which is the primncipal purpose of the arendpent. I sculd ke
happy to answer gquestions. I believe there is no cljecticn
to the bill im its present form, and I wculd solicit your
support.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATGE CEMUZIC)

Is there any guestionS...any discussion? Senator
Grothberg.

SENATCR GEOTIRBEEG:

Thank you,‘ ¥r. Fresident and fellow reckbers. Fould the
sponsor yield?

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIC)

The spcnsors indicates he will yield.
SENATOR GECTIEEEG:

Senator Netsch, I*ve been in and out of elections for
many, nany years and I would like you to explain what is the
State Division Electcral EBoard? who are they and what 4o
they do Lefore we remcve them or scamething?

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SEXATOR LEHUZIC)

Sepator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCBH:

I believe that is the old and by now really obsolete lan-
guage fcor indicatimg that agency at the State level that
hears those kinds of cobjectioms to nomipating fpetitions and
otherwvise. I think that is perhaps cne reason whj that
section is being removed. I don't think it has any useful

purpose any lobnger.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCENMUZIC)

Senator Grotlterge.

SENATOR GRCTEERG:

I still don't kpow who they are. If I knew one, I'd Le
reminded. But, give me a for instance...cne in existence.
It refers to ccunty board memter, and it refers to this and
that, does every...does every local unit of governsent have a
State Division Electoral Board, congressicnal, 1legislative,
judicial offices? It*s confusing. It nmust ke very simzple,
but I don't know what the heck it dges.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR CENMDZIC)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NEISCEH:

¥ell, I...I can read you what the Statutes =said it was
supposed to do before the language rémoves it, and again I
don't think it had been effectively used for scme time. “The
State Division Electoral Board will hear and pass upon objec-
tions to the noaminations of candidates for officers to be
elected by the voters of a political subdivision or district,
except a municipality less than a state and greater than a
county, composed of one resident judge fror each county,™ angd
so forth. This was the part of the machinery, if you will,
that I...at least prior to this bill, passed upon the objec-
tions where sopecne was being challenged whose dis-
trict...whose area covered more than one ccunty, as I under-
stand 1it, amnd that is being elimirated, because the member-
ship of those boards consisted of primarily of Jjudges; and
that, as I explained earlier, is the primary purpose of the
bill to remove judges from electcral boards. What we have
done now is, we have spread whatever hearings that particular
division wused +to have into either the State Electoral Bgoard
or the county electcral boards, wbich existed umder <the
present law, in any event. I don't know whether that _ully

answers your guesticn.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIO)

Senator Grotlerg.

SENATOR GECTEEEG:

To the bill, it must be very good, the courts are for it.

Thank you.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LENUZIC)
Senator Hacdobald.

SENATOR MACLCONALD:

Yes, would the sponsor yield for a question?
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE LEMU2IC)

The sponsor indicates she will yield.
SENATOR MACLONALD:

Yes, if the State Board of Elections, will +they hear
school or ccmmunity college district objectioms if the school
is in more than cne county?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR LCENMUZIO)

Senator Netsch.

SENATGE NETSCH: .

Let me read you the extent of their jurisdictionm, as the
bill has been amended, and you may not have the amended lap-
guage in front of you. "Phe State Board c¢f Elections will
hear apd pass upon objections to the nominaticms of candi-
dates for State offices, norinations of candidates for con-
gressional, legislative and judicial offices of districts or
circuits situated in more than one county, nominations of
candidates for the offices of state's attorney or regional
superintendent of schools to be elected from more than one
county." That is the scope of their jurisidiction in the
bill, as amended, and this was what...then shen you have a
Bulticounty school district or multicounty anything elsze, it
will go to a county electoral board and the makeup then is
the rest of the language that is in the...the proposeé 5ill,
as amended.

PEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOE DEMUZIC)
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Senator Gec-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

¥Mr. President apnd Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senmate, I'n
a little concerned about this bill because I do feel there
should be a judge‘involved in these electicns, and a Judge
has a great duty and maybe sose of the judges don't want to
te bothered with +that duty, bLut you have situations imn
different counties, for example, where the longest term
member om a county toard may not alwvays ke the wisest, and 1
do think we'd be doing a better service fcr the public to
include a judge in the...these elections, and I don't feel we
should be eliminating the State Division Electoral Board, and
I really feel that we'd be doing an injustice to...to ethical
and equitable and fair votimg rights if we do not include a
judge in these elections.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOC)

Senator Netsch, perhaps you can discuss that in your
closing remarks.
SENATOE NETSCH:

Rell...was it a question? Iheref..l would just call to
your attention one thing. The major member of the county
boa:d: that language has been eliminated from the bill by the
amendment that was put on on the Floor .ashile ago, so that is
no longer there at all, Senator Geo—Karis.

PRESIDING CEFICEE: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Hell, Senator Gec-Karis, she was closing. Senator Geo~
Karis.

SENATCR GEC-KARIS:

In...in response, just tO...BY ¢question is +then, if
you've eliminated it...you've eliminated a regqular judge from
these deliberations, and this is what I object to, anmd that's
why I cannot support the bill.

" PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEhUZIO)

Senator Netsch to close.
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SENATOR NETSCH:

Let me respond to that because that is precisely the pur-
pose of the bill. The Constitution that was adopted in 1570
makes it clear that judges should not and...and appropriately
cannot serve on electcral koards. That is the reason why the
Supreme Court has asked the General Assenkly for several
years, would you please, in effect, inplément that provigion
of the Constitution which makes it inappropriate for judges
to serve on electoral toards. What we bhave Jone is then take
that basic objective, which nust be met, se have got to do
that at some point or else the boards themselves are geoing to
be subject +*o legal challenge and we have attempted o work
out the best device for substituting for the ¢ld 1lax. This
iSe..the present focrm of Senate Bill 66 is that which has
been looked at by the State Board of Electioms, by the county
clerks, by the admipistrative officer of the Suprese Court
and others, and they feel it best solves the probler. Eut,
the basic objective is cne, Senator Geo-Karis, that we npust
do. So, I would solicit your supporta.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Eill 66 fass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted wbo wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. ©n that question‘, the Byes
are 41, the ©Nays are 13, 2 voting Present. Secpate Bill 66
having received +the regquired copstitutional majority is
%ﬁeclared passed. Senate Bill 71, Senator Sangreister.
Senate Bill 77, Semator Friedlamd. Read the bill, ¥r. Secre-
tary.

SECBETABY:
Senate Eill 77.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the kill.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Friedland.
SENATOR ¥RIENLCLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. EFresident, Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. Sepate Bill 77 wculd permit federally
charted...that 1is federally charter savings and loans to
change their name to Federal Saving Eanks, as authorized by
the Gare? St. Germaine Federal legislation passed in 1982.
The bill was passed unaniwously in committee, after an objec-
tionable amendment was removed and it...it®s supported by the
Illinois Savings and Lcan League. Appreciate ycur favorable
consideratiocn. . W
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senator...if not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 77 pass. 1Those in faver will
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all wvoted who wish? Bave all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are £8, the Nays are
none, none voting Eresent. Sepate Eill 77 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
78, Senator Bigney. Kead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:
Senate Fill 78.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SRVICKAS)
Senator Eigney.
SENATOR EIGNEYXY:

The subject of Senate Bill 78 is chlorination of drinking
water, which is not a nev subject tc either HBouse of the Gen-
eral Assembly. Khat we're attempting to dc here under Senate
Bill 78 is to give small towds throughout the State of I1li-
nois a certain measure of self-determinaticn ¢n the subject
of chlorination. fThese are small ccmmunities that have been

very well served by their public water supply for many, - many
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yearsa They are drawing frcm a very safe deep well source,
have experienced no problems whatsoever with the health in
their conmpunities. The problem is that without a Statute om
this subject, the Illincis EP2, by department reqgulatica bkas
mandated a chlorination program for these seall communities.
What Sepate Bill 78 seeks to do is to 1ift tbis w@mandatory
regulaticn under certain, very carefully ccotrolled condi-
tions. First of all, small commupnities, those under five
thousand population, would have to have ap underground SOurce
into a properly ccnstructed confined geological formation.
They would have to have no history cf cootamipation for +he
last five years. They would have to bave a rlan apprcved by
the EPA to educate «consumers on greventing contaminaticao.
They must have certified operators, and 1 think the real
clincher is that prior to the decision to not chlorinate, a
referendum-..a gfublic referendum in that community must ke
held. FEhen they have met all of the above ccnditions, then
they would be eligibkle not to chloringte their drinking
supply.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If pot, the gquestiop is, shall
Senate Bill 78 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? 1Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 48, the RNays are €, none voiing
Present. Senate Bill 78 baving received the copstitutional
majority is declared passed. I understand itts Sena-
tor...Rigney's first bill. With leave of the Body, we had
a...Senator Bock, for what purpose do you arice?

SENATOR EGCK:

Thank ycu. ©On a point of perscnal privilege, in case
Treasurer Donnexald is 1listening. I did vote Aye. "It .as
Sepator Rigpey's first kill, and I was mandated to vcte . ye

by former Semator Jiz Gitz.
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PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Your explanatiom will be noted and <sent to Semator
Donnewald. ¥ith leave of the Body, we have to returm Lack to
Senate Bill 77 and bave another vote on it. He had a 1little
malfunction ip the record, and we have po rececrd of it. So,
the vote was 58 to 0. So, with leave of the Body we'll call
for Senate Bill 77 c¢pn 3rd reading, and...all those in favor
of supporting Senate Bill 77 again will vote Aye. Those
opposed %ill wcte Nay. The voting is ogen. It secems we've
lost a few...have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. O©On that guestion, the Ayes are 58,
the Nays are rone, opome voting Présent. Senate Bill 77 hav-
ing received the constituticnal pmajority is declared passed.
Senate Eill 84, Senatcr Luft. Senate Bill 86, Senator Geo—
Karis. ©Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 86.
{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the Ekill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICE2S)
Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEG-KARIS:

Mr. President, lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senéte, Senate
Bill 86 amends the Sanitary District Act of 1936 to provide
by petition of fifty percent of legal voters and fifty per-
cent of landowners in a given area to purchase and operate a
water systeB...a supply systez im a given areca. We...that
becane a necessity in our county Lkecause it was a
port...portion of the beach by the sanitary distriét, which
vas in need of an alternative water supply system. It passed
upanimously out of the...Senate Comsittee on Local Govern~-
nents, and the chairman of the Local Governments is here to
verify that, and I ask for a favorakle consideratiocn.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE SAVICRAS)
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Is there any discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATCR NELZA:

Thank you, HMr. Chairmam, and ladies and GentleEpeD...BT.
President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. The bill was
specifically desigmned to sclve a prokler in Senator Geo-
Karis? district-l There is a referendum fer approval by the
voters, there is a petitioning, the fimancing of the special
assessment is limited to the affected area. It will elso
affect fourty-four of the hundred and twenty-nine sanitary
districts in the State and it will give ther the same oppor-
tunity. There was ap amendment put on the bill to clarity
some lanquage on copdemnation. Cther thab that, the kill is
in pretty good shape.

PEESIDING GFFICER: {SEXATOR SAVICEAS)

Is there any £further discussion? 1If not, the gquestion
is, shall Senate Bill 86 pass. Those in favor will vcte Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Eave all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. Cn
that gquestion, the Ayes are 59, the Nays are pon€, Qnons
voting Present. Senate Bill 86 havipg received the ccostitu-
tional wpmajority is declared passed. Sepate Eill 87, Semnatcr
Rock. Senator Bill 90, Senator Grotberg. HKead the kill, Er.
Secretary.

SECRETARI:
Sepate Eill 90Q.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Ekill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Grotterge.
SENATOR GROTEBEEG:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident, and fellow Senators. Senate
Bill 90 again deals with the county school trustees. 2and
this...each county has at least four c¢r five o¢f -:em,

volunteers, who, in fact, hold title to all schoel prz: =1y,
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and in these days of changing, closing of schcols, selling of

property, they become gquite busy. lLast year we arranged for

\
|

the state's attcrneys to be their at*orneys. They never hagd

a specific attorney and legal ccunsel Lefore. This year

they're asking for indemnification, and thatt's what this bill

does, because...so that they wen't be held...won't be held

persomally liable for...for action, and that's what Sepate

Bill 90 does. I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Rock.

SENATOR BFCCK:z

Thank you, ¥r. Eresident and Ladies ard Gentlemen of the
Senate. The gentlegan will yisld?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will yield.

SENATOR EOCK: :

As I understand Senate Bill 50, as amended, instead of
allowing the counties to idemrify...and migh: I ask just for
By own icformaticn, how many regional...hcw many people does
this apply to...how many regional bcards of school trustees
do we enjoy in this State?

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotterg.

SENATOR GECTEERG:

T0 my...fifty-nine is the number according to stafi,A
Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eock.

SENATCR EBCCR:

Thank you. I Jjust was upaware. But the origipnal bill
would...would allow the coumties to idemnify, which doesn*'t
sound <o bad, frankly. I don?t know what these boards do,
but that's my prcbles. But, this amendment, or the Lill as

amended, now mandates the State to idempify, and I'm just
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curious as to why we are npoving from a permissive county
indemnification to a mandated State indempification.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grottergq.
SENATOR GRCTEBEERG:

I think I can be helpful on that, Semator. As I got...as
ve got into it, we found out that they don*'t belong to any-
body. Okay? FNo more county mandates is a fair proposition
in this General Assembly, S0 as we cffered...we asked for the
State Board of Education to do it. They found cut that they
couldn*t idemnify anybody but State ebDployees. They are bnot
State employees. 7The facts are there's akbout a fwelve thou-
sand dollar appropriation being added to the Central Manage—
ment Services, they've got to go out and tuy coverage for
that...they*re nomads in this world of...of uprelated folk,
and that is the...that...the Department has agreed to proceed
and get bids, and it?s...they estimate fror twelve to fifteen
thousand dollars, Sepator. But, then they sould panage the
policies under the State umbrella of indeppification.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Bocke.

SENATCR EKGCK:

No, thank you. I, frankly, being nonkpowledgeable about
what their duties are, I don't koow what se're idemnifying
them from, so I%s kind of at a loss here. I do not in<end to
vote affirmatively urntil I find out what they®re suppose to
do.

PRESIDING OFEICEB:‘ (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Sepnator Eruce.

SENATOR ERUCE:

I wWas just avaré of this azendment when Senator kock
brought it up. The Regional Eoard of Schocl Trustees, s far
as I know, own no State property, whatsoever. Ther bhold

title to school district property and...and exactly xkr ..you
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kpnow, they are a...a grouf of people drawn together by spe-
cific school district lines, apnd so, why are we idemnifing
them? I don't know anybody else im State Government or any-
body else in the State of Illinois that we idemnify when they
are not perforeing State acts. This is certainly a new idea
to...to 1idemnify people w%ho were holding school district
funds, performing school district functicns, and idemnify
them out of State...State funds. It just doesn’t make any
semse, .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVEER:

A question of the spomsor.
PEESIDIKG OFFICER: {SEXATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will yield.
SENATCB WEAVEER:

Senator Grotkberg, could not the school district indemnify
then or have an umbrella policy over their activities rather
than the State?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKAS)

Senator CGrotterg.

SENATCR GRGTEERG:

Thank you, Senator Keaver. The...my answer to that gues-
tion 1is, these are not school districts, these are county
trustees who in 2ll the land transfers of every piece of real
estate by all schools, between districts closings, openings
and it's getting to be a very busy field, and it's a
non-partisan...son~-paid, and as I suggested to Senatcr Eock,
Senator ©Weaver, they're kind of orphans in the storuw, they
are State~wide. I, too, found out that they kelonged <=2 npo
one, but mandatimg, for instance, the cocunty boaré...to
underwrite them would be one thing, but to fpass it <. the
school districts you would bhave to divide it, ther. ::z no

umbrella other than the State of...they happen to be .. :ver
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the State of Illinois, and I guess that®s why we took +that
approach, but, they are orphans in the storm. I assure you I
have worked this npatter out with the...Senator Weaver, are
you still on my gquestion, am I going .can toc long? Go ahead,
I'm sorry.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.
SERATOR WKEAVEE:

well, 1let me ask this, Senator Grotkerg, are the school
trustees in wmulticounty regional school districts...are
there...are there =school trustees in each ccunty or one set
of trustees for the rulticounty districts?

PRESIDIEG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grecttiergas
SENAICR GRCIBEERG:

They dovetail with the regiocnal supe:iﬁtendept‘s bound-
aries. There are pulticounty, there are only fifty-nine in
the State, the same number that we have <¢f regional super-—
intendents, lik€a..

PEESIDING GEFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKASY)

Senator...Reaver.

SENATOE KEAVER:

So, you*re saying then that there may ke three or four
sets of trustees in each regiomal districte.
PRESIDIRG CFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotkterg.

SENATCR GRGTIEEERG:

I'm sayiog there’s cne set of trustees for each regiomal
district. For instance, FKendall and Grugdy ar€...are a
regional district and they have their set cf trustees. Kane
County is ome county and it's a jurisdiction and has four or
five of thez, et cetera. Cerrect, Senmator Bruce? Yeah.
And, I think it's just...there is no largess at stake here.

If there's po money, the Goverrpor will veto roth Lills, but
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ve're trying to solve that problem in this...in this
heirarchy of...of orphans in the storm. To mandate the coun—
ties to do it, then you've got divided counties; it get*s so
complicated, it isn't worth it.
PRESIDING QOFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator BHall.
SENATOR EBLL:

Will the sponsor yield for a guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

He indicates bhe will yield.
SENATOK BALL:

Senator Grothberg, as the designated hitter for the Gover-
nor, now you're always talking about there's nct money here,
there's not money there, did I understand you to say there is
twelve thousand dollars going to be put iy Central Mapagemenxz
for this? It's unbudgeted, acnd, ncw you come up here with a
time 1ike this? My other question is, we got along with all
this time without it, ncw why are ycu coming up with sore-
thing like this at this hour?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE SAVICKAS)

Senator Grottierg.

~ SENATOR GECGTBEEG:

Well, thank you, I'd be glad to respond tc =y designated
hitter's question. The gquestion is, sometimes you bhLave toc
respond to what people want, and the trustees are asking for
it and the regional superintendents, as a body State-wide,
are asking for it, as many of the things that you do. I will
leave it to the discretion of the availakle dollars as to
whether cr pot this thing lives or dies, but until we were to
pass such an Act, there?s no decision to te zade. They would
still resain orphans in the storm of...of liakility and for
jobs for which there's no...you can®t even find people “¢ rup
for the job, but they do, in fact owna...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Eall.
SENATCR GROTEEERG:

.-.all those schools.
SENATOR EALL:

Well, I just want to suggest to the Eody is that se ocught
to give this the proper vote by all being read, and shame on
you.

PRESIDING GFEICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank youw. Just to clarify exactly what these duties of
these trustees are, 1 bappen to have a...a former relative of
one Ofiewa0On one c¢f the boards. ¥kat they do, they
settle...they settle disputes inbetween the school districts,
they do have title to theses buildings. The probler is, 1I
think the reascn they want to te ideniified iSee.is the
simple reason that a lct of parents get very, very upset when
their particular schoocl is closed and are running around
looking for somebody to sue, <so they can wake sure that
that...the school stays open. There are a 1lct of scheols
nowadays 1in the districts that have toc be closed. ¥We are
askin§ these people to go ahead énd..-and set themselves in a
position where whether it's a nonsense suit or not, it never-
theless will have to be defended by somebody, and this is
a...it is a nonpaying position. Senator Greotherg is right,
they have a devil of a tipe . trying to even find somebody
that*s going tc¢ rum for it because nobcdy understands what
they do, but there's akout seven or eight in each regional
district, and I don't think it’s upnreasonable if we’re¢ asking
these people to do the work for pothing apnd spend a lot of
time trying to...to make parents happy when their schcools are
being closed and listen to disputes betseen school districts,
when one wants to either leave or ccocme inte aspother one, I

don't think it*s asking toc much to...to0 at least cover tlLcea
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lwith sope kind of...
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

A#ur. President and lLadies and Gentlegen c¢f the Senate,
this bill was heard by our Judiciary I Committee and it
received...unanimous vote. The problem is that, as Senator
Grotbterg and Fawell...Senatcrs both said, the schocl board
trustees do not get any pay and the Attorney Generalt*s office
indicate in the absence of specific statutcry authority,
counties cannot agree to idemnify members of regiomal board
of school trustees. At the present time, the State already
is reguired by Statute to idempify all State employees and
officers, and all this asendmebBt...this bill does is an
amendment shich adds the schocl trustees to the list, and I
would urge favorable consideraticn because there is a need
for 1it. What are you going to do? Youfre pct going to have
people rum for school board trustees, what are you going to
dc?

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. %ell, I would just suggest to
Senator Grotherg, why don't we just put legislation im akol-
ishing these posts. Let the school boards hold title and
we'll idemnify the school boards and...and atclish these. As
it*s been pointed out many times before...and I have looked
on the ballot everytime, by the say, in 1y area and uhén
these folks come up for election, I have never knmown one of
these persons whose names appears on the ballot. ¥cv, that
doesn't make it either bad or gcod, but I think sbat znator
Fawell just said is that pobody understands what they .3, you
can't get anybody to run for them, why don*t se jus® ::olish

them? It's something that came out of the...the ni.#&izenth
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or eighteenth century that was established in this State, and
I don't think it bhas any function anymore. Why don*t you
amend your bill to akolish the whole post and se?ll let the
ESR and the school boards split up the dutiesa

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, does Senator
Grotberg wish to close debate or...

SERATCR GRCTEEKG:

Ok, I thipk I°d ketter say something gocd about this
bill. The...the...the negative reaction of the oppgsiticn,
who fail to realize that those of us wsho Lelieve in 1lecal
control of schools but won*t come forth with any backup
system for the...the system that*s in place, the least we can
do is cover them, and we've found a way. VNokody ever found
it Ltefore since 1818, Senator Euzbee, and if you want to
sponsor such a bill, I*11l probably cospomsci it with you; but
until that time, let?s put a little pmbrella cver them, so
they cam go ahead and buy and sell and trade without having
some local person who becomes irate to take them to court and
spend it on lawyers, they can spend that smuch on one case and
any circuit court in this State on trying to get rid of a
problém school. And, I think it just makes sense that wue do
it, and again for those of you...and Senator Ball, Senator
Hall witb your grave CODCEID OVer Ry wild spending, I...I'n
taking that into consideration and have prearranged to bhave
both items vetoced if there's nothing there. GCkay? I would
ask you to pass the bill. Let's get it over to the House and
maybe we can accommodate Senator Buzbee and akclish the whole
systeaz over there.

PRESIDING CFFICEER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Sepate Bill- 9C¢ fass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those cpposed vote Ray. The veting is
open. Have all votved sho wish? Bave all vcted whbo w.sh?

Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 27, the .ays
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are 26, ncne voting Present. Senate Bill SC having failed to
receive a constitutional majority is declared 1lost...Senator
Grotberg.

SENATCR GECIBEERG:

We...we may need a vebicle for Sepator Euzbee's bill.l
¥ill you put it cn postponed consideration?

.PRESIDING CFFICEE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

We would ask leave of the Body, since the roll call was
already announced, to rescind the vote and put this cn [post-
poned consideration. Is leave granted? 1leave is granted.
Senate Bill 92, Senator Delngelis. Ee¢ad the kill, Mr. Secre-

tary.

END OF EEEL
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REEL #3

SECFETARY:
Senate Eill 92.
{Secretary reads title of rill)
3rd reading of the kill. ) !
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATOE SAVICKAS)
Senator LeAngelis.
SENATCR LeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mz. Fresident and wmembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill S2 elimirnates the exclusive reguirements that the
director of = mental bealth be a psychiatrist. It does not
eliminate the possibility of the director beincg & gsychia-
trist, but it does not exclude anybody else from being
considered. As we all know, the Department.ci ¥ental BHealth
is a vast agency. Hith a budget of apprcxirately five hun-
dred and fifty million dollars it cuis acrcss wmore than Just
mental illness. It-...deals with the developientally dis-
abled, drug and alcohbol related illpesses. T1here are npany
community based agencies. It is a vast euwpire to administer.
I think se ought not to restrict the director of this depart-
ment to be a psychiatrist, we ought %c look for the most
qualified person and if a psychiatrist is such, that®s fine.
If not, we cught to get the best person. I urge your support
for Senate Eill S2.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Now we have quite a few that are seeking recogpition. ¥We
are using the timer. Gur last bill has dragged along guite a
bit so our first speaker is Sepmator Schaffer, the light is
on.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:
Mr. President, if the Senator would yield for a questicn.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)



Fage 65 - MAY 19, 1983

He indicates he®ll yield.
‘SENATOR SCHAFFER:

#hen we drafted the Mental Health Code abd therefs still
a few survivors of that conmmittee which net ad nausecam up in
Chicago in Senator Eock's office. The <code is...is filled
with references to the chairsap of the department Lased on
the assumption that that perscn is a clinical...psychiatrist
with a certain level of expertise. 1The Kempener's Rill,
which I sponsored a pumber of years ago, shich did the =saze
thing in the Departsent of Fublic Health, so that the concept
itself doesn't particularly scare me, created a special medi-
cal board to address these problems. Eut if you read the
Mental Health Code fror start to fipish, I'11 bet +there are
fifteen to twenty clear-cut references to the direcior based
on the assumption that be has a certaip level of expertise
and that he?'s gualified to make decisiops., Also in the code,
nrot clearly speliled out, but in numercus cther places, there
are other direct responsibilities of the director that are
based omn that assumptiona And I don't see that this bill
addresses that. Apfpeals for plaééments, all scrts of things
will go right +tc the director based on the assumption that
that person is, in fact, a psychiatrist. 1 don'f think this
bill addresses that grcklem, and I thirk it cculd end US...in
just endless lawsuits if we don't address the rest of the
Mental Bealth Code.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXNATCR SAVICERS)

Senator Eock.

SENATGR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I rise in support of Senate Bill $2 and while I bave
a great deal of respsct for, on a ccntinuing kasis, the 111i-
nois State Medical Society, I, too, believe tbat the curcent
provision is really too restrictive. This is a departisnt

that demands true adsinistrative ability, and I thimk - ".at
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the chief executive 1is in a position to find someone who
will take on this cmercus task, bhe cught ta ke a good agmin-
istrator. There are encugh professional psychiatrists in the
department to fprovide the necessary medical expertise, but
truly the job is one that demands a good admipistrator, and I
urge support for Sena*e Bill 92.
PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENAZTOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar.
SENATCR MAEAE:

Thank you, MBr. fFresident and menbers of the Senate. I,
too, rise in sapport of Senate Eill 92. 1 think the time has
come when you have to have an administrator. I think a clas-
sic example of what's happened is what®s happeped in Region
2 where they have tried to reocrganize three times in the last
two years and there*s nothing but chaos there. It just seeeps
to me that while a clinical psychologist ma} have some impor-
tance, the fact that you haﬁe an adeministrator in charge of
an agency as large as this is post important. I think wetve
seen it by the way Pavkovic has rum Begion 2 in the last
couple of years. So I think it*s tize that we get a person
in there who can do the job and if be's a...a psychiatrist,
fine,—but if he isn't, that's isportant tcc.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Euzbee.

SENATOR EUZPEE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I would just point cut that
the director of the department prior to TLr. Favkovick, one
reasonr that bhe left was his salary is set statutorily. And
the salary of the director of the Department cf Mental Health
and Developmental Disabilities is, I thipk, fifty-ore thou-—
sand dollars a year. Now, there is not any self-respecting
doctor in this State that would work for fifty-ome <:hcousand
dollars a year. ¥hether ycu like it or whether ycu don't,

that?'s the facts of 1life. Cne reason that the j:zvious
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director left was he had eighteen pecple b his payroll that
nade more money than he did. Now, you and I krncw that we're
not about to raise the director's salary for awkile. There
are a lot of salaries that probakly need %o Le raised in
State Government and that is ome of them, but that one is not
going to be raised. And for us to say that ycutve got to be
a psychiatrist tc head an agency with a five hundred wmillion
dollar budget, with all the thousands of employees, the akbil~
ity to grant two *c three hundred rilliop dcllars inm grants
to local agencies, and then to run all of these institutions,
to say that that ferscn has to be a psychiatrist is akbso-
lutely ludicrous. You don't need a psychiatrist there, you
need an administrator, you need a tough nut, yocu need a gquy
with a bhard nose, a guy that?1l stand up ard make thbe hard
decisions and then back it up. You don't need a psychia~
trist. Psychiatrists are the people that treat rentally ill,
hopefully. They are not the people that deal with the
running of a department. This is scwetbing that needed te¢ be
done years ago. Governor Oglivie recognized that this needed
to be done years ago. 1In 1969, it's  my understanding +that
his director of the Department of Men:tal Health at that time,
for either +two or perhaps as long as four ye€ars, was not a
psychiatrist. He had him in the rcle of acting director so
he wouldn** bave to conply with the exact letter of the law
and the department was run very well then. It can ke run
very well again, and you don't...you don't have to have a
psychiatrist to do it, and I applaud Sepator DeAngelis in
putting this bill in and I support your bill uholebeartedly,
Senator.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBE SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.
SENATCR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. Fresiden*. H¥ill the spcnsor yield ~2r a

guestion?
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PBESIDINE CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'1ll yield.

SENATOR L*AECO:

Since you're eliminating the requirement that the direc-
tor be a psychiatrist, what gualificatioss will the person
who is goirg to be the director have to bave in this t£ill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Celmgelis.

SENATOR LCeANGELIS:

Senator D'Arco, the bill reads, "The director of Hental
Health and Developmerntal Disabilites sball be gualified &ty
professicnal education and experience to adpminister ‘the
department.*®
PRESIDENT:

Hell, lLadies and Gentlemen of the Sepatg, I wcpder if
you'd joinm us in a  moment of silemce for the young map's

" speedy recovery. Thank you. We will now return to the Order
of Senate Bills 2rd Reading. Under discussicp is Senate Rill
92. Senator Dedngelis, I  upderstand jou wer€...further
discussion? Sepator Hall. Senate Fill 92Z.

SENATOR EALL:

Rgll the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESICENT:

Sponser ipdicates he will yield, Senatcr Eall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator, that...what is the salary now that the...is it
set by Statute? I think I understood sénatcr Euzbee said it
¥as set by Statute. The reason I want to know
this...that...is the salary going to remain the same or will
this caunse something between <some other directors who are
heading departments? What is his salary 1o line wsith the
others?

PRESIDENT:

Senator DedAngelis.



Fage 69 - MAY 19, 1983

SENATOR CeANGELIS:

Senator Hall, ‘there's nothing ip this kill that deals
with the salary. I don*t know what the directcr is faid io
relation to other directors, I have no idea.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator LC?2Arco.
SENATOE LC'AERCC:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I think, Senator Deldngelis,
you were indicating wbat the gualifications were for a perscn
to be the directoer and would you...you want to read those?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Celpgelis.

SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Senator D'Arco, it's gualified by professicnal education
and experience to adrinister the department.
PBEESIDENT:

Senator LYArco.

SENATCRE D*AKCO:

Do you have any idea what that meanms? I me€an, that could
be anybody, I would tbipk, I m€a8lPe..l'r BCt...BY point is
that it may not ke necessary to have a gsychiatriét at the
head of the department, but you should have somebody who is
definitely experienced in the administration c¢f mental health
to be the director of the department; and you should have
somebody with professional qualifications to Le the directcr
of the department. Now, your bill is so loosely worded +hat
just about anybody could gualify tc be the director. You do
not really set out any specific qualifications for a perscn
to be a director.

PRESIDENT:
Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR CeANGELIS:
Senator D*Arco, I1'm...I'm sorry, I read tc you thé...the

first LBE, it's a person whbo has a geperal knowledge of
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mental health and developmental disabilities and administra-
" tive experience in work connected with the field.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Erco.
SENATCR Lf*ARCC:

That...that's even worse, I think. . 7That...that doesnt

ot

even include the word, professional. 1 mean, that
could...that could be scmebody who dcesn't even have a high
school education. Ycu know, I think yocur...your idea is okay
but you've got to rewrite this bill.
PEESICENT:

Further discussion? Senator Eudson.
SENATORK HUDSON:

Thank ycu, Mr. Fresident. I rise in support oI this mea-
sure. I think that Semator...the Senatcr bas an excellent
measure here. I would..-.in 1isteming to the arqumeats
against it, I go back to the HBouse and I remember when we
were debating a change of this kind ip the CLepartment of
Public Health. Almost the identical argquments were used, but
the conclusion arrived at by most of the legislators at that
time was that the job was adaministrative, that has Leen
pointgd out here by Senator Bock and others. 1t probably is
maybe ninety percent administrative. 2nd it seems to me that
the points have been made to indicate that what we're looking
for is a carable administrator and leave it to those wmaking
the decision as to the selection here yhethe: or not that
administrator alsc bas enough @medical expertise and...and
knowledge to carry adeguately the responsitilities in that
area. So I thimk that Senator UDelAngelis bhas a...has an
excellent bill, and I would rise, too, im support of the mea~
Sure.

PEESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Legke.

SENATCOR LEMKE:
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Senator Deidngelis, I have a guestiona.
FRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Sepator Lemke.
SENATCR LEMKE: N

ﬁho.;.uho wants this bill, is tbis a departwent bill?
PBESILCENT:

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR CeANGELIS:

I hardly think sc, Senator Lemke.
PRESIDENT:

Senator lenke.

SERATCR LEMKE:

The reascn beiang _is, this is the same department a few
years back that came in with recomsendaticns when...to get
rid of 1limited 1licensed doctors and those doctors we had,
some of them were professors. 1 remembexr cme of ther we had,
Doctor Sid was & teacher, Ph. D. Degree, a teacher of cardiac
surgery ip Poland, and he was not gualified tc treat people
with cuts and stitch people up but pow we want to go to
scmebody that's not even...didn't even go to medical scheol
or in...intc anything to do in the mental health field, now
we want to put scmebody else in as adminmistrator. This 1is
the same department and if...if we <could pot vse thess
linmited licensing physicians who are getting faid scuetbing
like tsenty-five dollars...twenty-five thcucand dcllars a
year. Okay, we bhad to getlrid of them, and then se werse
forced to go out into the private field and we’re spending a
hundred thousand dollars for the same job that +this 1limited
licensing physician did, but these people vere not qualified,
but at least they bad medical degrees froe foreigrn i¢3ical
schools and some of them were professcrs cver there and
everything else. But now we want to go around and sz , you
don't have to be a...a sedical man ¢r a perscn schec.- 3  in

the medical field in sental health, you just go out z.. amny
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kind that could be Qn adninistrator. Ip cther words, you can
put some political bhack in there or anybody, there's no
requirements, and we can say he's gualified. KXNow I think
this is kind of foolish om the part of the department, on the
part of the Governor to say in one breath that a guy is &pot
qualified because be...does...can't pass the American...or
the Illincis Medical Society's licensing exas and then in the
same breath come around and say a few years later, well, you
knoq, we don't need a medical doctor in here, we just put any
hack in there that's political and that the Covernor wants to
appoint. 1 domn*t think that this is a gocd bill. I think
what's good for ope group of people is gocd for every-
thing-.-everyhpdy else. 2and I mean we had a lot of gualified
Polish doctors that couldn*t...that 1ozt their jobs after
twenty-five years ir the State of Illisocis. 2and I cannot see
going with this change. I think that we do need a qualified
medical man, that?!s shat the Cepartsent of Mental Health tcold
us, and I don't thipk there shcould be any changes in any
place else. and I ask for a No wvote.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any furtber discussiopn? Senator
DeAngélis ray close.

SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Thank you, ¥r. President, rather guickly. Senator Lenke,
the department is ©not recommending this, but I recall what
you're talking akout, the General Assembly sBade that deci-
sion. In fact, one of the first...vote...kills I voted on
was to try to override that particular gprograzx because I
agree with you, there were...there were good gualified
doctors in that system that were taken out because they vwere
foreign doctors. In apswer to Senator O['Arco, Senator
D*Arco, you have to remember that the Semate has the righ: tc
advise and comnseht to any afppointment. if, ip fact, c:he

Governor®s Office wculd choose te¢ bripg in a hack, @ 2 I
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think we should have the diligence to, in fact, stop it. But
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in closing, think we ocught not to be limiting ourselves <o
just a single or few people for this very, very isportant
position for this very large agepcy, particularly wshen the
need for adrinistrative services is so great. I urge your
favorable support fcr Senate Eill 92.

PHESIDENI:

The guestion is...the question is, shall Senate Eill 92
pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those cpposed will voie
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Fave all
voted who wish? BHave all voted whko wish? Take the record.
On that guestion, the Ayes are 49, the Kays are 7, 1 voting
Present. Sepate Bill 92 having received the reqguired comn-
stitutiopal majority is declared passed. 54, Senator Watson.
97, sSenmator Luft. 101, Senator Joyce. Cn the Crder of
Senate Bills 3rd Eeading, at the bottom of Fage 13, is Senate
Bill 101. ©Kead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:
Senate Eill 101.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of tbe bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Joyce.
SENATOE JERCME JGICE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 101 restcres the
assesspent practices on pollution control facilities to those
prior to 1980. I thipk we are aware of this bill, we had it
here 1last year, it was House Eill €9. There are mahy, many
areas in this State, for instance, this...piece of paper that
I had...bunch of pieces of paper that I bad fpassed around,
they*re having a dramatic effect, +this Lkill is, whep it
¥aS...when it was purported to wmake ‘technical changes. I
don®t think anyone bkad any idea shat...what swould be com—

strued as techpical changes. The Pclluticn Control Ecard has
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ruled that things are pollution control and they go down to
practically off of the tax rolls such as, Goors, windows,
levies, gravel, dikes and what have you. GOn this handout it
shows the variocus «counties in the State that are affected.
I1f you will locok at column five it shows the TIepartments of
Revenue's <¢stimated original cost of the pollution control
facility. And them if you go to columa seven, you'll f£find
out what they are actually assessed at duwe tc this act. They
go down from...cay, the original ccst sould e seven killion
six hundred thousand cn this first cne, dcwa tc thirty-eight
thousand dis what is actually assessed. FWe're asking that
this be turned back. The...utilities can reccup this and it
is...and they’re pilling...they are npot Leing penal-
ized...other...any way...more than auwyone e€ls¢ 1is Lecause
they can pass along the cost the sawme as...as any otber pri-
vate entity cam do. I'd be happy to answer amy guestions if
anyone has any-
PHESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGBEISTER:

Thank you, Hr. President and neszbers of the Senate; We
often like to say to each other what is fair is fair and
there can be no fairer piece of legislaticn than this. Sena-
tor Joyce bas passed around to you a...a printout that ke
indicated and I want you know that «e need some help on this,
Ladies and Gentlemen. Wwhat this has done to %ill County amnd
a lot of other counties, just take a look at the printout, is
unbelievable. Briefly, befcre +the change ip the law these
pollution control devices were assessed at thirty-three and
a third percent. By changing a couple cf words in the
Statute they are now assessed at one half of one percemnt. Do
you kpow¥ shat that beans to my county and to @y taxing hcdies
in that county? ¥We lost thirty-two million four hundred and

fifty-one thousand and fifty-three dcllars of acssessed valua-
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tion. I nox have school districts that I think Valley View
owes about a million and a haif dollars back to Coamocnweal:h
Edison because of that simple little change. Which inciden-
tally I think we ought to remind ourselves, you kbow when
this vas done, it was done...ue don't cast any aspersions obn
who dome it, but we certainly do on xhy it was done. Common-
wealth Edison had lost their case in the -trial «court; and
while their case was on appeal, this bill was put thbrough and
signed by +he Governcr, and of course, then the appellate
court said, well, now the intention of the legislature is now
very clear that that is what they meant agd as a result vwe
lost this. Unfortunately, as I see it, this is goigg te do
nothing for the taxing bodies im my district wha are going to
have to repay this momey. The law is the law apd it has to
be obeyed. And as a result, where they're gocing to get the
money to pay Com. Edison back, I don*t kmow. Eut I wculd say
to you, if you help us here, if se can get this back for +he
future, perhaps then ttey will be akle tc take some of their
future revenues and repay Com. Ed. all the =wmopey tkey owe
them. ©FPlease help us, we need it on this Erill.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thapk you, Mr. Fresident. I rise in strong support also
of Senate Bill 101. And since I don't think it comes as any
great surprise to anyone this issue has been before the
Senate before. I have now, over a period cf =se¢veral years,
listened carefully both in hearings iz Springfield and in
hearings in other parts of the State to the +testimony akout
the impact of what happened in the bill that was passed in
1879 and it is indeed devastating. As Senator Sanqumeister
and Senator Joyce ©pointed out, this no lomger affects onply
Zion Township and Rill apd Grundy Counties. It has 2p .:fect

on many, many other areas of the State. There is no ge.-:i0n
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in my mind that whether it was deliberate c¢r not, +the bill
that was passed ip 1979 and represented to te essentially a
housekeeging bill was a dramatic change in the law and a dra-
matic change in the policy that the <Lepartzent of ERevebue
itself had advocated with respect to the ascsessment 0fw...of
pollutiocn control facilities. The department itself had taken
the position that because they were included in the rate hbase
they were econowically productive and, therefcre, sabject to
the provisions of the law. That is what was changed. BKe
were told that it was a merely bill, it xas not a merely
bill, it had, as has been pointed out, a dracatic effect. So
there are two reasons at least why Sepate Fill 161 should
pass. One, is just a matter of simple fairpness to those
counties that were caughbt up in that web of a couple of years
ago. The second is, that on the merits this...this particulac
approach is absolutely correct. The...the eguipment iz in
the rate base, it is by any standard econcmically productive,
it should be returpned to that status. I sculd strongly vurge,
all of you, whether you have these power plants in your area
or mot, %o recognize the importance of this issue and support
Senate Rill 101.
PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECEGWICZ: ‘

§ill the sponsor yield to a guestion?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield. Senator lechowicz.
SENATOR LECBOWICZ:

Will this bill «correct the inequities between the tax
assesspents between Zion, Oak Park and Chicagc?
PRESIDENT:

Senator JoycCea
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

I don't know the...the inequities between Zion, Gak Park
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and Chicago.
SENATOR LECEGRICZ:

¥ell, 1let e Jjust point out to you that I believe what
Senator Netsch is ieferring tc that a bill that passed in *7%
affected and made provisions for additional relief to utili-
ties din reference to certain éounships that they may reside
in as far as the amount of tax that they're faying. And the
difference is as far as the local rate of assessment on real
estate in those townships now reflects the ckange as adopted
in *79, I thiok your bill corrects that. Is that correct?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JOYCE:

I wish I could say yes, I'm not sure.
PRESILENT:

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATCR LECHCORICZ:

Very briefly <then Mr. FPresident and &rmembers of tie
Senate. I Lelieve that in *7S an exro£ ®as 1eally foisted
upon, probably is...as an errcr based upop a technical amend-
ment that was adopted and approved. And 1 believe that Sena-
tor Sangmeister 1is absolutely correct in all fairpess and
inequity. In comparision when you're making the difference
on real estate taxes 1in those respective areas everykbody
should pay their fair share, pno more and mno .less, that's what
Senate Bill 101 is +trying to rectify; an error that
‘caused...that caused additional tax relief tc Lke granted to
public utilities, and in all fairness for the people that
reside in those respective areas, this bill should pass.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sepator Gec-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KAHIS:
¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Sernaze,

Senator lechowicz is absolntely right. Let wus unders:sngd
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what this bill tries to do. It tries to take these p¢llution
control devices in theses utility companies and put them where
they shculd be taxed properly. Io give you an example,
the...the loss that we've already suffered in Chkristian
County, the Department of Revenue estimated the nmet criginal
cost as seven millicn dollars...seven million six bundred
thousand dcllars on the...the pollution control utilities.
The estimated assessed value was twoc apd a half wzillion,
actual assessed value was thirty-eight +thcusand dollars
approximately, tbe difference wag abcut twc and a half zil-
lion docllars. Let*s give you the example, Ccok County. 1Ib
Cook County, if you lock at the handout...fprintout tkat was
given tc you, you'll find that pclluticp contrel facilities
that should have been assessed much bigher, should have keen
assessed at thirty-three and a third...percent value, was
assessed at .5 percent value, and in Ccck County just
thé...plant alone of Copnonwealth Edison the estimated
assessed value was two million three hundred and twenty-eight
thousand sum, actual assessed value was thirty-four thousand
nine twenty-tvo. This applies, you'll £ind in Craw-
ford...the...the plant at Crawford din Cock County, sane
situafion and...like situvation. And you?ll find this applies
in every county shere +there is a public utility companye.
This bill should be supported because these pollutiop control
devices are in the utility rate base, they dc derive a profit
and should be...fairly taxed. ODuring this time when aid +to
education is being cut, restoring the pcllution control
devise to the tax rclls would make up -part of +this ‘loss.
When a +tax base is ercded away a school district's share of
State-aid goes up. GFestore this property to tax rolls in
order that this portion of State-aid can, and it shculd be,
go to other school districts in the State and lessen the
burden on the residential taxpayers and szall business. I

speak in favor of the Lill.
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PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank ycu, Mr. Eresident and menbers cf the Sepmate. As I
did last year and whepn I passed the original bill, I stand in
opposition to Senate Bill 101 for a...a few reasons. For all
of you...the arguments that have been brought forth up wuntil
now, I think ©prokakly apply to eleemosynary institutions
also, that could be the next argumept. FEut the basic fact 1is
that nobody slipped anything through originally, everykody
was aware of the...of the...the law as it presently is at
that time. The consequences of which may bhave changed
because of subsequent facts. However, the ppint is, and the
basic poipnt should be told, the bill if passed ¥ill have <o
pass omn again for all of you who watt elected ccomerce
commission and all of you who want copsumer protection froa
the...from <the...the Commonwealth Ediscn and the...and the
gas company, just remepber that the conseguence of this kill
will be that the rate is going tc go up ip Ccgk County just
like it's going to go up every rlace else. And the consumer
is going to pay for it more directly that they do ncws. So I
urge you to...to defeat Senate Bill 101.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Lelngelis.
SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I was not geing to get up and
speak on this bill because I had a lengthy debate in commit-
tee on this. At that time I pointed out that in the schocl
districts that were in these utility rich areas, they were-
spending anywhere £from five, =ix, =seven, eight +thousand
dollars per student. And I pointed out that I do not feel it
was necessary for tbem to have additional revenues. 1In fact,
I gquestion bow they could spend that much mcney. 2nd the

only reason I*m getting up 1s 1 received a letter froz one of
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those school districts and the letter went like this, and I'n
not going tc idepntify the school district, but whoever wants
it, I will give a copy of the letter. The pman said to me,
the reason they are spending fifty-six hupdred dollars fer
student is that in this poor community, who, Lty the way, the
electrical cowmpanies seek cut because they find that they can
manipulate the communities. They chose to build a sepall coom-
munity, & new elevem million dollar school. And they thought
that they were showing good judgment and were prudent busi-
pessken %ho received no salary because they are now paying
off that school at the <rate of twc +thousand dollars per
student per year. Now I would submit to you, there are not
too many school districts in the State of Illincis that would
have that opportunity. But to justify tbe...%he assesspents
and the rate, based on that, seems to be rather ;llogical.
Let me just read to you some of the...and 1id 1like to have
the peorle from Chicago pay attention to this because I'n
going to tell you, the people that are going to pay this
property tax are going to be everybody sho pays for utili-
ties. It's not going to be Coamonwealth Ediscn 'cauvse it's
going tc¢ be used in the determination of the rates. We have
one school district, seven-seven hundred apnd eighty-seven
dollars per student. Now, that's about twice what the Uni-
versity of Illinois costs to educate a student. Here's
another one, sixty-two hundred and twenty-fcur. And I find
no fault with people trying tc get =more revenue, Lut they
really don®t need it and the gpeaple that are going to pay for
it is everybody who isn’t in this district, and I might pgint
out that my school district stgnds to benefit at the cost of
other districts in the State of Illinmois if +this bill qoes
through.

PRESIDERT:

Further discussion? Senator Johus.

SENATOR JCHNS:
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I think it ought to be noted by the General Asserbly,
especially this Sepate sho is voting on a bill concerned with
utilities, that at a time when there's the highest ubnemploy-
ment in the...ip the nation, that these utilities are making
record profits, Commonwealth Edison, for sure one of the
biggest omes; CIPS, one of the biggest ocnes, making more
money than they've ever made before. And certainly se ought
to take a look at that in the decision of this kill.
PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sepator Fawell.

SENATOR EARKBAUSEN:

Mr. President, 1it®s Senator EBarkhausen, I%wm using my
colleagues microphone because there's..,my £€gms 10 ke
malfunctioning.

PEESIDENT:

---Senator Fawellfs light was cn alsc and she was recog-
nizeda
SENATOR EARKBAUSEN:

Could I te recognized, Mr. Fresident?

PRESIDENT:

You...she bas yielded. Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR EBARKHAUSEN:

Thank you. I would just like to respepd fcr a mgment, if
I may, to the cosments that were made by my Republicaa <c¢ol-
league, Senator DeAngelis, because I bave had ap interest in
this 'bill since I was a House pember and was a cosponsor a
couple of years ago of House Eill €9 which passed the House
and...and lost by one vote bhere in the Senate. Scre of
the...the <comments that Senator Dedngelis sade could be well
justified depending cn what school district you're in. I
have a feeling that there is hardship on the part of a number
of school districts and mpaybe scoke others are better off.
But I think the point +hat ke @makes regs +the gquestion,

because, if, in fact, a school district is lucky encugh to ke
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rich in G[property tax revenue because it has a utility plant
or an industrial plant or another rateable that krings in a
substantial amount c¢f reverue, then perhaps that calls for
consideration of how that property tax revenve is dgistrit-
uteda. But the guestion that’s really bLbefore us is
whether...is vhether property, =substantial, highly valued
property that...that brings econcric value to a ccpmercial
facility, here a utility, should be or should nct he c¢n the
tax rolls. And the fact of the wmatter is...as the zponmsor
has pointed out is that polluticm control equipzent .is ccm—
puted or wused in the base upon which the rate of returs is
calculated. And if you*'ze talking, for exacple, akout a
anuclear power plant, a substantial portiocp or all of the con-
tainment structured in a nuclear power plant is defined by
the Department of Revenue as polluticn coptrcl equipment and
thereby escapes property taxation. So I think as a matiter of
fairness because this is highly valued property becauvse it is
used in the base upon which the rate of returr is calculated,
it...it belcngs on the tax rolls. 2nd if we want to, through
some other bill, get to the guestion cf how property tax
‘revenue is distributed to school dis*ricts and other loccal
goverﬂmental units, that's a separate guestion. But the
point'of this bill is that that...tbat this property, in all
fairness, belongs om the tax reolls and I urge your support
for the Lill.
PRESIDENT:

Purther discussicn? Senator Lavidson.
SENATCR DAVIDSON:z

Mr. Fresident éna meanbers of the Sepate, 1 rise ip =sup-
port of thkis bill, and ope who voted agaipmst it last tinme.
In response to my colleague about schoel districts, 1let's
talk about the schecl districts who sas paying off bends, of
which I happen to have three of ther im py district, -~hen

this change was made, who now cannot hardly make their i:cnd
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interest payment much less operate their school district.
¥hen you take the change cf a thirteen zillign dollar less
evaluation on three small school districts that went off of
the property tax roll, you're talking atout a jolt most of
them can*t survive. In fact one of them will noct survive if
we do pot correct this problem. 1 thirsk ¢t some fair and
equitakle basis about this, let*’s do what*s right. Rhoever
said that polluticn control =such as a stack, a lake,
riprapping, the dikes is pot real estate change and isprove-
ment, to say it®s a personal fproperty is a lct cf balcney. I
urge yeou all to vote RAye.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Scpator Eruce.
SENATOR EEUCE:

Thank you, Hr. Fresident and members of the Senate. I
believe that everything that can be said on +this Etill has
been said. It is reacsonable that utility cospanies pay their
fair share of local real estate taxes. Nc che anticipated
the bill that was passed several years agec wculd lead to
3...tresendous reductionf I have legislation cp the Calendar
that will belp some of those districts in the way of the
Raneland case, allowing them to levy bonds to ray off some of
the pénalties. Some of these districts, ﬂinety percent of
their . total base bas been eroded, and so I hcpe that we can
help those districts with this bill by paying ther back, and
I should also point cut, my own persconal conflict of interest
in that my law firm is representing ogpe of the districts, it,
in fact, has taken a propecty tax apgeal board appeal om this
very matter.

PRESIDENRT:
Any further discussiop? Semnator Joyce may close.
SENATGE JEBCHE JCYCE: .
Thank you, Mr. President. A lot has Lkeen said, tut 1

mighf point out that the...the higher figure wher <these
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facilities are being built is what is figured info the rates,
and not what the taxes are paid on them afterwards. 1Im fact,
they were vpaying taxes on these before 1980, so that...that
part of it, you knmow, just doesn't hold water. Ailso, Senator
DeAngelis, you can pick out a couple .of figures out of a
thousand and ten school districts, but you can take Valley
View School District in ®ill County and I...I submit to you
if you look up what they...what they're doing, if they have
to pay the money back that they now cwe, it'11 bankrugt thenm.
S0 you cab...you cam pick cuz a ccuple; you can pick out a
couple of schocl districts anywhere arcund the State where
there*s shorping centers and what have you anf...and it will
show very bigh. Sc we do peed belp ip this. There are die-
tricts that are in desperate straits, and I would «certainly
submit that I would hope to get an Aye vote. 7Thank you, very
much. )

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Eill 101 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed w®ill vcte Naya The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vcoted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. 0o that
questfon, the Ayes are 44, the Nays are 11, 4 voting Fresent.
Senate Bill 101 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 107, Sepator Zito. On the
Order of...on the Crder of Sepate Eills 3rd Feading, top of
page 14, is Senate Eill 107. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Eill 107.

{Secretary reads title of LEill)
3rd reading of the till.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Zito.
SENATOR Z21TC:

Thank ycu, Mr. President and colleagues it the Senzze.
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Let &me ipitially explain %o you what the £ill does and ny
reasonings for infrcducing it and urging its fassage. The
bill permits township boards of trustees toc license persons
engaged in the bpusiness of providing adult entertainmenct
within the boundaries c¢f townships but cutside the limits of
cities, villages and incorporated towns. Certainly several
years ago, you rewmesber the notorious Farker Case in which a
U. of I. employee had spent socme six hundred thcusand dcllars
at a business known as a Club Toray, which dis =y district.
The problem with these businesses that reside in the unincor-
porated areas or 4o business in the unincorporated areas is
simply becavuse there is no licensing procedures to fprohibit
their operations c¢r to define times ¢f operation, to make
sure that tke fire ccdes and safety codes are upheld, and we
bave had a contipued problem with having scme kind ¢f local
control. My feelings op this legislatiocn, after +talking 4to
som? of my colleagues, it was evident that in other upincor-
porated areas throughout the State o¢f Illincis these sane
types of businesses fipd a harkor. What we®:ze inierested isn
doing with Senate Bill 107 is to license...give ths township
boards of trustees or the elected officials of these unincor-
porated areas to license these businesses. I realize,
fortunately or wunfocrtuna*ely, that these Lusinesses are
legal, but I think that they should come under some kind of
control. And having the local township koard trustees bhave
ordinances amnd provisions to...monitor their operations is
desperately needed. I ask for the =supgort of Senmate Bill
107, mnot conly for my district and the township that's
experiencing this very difficult problem, but also for the
entire State of Illinois so that these adult entertainment
establishsents can once and for all come under somke local
controls. I urge for the passage and would ke bappy tc answer
any guestions.

PBESIDENT:
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" Any discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFEER:

This 1is sopething that relates to Cock County townships?
PRESIDENT:

Senator 2ito.

SENATOR ZITOG:

That's correct.
FBESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Now...now, I'm under the impression that those tcwpshirs
don®t have a whole 1lot to do. Is this an attempt to give
them something to do to promote porncgraghy?

FRESIDENT:

Semator Zito.
SENATCE ZITG:

Senator Schaffer, it's an attempt to bring these types of
businesses under contrcl of some form of government. Bight
now, the County of Cook, which I <reside in, has ligquor
licensing powers but don't have business license€...Statutes,
and so while these businesses operate with ligquor license
controls under the county, I thipnk that they =shculd orerate
as well under business license procedures and that's shy I've
asked for this legislation.

PRBESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENAIOR SCHAFFER:

Is this a revenuve generating measure, is thbis a...how are
you going to put meters on all this activity?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Schaffer. I mean, Senator Zitc.
SENATOR 2Z1IG:
I think it was a facetious question, but I'11 anz-=r it

seriously. %e have in the legislaticn prcovided for &2 -z, I
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believe, not more than one hundred dollars to be issued by
the township in crder for themw to collect scme kind of reve-~
nues. I did have a...a cowmpabion bill, Senate Bill 106, that
would have licensed all businesses ip uninccrgorated areas.
I think that that procedure, however, would Lbe too difficult
at this pcint for townships to undertake, and so I*ve asked
for at least the adult entertainrent establishsents tc be li-
censed. He're not particularly concermed with raising reve-
nues but we are concerned with having these businesses ance
again brought...under scme itype of restrictions.
FRESIDENTI:

Sepator Schaffer.
SENATOB SCHAFFEER:

¥Well, I...I gquess in the final analysis this 1is a real
tribute to the expertise of township governmest in your area,
and I...I guess maybe its not toc bad an ideéa.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Carroll.
SENATOE CAKECLL:

Thank you, #r. Fresident. I pay disagre¢ slightly with
Senator Schaffer, it sight be the expertise cf the spcusor in
the éfea- But I was wondering if this bill creates a
regulatoxr of pormography im the township. If so, would it e
an elected office and if so, does the Semator expect to rumn?
BPEESIDEXNT:

Senator Zito.

SENATIOR ZITC:

I don't have a comgent, Mr. Fresident. 1 could discuss

that with Senator Carrcll at a nore private tike.

PEESIDENT:

Furtber discussion? Senator Buzkee.
SENATOB EUZEEE:
Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Senator Zito, I just want you

to know after the campaign that I went through last f£all, I
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want to wmake one thing perfectly clear, I am in'strong,
unmitigated, complete support of your Lbili.
PHESIDENT:
Further discussion? Sepator Macdonald.
SENATOR HACDCNALD:

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. I am strongly in support of Senator 2itc's bill and 1
would like to clarify ope point that was made by @u..a pre-
vious speaker and that is that township governmepts...indeed
do bave a npumber of respopsibilities and very serious
responsibilities. They*re pot...they*re nct askirg or lcok-~
ings for additional responsibili;y but they are taking it
because of a great need that exists in thcse uminccrporated
areas that ©rpeed to have the supervision and tbe enfcrcement
of this kind of legislation. I strcngly suppecrt it.
PREESIDENT:

Further discussicn? Sepator Weaver.

SENATGE KEBVER:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. ®ell, 1 was Jjust wondering,
under the home ruie powers of Cock Coupty, couldn®t they
regulate and license these establishments?

PRESIDENI:z

Senator Zitc.
SENATOR ZITC:

Senator Keaver, I'®...I think &ou may be correct; how-~
eyer, we've had a tremendous problem with getting Cook County
or any other county to undertake this responsibility. By
personal feelings is that I think <the townsbhip, because
they*re the closest form of governmert %o the people
and-...and the needs in that area, should, in fact, undertake
this responsibility and that's why I'm asking for this so it
would free and lessen the burden op the county governeent.
PRESIDENT:

Forther discussion? Senator Kustra.
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SENATCR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Br. Eresident and mzembers of the Senate. I
followed Senator Zito's work on this patter. As a matter of
fact, =my district lies just to the north of this area. I acm
familiar with the area, at least I've heard akout it Ffrom
other pecple. I can...I can only...I can oply say that it's
igportant to me that this bill passes. My district being so
close my constituents might be tempted otherwise to travel in
that direction and 1'd want proper comtrcls. I think tcwn-
ship government is the place to do it.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussicn? If not, Senator Zitc nay close.
SENATGR ZITC:

#ell, I think the issue has been discussed thoroughly and
I would appreciate a favorable zoll call.

PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall Sepate Bill 107 fass. Those in
favor will vote Rdye. Those opposed %ill vote X¥ay. The
voting is open. Have all voited who wish?. Bave all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Gn  that
question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are ncne, none voting
Presegt. Senate Bill 107 having received the required con-
stitutional wmajority is declared passed. 108, Senator Zito.
Quit while you're ahead, that's a good attitude. 112, Sena-
tor Buzkee. On the Order of Senate Eills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 112. BEead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:
Senate Eill 112.
{Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the Ekill.
PEESIDENT:
Senator Euzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. 1This is a measure tia: was
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before this General Assembly last year. %e...we passed it
overwhelsingly it the Senate and in the House. The GOVEIDnsr
vetoed it at the tehest of the Cegariment of Eevenue and as
happens so many times, I thipk it was because the Derartrent
of Revenue, really didn't understand what the bill did. It
provides an income tax credit for corporations which; one,
support research in Illinois coal utilizaticm or, two, pur—
chase equipment intended to increase the use cf Illincis coal
at facilities owned, leased or operated ty the corpcraticn.
The research expenditure credit is equal *c twenty percent of
the amount spent during the tax year obn research that has
been approved by the Illimois Coal Fesearck Ecard. The equifp-
ment credit is equal to five percent of the amount spent
during each year oo e€guipment purchase to increase the uyse of
Illinois coal ipcluding eguipmert wvuwsed for cokkustion,
liguefaction, gasification, berpeficiaticn and polluticn con-
trola As far as the fiscal impact is concermed, revenue
losses from both types of income tax credits granted to cor-
porations are likely to be limited during the initial years
and specific recompendations...rather specific projections
for 1long-term revenue effects are not possible. The degree
to which the corporate tax credit stimulated additional ccal
production will determine the proporticm of corporate tax
losses that will be off-set by increases in cther tax reve-
nues. And I think that the bottcom line cpn this bill is that
tax incentives are an effective means of stimulating a given
market or industry. The Illinois Cocal Industry needs addi-
tional support so as not to lose future coal sales. A redoc-
tion in the total cost of pollution control sould further
ephance the econosmics favoring Illinois coal. And I w¥cu!d be
glad to try *o answer any questions.

FEESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Johas.

SENATCR JCHKS:
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Thank you, #Mr. Fresidemt. It®s a privilege to ke a co-
sponsor to Senate Bill 112. I'd just like to point out to
the people listening in the Sepate apd whereabouts in the
Capitol, it*'s up toc us as...as a legislative Lkcdy to forz a
policy and a leadership in the development ¢f ccal. I dont't
think the Governcr is doimg the job of finding answers to the
removal of high sulfur from coal. Kith the advent of acigd
rain legsslation in the Federal Congress, if that were to
take place due tc nocrtheastern interest and western interest
who have all the low sulfur coal, ycu will see chaos in
southern Illimocis ard in the coal fields that you've never
seen before. If you think wupemployment 1is high now in
that...in that industry, wait till you see the acid raisn
legislation and what it would do to us. I would say that
this bill, which I ar happy to be a cospopsor, with a twenty
percent tax break op research would cause the coal ccmpanies
to endeavor to work with people like Dr. Ladd Pearscn in
the Pearson Peck Process which remcves the sulfur frcm coal.
It*s a bighly innovative inveaotion and made from Ililincis
people, Illinois institutions, funded by Illincis in the past
of a half a &rgillion dollars, and I wgould say that this is
a..-a-step in the right direction. If the Governor lacks the
leadership, maybe it?s because se haven't stepped forward and
told him how importan* it is. But I think that tbis is a
step in joining bhim in an effort to bring the end to the bigh
sulfur coal probles in Illincis. And I hope that .you will
vote for it inm good conscience.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Buzbee may close.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

Thank you, K. Precident. 2gain, the orly objectioz that
the Department of Eevenue had last year was...potential 1loss

of revenue to the State. I am ecxtremely sensitive o the
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potential loss of revenue to the State. Eut I would point
out that if every utility in the State of Illincis ccnverted
to coal burning, it's our estimation that over a ten-year
period, it would cost the State two milliorn dcllars per plant
that would be converted, over a, ten-year pericd. So I would
suggest that it is not a major loss of revenue from the tax
credit, and the incore tax and the sales tax that sould be
generated to the State of Illinois through the increased use
of Illimcis coal, +through the increased rayrolls for coal
miners, througb the increased investment...capital investment
that the coal ccmparies would =make 4in this State would
féntastically overcoke that sgall amcunt of revenuve loss.
Aud I would ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT: |

The question is, shall Sepate Bill 11z pacss. Tkose in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vcte Kay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Gnitbat guestion,
the Ayes are 47, the Nays are 5, none votitg Fresent. Senate
Bill 112 having received the required constituticnal majority
declared passed. 125, Semator Chew. On the Order of Sepate
Bill 3rd Reading, Sepate Bill 125. FERead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.
SECHETAERY:

. Senate Eill 125.
{Secretary reads title of hill)

3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDENT:

Senatar Chew.
SENATOR CHE®:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This is a kill that was agreed
on by Judge Rhite of Chicago and the Secretary of State. It
deals with driving under +the influence of alcobal. it

requires forty-eight hcurs of incarceration co a second c¢- a
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subseguent offense or ten days of commupity services. 1 know
of no opgosition to the bill and I would move its passage.
PREESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Senator Chew, is this a @mandatory =sentence for second
copviction, is that...is that, again, is tbat mandatory, is
there any discretion with the judge, is it ncnprobational, is
it nonsupervisory, is there amy discreticn whatsoever or is
total discretion taken away fros the Judiciary?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.
SENATGR CHES:

No, Senator, the judge has the discretiounary authority to
do what he deems necessary. It's so included in the Eill.
It's Meither or." :
PRESIDENT:

Senator Narovitz.
SERATOE BARCVITZ:

Either alfezpative service or forty-€ight hours?
Onee..but...but it gust be one of those t¥o. Is that cor-
rect?n
PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

No, it doesn’t have to ke either ome. That discretionary
power is left to the judge that's hearing the case, Lut the
alternative 1is to forty-eight hours or ten days services.
H€...we know our crowded conditicp in the...institutions anow
and we have a discretionary power by the judge, the ten days,
forty~-eight hours or scme other discretion that he may use to
give...equal to forty-eight hours cr ten days in ccmmunity
services. Commupnity services, at this fresemt tize, the

institutions would be +the Chicago Eehabilitation Ipstitute
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where it will be dealing with persons that have been ?njured
because of druvken driviamg, so he does, in fact, have that
discretionary power.
PRESIDENI:

Any further discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATCR LEMKE:

Charlie, you said that these vweren't wandatory sentences?
Apparently our staff review is wrong then fcause it says a
mandatory sentence.

PEESIDENT:

Sepator Chew.
SENATCE CHEN:

The amendment to the bill, siz, addresses that pen-
alty...the mandatory portioo of it. And the Lill bas been
amended.

PEESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Any further discussicn? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 125 pass. Those in favor will
vote BAye. 1Those opposed will vote Nay. ‘The voiing is ofpen.
Bave all voted wbo wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that question, the Ayes
are 54, the Nays are mone, none voting Fresent. Senate Bill
125 having received the required constituticral wmajority is
declared passed. 127, Senator Vadalabene. «€n the Crder of
Senate Bills 3rd reading is Senate Eill 127. GBead the kill,
Mr., Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 127.

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

Senator Vadalabene.
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REEL #4

SENATCR VADALAEENE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident apnd memkers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 127, as amended, is a previsicnal drivers license
for sixteen and seventeen year olds. It is the =result of
almost two years of study by several State entities, rany
safety oriented agencies, and the Motor Vehicle laws Commis-
sion, and also the Secretary of State. The amendatcry
changes in this bill are just part of the total of scepario
of this concept. Contrary to pogpular kelief, the minimun
legal dr-iving age 1in this Sfate is eighteen not sixteen; how—
ever, if a sixteen or seventeen year cld desires to exercise
the privilege o¢f «cperating a motor vehicle, in this State
they can receive a drivers licenses but they must fulfill the
following reéuirements: receive written farental or guardias
consent; successfully complete an approved driver educaticn
course and successfully pass the drivers license test. BHow-
ever, if the applicant is just sixteen years old, =such an
applicant is not permitted to drive during the times when the
State curfew law is ip effect. Senate Eill 127, as amended,
adds another caveat by clarifying the drivers license issued
to a sixteeﬂ or seventeen year old is provisioral contingent
upon complying with the above reguirerents plus, if there is
a conviction of one moving violaticy gricr to age eighteen,
there will be three gonths suspension of driving privileges.
For a second convention, a suspension cf twelve months. This
is desigped to izpress upon our youth the importance of plac—
ing into practical applicationm the thecry c¢f safe driving

they received im driver education, and I sculd appreciate a

favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

A1l right, any discussion? The Chair has Leen :sied to
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announce, for those of you who office on the scixth flocor,
that the telephcone system has momentarily broken down and we
have contacted the rheone company and e are attempting to
make...necessary rerairs at this moment, Lku* if you can®t get
through up to six...leave them off, okay. Senator Gec-Karis,
for what purpose do you arise?
SENATGR GEO-KARIS:

Hr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, for
a point of persoral privilegea...
ERESIDERNTI:

State your pcint.
SENATOR CGEG-KABIS:

~<«I would to like to have us wselcome in the President's
- gallery, up there, the students from the Millbturm School in
Lake Villa Townsbip, Illinois, who are here with Pete Septas,
and MH#rs. Gil tfay, as their instructcr: Br. Gary Cybul,
C-Y-~B-U~-L, their princigpal, and there are fcrty-eight stu—
dents, and the voclubteers, and +the fparents, Mrs. Schuth
ande..Mrs...S-C-§~-0-1-H, Mrs. Unrime, Xrs. Hagan, and Mr.
Slickting, and I'd like us toc welcome them here. Hr. Supses
happens to be the scon of an old boyfriend cf rine. So, I'm
deligited to have ycu all here.
PRESILENT:

¥ill our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog-
nize. Welcome tc Springfield. The guestion is  the passage
of Senate Bill 127. Discussion? Senator Lavidson. There
are twenty-four people who've indicated they want to talk,
Max. Senatcr Cavidscn.
SENATOEK DAVIDSON:

kr. President, before I make my remarks on Senate Bill
127, I would like tc show for the electronic record that 1I*d
been called off the Flcor, and if I had been present, I wculd
have voted Yes on Semate Bill 112, I rise in support of 1z7.

This is the bill which came out of the Hotcr Vehicle laws and
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joint studies between the State Police Lax Eunfcrcement, local
chief of Gpolice, the Motor Vehicle Laws Corrission and the
Secretary of State. The amendment put on for Semator Berman
removes any...so that oo present perscon would have apny jeop-
ardy of losing his liceﬁse frcm a conviction or they would
have bad on a moving violation ©pow. I think zhis is an
excellent bill. The thirty-three states wbich already have
this type of legislation in some form in fcrce show that it
has been...successful in reducing or Jowering the rate of
accidents and injuries and death among the affected
teenagers. I'd appreciate your favorakle vote.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Chew.
SENATCER CHEWR:

Thank you, Hr. Fresident. The provisional portion of
this bill is a safeguard, and it does serve tcward inforsing
that provisional driver that safety is up f0 bim or bhe =suf-
fers the consequence then. 1t came thkrough my committee
with a upanimous vote, and I ask that it frass cn  this F¥lcor
likewise. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Coffey.
SENATCR CCFFEY:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I sould
like to have...ask a guestion of the sponmscr.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he will yield, Senator Ceoffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

As I understand...in the legislation it says for a three
months suspensicn of a license with a first convicticn of a
reportable offense. My guestion is, what is a :epoﬁtahle
offense?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalakene.
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SENATOR VALDALARBENE:

L reportable offense is a moving viclaticn or s;eedéng.
PEESIDERNT:

Senator Coffey.

SENATCE CCFFEY:

khat does that cover under a moving violaticn? How many
categories is there?
FEESILCERNT:

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VALALABENE:

If I recall, it covers several categories like running
through a stop sign, running through a...red 1light amnd so
forth.

PEESIDENTI:

Senator Coffey.
SENATOE CCFFEY:

Hell, Er. President and mepbers of the Senate, yocu know,
I rise in opposition to this bill and 1I'd like +to very
guickly tell you just why. There®s about sixty categories,
if I recall, under the moving viclation and Soze of +those 1
don't think is a serious offense. Farlier when this kill was
in cSmmittee, when it passed out, I asked that if we were to.
address two of the more serious offenses, and one of +those
being DUI and the other being wreckless driving, I could sup-
port such a measure. The accidents that we ha@e talked about
that's bappening with the young people about...between fifty
and sixth percemt of those accidents are happening fros
DUI*s, and w¥e have addressed that problem with legislaticn
earlier which I did support. And another large percent of
that is from wreckless driving. Ana wreckless driving is
vhen a person is doing a combination of twec oI w®ore meving
violations, such as high speed, rubnaming stop signs, :ilegal
usage of the...lane usage, illegal signals, and othercs. But

some of the violations on here that I don't thki:. is a

L
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serious offepse that a young person ij cur community thatts
using their vehicle fcr transpcration to and from schocl or
to and from work is going to lose their license for such
things as backing out of a driveway and if a...an officer
determines that it's an illegal backing out of a driveway,
that's a moving vioclation. Crossing a sidewalk and that
could be crossing the sidewalk in your frent yard...and pull-
ing up im your own lawn, that's a Boving viclation. There
are sixty of those offenses and wany of them aren®t serious
offenses. I think it...it's a...it*s punishing the ycung
people today. F%e've vpassed a lot of legislaticm to try to
saveé their lives, and that DUI was one of them, we®ve tried
to strenghten the penalties on wreckless driving, and I think
that's well and gccd, but I thivk...beccmes scme point that
we bave to stand on the side of the young fecple and give
them credit  where «credit is due. I %bkink this legislation
doesn*t do that. I think that...that this Body should take
a real serious look at this and...apd vote N¥o on this issue.
PERESIDENT:
Further discussicn? Senator Jomnes.

SENATOEK JONES:

Yes, thapk ycu, ¥r. President. Would the spcnsor yield?
ERESIDENT:

Indicates he?ll yield, Senator Jches.

SENATOR JONES:

Yes, Senator Vadalakbene, you ipdicate in your legislatica
that fifteen percent of +the sixteen year olds had a first
offense in their driving record. Cculd ycu tell this Ecdy
what percent of the persons between the age of twenty-five
and thirty had a first offense of their driving record?
PEESIDENI_:

Senator Vadalakbene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Do you have another guestion?
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PEESIDENT:

Senator Jones.
SENATCR JCNES:

Well, I want you to answer that questicn since...we're
dealing with the percentage of sixteen year clds and seven-
teen year old with first offense, I'd like to know what other
age category and what percentage of that particular group had
a first cffense on their driving record.

PRESILDENT:
Senator Vadalakere.
SENATOR VALCALABEKE:

Approximately sixteen to seventeen percent.
PRESIDENI:

Senator JOBES.

SENATOR JONES:

¥ell, since ycu say approximately sixtéfn Oor seventeen
percent, does your legislation call for a susgension ¢f their
driving privileges fcr the first offense?

PERESIDEKNTI:

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VALALABEKE:

15 that category, if I understand that, would be charged
against their drivers license, and if they had three in cne
year, they would be suspended. Row domn't forget ycu're
takling abou%t a drivers license and not a privilege.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.

SEBATGR JCKES:

¥ell...well...well, currently, you kncw, this is the sane
provision is it provided for the sixteen, sevepteen year old,
and eighteen year olds, but for you to pick on a particular
group saying that they cause most of the accidents or have a
worse driving record than the older group, 1 +think :isS...is

totally unfair. And the bill did nct pass out of the Trans—
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portation Committee, Senator Chew, ob a upanimous vote,
‘cause I ocpposed it then. 4ind let me ask you another ques—
tion, Senator. Are you aware that...in lIccal units of
government that the police issue tickets on a guota systenm?
PKESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

I'm not aware of it. i've heard of it...Senatoi Janes,
and you know, we?ve all heard about the quota system Lbut none
of us cam prove it.

PRESIDENT:

Senator JoDesa.
SENATOR JONES:

dell, it 1is true that the fpolice must, in scee local
units of governmeni, sust issue a certain numker of tickeis.
They must write...their superiors dictate +hat they write a
certain number of tickets. This legislaticn is totally dis-
criminatory against the young drivers in the State of Iili-
nois, and as the Senator poinmnted out, this particular age
groups do not have apy higher percentage c¢f traffic violation
than any other age group. So, to put this type of language
into the law to pick cn this particular grocur of people, 1
think, 1is totally wunfair and this...this Lill should be
resoundly defeated &ty this Pody.

PEESIDERT:

Further discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and members of the Senate. i'm
going to rise to support this bill, *cause I feel that the
spoasor is truly trying to do <something about the large
number of accidents and deaths that are occurring on the
roads by young drivers. And contrary to &y coclleage cu this
side of the aisle, there is a larger percentage of acci.ints

and deaths which cccur during the teenage years and cec- .:aly
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during the twenty?s. When you get into +the thirty's and
forty?s and fifty's and even...evan the senior citizenst?
records are much better tham the...than the younger drivers,
that's & fact. I think there is some_prohlem, Senatcr
Vadalabene, with the...with +the G[particular one and two
time...getting a <ticket the first and second time, but I*d
like to a least give you the cpportunity to get your bill
intoc the House, and I would hcpe Ly thquycu wculd be able to
come up with an amendment which would pake it a much better
bill and one that everyonme would feel 1like they*d like =to
support.

PEKESIDENT:

WICA-IV has requested permission to videotape the pro-
ceedings. Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted. Senator
Collins,

SENATGRE COLLINS:
Cuestion of thke sponsor.
FRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he?ll yeild, Senator Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Vadalabene, do you have aby intentiops of amend-
ing the Eill?
PEESIDENT:

Senator Vadalakebne.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Semator Collins, I don®t know what you mean when yjou say,
"Do you have any intentions of amending the bill?" apending
it to what?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Callins.

SENATOR CCGLILINS: .

To...0n the section that deals with the one msoving viola-
tion.

PREESIDENT:
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Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VALCALABENE:

I have no intention of amending that pcrticn of it or *he
second violation. Iet me tell you, .in consideration of the
parents who get the provisional license for their sixteen and
seventeen year olds, twoc blocks away from home, they dcn't
have any contzol over <that sixteen and seventeen year old
kid, and then all the accidents hapgpen. Now, they éay tc
that kid, ycu*re grounded for a wmonth; and you know what
mothers and fathers do, withip forty-eigbt hours that kid is
back on the road. Now, here, we, in the State of Illinois,
we take that responsibility of doing some scafety driving when
those children get away from the house, and xe*ll do the work
for those parents. Those parents can £ay, YOU'L€E DNOfa~w
you're grounded now by the State of Illincis. Ycu men®t
listen to us, there®s teeth in it now. You qgo qut there and
drive safely, *cause you'll be grounded for three months and
on your seccnd offense for a year. let®s take care of those
sixteer and seventeen year olds. HKake ltetter drivers ocut of
them, and they'll learn the rules of the rcad when they get
thelr drivers licemse at the age of eighteena
PEESIDEKNT:

Senator Collims.

SENATCR CGLLINS:

Does +the wmoving violations...are they gualified or are
you just talking about making the wrong turm, ¢r driving too
‘slow, or driving a little tco fast in 2...ip a school zcne,
or moving violations that...that involve socre type of acci-
dent?

PBESIDENT:
Senator Vadalaktepe.
SENATOE VADALABERXRE:
%ell, as Senator Coffey enumerated, I think & ~21d

there's about sixty different categories, 1 <d&on't k:ao if
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there's that wmany or not. What we're talking about running

through a stop light...illegally passing, wrong lanes...also,

Senator Collims, before they get a provisicpal license, they

don't get it just because they're sixteen. They don't get it
because they're seventeen. They have to g¢ thrcugh a +train-
ing course. And scme of the rules of the rcad will Le given
to them during this training before they get the provisicnal
drivers licensea

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins.

SENATIOR CCLLINS:

Yes. I...I reluctanily rise in cpposition to this Ekill,
and I think Sepator Emil Jones touched c¢n cne of my primary
reasons. He indicated that this type of law wmould discrimi-
nate against +the youth. It would alsoc insure in *hse City of
Chicago that minority youth wculd, in fact...license would ke
revoked shile other kids the same age would bLe reprisanded,
sent hore and never given a ticket. If we lived in a real
fair world, maybe this kind of law would Le fair bLut we
dont. The reality of the circumstances in the City of
Chicago, minority kids license would be revcked and other
kids ~fron other communities would never be issued a ticket.
And that is the tragedy of this kind of law, ard it's unfor-
tunate that we have to even comnsider things of that nature
when we are attempting to try and do something %o gprohibit
the...the rate of accidents among that category of drivers,
but in all fairpess, this law is nct goipg tc¢ Lte enforced
equally and; therefcore, I have to rise ip cpfpositiop to it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Johons.

SENATOR JOHNS:

A question of the sponsor, Mr. FPFresident.

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'1ll yield, Senator Jobbs.
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SENATCR JOHKS:

Haybe through ycur aide there, you can +tell nme, in @y
area at sixteen many of the young pecple lecore more or less
part of the labor force of their fawmilies in farring. And at
sixteen, as it is presently made up, they can start driving
and helping get gasoline, and get food, and get seed, and get
grain, and so forth. WNow, under the mandatory...is it manda-
tory on this three months suspension, can they still get a
type -of release for driving privileges to0..-to help their
families?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene, before you ansuer, I want to just get
ready. UEI has asked permissicn to take some pictures. HNow,
lay it on them, Sam. Senator Vadalaﬁene.

SENATCR VADALAEENE:

Hhere are they located, Nr. Fresident?
PRESIDENT:

Right here...right here.

SENATOR VADALAEENE:

«~-Scnator Johns, there is a provision in the event of a
hardship case, and they have tc prove there's a hardshig
case, that I understand that this type of legislation will Le
reconsidered to give that...give ther that oppcrtunity.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Egan.

SENATCR EGAN:

Yes, thank yocu, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
It occurs to me that we bave not discussed cne aspect of the
bill, Senator, and that's its imminent, obvicus reduction on
insurance premiums. HKoculd you say something akcut that?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VALALABENE:

Well, I*nm not going to get into the category of reduction
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of insurance premiuws. I have found that ipsurance gpremiums
regardless of...of what you dc on ycur autcmckile er your
casualty or whatever, I keep seeing ther on the rise. I%m
not going to stand here and say your premiums are going to
drop. You'll have tc...you know, at the proper tisme mayke
we?'ll discuss that, but I don't...I'm not going to give that
kind of an answer that insurance premiuss are going to 4rope.
PBESIDENT:
Further discussicn? Senator Marovitz.

SERATOR MARCVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. Fresident and neﬁhers of the
Senate. & gquestion of the spcnsor.

PEESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Senator Marovitz.
SERATOR MARCVITZ:

Senatorz, 'do any other states have this kind of a provi-
sional license for the...the youngest «category of drivers?
And if so, what specifics do they put intc their law regard-
ing the drivers, and what sanctions are in tbe law for...for
first offenses for the youngest category cf drivers?
PEESIDENT:

sénator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALAEEKE:

Yes...yes, let me answer that in the reverse, Senator
¥arovitz. %e have patterned our legislaticn after seventeen
other states in the two-year study. Sc, mcst of the things
that you®re asking me now have already been dincorporated in
the seventeen other states and we are using them as a model.
PREESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.

SENATGE MNARCVITZ:

Okay, in those...in those seventeen cther states...bhave

those been on the bocks for scmetime?

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VALALABEMNE:

Yes, they've been opn thne books for several years.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.

'SENAIOR KAROVITZ:

Having been on the books for sopmetime, we should bave
some empirical evidence about how...what's haprened in those
states, and what the...the accident rate and the ccnvicticn
rate, and perhaps even the insurance premiums are im those
cther states where wefve done that. Can you give me the evi-
dence...the results...ramifications in thcse seventeen cther
states?

ERESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VALALAEEKE:

Yeah, I <can't give it to you here coffbhand...the...*he
secretary, Lou lLcwder, of the Motor Vehicles Iaws Commissicn
¥ill supply you with that ipformation. Eut I do kncw this,
that this lav has helped the cther states.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussicn? %e have three
members who have ipdicated a desire to speak for a seccnd
time. Sepater Gruce.

SENATGR EERUCE:

Senator Vadalakbeme, I truly don*t know how I'm going to
vote on this opne, and I want you to belp me decide. First of
all, you've listed all tbe states that have provisional
regquirements for licersing. Do any of them «require that a
child lose their license for one year?

PRESIDENT:

Senator VYadalaktene.

SENATOR VALALABEMNE:

Well, the...the bill is nodeled after scme of the seven-—
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teen states, so 1 think I could, withocut knowing...you know,
without guaranteeing you that answer, I cculd say, yes.
PEESIDENT:

Senatcr Eruce.
SENATOR EBUCE:

See, part of gy problem is that I, like every other
member of this Boedy, have all kinds of kids who come in,
they've lost their 1license. I've got paregsts who've lost
their license for all kinds of incidents, ard the guestiomn
immediately comes to my wmind that as soccn as this bill
becomes effective, each one of us will be down at the Secre-
tary of State‘s Office trying to gez the kid's license hback
because his father comes in and says, Jobnny gces back and
forth to school everyday, and he works at the local IGA store
and I «can't pick biz up; apnd can you write a letter saying
that 1ittle Johnny is a good student. The ﬁ:incipal does the
same€ thing. And we're all going to ke spending a good deal
more time undoing exactly what we're about tc d¢. The second
thing is, what is the logic? 1I...I can sece that for six:ieen
to eighteen year olds a penalty that says, three wmonths. I
think that'!s a sobering influence tc say, yovu get one ticket,
ve take your license for...for three months. What was the
logic of the Secretary cf State and the committee to say, if
I'm seventeen in eight ~rmooths and I've bad one traffic
ticket, and I blov a yield sign and in my ccmaunity, and I
think every other cormmupity, gquite pcssikly you can, not
knowing, you have an accident, they give you a +ticket now
because insurance cozpanies want that because they can then
stick you for higher rates, and +they are all bkand in
hand...on that coperation, so you get the seccrd ticket. You
then at seventeen and nine months lcse your license for a
year. Now, if you had been picked up ip =y disti! . for
drunken driving...if you had been picked up fcr drunke riv-

ing ip my district, the worst thing that ycu woculd haj, to
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you is the judge would put you on supervision. You wouldn't
eved...you wouldn't lose your license for a day. You get fput
op supervision and the judge would say, don't get into any
more trouble, come back in twelve months, we'll expunge the
tecord. And so, it seems to me, what is the lcgic of saying
that a kid loses his license for a year as ogpcsed te, say, a
second three months penalty?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VALALARENE:

¥as that a question?
PRESILCENT:

It scunded like it. Yes.
SENATOR VADALAEENE:

A1l right. First of all, wve're rot talking akcut the
eighteen year old...ycu mentioned in there =sixteen and
eighteen. It*'s the sixteen to sevenieen. Again, we're not
talking about a drivers license being revoked. %e're talking
about a provisional 1icense for the sixteen and seventeen
year old who can be afforded the cpportunity tc drive a vehi-
cle ip the State of Illinois. The alternatives has come *to
us on the Motor Vehicle Laws Commission apnd in cther hearings
that e raise the drivers license to eighteen years old and
not have a provisiopal drivers...or & [frovisicmal license.
khat we're doing here is an attempt to see thbat the sixteen
and seventeen year old does have an opportunity toc drive, and
as you, as a lawyer, you can cite apy other kind ¢f cases
that are noarelated to this as if...as if it is this, or if
it is that. We are protecting the sixteen and the seventeen
year old in this legislation, and if there is a hardshbip,
we*ll see that he gets to drive. Little Jchney will get to
go wherever he wvants.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussicn? I'm sorry, Senatcr Bruce.
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SENATOR ERUCE:

Now...now, 1 wonder if you would answer By gquestion. Hy
guestion is, what is the logic between having a one year sus-
pension for a child seventeer and nine &rwronths and a quy
that's a DUXI both having a one year pepalty? And let me just
make a personal comment, Senator Vadalakene, if you want to
put in a bill that raises the drivimng age to eighteen, ve're
open for business. Bring it 1in here and it wonft get
out...it won't see the light.of day, I don't Lelieve. So, I
mean, we're *alking about this Lill saying %o sixteen and
seventeen year olds, a guy that's seventeen and nine @mopnths,
about to leave for college, that he does pot have the right
to go and drive a car because he*s gotten a se¢cond minor
traffic viclation. J...I want to kpow the lcgic bebind that
one year suspension on the second one. I%ve gct no protlenm
with the first three months, good bill. 1It%s the cpe year
that really bothers me. ‘

PRESIDENT:,

Senator Vadalabeme. Sepator Vadalakene. Ycur on, Sam.
SENATOR VADALABEXE:

The 1logic in regard to what I think Senator Eruce is
talking about is the DUI versus the...the three montbs and
plus a year*s suspepsion. Again, we're talking akout teemage
kids, sixteen and seventeen, and I thimnk you're talking about
an age group in another category, and if ycu want the logic
in regard tgo that; I don't have the answer.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sepnator SchuBefala.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentleamen of the
Senate.  Before the Secretary introduced this bill, I was
going to introduce opme very smuch like it with just a -little
different +twist. Father than keyirg the =suspensicn and

probation period to youmg drivers, I wmas gcing o0 key .i: to
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the 1inexperienced driver. And for the ©post part, we're
talking akout the same people here. And fcr the wmost part,
the inexperienced drivers are the young drivers, the teepage
drivers. And I think it wakes very good sense to start cut
teenage drivers with a probationary periqd because the driv-
ers license is a privilege and not a right. And when pecple
are begioning to learn how to cperate on the highways, they
should not be allowed the same kind of latitude that older,
more experienced drivers have. But the Secretary decided to
intioduce the bill op an age tasis apd... and I have no far-
ticular quarrel with that. There's one other point I want to
nake. Several members have alluded to the effect, if any,
that this is going toc have ob insurance rates. And I*d 1like
to point cut to you that most insurance rates ir this State
are not dependart upcn how many tickets ycu have. Standard
insurance risks in <his rate...in this State are generally
not rated on the basis of how many tickets ycu have. The
number of tickets does apply if you happen tc ke in that ncon-
standard situation where mayte you've had several accidents,
or something 1like that, but I...XI don*t think that you should
vote against this bill with the idea that your goipg to raise
the insurance rates of kids who may bte put on Eprokation. 1
think it's a good concept and opne that we ought to try.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? We have five members wha've indicated
a desire to speak a second time. Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Thank you, HMr. President. I wanted to speak the second
time because there have been some references to what cccurred
in Transportation Ccmmittee. Let pme hasten tc¢ add, Sepnator
Jones, I intended tc say the Motor Vehicles Laws Comzission.
One of the problems that we ought to study is if a person
here serves on a committee and he finds scmething ohjec{::n-

able to a peice of legislation, it should ke...incumbent . zon
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him to talk to the sponsor and offer an amendsent. Just to
say, I object to a certain portion of it and having the
authority to offer amendment, the ageundment was the sclution,
the comversation is nothing. This has gcne through law
enforcement, Department of Transportation, Secretary of
State's Cffice, Motor Vehicle laws Ccrrission. W®e are amena-—
ble to do what is basically right. No one is out here to
create accidemts, but since we do not have the right for
driving as of now, se felt to put some penalties that were
different from others would give that ycung driver a total
warning of what his grivileges are. The cther problezx wefre
dealing with, H¥r. Jones, I live in Chicagc. I've heard of
the quota systes. I know it is in effect, ycu dc tooa That
guota system does not rely sclely cr apply solely to sixteen,
seventeen, eighteen, nineteen, it applies tc all drivers. e
understand if an officer has failed to write a certiap numkber
of tickets, he can be transferred or deroted, se¢ understand
that. 1It*s not good. ke’ve been trying tec dc scmething about
that over the years, w%e have nct succeeded, but  all drivers
should come under the same category. I have no probless with
that, but that sixteen and seventeen, se're giving them a
privilege to do this. It...this has Leen requested; ke have
not had one ounce of cofppositicn to this bill. Everybcdy that
teétified, testified in favor of it, in the committee, Br.
Jones anrnd you were there. So I would ask...an Aye voie on
this. Everything we do is .provisiomal. If se find that it
doesn't work, we have the right to repeal 1legislation here,
but for God's sake, let's give it a chance to¢ «grk.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussicn? Senator Coffey, fcr the secopnd time.
SENATCR CCFFEY:

Thank you, VveIy-..Mr. Fresident and =zembers oi the
Senate. I apologize for rising the second but there ks hLeen

some things menticned here that we're trying tc do witi ihis
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legislation I don't thipk is necessary. I heard earlier in a
statement made by tbe people supporting this till that par-
ents are having trouble keeping their kids fregm driving their
carsa. I thought they were still at sixteen and seventeen
years of age under the supérvisiou of +thbeir parents. e
ought to be passing legislation to make them responsitle fcor
their children instead cf coming down here and passing legis-
lation and...dealing with a person on their first cffense.
And wmany of wus, at least in this more...mcre rural areas,
know that many of our law enforcezent peorle are
nonprofessional law enforcerent fpeople, and they get their
kicks out of going arcund and harassing and 'picking on
teenagers, because thbey're mot frrofessicgal, we're not
talking about the Illincis State Police, we're talking akout
nonprofessional law officers. They give ther a gun and a
badge asnd put them on the streets, and a1l they can find to
do is chase the kids ufp and down the street. They don't do
anything akout the burglaries or anything akcut the adults,
and I think se need to take that into consideraticpa. And
there is already warsings for that...that teenager’that get*s
his first violation. It says now on bhis first violation he
gets a fifty dollar fime; his second viclaticn, he gets a
fifty dcllar fipe; his third vioclatiocn, he loses his license.
So, I think ve already address that, and I said earlier...it*
vas said that we ought to come gp with ap amepdment. I said
when +this bill was in conmittee that I sould support an
amendment, and I would draft an amendment if it was okay %ith
the sponsor to say that their license +would ke rexoved on
these situations 1if it was for DUI's and wreckless driving,
that's were oﬁr children are being killed £from; =not from
crossing a sidewalk or backing out of a driveway illegally,
or not seeing a yield sign. These aren't all the serious
problems e have with our teenagers, apd if we're coing to

address it, we ought to dress it where the problers are.
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Thank you.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sebator Jornes.
SENATCB JONES:

Yes, Athank you, Mr. Fresidemt. I apolcgize, also, for
rising a second time on this tad piece of legislation, but I
think Semator Coffey hit the nail right on the head. There’'s
no sense in passing out a piece of legislation if it has
problenms, and it has serious, serious problems. In the City
of Chicago, Senator Chew, and you admit it, there is a quota
system. If a person was to come to this ccuntry from a for-
eign land and go to the :traffic court in tke City of Chicaga,
they would think that only blacks lived in the State of I1li-
nois because that's all you see in the traffic court. Sc if
there is a guota system in the City of Chicago, I don’t want
my child <to be caught in <that situation. I live on the
corper and if my sop was to back out of the garage onto the
street, and that's +the only way he can cut...out of the
garage, he canm be given a ticket for such shich is a nmoving
violation. But Sepator Coffey wanted tc azend this legis-
lation and the sponscr did not. There are sixty categories,
but the sponsor keep talking abcut accidents, tut I see noth—
ing about accidents in the analysis of this legislation. It
should be defeated. 2And when you talk akcut insurance, ¢
all know that insurance is not based on your driving zecord,
it based on the geografphical area where you reside. I haventt
had a...a traffic conviction in I don®t kncw hcw many years,
but @y insurance go up because I happen tc reside in the City
of Chicago. So  this bill should be defeated Lecause it is
discriminatory against the young people, and the spoamsor .digd
not wish to amend the bill as we wanted the bill amended, and
it should go down to defeat.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
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SENATCE NARCVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. Fresideunt. I'® sorry to speak on this a
second time. Iz the spromsor of the pandatery auto insurance
bill dinm the Senate. And it's gcing to ke very, very
interesting to take a look at this roll call and hear people
wh§ have said driving is a privilege, not a right. and then
take a look at the roll call on mandatory auto iupsurance,
where again, driving is a privilege and pet «righkt, and see
people «sho have voted Yes, but somehow canf't vote Yes for
mandatory auto insurance.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussicn? Senator Jobns.
SENATICR JGHNS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. My information tells &re that
vhen they apply at sixteen, they have to pay €ight dollars?
They bave how many fees? Well, anyway, they bave...they have
fees at...sixteen and then at eighteen they've got toc conme
back in a renew the whole process and pay another eight
dollars. ®ell that*s not right. Ncpne of us pay twice. Why
should <they pay twice? So, T...TI think that ought to be
brought to attention. I do feel, as Seratcr Ezxil Jcpes bhas
said,“ this can beccme one of the casiest forms of harassment
by deputy sheriffs, county officials and 1law officers all
over the place to harass younqg pecple and get thes off the
street. So, I don't think that's right at all.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussiocn? Senator Llezke.
SENATCR LEMKE:

I feel it coxpelled to rise in defense of tbe police in
the State of Illincis. I am =ick and tired of bearing
people criticize people that give their 1life -everyday and
take a bullet fror some teenager or get his legs knocked
off...froe teenagers. 2And I*m sick and +tired of «certain

people o©f ethnic Lkackground accusing police officer:z from
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racial discrimipating. That would ke as bad as me saying
that an Irish policeran gives a Polish kid a ticket because
he's Polish. It's a bunch of BS. If kids get tickets in :he
City of Chicago, they deserve thew. Because I can tell ycu,
there 1is no rpolice c¢fficer +that wants to give a kid a
ticket, but mos{ of these cases that go before the court is
not one ticket for traffic violations, but are probakly five
or six for the same offense ip driving and driving because
these kids are driving around and their parents don't care,
and the first thing they get arrested, you Lring wup their
racial backgroond and you say, we're discrimimating. The
police in thke City of Chicago 40 not discriminate. Dc not
discriminate. Because the police in the City cof Chicago are
made up of every ethnic backgrounnd, and I*s sick and tired of
it, being a son of a fcrmer police sergeant that served many
years and died. I am not...I am very critical of anyktcdy
criticizing the pclice in this State, whether they Le State
police or local police.

PRESIDEKNI:

Further discussion? Senator Farkhausen. Put Senator
Barkhausen on Senatcr Fawell's mike, Mr. Flectrician.

SENATOE EARKHBAUSEN:

I...I hesitate to speak, Mr. Fresident, in the...in the
wake of the last remarks, but if I could try to get Lack on
track here for a &mcment. I know that cre of the pcints
that?*s been made is that people feel that a loss of licensge
for one offense could be a very serious sasction, partic-
ularly for youngsters who may depend...ray depend op their
license for a summer job and getting tc and fros schocl or
whatnot. I would simply point out that those of us +who...vho
practice any law c¢r go in and out of traffic court or cven
who have been on the receiving end cf...of judges in tre . fic
court vrecogpnize, I%w sure, that post cf us vﬁen we gc suto

traffic court the defendants are placed op sufpervision, - zr—
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tainly for the first offense and often for repeated offenses.
So, I would suggest that before this potentially severe sanc-
tion is imposed, the...the young defendants wculda..wculd, in
most cases, te placed on supervision at least once, aad in
many cases more than cnce. So, the sancticn that many of us
might otherwise thipk is...is too serious, 1 think is really
quite reasonakle, and I would urge support for the bill.
PREESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Senator Vadalalkere may close.
SENATCR VALDALAEENE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. I pever thcught you'd ever get
back to me. There's been a lot of discussion in regard to
this bill, and I kelieve, being a pmild-ranpered man that I
am, that a lot people got carried away c¢n different areas
of...of argqument. This is a good bill. I think the sixteen
and seventeen year ©ld, when he beccnes ﬁiéhteen and onine-
teen, I thipk will...thank us...us legislators for providing
that kind of discipline, and I move for a favcrable vctie.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Sepate Bill 127 pass. Those in favor
will vcte Aye. Thcse opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open.- Have all voted «ho wish? Have all wvoted whc wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that guestion,
the Ayes are 39, the Nays are 14, 3 votisg EFresent. Sempate
Bill 127 having received +the required Constituticnal majority
is declared passed. If I can have your attention, for a...in
a little lighter vein, we have =some distinguished young
guests with us who have traveled to Springfield with their
parents, and I would like to yield to Sepator Frank Watson
for the proper introductions.

SENATOR W2ISQGAN:

Thank you, M¥r. Eresident. Each year the Council om Nutri-

tion has a poster coptest State—wide in Il1llincis, and this

year there was some fourteen thousand entries in -three
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different age categories, and we*re fortupate to .have the
three winners with us here today. And one of the winners
happens to be from my district, from Carlyle, and his rame is
Sean Cunnipgham. Be's ip the third grade at Carlyle Grade
School and his parents are here with him, whc are in the gal-
lery back here on the right, ¥r. and Mrs. €erald TConnaldson,
if you don't rind standing. And his teacher is also here,

Mrs. Carol Moler, Carcl. And we're fpleased tc have them and,

\
l
of course,_here is Sean right here. I dop't know if .you caa
all see biwm, maybe we*ll just get hir ur here where you can
take a good look at him. #e welcome him to Springfield and
we're glad to bhave .hik.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, and I bave the winner of the fourth
through sixth grade. Her name is Mary Anp lober. Shels a
fifth grade student at Calvary Eaptist Academy in Normal. Her
motner and father are here with her, Mr. and krs. Darrell
Lober of Llexington, and her mother is also her teacher.
¥ould you please rise and be reccgnized, and this is Hary
Ann.

SENATGR ERUEFF:

And somehow or other, I think it's appropriate that I'm
up here on a putriticnal type thing. This is Jody Schmidt.
Now, were Jyou...did youv...were You...did yocu pose for the
poster or what? No. Che..you drew it. ©Oh, I thought gFcu
were so beautiful that you were actually the model. Rasn't
that nice? Just think and I have *0 wait fOr...how Eany
years? FEight years to get her vote. Her parents are herc.
would they please stand, and they're from the saze..says here

from the same town as you are, isn't it? She has two teach-

ers here, Marie Hurtis and Ivan Jomes. Would they please
stand. Thank you.
PEESIDENT:

Senator Weaver, for what purpose do ycu arise?

o T TR TR e mEmEme AR
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SENATOR WEAVER:

On a point of personal privilege, Mr. Fresident.
PRESIDENT:

State your point, eir.

SENATOR KEAVER:

I woulda..I would like to introduce ry sister and three
of her friends, also from Cariyle, Illincis, 1in +the
President?s gallery.

PRESIDENT:

Please stand and ke recognized. Welccme tc Springfield.
Senator Carroll, it appears we are now in +the froper frase of
mind to go the order of kosher zeat. On the Crder ¢f Senate
Bills 3rd Eeading, Semate Bill 128. BRead the bill, #r.
Secretary.

SECKETARY:
Senate Eill 128.
{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of tke kill.
ERESICENT:
Senator Carrclla.
SENATOE CARECLL:

Yés, thank you, Mr. President. It is true that if this
bill passes everything will be kosher. Scze have suggested,
if you'll pardon the expression, that this say be my Christ-
mas tree bill. But, in fact, i+ is a consuser protection mea-—
sure to allow for a registratiocon of the certifying officials
so that the <consuzer can know whether or nct the products
contained in the manufactured process are in fact...kosher.
I would ask for a favorable roll call and attempt to answer
any tref gquestions.

PEESIDENT:

Any discussion? Sepator Lemuzic.

SENATGR L[EMUZIC:

I'd just like to ask a guestion of the <sgomsor, if he
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will yield. And that is, does this bave anything to do with
food for Century Three?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CAREQLL:

Yes, Sepator Demuzio, as you and Senater ®eaver rememker,
vwe brought in a ten pound salami when that bill was ©Leing
called in the Appropriations Cormittee and that was, in fact,
a kosher salami. .

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall...Senate Eill 128 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Thcse opposed will vote Kay. The veting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted ~whe  wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cp that guesticno,
the Ayes are 56, the Nays are pone, ncne voting Fresent.
Senate Bill 128 having received the required «constituticnal
pajority is declared passed. 130, Sepator Euzkese. Gn the
Order of Senpate Bills 3rd Reading is Sepate Fill 130. Eead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:
Senate Eill 130.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PEESIDENT:
Senator Euzbee.
SENATGE EUZEEE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. Senator Carrcll and I at cpe
point thought maybe we might combine our bills and make +this
a kosher-veterans! bill, but we decided that we would pnct do
that since this bill affects more...more pecple than Zust
those who are in interested in kosher foods. It has keen the
long-time Gfpolicy of this State since, as best I cam ©:ll,
sometine after World ¥ar I or at least in the early thi:=-y's

that the State of Illincis provide a scholarship to ccu: ity
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colleges or universities *o those students who were residents
of Illinois prior to their entry into the wilitary service,
and then providing they got am honorakle discharge and cane
back to the State of Illinois and attended and public univer—
sity or community college. There have been a tremendous
number of veterans c¢f the U.S. pilitary who have...are Il1li-
nois residents who have been able to go to college on this
kind of a scholarship. I took advantage of this one semes<er
myself when I went kack to graduate school several years ago,
and it has been the long stated policy of this State that we
simply do this. In 1981, the Departeent of Veterans! Affairs
had put on a Senate bill in...in the Bouse...had put on that
bill an amendment which eliminated this veterans' scholar-
ship. ®hen it came back to the Senate, the Sepator who was
handling the Dill sas told that this was simply a date change
and explained it. I have the...I have the' transcript from
the debate on that day and nobody on...in the Senate caught
the fact that the date change was that e were eliminating
the veterans' scholarship for all veterans who went into the
@ilitary after May 7+h of 1975. Ey happenstance, I happened
to catch it. The vote bad already been takem. I was the
only one who voted Xo. I got up afterwards and asked for sone
discussion of it, but cbviously, at that point, the bill had
already passed. It is the policy of the State of Illincis
nov that anybody who entered the w@ilitary after May 7th,
1975, 1is not eligible for a veteranms schclarship. And there
are hundreds of veterans in this State now whc are going to
college or who are coming out of the service soon who plag to
go to «college thipking when they went into tke service that
they were going to be aktle to have the State cf Illincis pick
up their tuition when they came lrack. I have dcie an exten—
sive amcupnt of research om this. I kpnos wbat the approxikate
cost 1is for every college and upiversity in the State, and I

think it is time that we say to our veterans that we're going
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to give you a little extra reward for...for going into the
military service, for serving your country and coming back,
we're going to pay your tuition if you want to go to a con-
munity éollege Or @e...t0 a university. I have pc malice
whatsoever toward <the Sepator that <sponsored this tEill,
because I don't believe that Sepator understccd having been
told simply by the department that it's just a date change.
It's the Department of Veterans' Affairs +that I have my
quarrel with, and I think we ought to undc what we .ipadver—
tently did in...pardcn me, 1581.
PEESIDENT:

Farther discussicn? Senator Eecker.
SENATOR EECKEE:

Cuestion of the spomscra
PRESIDENT:

Indicates het'll yield, Senator Eeckerw
SENATOE EECKEER:

Senator, you said you koow the amount of poney that will
be needed. Could y;u give us that figurez?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee.
SENATCR EUZEEE:

Yes. For the University of Illinois system, 1it's about
nipety thousand dollars, and I got this, by the way,...I got
these figures from the various systems. ¥or the University
of Illinois, it's about ninety thousand decllars; for Southern
Illinois University, it's about one hundred apd fifty thou-
sand dollars; for the Eoard of Regents, it*s about c¢pe hun-
dred and eighty thousand dollars; for the~..for the community
colleges, it is approximately five hundred and fifty thousand
dollars; for the anrd of Governor?s systes, it's somewhere
around & million dollars. So, all tolled, if ycu adgd all of
those wup, it?s somevwhere less thap tvc million dollars would

be the cost to the...for the veterans?! scholarship tha: <+he
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various colleges and universities estimate that they wculd
need.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Eecker.
SENATOCE EECKEE:

And this will continue cn, and on, awd ¢n, year after
year, is tkat correct?
FRESIDENT:

Senator Fuzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

That's correct, Senator, as it has since the 1920%s.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Eecker.

SENATCE EECKER:

Senator Buzbee, keing a veteran myself and having served
almost five years, we are still waiting £0r cur s¢ldiers?
bonus back in 1941 tc 45. We aren*t hounding and pounding
the Federal Government for our soldiers' Etcrus. 1 think
we've given wuch ard ask for very little in return. At the
present time, we know the economic copditicns ’in the State,
we know the probles we're having poneywise, and I...I
relucfantly have to rise and ask that this bill be defeated
at this time until such time...as the money is appropriated
to be able to help cur veterans, and I ask this side of the
aisle to give us a red light cm this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIG)
Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:
Thank...thank you, Mr. President. Recerntly I introduced

a bill which was heard in the Executive Committee that said,

in effect, that 1if we are going to fund our veteranst
scholarships, which I certainly bave no prcbles with, pcr se,
then we indeed ought to give them the money or else at lieast

allow *he colleges pot to bhave to give the scholar-iips.
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This year we have shcerted our colleges and ocur...both com-
munity colleges and our...our university system three and a
half million dollars. My own community college was shorzed
a hundred and fifty-seven thousand dcllars and 1 have a list,
if anyome 1is interested, in hcw we are shorting all of our
comnunity colleges and all of our universities. I togk this
bill wupcn the reguest of the unive;sities and the col-
leges...coprunity colleges because of the fact that they just
cannot absorb this cost. The bill went dowm, kut I was +tcld
that perhaps sose pcints were made in the fact that indeed if
we are going to be so genercus down here in Springfield, we
had better come up with the wmoney first. And @my perscnal
feeling 1is, we'd better start paying our bills that we bave
already incorred before we start running UfF SCLE€ LOTE.
PRESIDING GFFICEER: {SEXATORE LCEMUZIOQ)

Senator Bruce. Senatcer Buzkee tc respond to
the...Senatcr Bruce.

SENATCR EFUCE:

Isn*t it fur to bLe up there, Senatcor Dexuzio? The...IX
reluctantly rise in opposition to this Eill: Andes.and I
think it's already been said but I think we ought t¢ under—
stand...all of us have apn understanding of cost sharing and
cost shifting. And right now this approprriation for this
prograg by our legislative action is at fifty percenmt fund-
ing. ®Bith this amendment, it will gc to forty percent fund-
ing. ©W®e're going to add another two #illion dollars in
costs, according tc Senator Euzbee®s testiscny today, this
Body has not seen fit to fund it. Fresently, the community
coliege-..the community colleges around the State educate
nearly two-thirds of all veterans enrolled in higher e<du-
cation, and the <city <colleges of Chicago bhave twenty-five
percent of those. The 1983 shortfall for cozrunity cci.<yes
alone was two and a half million dcllars. J...1 ®ant .. . to

just to listen one moment about what has happene. &nd
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vho...gnd who is paying for this. t is pot keing paid by
the State of Illinois, aad to a large deqgree 1is not kLeing
paid by the taxpayers and the commurity cclleges. It is been
paying by other students. The Upiversity for...of Illimcis,
for exaeple, has increased their tuition twice already thkis
year, and those students who pay tuitiop are carrying those
students %ho do not pay tuition. Ncw if that's the
polydecision +this Body wants %to make, that's fine. The com-
munity college in which I reside had no tuiticp until a year
ago, and they*ve increased their tuition three times. And
I'n sure if this bill passes, they will have to raise it
again because we camnct continue to cffer grcqrams and free
scholarships to peogple when this General Assembly does not
fund the program. It's an excellent prograz. Ibe date ought
to say in there. To take the ceiling off only increases the
cost to those people already paying tuiticne
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE LENUZIC)

Senator Euzlee.
SENATGE EUZEEE:

I rise on a point cf order because there has been a 1ot
of wnisinformation given out by the last twc previous speak—
ers, Sepator Fawell and Senator Bruce. Now, I raising...Il'm
rising omn a point of order because it...this is the oply tisge
I think that it's proper to straighten out that misinfor-
mation. &®hat they said about the ccst to the community ccl-
leges and the universities in this Statg'is absolately cor-
rect, and it*s correct because of malice of forethought on
the part of the Department of Veterans' Affairs. You'll
recall that several years ago the [Departeent of Veteraans!
Affairs raised holy cane about the scholarship comgission?s
ineptitude in administering the Illinois Veterams* Scholar-
ship, and they made a big a pcint of our switchicyg that
administration over to the Department cf Veterans® Aitfairs,

which we did. And every since it®s been tkere, they bave dons
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everything they can to destroy this scholarsbip. Three years
ago they asked for a one-time-only fifty percent reducticn in
the appropriation, and Senator Fawell apd Senmator Bruce,
that's where we got to the point of our cowmmunity colleges
and our universities not being progerly reisktursed; and as a
result, they've been eating it internally. I%0 Yyears ago,
they came in and asked for it to be funded at fifty percent
forgetting the one-time-only pronise they had rade the year
before. This 1last year...this last year, acd this is very
important, I thipnk, for the members to understand. This last
year when we gave the Governor the authority and last fall to
go back in to the FY 83 agpropriaticsos and make reductions
wvhen the Governor went to every department and said, give me
the dollar figures and where you®re going toc make these cuts.
Let wme tell you where the Depariment cf Veterans' Affairs
made their cuts. They cut not cne red penny cut of their
operations. They cut all of it out of scholarship money that
goes to the...to the community colleges and the universities
in this State. 1That*s like my saying <o you, "Yes, I think
it's a great idea, you Bepublicans on the ctber side of tke
aisle, tkat we cut down the operaticral cost ¢f the Senate.
And I'm going to vote for it and I*m going to cut it all out
of the Republicans® operation. I donft sant to cut any out
of mine." That's what the Department c¢f Veterans' Affairs
said, we're going to cut it out of your operations, ccmRUnity
colleges and universities, I'm now gcing to cut it out of
mine. They didn*t take one red penny out of theirs. Now, the
point of order is this, the money has been appropriated,
Senator Bruce and Senator Fawell, fcr one hundred gercent.
It has come out cf the Senate Appropriaticps II Cormri*:ee,
Doctor David Pierce was in and waited umtil eigbt-thirty at
night to testify on the Veterans'...lepartrent of ¥ere: ns?
Affairs Appropriation. And the momey has been apprcr:: ied

at one hundred percent of pay-out so that those cc: 1y
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colleges and universities will not have to take that hit any
more. Furtherwore, there bhas been sufficient funds put in
that appropriaticn to cover this bill, &ty happenstance. 1
don't kncw how that hafppened.

PBESIDING CFFICEFR: {SENATOR LEMUDZIC)

Are you finished with your point of order? Senator Kuppa

END CF REEL
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REEL #5

SENATOR EUFE:

Thank you, M¥r. President. Cne of the things that's
puzzling me a little bit, I was in service tco, .twice, I «as
one of the fortunate few that gct called kack, real...you
know, on merit like a <Chinese 1lottery. Eut I bave the
igpression that the scholarships wup till now bave Leen
because we are involved in a...a paticnal emergency cr a war-
time sitvation. This, it seems 1like ~e are going to bhe
rewarding someone who has a job im the military. I think
there's a big difference. I don?t think that...I tbink &©many
now go into that kecause it is a jeck, it's nothing...it's not
a national emergency, and I think this is cne cof the things
that I*r having trouble getting over is the fact that...or
getting. cleared wup in my mind, tbkis is not a veterans' pro-
gram, this is just a program to reward anycne who hagpens to
work in the military.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Bocka.

SENSTOB BOCK:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President apd Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. I requested of Senator Buzbee to take a lock as
that transcript Lecause, frankly, =y recollection of the
apendment we passed in 1981 after some, as a watter cf fact,
some testimony in the committee was that these scholarships
were intended by the department ard by the veterans! groups
to be applicable or available to those whc served during war-
time. And that was thbe reason for that dagg, to make - rver-
fectly clear that it cocrresponded to the last date <. the
Vietnas Conflict. I don't ihink thereeeoJaaI®*s relee . vt to
say that ncbody understood what was going cn, becaus: - was

made guite clear in my recollection that we, as a me: of
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policy, had established the faci that if...if you were a vet=-
eran who had served up through the Vietsam Conflict, then you
were entitled to this scholarship; ctherwise, you were not.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEXUZIC)

Senator Buzbee itc close.
SENBATCR EBUZEBEE:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. First of all, Senator Rugp,
in...in response tc your points, i: sas thé estaklished
policy of this State since the early twenties...and +the day
this bill ©passed I ran over to the Ecuse of Fepreseatatives
aftérwards, forrer FRepresentative Clyde Chocate, who was
elected to this 1ILegislature in 1946, as you kDOW, &aSe..iS
working over there, and I...he was bot in the Eouse them, I
went over and asked him, I said, "Clyde, hcw long has the
veterans® scholarship been in effect?" 2And he said, "Hell,
I was elected in '46, and I can tell you ii*s been in effect
ever since then," anpd it's my understanding and impression
that it was way back...either right after %crld war I cr in
the early thirties. So, we have over +the years avarded
scholarships to veterans whether they served in peacetime or
wartise. And, in fact, I served in the U.S. Military duriag
peacefime ip the...in the early sixties, cther than the Cubasn
Missle Crisis, which I vas involved in, I was not...nocbody
shot at me, but I gct a veteran's scholarship and a lot of
people out of my contemporaries did; people that came in
right after Korea, all during the zid fifties and the early
sixties that had not served in wartime, they got schelar-
ships. As to the question that Semator Ecck just brought up
about we all understood what was gdoing cn, let me quote to
you in my closing statement the transcript frcm June 29th,
1981. Now, don*t...don't forget, June Z9th is...one of éhe
last days and we're working...werking very bard at that
point. The Presiding Cfficer said, *"Senate Bill 1197, Sena-

tor Kent with House Arendsmeni No. 1. Senator Kent." Segpator
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Kent's response is, "I move to concur itk BHecuse BArendment
No., 1. 411 it does is add the date May 7th, 1875." Total
discussion. A1l it does is add the date May 7th, 197%. The

Presiding Cfficer, Senator Fruce, "Ihe mGticn is tc concur.

Discussiocn of the moticn? The guestion is, shall the Senate ’

concur with House Anendment No. 1 to Senate Eill 1197. Those
in favoxr vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
Op€hae.e.have all voted who wish...bave all voted w«h¢ wWish?
Take the record. ©On that guestion, the Byes are 55, the N%ys
are 1, none votimg Fresent. The Sepate does concur with
flouse Amendrent No. 1 to Sepate Eill 11$7 and the bill tlhav-
ing received the reguired constituticnal majority is declared
passed." The next kill is called, I stand up and say, "Well,
on the last amendpent I...we ¥ent by it so fast on the last
bill and I don't kncwWa...I know we've already taken final
action on it. I voted Yo, I can*t mcve tc reccamsider, but as
I understand 1it, we're saying that nobody is eligible for
veterans' scholarships now unless they wept in the_ service
prior tc 1975.% I go on with a couple of more seantences.
That, ladies and gestlemen, was the total discussicn that
took place on the Floor of this Senate as to shether uwe uere
going to make a major poelicy change in eliminatiog scholar-
ship for those young zen and women who have served hcnorably
in the D.S. ¥ilitary. I submit that today is the time tc
undo that...that dastardly task...that...dastardly deced of
1981 and that we set the record straight apd pass this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQC)

The question 1is, shall Senate Bill 130 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. 1The voting is open.
Have all voted wbo wish? Have all voted wko wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that questionm, thke ayes
are 21, the Nays are 28, 4 votipg EBresent. The ril.. hav-
inge..Sepate Bill 130 having failed to receive the r:. :ired

constituticnal majority is declared lost. Semate BilL 133,
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Senator Dawson. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECHETAEY:
Senate Fill 133.
{Secretary reads tvitle of till)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDIKG CFFICEER: {SENATCR CENUZIC)
Senator Lawson.
SENATOK LAWSCN:

Kr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
Senate Bill 133, the Illinois Domestic Froducts Procuresent
Act, basgically knowk as the bi-Aperica legislaticn, reguires
public agencies of the State tc purchase or contract for
items manufactured or ccostructed ir the United States cnly.
It allows <xemptions, we have amended it to include the
Mandates Act, and have had all the different provisions,
basically, to cover tke legislaticn that ihirty—eight cther
states have enacted into law so far. I'd answer any gQues-
tions.

PRESIDING CEREFICER: {SENATCR DENUOZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussicg? The guesticn
is, shall Sepate Bill... 133 pass. Those in faver vote Aye.
Ihose- opposed vote Nay. The voting is c¢pen...have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? ©Have all voted sho wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, Sepate Bill 133, the Ayes
are 46, the XNays are 11, none voting Fresente Sepate Bbill
133 having received the required...constituiicnal majority is
thereby declared passed. Senate Bill 134, Sepator Zito.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 134.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rzd reading of +he Lill.
PRESIDING CFFICEER: {SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Senator Zitca.
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SENATOR ZIIC:

Thank ycs, Mr. President and menbers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 134 requires that property tax paid under protest
be paid into a protest fund which shall be invested. 1Inter—
est earned cn the investments of the protest fund are cred-
ited to that fund. Taxpayers sho receive a refund also
receive interest at nine percent per annum. The reascn I'g
introducing this legislation, it®s been cited and...and
documented many times people pay their property taxes under
protest, sometipes yait as loong as three years hefore that
case fipally is resolved, and when they're fcund din favor
of...of their pzotest, +they sizply receive the mopnies thbat
they were owed. "I think ip this day and age that we
should...as long as we're going to let those peofple wait two
or three or sogmetimes four years to received a judgement
which they were entitled to fros the day that they paid their
taxes, we should at 1least give them an interest rate and
receive som€¢ interest on their money. Be wmore than happy to
answer any questions and would urge a Yes vote.

PRESIDING OFF¥ICER: {SEKATOR LENUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator lechowicza
SENATOR LECHORICZ:

Thank you, ¥r. EFresident and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. W%ill the spcnsor yield to a guestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCRB DEMUZIG)

The sponsor...ipdicates he will yield, Sepator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

The nine percent annoum, I can see somg difficulty as far
as the cities and the counties paying that type of a rate of
return on this type of mobey, and I was wcndering if youlve
had any discussion with the local governsent and whether
they're really generating that much money on their invest-
ments, especially inm this area?

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOE TEMUZICG)
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Senater Zito.
SENATOR ZITG:

I have had some discussion, Sepator, with...with that
percentage rate. It's my feelings that while that may or may
not be somewbat high, it's only half of what these collectors
ask for delinguent taxes, and I think that thatts fair and
equitakble.

PRESIDIKG CFFICEE: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator lechowicz.

SENATCE LECHOWICZ:

¥ell, I «concur with the concept cf the bill. Hy only
question is as far as the [fercentage fer ansum that is
required with...within this piece of legislaticn at nine per-
ceat, and by the tipe this will ccme out cf the House, I’s
sure we'll bave an agrecable answer, ard I move for its
concurrence as well.

PRESIDING OFFICEEK: {SENATOB LDENDZIQ)

Senator Fasell.

SENATOE FAWELL:

Just £or ay colleagues on this side cf the aisle that
happen to represent LuFage County, BY..-0UIr treasurer got in
contact me and would like you to support this Lkill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Senator Euzbee.

SENATCE EUZEFE:

A gquestion of the spopsora IsJ..is the Calepdar, in
fact, correct, 1is that a good =synogsis cof the kill
that...that...that any property tax that's paid under pro;est
that has to be invested and the person has to...the county
has to pay nine percent? OCkay, well, let pe ask you a gues-
tion then. My understanding is your answer is in the affirm-~
ative. If...in @y area the railroads, as ap exampic, &uto~
matically protest every property tax bill that's put I:-. I

think a lot of utilities do, a lot ¢f corporatiomps &v: -~ati-—
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cally protest. So, that meabns we’re going to give then nine
percent just because they are smart ecough and they have
the...the good lawyers enough to go in a file a protest every
time. They bring their New York lawyers in ard...so, we're
going to be paying ther nine percenta.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LENODZIC)

Senator Zito.

SENATCR Z17C:

Senator Buzbee, <the point you raised isa...is a good
point, but if you look at the bill, the agount ¢f tax reve-
nues placed 1in a protest fund are limited to the current
restrictions applied to investing of prcotest taxes, that
being the lesser of either the to*al ascunt of taxes paid
under protest, an amocunt equal to five...tc a five-jyear tax
objection average, or one-half of-.;one—half cf a percent of
the total taxes cocllected. So, 1I've Ezied to address
those...those p:oblemé in the legislation.

PRESILING OFFICEK: (SENATOR DEMODZIC)

Senator Fuzkbee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

%ell, I...Il...I didn't gquite understand your explanation,
but ~I take it that what you're =saying .is, that the
amount...the only amount that uould...fhat the interest wculd
be paid on is that amcunt from what their dimitial tax ©Lill
was and...was fhat amount that what {heir initial tax bill
was, aod then you would subtract what they actually eand up
paying and then +that difference is what they get interest
paid on, is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR CEMDZIC)

Senator Zito.

SENATIQRE ZITG:

No, that*s not ccrrect. It...it's the amount of the

tax...taxes that they are protesting.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR DEMDZIOQ)
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Senator Buzbee.
SENATCR EUZEEE:

Okay, I'm an attornmey for a railroad, 1 see this...bill
on the Statutes and I go in and I pro%est the whole thing,
and I'm...as per se, I protest the whole thing every time.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR LCENUZ2IG)

Senator Zi&o.

SENAICR ZITGC:

fiell, I...I understand your point, Sepator, but the...the
only amount that the interest rate is gecing tc applf to is
that amounts of money thai's going to be refunded. So, if
you go in with a nonlegitimate protest, for example, you will
not, certainly, be rewarded any interest ncr will you receive
any protest funds. The nine percent is cnly.;.acceptable to
the apount of money that you receive after the ©protest bhas
been settled and those fumds...that percentage then; there-
fore, would ke received upon those funds.

PRESIPING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIOQ)

Senator Euzbee.

SENATCR EUZEEE:

#ell, agaim, you know, YyoU...o0kay- Machine cut-
off)...question %o ask the spomsor when everykody gets away
froz hie so he can understand what the questicn is.

PRESIDIY¥G OFFICEE: (SENATOR LDENUZIQ)

Senator Fuzbee.

SENATQOE EUZEEE:

My..-.mY...ny point is, that if I'm a railroad apnd I've
got a lot of smart attorneys at my disposal, and I'm going ug
against the local little statve's attorney whc's got his hands
full already with all of the «criminal cases he's gct to

'prosecute and so forth, and I bring in the phkalanx of lavjers
from New York to arque By case, I*m going to get tha: =zax
bill 1lowered every time, and that*s what they do. Th: get

the tax bill lowered every time, and so it seeuns to %e

#
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are rewarding them now by saying, okay, it*s according To how
many lawyers you can afford and how smart ycu are as tc¢ how
much you're going to save in taxes; therefore, we're going to
pay you an additional nine percent on...on that amount that
you!ve saved.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATCR DEMDZIC)

Well, Sepator Zitc.

SENATCE ZIIC:

As a.-..thank you. As a response to that, I understand
your concerns. Again, I think there are safequards epough in
the legislaticn to prohibit and not encourage +hat type of
action simply because the funds...and I'm nct that familiar,
Senator, with...I'm not an attormey, fortunately or unfortqn—
ately, so 1 ap pot tbat...that fapiliar with...with r[rotest-
ing of the funds for ccrporations and...and ptility companpies
and railroads that you speak of. Eut th€ym...my intent was
for the srall homeowner who went down and Frotested taxes
because they have jumped up at...at great rates and for scue
reason other than the fact that se Jjust «could not process
these protests guickly enough, that that persop, that indi-
vidual, that taxpayer is im jeopardy of collecting Jjust the
bare sum that the protest was filed for. So, while your
point is well-taken by me, I think that I%ve tried at Jeast
to address those ccpcerns in the legislation and have really
geared the legislaticn, ladies and éeqtlemen, for the small
howmeowner and taxpayer who waits an unfair amcunt of time to
collect pretest funds that were duly his in tbhe first place,
and I want to reward that person.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EEMUZ;G)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR EFTHBERELGE:

¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen cf the Senate, 1

rose initially to...to relate to...t0 assist the spopsor in

responding to the guestion. However, I...I think that...that
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he has dome that. I night just point cut to the...to the
people tha*t this bill did receive a good hearing bLefore the
Revenue Committee and that the vote was 11 tc 0 on
thise..piece of legislation. I...1 believe that it does
represent a...a fair approach to the smaller taxpayers, espe-
cially those that dc wait ap extended rperiod cf time
for...for their...for the taxes which +they've paid to be
refunded. There 1is...the provisicp for interest, and I...l
think that's fair, that's the intent of the 1legislation, I
think it does that.
PEESIDING CFEICEE: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Alright, Semator Zito to closea.
SENATOR 21I0C:

Yes, sir, Mr. Fresident and colleagues, I appreciate the
concerns that have been raised, and noct tc belator the issue,
once again, the interest rate, that nipe fercent we're speak-
ing of, is only going %o ke paid when a protest has been
found legitimate and op the monies that the protest was about
and are going to be collected or paid back to the taxpayer.
The nine percent is cply applied toc that money coming back,
the refund. So, we're not talking about the entire tax kill,
and certainly mpot talking about the entire protest, just
those monies that are going tc¢ corme back. 1I'd appreciate a
favorakble vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR DEMUZIC)

alright, +the gquestion is, <chall Sepate Bill 134 pass. -
Those in...those in favor vote Aye. Those ofppcsed vote Nay.
The voting 1is opena Have all those voted whCae..who wish?
Have all those voted who wish? Have all those vated who
wish? Take the record. On that gquesticn, the Ayes are 47,
the Nays are 6, 2 voting Present. Semate Eill 134 having
received the <required constitutiocsal =majority is decliared
passed. Senator Zito, for what purpose do ycu arise?

SENATORE 2ZJICG:
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I'm sorry to take the time of the Sepate, Senator Collins
had acked to be a hyphenated sponmsor and I would request that
and ask leave of the Eody to do that, fplease.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Is leave granted? leave is granted. Senate Bill 136,
Senatcr Luft. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECREETAERY:

Senate Eill 136.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading éf the kill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SEKATCR LCEKUZIG)
Senator luft.
SENATGR LUFT:2

Thank...thank you, Hr. President. Presently the law
requires that a kighway commissioner who is paid ten thou-
sand dollars or more shall devote full-time to the perfor-
mance of his duties. ®kat Sepate Bill 136 simply does is
change the salary requirement to fifteen thousand dcllars ot
more before the commissioner must devote full-time to his
duties.

PBESIDIKG OFFICEE: (SEKATOR CEMOUZIQ)

Aftight, is there any discussion? Sepatcr Focka
SENATCR ECCK:

Cuestion of the spcnsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIG)

Sponsor indicates he will yield, Senator Eock.
SENATCR ECCHK:

How many does this apply to? How many of the township
road...bhow many townships does it apply tc? '

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCEHUZIO)
Senator luft.
SENATGE LUFT:
I can't answer that. As a way of explaining, the intent

of the ©ill originally with the tcwnship officials of Iili-
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nois was to eliminate thbe definiticn of full-time Lecause
there is no statutory definition of full-time for elected or
appointed officials. apd then in May of 1967, an Attorney
General's opinion made it more ambiqguous about what full~time
meant. So, initially we...when we tried to elimirate the
term full-time it was in the cpinion of the chairman of the
comgittee and the rest of the members of the committee they
would prefer not to do that so a cosfpromise was struck, and
the compromise was the fifteen thousand dcllar or more salary
limit.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR DEMNUZIC)

Senator Eocka.
SENATéR EGCK:z

Well, I for one get, frankly, a little tired of hearing
about how great township govermment is, and I have notfing ip
particular against tbis bill as long as we adrit to what it
is. In some areas of our State township government, .frankly,
is npothing wmore nor less than a bocndoggle of sorts. ZTown-
ship road commissiosers are not elected, tbey are appointed
by their frieands on the township bcard, is that right? They
are elected. And what is...¥ho sets their salary?
PBRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATORE LENUZIC)

Senator Luft.
SENATGR LUFT:

The town board.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Sepator Rocka
SENATOR KROCK:

So that now we will have no full-time ‘township road
commissioners, I take it.
PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIOQ)

Senator Luft.
SENATCR LDFT:

¥ell, 1I'm mct so sure what full-~time means, and that was
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the problem that we tried to rectify with this bill, and
unfortunately, as I said, in the ccrrittee we didn't get that
fully done, so what we had to do was tc try to cogpronmise
with the salary figure that was higher than what presently
exists.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENMUZIG)

Senator FKock.
SENATOR BCCK:

Well, I think the idea, however, Senator, I don’t really
wish to gquarrel with your billz I...my guarrel 1is with the
township <folks, <that full-time dis full-tine is full-tire,
that meaps you dc¢ not have outside employment, that*s what
that means. S0, ncw youlre going tc have part-time rcad
commissioners, and if that's shat townshif government wants,
we Jjust ought *to say so. Why focl around, and that's wshat
We're saying. Tcwncship government igs and oﬁght to Lbe prob-
ably part-time or noc-tire.

\
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZI0)

Senator Mahar.

SENATCR MAHAR:

Thank you, Br. Fresident and mepbers of the Senate. This
bill 'uas debated at some length in committee and came cut
with a ubanimous vote, but I think tounshgp gevernment is a
part-time government. We bhave township supervisors that gst
twenty thousand dollars a year and they're cnly part-time.
There are all kinds of people in township government who get
more money than this amount of money and they*re only part-
time. So, I thipk this is in keeping with what the rest of
township officials included, in Cook County in particular,
are getting. And I would support the...the Lkill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE CEMUZIQ)

Any further discussion? Semator Luft to close.

SENATCR LUFTI:

I would just simgly ask for a favorable rcll call.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATICR LCENUZIC}

The question 1is, shall Senate Bill 136 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is Qpen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all those voted who wish?
Have all thbose vcted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 47, the Nays are 4, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 136 having received the required comn-
stitutional majority is hereby declared passed. Senate Fill
142, Senator Sangmeister. ©Fead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Eill...

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SEFATOR DEMUZIG)

I beg your pardon. Is there leave to take this out of
the record for a =mcment? I skipped a Ekill. Leave is
granted. Senator Macdorald c¢n 137, do you wish that bill
called, Senator? RBead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBETABY:
Senate Eill 137.
{Secretary reads title of kill})
3rd reading of the kill.
PEESILDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LDEMUZIC)
Senator Macdconald.
SENATOR MACLCONALD:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and ladies and Geptlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 137, it <regquires that the township
supervisor be the chief executive officer of the township.
Certain Federal agencies such as the U.S. Treasury Departoment
and the Office of BHevenue Sharing send reports that are
addressed to the township!s chief executive officer.
Statutorily there is  no such officer, and this bill merely
designates the township supervisor as such officer. I ask
for your support of this Eill.

PRESIDING GEFICEE: (SENATOR CEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussion? Sena-
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tor Rock.
SENATGR ROCK:

¥hat will these pecple now be called?
PEESIDING CGEFFICEE: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator Macdomnald.

SENATGR MACDCNALL:

They still will tLte the supervisor, the supervisor will
then be designated as the chief executive ocfficer so that
they may take over the duties as corxplying with the D.S.
Treasﬁry and the Office of Kevenue Sharing.

PREESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIO)

Senator EHEocke.

SENATOR EGCK:

You mean all the revenue sharing they have received thus
far has been illegally procured because they had the wrong
signature on there? :

PEESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOE LCEMUZIC)

Senator Macdomald.

SENATOR EACCONALD:

I don't believe so, sir, but the Statute is unclear, and
I think this is merely a clarificaticn tc be fput statutorily
s0 th;t E€...it will be very clear that the suapervisor is
indeed the chief fiscal officer.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXRTICR DEXUZIC)

Senator.Eock.

SENATCR BOCK:

Well, again, I*m havicg a little fun at the expense of
the townships, but the next step is going to tLe that these
officials are bpow overburdened because he's pcw not only a
township supervisor, he is the chief executive and, there-
fore, ought to receive a wmuch bigger, fatter, wider and
higher salary tham he currently enjcys Lecause he has all
these npew administrative duties, he bas to sign a piece of

paper with a different title.
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Is there any other discussicn? Any further discussion?
Senator Macdonald may close.

SENATOR RACDONALD:

I doa*t really think there's any need to close. It's a
very simple bill. It isn*t a shell bill, it®s a...a Lill
with the gem im the wmiddle and the pearl in the...in the
shell. It is, of course, the township supervisor sbo will
becéme the chief executive officer so that he may receive the
funds. I ask for your vote please.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: {SEFATCE DEMUZIQ)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Eill 137 pass. 7Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. 1The voting is now
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voied sho wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. O©On that guestion,
the Ayes are 48, the Noes are 4, 1 vcting Fresent. Senate
Bill 137 having received the...the reguired copstitutional
majority is declared passed. Congratulaticns, Sepatcr. Now,
Senator Sangpeis*er on Senate Bill 142. Bead the ﬁill, Bre
Secretary.

SECBETAEI:
Senate Bill 142.
{Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the Lilla
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CENUZIC)
Senater Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANCMEISTIER:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and memhe?s of the Senate. 1This
legislation comes about as a result of Sepator Netsch had
several revenue hearings throughoot the State of Illincis and
at one of those bearings, being a memher c¢f that cosmitiee,
it was brought to cur attention, and I think those <z you
that are lawyers here have probably handled a pumker ci <tases

where after having taken a case to the Frcperty Tax | :.real
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Board, we find out the next year around that the township
assessor just says, well, I dcn't care what the Tax Apgpeal
Board says, we're going to put it right Lack up where it is
again. And the next year the Tax Appeal Fcard kmocks it down
again and they put it back up. HMeanshile, we bave a 1lot of
people spending & lot of money with lawyers going through
the...the appeal prccess, and it is zather disgqusting to a
taxpayer after they have fought their battle through the Tax
Appeal Board, without amny change at all im tke status c¢f the
property,  to have it pushed right back up again the next
year. And this bill simply says you can't dc that, unless,
of course, there bas actually been a change in the value of
the property. Be happy to answer any gquesticons, that?’s what
the bill does; otherwise, I would ask fcr a favorable vote.
PRESIDIEG OFFICER: {SEXATOE LEMUZICG)

Is there any discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATGR ETHERELGE:

¥111 the spomsor yield?
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATCE DEMUZIC)

The sponsor indicates he will yield, Semator Etheredge.
SENATOR FTHERELGE: '

Sénato:, does this till apply to Cock County?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOB EEUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATCB SANGMEISTER:

«seaS you know, Cook County has got tbe Cocck County Prop-
erty Tax Appeal Board rather than the State, and ccmmuni-
cations coming from that area is...is they did not want to ke
involved im this legislation. So, Amendment No. 1 to this
legislaticn took them cut of the bill.

PHESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator

Sangmeister may‘close.

SEEATOR SANGMEISTER:
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®ell, simply that*s what the bill dces, and reguest a
favorable vote.

PEESIDING GEFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 142 rass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted wbo wish? Take the
record. Cn that question, the Ayes are 59, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 142 bhaving received
the required constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 143, Sepator Demuzio. Read the bill, Hr. Secre-
tary, please.

SECHETARY:
Senate Eill 143.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator [epuzio.
SENATCE DENUZIC:

Thank you, very uuch, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Sepate. Semate Bill 143 is a hazardous
waste bill. It is supported by the Envircnmental Protectiocn
dgency. What, in fact, it does, it raises the...the bazard-
ous waste cleanup fees from one cent to four cent a galilon,
from tvo dollars and two ‘cents per cutic yard to eight
dollars and eight cents per cubic yard. It also allews the
Hazardous %aste Fund sonies to be used as the State's wmatch-
ing funds wunder the Federal superfund for money to ke spent
on cleanup in Illincis. It allows the Bazardous Waste Fund
monies +to be used for cleanup of caterials that have Leen
exempted from the fee. Allows the EPA to undertake renmcval
or remedial action in the event of a release or a threat and
release of a hazardous substapmce. It defines the removal,
remedial action, hazardous substance and makes those similar

to the Federal defimition. It makes the State Envircomental
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Protection Agency the implementing State agency for the Fed-
eral superfund legislation. It sets forth the parties who
might be liable for the cleanup costs and allows for punitive
damages recoveratle in a civil action the amount...cf triple
the amount spent for cleanup, and that such wmomey shall go
into the Hazardous Raste Fund. The intent of the legislatica
is to provide Illincis with adeguate pmopies...adeguate funds
needed to clean up environmental frcblems created ty hazard-
ous waste. Unfortunately, 1Illinois is in the...apfrarently
facing a serious shortfall in cleanup funds and this till,
obviously, w#ill not address the total need that ve need for
this particular year to clean up twenty-seven serious hazard-
ous wWaste sites in Illinois. That would require twelwve =mil-
lion dollars and there are over five hundred Illincis sites
that need attention. As I indicated, this bill does have the
support of the Environmental Erotection Agency and I would
ask for your favcralle support.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOE EEdCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GECOTEEBG:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and fellow Seﬁatc:s. Eculd the
sponssz yield?

PEESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Grotkerg.
SEHATOR GRGIEEKG:

Senator Demuzic, I don*t have the bill in front of me, 1
kave the analysis. Eut is this the bill that ups the for
gallon...cukic yard rate from a penny a gallon to five cents?
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Demuzioc.

SENATOE LDEMUZIC:

One cent to four cent. The House version of the Lill

increases it from one cent to five cents. This bill dis one

cent to four cents.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senatocr Grotlerge.

SENATOR GECTIBEERG:

Further question for the record. Senator Lemuzio, I get
the same bhouse calls you get from the waste people, and
the...my concern is that there is a differential, either in
this bill or in the House bill, on private siting by
generators that pump into their own deep hcles in the ground
and tﬁey get a free ride, that's the House bill, none of that
language is in here, it*s a flat fee for everycne.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCE ERUCE)
Sepator Lemuzio.
SENATOR EEEUZIO:
To respocnd, that is correct.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EROUCE)

Further discussion? Semator Gec—Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KAEIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
think that this kill addresses the problens that we have and
are going tao continue +to have with hazardous waste in the
very fair and eguitable fashion, and 1 certainly
mOVEee..Support this bill to the fullest extent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATICR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussicn? Senator Demuzio
may close.
SENATOR EEMUZIG:

Thank you, very =much, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I was upnable tc¢ hear Senator
Grotberg and his last question, and I would simply suggest to

you, Senator, that this bill bhas a lopg way to go before

it's...finally gets downstairs on the Governor's Deska. This
bill in fact, is...in terms of the awrount of monies per
gallon, generates a lot less than what the House version

does. I would assume that when that btill comes over here
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that a Conference Ccmmittee will ultimately decide what the
final language will bLe and what the firal amounts will ke.
I, personally, happens to favor additiopal...smonies +to be
generated, Lut +this bill is a reascpable approach, it's one
that I think that meets some of the objecticgs of everyoné
and I thipk can...be reconciled on the Ccnference Committee,
and I would ask for your favorakbtle support.
PHEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE ERUCE)

Senator Grotterg.
SENATCR GECTBEHRG:

May I ask, even though it?s closing, Senator Demvzio, is
this for private generators on their own site, too, at that
rate or are they exenmgt?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATCR EBUCE)

Sena*or Lenmuzio.

SENATOR LEEUZIC:

There are exempt.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXNATCR EEUCE)

The question is, shall Sepate Bill 143 fpass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. 1The voting is cpen.
Have all voted who wish? BHave all voted wbo wish? Take the
recora. On that question, the Ayes are 59, the Nays are
none, nole voting Present. Senate Bill 143 haviag rece;ved
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 146, Senatcr Sangmeister. Read the kill, Hr.
Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Eill 146.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIBING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATGE SANGMEISTER:

Thank ycu, Mr. Fresident and wmesbers of the Senate. ris
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bill is a little tkit of a chabnge of race. The =section Jjust
referred to by the Secretary of the Sebate, Chapter 38, para-
grapbh 1005-2-3, 1'm asking be repealed. 1That section simply
says that a person is unfit to be executed if because of a
mental condition he is unabkle to understand the nature and
purpose of such sentemce. Now, that in itself I think is
good law apd we're pot trying to change the net effect of
that, but throughout the courts, and I take fcr granted most
of you read...Justice Paul's recent procclamation that we
ought to do something about the death penalty, either we
believe ip it or we don't believe in it. If we don't telieve
in it, we ought to get rid@ of it. If we telieve in it, we
ought to streamline the systes. This helgs streamlines it.
History will show that after all appeals have Leen handled by
a defendant who has been...conmvicted and sentenced to death,
that this will be the last one, he'll ncw clain that he's
going to be put to death and that he really dcesn*t under-
stand that that is happening to him, he 1is ©ncs# incoppetent
and that®s going to go all the way up and down the appeal
process. 1 would say to you that I would think any .Governcr
of the State of Illincis that was told that scmebody that's
going to be put to death is a raving Jupatic and dJoesn®t
understand what's going to hafpen to bim, that he's certainly
going to use his right of executive clemency, and I would say
to you, that’s where this belongs, not in a Statute and I'nm
asking for its repeal. Be bhappy to apswer any questionsa
PEESIDING OFFICERB: {SENATOR EERUCE)

Is there.discussionz Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. Someone ought to say sore-
thing, it seems to &me, and what I say will ke very brief.
Even if you believe in the death pepalty, which I suspect the
overwhelming number of members in this Chawker do telieve in,

it seems to me that to repeal this provision makes no =cznse
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at all. It is really inhumane and it's a perversion of the
death sentence itself.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If got,...Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Yes, I have a guestion of Senator Sangmeister.

PRESIDING CFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he %ill yield.
SENATCR KELLY:

-ascCould you explain this a little bit tc re, George, as
t0 someopme that bhas a, ybu kncw, a mental problem. Now, I
know it*s been abused by various convicted murderers and so
forth who have used this in order to get intc mental insti-
tutions instead of into the area of execaticm. But I'd 1like
to know, you know, what...shat are we irying toc do in this
area? 4ire they, in fact, =menzally incafpacitated or what
types of reasoning...if a person might be mentally unfit, how
would you know under your bill if they are or if they're not?
PRESIDING CYFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangeeisiera
SENATOE RELLY:

Maybe I'm not even asking you...the clear question, but I
just want a little szore detailed information on your bill
before I vote for it. I thipk I*m inclined to vote for it, I
Jjust wapt to know a little more akout it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE,SA?ICKRS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Kelly, this has nothing to dec with the
defendant's mental state at the time that he committed the
crime, has nothing to do with that at all. This specific
section of the Statvute deals now...he is ready to te sen~
tenced to death, nox the question is raised, dces he realize

that het's going tc be put to death? And I say to you that




Page 152 - MAY 1§, 1983

history shows that any defense counsel worth his weight is
going to raise the question and say bey, you can't sentence
him to death for the simple reason be doesn’t understand
what®s bappening to him, =since he's been sitting op death
row, he's lost his mipd. #ell, I say to you, if that, in
fact, is the case, I'm sure the Governmor will use executive
clemency; otherwise, I think we ought to gay some respect to
Justice Paul’s prcclamation that eitber we believe in the
death penalty or we don*t. This is just anocther method of
delay, another wmethcd where r[eople =say, yes, we have the
death penalty but it doesn*t pean anything.
PRESIDING CFFICER:z {SENATOE SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mra president. Questicn of the sponsor,
clease.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he*ll yield.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Sangmeister, under the current law, if a person
is waiting for execution and his lawyer fipds that...cr feels
that he is mentally incompetent to be executed, they have a
right now to file an appeal on that ground? Is that what
you'r€a..

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTEKR:

I1f the defendant is unable to understand the nature angd
purpose of the senptenceg, which the sentence, of course, is
death, that is correct. Az that point, the attormey would
then file a motios, which be'll ipvariatly do as another
delaying purpose of taking the case all the way through <ihe
appellate procedure.

PREESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Collins.
SENATOR COGLLINS:

Is that the reasopn that we bave people waiting on death
rew for years and years?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SBRVICKAS)

Senator Sangumeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTEER:

That is not the only reason by amy means. I...I feel, as
I'm sure everybody in this Body does, that anybody sentenced
to death ocught to bhave +the <righ%t to every appeal, every
single part of his trial should be carefully reviewed. Bow—
ever, this Statute has nmothing to do with his sentencinpg at
that tine, be's already beecn sentenced, he’s ncw 1e€ady <to
die. Now, he raises the guestion that he dcesn*t understand
he's going to be electrccuted. And if we get to Senator
Grotberg®s bill, we're going to get lethal injection.
PEESIDING GFFICEE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) ‘

Sepator Collins.

SENATCR COLLINS:

I guess I'r still a little...little confused. What
you're...what you're trying tc do is to apgeal +that section
of the law that would allow his counsel to file an appeal
based on the objective that this person is...unatle
to...mentally incapacitated and unable tc understand that he
is to be sentenced to death, or she is tc be =sentegced +to
death.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOE SANGMEISTER:

Basically, the answer to your gquestion is, yes, that's
what this will repeal if this Act becomes lau.
PEESIDIY®G OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOE COLLINS:
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Given the fact that you just said that the appeal process
is not...l mean, that is not the reason why +the peofrle are
there for years and years, then how can you justifiakly feel
that if a person, a norsal personm, bhave to wait for years
knowing that he or she is going to die, that it does not, in
fact, impact upon their mental stability? I mean, it is...it
is likely that that would happen if they had to wait. Now,
if we want to be doing anything, we should be trying to speed
up the execution. 2And I don’t see this till doinmg that.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SEXATIOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeistera
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, - yes it will. 1In abnswer to your prior gquestion, I
didn*t want to leave the impression that this was the coly
appeal procedure that was going on. This is cne 0f the...the
procedures that goes on which does further delay the ultimate
aét. And I'm asking that it be elimipated so that we can
speed up the fprocess.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SEKATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR BALL:

Thank you, M¥r. Fresident and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senator, you are strictly a law and érder man, and I
tell you’that every time I appeal...cppos€ some Cf these they
fly out of here, that's the reason I'm a little reluctant tc
say something this time. But are...are...in other wozds, you
just want to empty all the seats cb...on the death row, is
that what you're trying...you trying to hurry that up?
FRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I°nm not...I'm not trying to empty all the seats on <¢:zth

row. A1l I'm trying to do is isplement what the Svu:.. :ze

Court Justice of +the United States who sits in Washi-- on
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says, we ought to expedite matters, either...cither that or
do away with the death pemalty all together. 1 still Lkelieve
in the death penalty, I think things should be expedited.
There is nothing wropng with eliminating this section frog the
Statute, it just prevents another frivolous arpeal.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator lLemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Senator Collins, the people that are on death «row, and
the reason they'’re there for years and years is because se
give them every cpportunity to appeal apd fprcve themself
innocent. If they don't want to sit there many years, all
they bave to do is not file any appeals and they will get
fastly taken care of. It?s they that execute the appeals,
it's not us in the [punishment procedures fcause we would
sconer do it the same day they're comvicted. GCkay? Eut this
is to give them every opportunity t¢c prove that they
are...they are not guilty and that they're ipnccent. 2nd e
give them these...these opportunities té appeal. So, if they
don*t want to sit there twelve and thirteen years, then I
would say then tell them not to take appeals and they will
fastlf ccme'and be executed.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

(Machine cutoff)...discussion? If not, Senator
Sangmeister may close.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I think the bill bas been fully debated, 1 ask for a
favorable roll.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall Sepate Bill 146 rass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vocte Nay. he
voting is open. Have all voted xho wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 43,

the Nays are 12, 1 voting Present. Senate Eill 1146 -haviag
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received the constitutional =majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 147, Senator Sapgpeister. Kead the bill, HMr.
Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Sepate Eill 147.

{Secretary reads title of kill)

3rd reading of tbe till.
PREESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepator Sangmeister.
SENATOE SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and thapk you, Sesnator Eall. I
hope you can keep me cb a roll. Senate Eill 147 has two ele-
ments to it. This clarifies for the courts, there*'s Leen
some court decisions that bave raised a probler about wshether
when the defendant pcsts a cash bond, whether or not that can
be used for restitution. This bill clearly states that it
can. If relatives post a cash bond, then the court may give
special consideration to the interest of thcse relatives
rather thap givimg it back to soweone sho has resticutiocn
coming. The second item that was added by an amenduent by
Senator Bloom puts a type of a fiscal note, but it?'s not a
fiscal onpote, it's a...a corrections note on the Lkill that
whenever we pass a bill im the Illincis Gemeral Asseably that
enhances penalties, that the Lepartment of Correctiogs file
in the proceedings of that legislaticn what affect that’s
going to have on the Départment of Corrections, and I think
this is very important because, as yocu kncw, today we’re
moving them in ope dcor and out tbe other, and if we're going
to continue to ephance penalties, why, we cught to have some
kind of word from the Department c¢f Correcticns as to what
affect tbat's going to have on the prisop crowding in <the
State of Illinois. That!s the two things the till doues.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKR2S)

Is there any discussion? Senatcr Grotlerg.
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SENATOR GEOTEEEG:

Thank you, Hr. fresident, just to rise io support of Lotk
portions of the Senator Sangmeister!s good bill, but partic-
ularly the second. We now on the Prison Crowding Task Force,
which Senator Sargmeister and I both sit opn, we met' all day
Monday. If the taxpayers of Illinois really knew the cost of
wvhat the wrandate 1is to throvw everyhody in jail for every-
thing, I'a sure there would be more understanding of why we
have ta +test it, publish the facts and figures, and sooehow
for thirteen thousand dcllars a year per bLead watch very
carefully the =sanctions that denmand impriscoment apd that
does it for Senator Bloom's amendment. I congratulate you,
Sepator Elcom, and suppori it.

PRES;DING GFFICER: {(SENATCRB SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Sepator Eall.
SENATOR HALL: :

Thankl you, ¥r. Fresident and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senator, you and Senator Grotkerg, I think, were
the...the designated hitters for the Govetno£ in that Crime X
package, 1t was surposed to cure all thecse ills and cuot down
on all these things, and you're the onres that's crowding
these populations in these Senates because you're ready to
put everybody im rrisos. Now, did...l didn't-..sorry I
was...didn't hear - your explanatiom of this, but if I read
this corzectly, what it says here is that every bill creating
a new criminal offense shall ke accompanied ky a budget and
impact note, is that...the bill does exactly what the Digeét
says here?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Let me give you a little bit more detail if you’re inter-

ested in that aspect of the bill. «what it meams is that it

requires the Department of Corrections Eudget in Prisen Eopu-
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lation Impact Note to accompany all bills whichk do any of the
following: A, create a new crime fcr which a sentence to the
Department c¢f Corrections may be imposed;lor tso, enhance any
existing penalty to'a bhigher grade of class for which a sexn-
tence to the Departsent of Corrections is authorized; or
three, provides for any mandatory sentence to the Department
of Correcticns.

PRESIDING CEFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall. Is tbere further discussion? Senator
Bloom.

SENATOR ELCCH:

well, thasnk you, Mr. President. George, did you add &e
yet? Did you add me as a joint sponsor?
PEESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sapgmeistera
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I...are you asking whetber you were addsd as a cosponsor
to this bill? I 4did not do that, Senatocr, nc. If you wish
to, I'd suggest you 46 it now.

PRESIDIKG CFFICEER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloos.

SENATOR ELCCN:

First, obviously, I would, you know...seeipgs that I...oy
amendment is taking scuwe of the hit, I wmight as well take
some of the heat. So, if that would Le Sangmeister and
Bloom. What we found out, and why the amendment was c¢ffered,
Senator Sangmeister and I are both on the Criminal Sezptencing
Commission, and Class X does work, as we found out, works
with a vengeance and wvorks well. Eut as politicians, all of
us, and I suppose I'm just as guilty as the next person, we
tend to overdo a good thing. Apd so, we bave scen a rash of
enhancesment penalties and we feel that it's probably in the
best interest of both this Body and the gther Eody tc take a

look at what will be the consequences of our various enhance-
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.ment penalties. And so, that 1is why we have the impact
statement, because I thipk we ought to...we ovght to know,
and also it gives Corrections a chance to gear up. They are
still 1ip a building posture but they have to gear ug. So, 1
would urge everyone cn both sides of the aisles to support
this bill. I think that it makes eminent sense¢. Thank you.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATCOR SAaVICK2S)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR EEBUCE:

Before we all think this is such a great +hing, I hope
that those of you who have not seep a text to this amendment
will take a look at it. ©Now, to my knowledge, and Senator
Sangmeister and Senator Bloom, I don't know cf any bill that
I have to put in...I'm elected by over twe bundred thousand
people in my district and before...if I want to put in a pen-
alty that says that everybody that walks acIoss the street is
going +o get the death penalty, thai's ©y prerogative. And
this says I bhave to...it says, ™"The spopnsor of each bill
described im Sectiom 2 shall present a copy of the bill to
the director of the Department of Correcticps." Now, the
last time 1 heard, he wasn't elected here. 1 have noc objec-
tion if he wants to make his opinions knoun, if we wasnt to do
it like we do with the fiscal impact statement, to contact
them and give us a word before 2nd reading to the impact of
this that...that I's going to have to subsit all my Criminal
Code bills to the director of Department o¢f Corrections is
outrageous. Besides that, Senator Eloom, Section 8 c¢f your
amendment violates House rules. It says a kill can be voted
out of thaz...out of a House committee by a zajority cf those
voting on the matter, ant that's pnot BHouse rules. House

rules reguires the majority of those elected and selected on

that committee. How, you two are involving yourselvgs in
Senate operating procedures, and ycu ought to take & ook at
|

the Fiscal Note Act which was devised by a lot of peciiz, and
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it says, before a bill is read con 2nd reading you can
request, someone can reguest an impact statsment. But to say
that I, 4as a sponsor, have to present all of my legislation
to the Department of Correctioms for their clearance 1 think
is not a good idea, and I hope that Senator Sangmeister would
take this out, take a lcok at the armendzesnt, pull it back.
It violates House rules and it certainly violates the spirit
of this Body. J...I don't want to do this, 1 donft want to
put my labor bills before the labor...Department of Labor, I
don*t want to put wny education coemittees before the edu-
cation peocple.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR SAVICKAS)

For what purpose does Senator Sangmeister arise?
SENATCOR SANGMEISTEKE:

®ell, so we don't have a lot of debate op this, Senator
Bloom, I think his point is well taken. e gct it in the
wrong section, it should be around Znd reading. We ought to
do that, so I suggest we take this cut of the record.
PRESIDIEG OFFICER: {SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Is 1leave granted? Leave is granted. Sepmate Bill 147,
take it cut of the record. Senate Eill 149, Senator 2Zitoc.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBETARY: ‘

Senate Eill 149,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO: >

Thank you, MNr. Fresident and nmemkbers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 149 deals witbh +the issue of gaschcl in this
State. Many, many people in the State of Illincis are...are
producers of corn which derives fror gasohcla. Retve talked

about +tbis bill extensively im committee. 1let me tell you
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what the bill does. Currently, gasochol is &rot ecopomically
feasible. The present price of gaschol exceeds that of
regular unleaded gasclipe by ten cents and wugleaded presiusm
by sixteen cents per gallon. Nos, this gap is sure to widen
in light of drop im world oil prices, the gradval phase in of
State sales tax and the restoration of Federal excise tax on
gasohol in 1984. The thrust of the bill is to give some %ax
incentives to thcose people for  producing gas...alcchol for
gasohol and to really give the State of Illincis an oppor-
tunity to continuve to be the 1leading producer of gasohol.
Let me share with you scme figures. Thirty-five states cur-
rentlf provide some kind of tax incentive on alcohecl fuels
exemptions, twenty of those states cffer four cents a gallon
or more. Now, when I had the bill in commiitee, what we
vanted to do was...lover the motor fuel tax figm sevedb and a
half cents, I believe, to three and a haif cents. After
d...a8 ¢great deal of digcussion it was ay feeling, along with
my hyphesated chief sponsor, Senator Luft, +that ®mayke that
was the wromg thing to do since the motor fuel tax funds cer—
tainly are in jeopardy. So, Senator Etheredge had added an
amendment that said, rather than touch <the sotor fuel tax
money- we would iostead elimipate tbe pbase back in of the
salés tax on gasohol to...to contibue to provide. those incen-
tives and to continuve tc make gasohol a viakle product for
the State of Illinocis. W®e made a great, great commitument in
this State =several years ago shen cil prices wEeTE
skyrocketing, tc fird alternative sources of fuel for fuel
consumRption in automobiles and certainly gascline, £find an
alternative. Gasobol seemed to be the thing, everytody had
bumper stickers and was very, very hagppy and pleased to see
our efforts in gaschol. And now that the prices of ¢il have
dropped, OPEC has come to...not with terms ism dealing with
keeping the prices high, gasohol kind of phased out avd I'm

afraid, ladies and Gentlemen, that gasohol is going =< be
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needed again. More importantly, it®s needed for the corn
producing people of this State. I would ask that Senator
Luft would close. I would be happry to answer any guesticns
or comments and would urge your continued support of gaschol
by supporting Senmate Bill 149.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Gec-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President apd Ladies and Gentlesern of the Senate,
since I pioneered in gasohol fuels, I certainly support this
bill which will make gasohol a little more...competitive, and
1 am for it and I thipk it will be a greater help to increase
the use of alcohol fuels, which we shcouvld instead of being
dependent on the OFEC ccumtries. 1 use it in wmy owny cars,
and I like it and it's far better than straight gasoline.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE SAVICKAS)

Senator Ftheredge.

SENATOR ETHERELGE:

Mr. President apd Ladies and Geatlemen of the Senate, I
rise in sugpport of this...this piece of legislation. As
Senator Zitc has indicated, I bhad expressed €arlier on soame
reservations about the till because as Qriginally drafted it
would have reduced income to the motor fuel tax, and because
also the problems of administering the...the exemption fronm
payments into...intc that fund. However, the amendment which
was offered and which was adapted...adopted by this Eody
eliminates the application of the sales tax b gasohol. 1
believe that this is a...a very bappy compromise and I rise
in support of this Lill.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECEGCKICZ:
Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of <the

Senate. ®ill the sronsor yield to a guestion or two?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGRE SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR LECECOWICZ:

Number one, what is the revenue impact as far as loss to
the State of Illinois pow, as amended?
PRESIDING GFEICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator 2Zito.

SENATOR ZITG:

Senator Lechowicz, I can't answer that gquestion, only
because there was a fiscal note requested for the impact with
the motor fuel tax, and I'm not certain and apologize for
that. I...I don't bhave the...the numbers pow¥, as apended
with the...I...I can only point out this, that the Despartrent
of Transportation who had initially, 1 believe, asked for the
fiscal note, was wuch happier with the phase in or the elimi-
nation of the sales tax, but I don®t have those figures, I'n
SOLIrY.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: {SERATOR SAVICEAS)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOE LECHORICZ:
well, I think it?s a very importamt question, and I'n

surprised that it wasn't asked in the Revenue Committee if it

wasn't. Because I think that by the vote that I see im the
book is 5~3-1, it's a close vote, and I thipnk that...when
you're talking about the State of Illinois currently consid-
ering the increase in taxes tc the magnitude that the Lills
are presently ipo this Chamber, and specifically om the motor
‘fuel tax, in all fairness, I believe we shculd bhave that
guestion resolved as far as what the loss is to the State,
wvhat the loss is to the units of local gqoverngent cp the
reimbursement opn their...motor fuel tax monies. And just
very briefly, on Senate Bill 149, as I understand it, I vould
imagine it have a gradvated impact and it cculd ke frowm .hree

to fifteen wmillion dollars. That's a sizakle contrituz’-a to
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give to a certain irndustry who produces gasoline from the
products of corn, and I would hope that this Eody wsculd see
if there are corresponding replacéments for that type of
revenue being generated within this Genmeral Assewbly. 2Agd I
can understand the ccncern, beisg ap agricultural State, but
Senate Bill 149, wuntil I do have thcse type of questions
answered, I will not ke able to sugpport.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE SAVICKAS)

Senator Netscha

END OF EREEL
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REEL 6

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, ¥r. Fresident. First of all, if I wmight try
to respond to the pcint that Senator lechowicz raised. One
reason why there is not a fiscal impact on this version of
the bill is it was not in this form when it was in committee.
In copmittee it was to be a...ad exespticn from the motor
fuel tax tather than the sales tax. And wve bhad estimates
that indicated a loss of about four =milliopn dcllars in Fiscal
Year 184 apd ten million dollars in Fiscal Year *£5. The
Department of Transportation estimated as high as sixteen
million by *85. But none of those are totally relevant
because that is the motor fuel tax. The Lkill was amended .on
the Floor to contipue the sales tax exenption rather than
exenpting fron the motor fuel tax. The sales tax exemption
has been there for awhile, it was being phassd out. Under
the Floor asendment, the phase-out will stop and. the one cént
that I believe bas already been phased cut is restored. 1
can only do some extrapclaticn and suggest that we believe
it*s costing about five million dcllars of salesg téx Ievenue
at 1its éresent level. If we restore the ome cent, it ought
to go up to perhaps six or seven Amillion or sogething...in
that peigbborhood and that's about as close as I can give you
to a revenue estimate. I...1 am Do* going to sugport the
bill and would like to indicate why. First place, I think
that if we are...I understand the ipportance of this industry
and there is no one that does not want gasohol to succeed.and
to be encouraged in lots of ways. My understanding sas hat
there was an attempt being made to find a way to allow the
motor fuel tax elimimation to ccntinue but tc find a wa. to
restore the money so that the State would not €nd up lcz.ug.

That has pot successfully happened, as of this moment, <.

n
(=]
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se¢ are back to taking it out of general funds. And it seenms
to me that that is not a happy thing to d¢ given the present
state of the tate Treasury. I swould puch prefer that we
find another way to encourage +this industry rather than
robbing the State?s general fund, which is virtually depleted
at the &moment anysay. So for that reason, although i do
accept and sympathize with the objective, I simply ‘cannot
support the bill in its present forz.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If po%,...Se€nator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Mr. President, Jjust one point. Senator Z2ito has worked
very hard to put this in a form that’s acceptable. 1 think
we ought to give his some encouragegept ot that Loard.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGE SAVICEAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, sﬂo sxants to clcse?
Senator luft. Senatcr Luf: may close.

SENATCR LUFI:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I would...I wsould like for you to go back a couple,
three, maybe four scnths pow i¢c the 1982 election. There's
p:obagly not one individual sitting here that did not caa-
paign on either creating jobs or retainipg joks in the State
of Illinois. I suppose probably everycne running frcs county
board all the way to the Governor's Cffice. The only thing
that was talked about in 1982 was jcks and it was not a whis-
per, it ®as a scream. People wanted jobs. K¥ow there's prob-
ably twelve or fifteenm bills designed or Eaybe even more
around here that are designed to «create Jjoks. Taking <the
gas, the two and a half cents off of diecel fuel, any aumker
of methods to try to create jobs. Now let me tell ycu what
ve're talking about if we lcse four to ten sillion dclilars.
Just in central Illincis there are a thousand people ¢.rectly

hired in the production of gasohocl. There's cver one rupdred
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nillion bushels of corn, there are bundreds and thousands of
tons of Illinois coal, apd if we...lose the four to ten mil-
lion dollars, how about these thousands of people. that could
be losing their jobs eitbher directly or indirectly who are
spending wmonies in the State ¢of Illinois now that wouldn*t
be, from npotor fuel taxes, personal taxes, ccrporate taxes,
sales taxes and propecty taxes? You got to 1look at Lotk
sides of the ledger. Illinois produces fifty percent of all
the world®s gasohol. I mean, we're looking for high tech ang
everything, this is it. This is the new industry. ®e can be
the GPEC of the world in gasohol. So I uwculd hope, and 1I
really &mean this sericusly, that this small suksidy would be
given to gasohol rather than to have to ccme kack here pext
year or the...the year after and maykbe pass cn tc the employ-
ers of this State an eight hundred to pine hundred milliosn
dollar tax to subsidize the unemployed. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The questiom is, shall Senate Bill 149 rass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed voie Kay. The voting is
open. Have all voted sbo wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Bays
are 1, 1 voting Present. Sepnate Bill 149 having received tbhe
constitutional wmajority is declared passed. Just as a point
.of information, I know ~you all +were concerned o¢n Paul
Hennip's condition, the young man that had a seizure here.
He is doing fine in the hospital, they bhoge to bhave bhinm
released tonight. There's just a few btlood tests that have
to be taken and he 1is im good shape, =responding to
every.-.voice command and...Senate Eill 150, Serztor
Sangmeister. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarly.

SECRETARY:

Senate Eill 150.

{Secretary reads title of Lkill)

3rd reading of the Lill.
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PRESIDING OFFICEE: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGHEiSlEE:

Thank ycu, Mr. Fresident and menters of the Sepate. The
synopsis that is in your...your Calendar is akbsolutely cor-
rect. You should be asare of the fact that Illincis iS...is
one of omly six states to provide for a jury trial in all
criminal prosecutions. Thus, I feel under present las Illi-
nois 1is owut of touch with the great majcrity of our sister
states on how petty and business offenses should ke bandied.
I have alwvays felt, and I'm sure you do toc, that the right
to a jury trial is a time honored and cherished and thé jury
is to be the citizens* bulwark against the...of corrupt
prosecuticns interposing itself between the Gpower of the
State and the accused. But I would say to ycu that nope of
these noble sentiments is applicable wben ;be defendant 1is
charged with driving his automobile at forty-two miles per
hour in a thirty-five mile per hour =zome or when sousebody
makes an improper left turo. khat bas Leen bappening
throughout the State of Illincis is that ip a number of cases
people are asking for jury trials for the purgose of delay
only -on a simple speeding ticket; and .shat bagpens, of
course, is when it gets down to the time that the jury trial
has to be held, why then the judge looks at the prosecutor
and says, you're not going to use up a half or a whole day on
this speeding ticket, and as a result, the prosecutor may end
up dismissing the ticket because he doesn't want to spend the
time on it eitber. I don't think that justice is served that
vay either. Certainly a judge is imn just as good a.posi-
tion...like I say, ®e're only one of six states that...ihat
does not do this, and simply what the bill dces is op petty
offenses and business offenses, and tasically, we're gezting
to the very simple traffic ticket, it would elimima<s the

jury trial.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gec-Raris.

SENATOR GEC~KARIS:

®Will the sponsor yield for a guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOE SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR GEC-XKAEIS:

I cah...l can appreciate, in fact, and concur with most
of your remarks. Thbe only thing I*d like you to tell me is,
what 1is the fine for a business offense? Whai*s the raxinur
fine?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SABKGMEISTER:

For a petty offense or a business offease, the maximum is
five hundred dollars. There 1is...there is aksolutely 1o
incarceration, and I would pnot present any kind of a till
that would take away a jury trial where there is any incar—
cerations.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOE GEO-KAEBIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen cf the Senate, I
speak in favor of the bill. I think it%s a opecessary Fill
because our courts are very clogged up right ncw as it is.
PRESIDING QOFEICER: {(SEEATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eerman.

SENATCR BEEMAN:
Question of the sponsor.
PBESIDI®G OFFICER: {SEEATOE SAVICKAS)
He indicates he*ll yield.
SENATOR EEEMAN:
I...1 recognize what you're explaining as far as the

direct offenses. You're€...you're talking atcut reiztively
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sinor fimancial pepalties. However, aren®t there crizes that
carry these offenses where there are repercussions that
follow? For example, loss of a...of a driver's 1license or
loss of certain Lbusiness licenses where you have Lusinpess
offense or petty offenses? Cculd you address that ccncezn?
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SERATCR SAVICKAS)
Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOBR SANGMEISTER:

Well, certainly on the traffic offenses, as we all know,
if it would be your third moving visclatiop, that's correct.
Your license would then be suspended for what? Three sonths,
I believe it is. Frankly, Senator Eerrzan, I'm pot that
familiar with what lcss of license there sculd be wunder a
business offense. I do not have thecse facts cr figures.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATCE EIEMAN:

Could you...relate <o us whether there was any testimony
from the defense bar...criminal bar in cozmitiee on...on this
bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATCOR SAVICEKAS)

S;nator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGHEISTEA:

There was no opposition at all to the bill in compittee.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SEXATCE SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If nct, the gquestion is,
shall Semate Bill 150 pass. Those in favor «ill vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Bay. The voting is copen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take +the record. Gn
that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are nope, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 150 having received +the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 151,
Senator Sangmeister. ©EKead the bill, Mr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Eill 151.

{Secretary reads title of till)
3rdlreadin§ of the kill.
PEESIDING OFFICERz: {SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeistera.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank yocu, Mr. President. Mr. President apd menkers of
the Senate, presently unmder the...the FPostconvictiou Act, and
this again affects those counties in particular where there
are peral institutions. A defendant who has lLeen convicted
and sentenced fcr an offense may file ap unlirited pumber of
postconviction petitions challenging his copviction c¢r sen-
tence or both even though these petiticns may be okviously
without merit, frivolocus, pot filed in gcod faith oz
repetitive of 1issues already 1litigated and disposed of or
simply malicious, the court must appcint ap attormey for an
indigent petitioner. W®hen that appointmernt is reguested, it
nust further order a tramscript of the trial im wbhich the
petitioner was convicted at 8o cost to the petitioner.
Again, the purpose of this is...is not toc prevent the fi;ing
of those but at least let a judge look at it, and where on
its face the petitiop is obviously frivolous, that +to cost
the taxpayer money to have an attorney represent them, the
cost of ancther trapscript...on that petitios I think is
senseless. I think a judge...that?s what we bave judges for,
let ther l1cok at the petitiom and if it has merit, fine,
he...he €ither assigns a public defender cr in many of these
cases the defendant does pnot want the public defender because
he bad bkim during the trial, be wants an cutside at:izc:rney,
we'll have to pay for him, we®ll have to pay for tke :ran-
script. But at least let the judge look at it and thcse¢ that
are obviously frivolous, let them throv them out.

PREESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE SAVICKAS)

Is there amy discussion? Senatcr Bock.



Page 172 - MAY 19, 1983

SENATOR EOCK:

Questiocn of the spomsor, if he'll yield.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he®ll yield.

SENAICR EOCK:

The current procedure, Senator, is that if I am an
alleged indigent defendant, I have the right to petition +the
court for the appointsment of an attorney and the...the court
then has the authority to ascertain whether cr pot I am, in
fact, indigent. Isn't that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS})

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

That is correct.

PRESIDIKRG CFFICER: {SEKATOR SAVICKRS)

Senatcr Bock.

SENATOR FCCK:

ieli, my question then I guess is, are you just building
in anotber procedural step or...or cught not the court, at
that mopent, take a lcok to see whether c¢r not the petition
is frivclous and whether in fact +the...the accused or the
defenéant..-is, in fact, indigent?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeistera
SENATCR SANGMEISTER:

¥ell, Senator Eock, it's not the question of whether the
petitioner is indigent. The gquestion that has to be
addressed at the very instant case which tbis legislation
would do is whetbher or not the petiticm has any merit. Qnce
the judge 1looks at it and says, I don®t think this has any
merit and tosses it cut, that's the end of it. I1f...if he
feels it has wmerit, then he looks tc see whether the...the
defendant is indigent and then if he is, he does either

appoint the public defender or other counsel and then of
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course orders a transcript of the proceedings.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE SAVICKAS)

Senator Kock.
SENATOR BOCK:

Well, that's my problem, in having defended against a
numaber of these. Are you suggesting then that...sbat...I
guess what I'm trying to get at, which...shich comes ‘fi:st,
is the petition tc be filed by the defendant and thep go
through the procedure of the appointment of a lawyer? it
seems to me, the...the procedure ought toc ke first, do I get
a lawyer who can file an adequate petition?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeistera
SENATOR SANGMEISTEE:

Senator Rock, the terminology in this legislation states,
"before enmtering any such order." Now the Gpetition is now
filed. Now tbefore entering any such order and befoze
appointing counsel is provided in this section, if such
appointment 1is requested, the court shall first exazine the
petition and to the extent that they may ke helpful in the
court's judgment, the court file, any tramscript of proceed-
ings that may be available, et cetera, and then if the peti-
tion was filed ip good faith and was npot frivclcus amd is pot
obviously without mperit then it should gc¢ on for its full
hearing. If it is he throws it out.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR EOCK:

Well, I...I don*:t guarrel with your intent, I am Jjust a
little concerned akout the procedure. ¥y understanding of
the procedure currently is, I petition the court for appoint-
ment of counsel on the kasis that 1 am imdigent and counsel,
in fact, prepares the petition. You seem to bave this...the

shole procedure moved upr a steg.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Sepator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISIER:

¥ell, ip answer to that question soc that we get legis—
lative intent clear bere, I ar not...this legislation is not
to prevent a defendant from asking that a lawyer be appointed
to prepare his petition. ¥hat's cosing ocut <¢f +these penal
institutions, as you very well know if you were igpvolved,
iS<a..is hundreds of these petitions that ave prepared pro se
and then...those are the petiticns that we're tryimg to get
at here, not to prevent somebcdy who may have a very just
cause and convirce a judge you ought appoint anm attormey for
me and then let hiw prepare the petition, in fact that peti-
tion probably then Eay have sose =merit and would go on
through the process.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)

The guestion is, shall Sepate Bill 151 rfass. Thcse in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The veting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all woted who wish?
Take the fecord. On that guestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays
are 3, none voting Present. Senate Bill 151 having received
tﬁe c;nstitutional majority is declared passed. The Secre-
tary has dinformed &Ee that we've bad action on thirty-eight
peasures in five bours. He pulled out his calculator, calcu-
lated tbhat at this progression rate we w%ill adjourn July
12th, 1983. Senate Bill 152, Sepator Blcom. Eead the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECREETARY:

Senate Eill 152.

{Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOR SAVICKAS)

{Machine cutcff)...Senator Elocm.

SENATICR ELCGHN:
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Yes, you may recall this...this addresses a...a GFproklenm
that a lot of individual taxpayers have when they apply for
refunds. It basically, right now, the way...the way the law
reads, 1if you file for a refund, you get sorething from the
Department of Revenue, in practice, that =ays, we?re not
gcing to get around to your application for six months and
the law says your application is deemed denied and so we
would 1like 7you to send us a postcard withisn forty-five days
after the six mobths run or you laose your rights to appeal
later ona It*'s scmewhat <confusing tc the individual tax—
payers. And so what tkis does, it cbhamges the language
deemed denied  langmage in 60SE frbm “deemed denied" +o
"deemed approved" but for imdividual taxpayers only, not for
the corporate taxpayer. And tasically it addresses that gar-
ticular glitch in the Hevenue Code to provide some relief to
your unsophisticated taxpayers. There is...I*'1l abpswer arny
questions that you have.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If pnct, the gquestion is, shall
Senate Bill 152 pass Those in favor will wcte Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all vcted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. Cn that
guestion, the Ayes are 52, the Hays are 2, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 152 having received the constitutional
majoritf is declared passed. Senate Bill 159, Senator Lemke.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary. !

SECBRETAEY:

Senate Bill 159.

{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Lekke.

SENATOR LEMEE:

Rhat this bill dces is extends cur notificaticr wLrcovi-
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sions to a owner-occupied wultiple dwelling upit of five or
fewer units. It alsoc sets up additional pzpcedﬁre for posi-
ing of notice in two cconspicucus places which is similar to
what "we do in the way of evictions. 1his was designed
by...last year by Senator Bower. We bad passed this bill
out...and it got tied ,up in the House oo the Calendar. 1
think it's a good bill. what it does is protects the Ha and
Pa and the senior citizens from unsuspected mechanics liens
which pop ugp later.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senatcr Collins. Is there any
discussicn? 1f not, the guestion is, shall Senate
Bill...Senator Grotlerg.

SENATCE GHRGTIEEEG:

Thank you, MNr. Eresident and fellow mepters. I've had a
lot of mail on a lot of bills this year aﬁd tc let this ome
go by without some discussion would, I telieve,
be...improper. But I have heard frow every provider of every
building material in my district and far bLeyond to oarpose
this bill in this fashion and in this time apd fraze in the
marketplace of home building and jobs and otherwise.
And-.:the...the whole process involved in this has to do with
the consiruction ipndustry io the smaller units, it already
applies to owneroccupied. But there's so rpuch pultifarily
dwelling gcing...construction going onm with the small apart-—
ment buildings and all of those units and the tuilding indos-
try is on the...growth, the 1lumber business is getting
better, they don*t want to cloud it up with this kind of
legislation, so I oppose it.

PRESILDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCEUNEMAN:
Thank you, Mr. EFresident. I sinply want to make tbe sane

point that the last speaker did. The building industc in
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this State has really beep in the doldrums. 1If you kpow any-
thing about the lumber dealers and building raterial dealers,
you kpow that they've Lkeen gcing through a very, very diffi-

- cult period. Now there may be some instances of where this
bill has been needed, but the vast mpajority of the building
material dealers ip my district have beén telling me that for
goodness sakes, don't give us any ncre headaches thao we've
already got, we dcn't need this kind of legislation in our
part of the State and reject this bill., Apd I would rise in
opposition to the bill and...and a§k that we defeat it.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator lemke may
closea
SENATOER LEMKE:

It*s a simple decision that we must make. The mechanics
lien la¥ 1is @e...prokably a lawv which makes ancther person
liable for someone else®s debts. The material supply cozpany
and the lueber company knows if a genera] cortractor is cor-
rupt and takes the money énd enscones with the . money. The
individual +that has a home, especially Ma apé Fa, don’t know
that contractor is corrupt, but the guy that deals «xith hism
day in and day out knows he can*t ray his bills and he knows
one day he's going to go bottom up and somebody is going to
get gypped. What we're saying here is...uelre just sisply
saying that you post a notice on two cobspicucus places that
you are a material service man in that you have a lien and
they should make sure that you get a release of that lien
before you pay the general contractor all the momey. And
we're not talking ip new industry, because in pew bhoses this
is a requirepment by every savings and lcan amd bank tiz% the
general contractor comes in, he...provides an affidavit of
who his...subcontractors are. The bank and savings e:zxz loan
does not pay out the money until they receive the relez-- of

lien. This is owply imn incidents of remcdeling wsker - the
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dorruption cccurs. And .it*s corrupt remodelers that are
involved in this situation, they go in and prey on cur oclder
senior citizen who generally, generally, ray £fcr these
repairs, all in cash. And all vwe're asking for the pro-
tection is, just sizply when you deliver the wmaterials, you
post the notice +that you're going to have the liep in tso
conspicuous places, and I think it's only rproper -that we
should give mpotice to these people. Apnd %efre not talking
about other buildings, we're only talking akgut Etuildings
where people are living in them, owner—cccupied. And that?s
all we're asking about. I ask fcr a favorabkle consideration.
PBESIDING CEFICER: {SENATGR SAVICKAS)

The questionm is, shall Sepate Bill 159 gfass. Those 1in
favor will vote Aye. Those cpposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? BHave all wvcoted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recorda .Cn that question,
the Ayes are 14, the Nays are 42. The bill kaving failed to
receive a constitutional majority is declared lost. Segnate
Bill 161, Senator lemke. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECHRETAERY:

Senate Eill 161.

) {(Secretary reads title of bkill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PBESIDING CFFICEK: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOB LEMERE:

®hat this bill does is gives a...a lien to a...a utility
company such as a water company or a electric ccmpany or a
gas company and...on homes that are more than single family
dwellings. The reason being that we have found out. that in
these situations people are in the business of rentipg apart-
ments in...then not f[paying their utility bills, and there-
fore, what bappens is the utility company goes to collect,

they find out that the property is sold, they have no way of
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collecting their money because the individual has already
collected the sale price. So what happens is that this money
that's poncollectible is shipped...the burden is shifted *o
those people like us that pay our utility kills. And there-
fore, our wtility bills are increased becavse these kills are
not paid. We have incidenzs in, I know, in the Department of
Water im the City of Chicago and other places Hheré these
bills we're talking atout are five and six thousand dollars.
And this wmomey is spread out, spread out amcngst the people
that pay, because if there’s a loss we all pay. And 1 +think
it*s omnly good legislafion that if a owner of a building is
in the...in the...process of renting apartments and furnish-
ing utilities and has a deal with the utility companies that
they’re collectirg +the rent and they should at least pay
their bills. Apd I think if the zan is delinguent tbat the
lien should be put against that =&multiple dxelling incaonme
raising property. I think it's a good bill. I ask for its
adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAYVICKAS)

Is there further discussicn? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNENAKN:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKAS)

He indicates hetll yield.
SENATOR SCEUMNENAN:

Senator, I thipk I know the answer but I'm not sure, in
the case of an apartmentowner who dces not pay utility bills,
that 1is, bhe's not 1Iesponsible for the bills, the utility
company deals directly with the occupants, what provisicz is

in the bill to =make sure that the utility company c:onaot:

place a lien against the owner if the tenant fails tc pz,?
PHEESIDING OFFICER: {SERATGR ERUCE)
Senator Llemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:
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That is taken care of by an amendment to the bill which
ve adopted in committee which was suggested ty the realtors.
I think it's Amendment...No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schunemana
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Could...could you explain what the amendment says, Sena-
tor?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE EROUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SERATCR LEMKE:

It specifically says that the...it has to be the owmer

that contrécts not the tenant. If the tepant contracts sith

the utility company there's no lien, it's strictly osner.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EROUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Schaffer. Sepatcr - Geo-
Karisa.

.

SENATOR GEC—KAERIS:

I put on that second amendment and that's the ope that
SayS.-.utility which furnishes services tc a tenant does not
have a lien against tbe 1landlord for the tenapt's unpaid
bill.- And I urge favorable consideration of this Lill as
amended.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Lenke, do you wish tc close?
SENATOR LEMKE:

Just ask for a favorable consideration.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SEXATCR EERUCE)
The question is, shall Senate Bill 161 fass. Those in
" favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. 7The votiamg 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 j, 1
voting Present. Senate Bill 161 having received the regquired

constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Eill 162,
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Senator Lemke. Senator Lemke. Read the kill, Mr. Secretary,
please.
SECBETARY:

Senate Eill 162.

{Secretary reads title of Lill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE ERUCE)

Senator lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does is set up a escrow fund =csimilar to any
other insurance broker in regards to thbe selling of inhcuse
warranties. W®hat we're doing hLere is saying that if you cocl-
lect the momey for a warranty...and some used car dealers
what they do with the money is they just simply dc mot Luy
the warranty inmsurance and they hold on and they chocse to be
a self-insurer. Okay, what happens is these people go c¢n
this basis that there's a warranty and then the dealeréhip
goes botton up and the money is not there. ¥%hat this does is
just setS...simply sets it up similar to a broker where this
money is in escrow account and is...-.obnly can Le touched as it
is uwsed. I thipk it?s a good bill, I think it*s necescsary in
the present tises.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 162 pass. Those im favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is ofpen. (Machine cut-
offy...all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?® Take
the record. ¢Cn that question, the Ayes are 58, the Kays are
ﬁone, none voting Presest. Senate Bill 16Z bhaving received
the reguired constitutional wmajority 1is declared passed.
Senate Bill 167, Senatcr Grotlerg. BEead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary, fplease.

SECRETAERY:

Senate Eill 167.
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{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE ERUCE)

Senator Grotlerg.
SENATOR GROTEERG:

kell, thank you, Mr. President and fellow uwmembers. For
those of us who have been in the Senate for quhile this pot
an unfamiliar bill npnor is it to those of you w«ho have cone
over from the House. 1This is the lethal irjecticn ccncept as
it would replace the electric chair as a means of execution
in the State of Illincis. We®ve had a 1little dialoque on
previous bills of Sepator...Sangmeister on the ccncept of the
death penalty. I would start by askimg all cf you shc are
not in favor of the death pepalty, I'understand that, we are
not debating +the decath penalty per se, we are'dehating the
manor in which it wculd be carried cut. Ihé death pepalty is
the law in the State of Illincis. Tc quote Senator Ekock, "I
have cansed to be placed befcre you a recent reminder of scme
of the things that can go wrong in the <case of the
Ala...bad...bam...bara case, the electric chair is not itself
without some flaws." It has been an insuafferable imdignity
bill nupon mankind and society that such a methcd should be
used or even entertained as a method of execution ip these
modern days when there are petter and more efficient methods
and probably more husane. The humaneness of this subject
matter is what brought it to my consideratign, somewhat like
the questions about the interminable period spent om death
row, this bill has had its appeals fros time tc time. It has
always successfully passed this Body. 1 have yet to go
around and solicit your vote or take an igdividual rcll 'call
as to where youm are on the matter, and one time it got killed
in the House; last year we got it through the House and I
found out we had a +third stay of execution dowo on the second

floor. After much dialcgue with the Goverpor cn this satter,
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he is willing to reconsider. He has pot said that he will
sign it anymore than he would say he would sign the tax bill
that comes to him depending upon what hafppens to it ur here,
but the fact of the matter is, I think it is very ticely. 1
think we bave proven in the Texas incident with Mr. Evans
that the manner of execution that is...ip style here is abkso-
lutely...I...I used the wrong referemce, it was Alatarma, HMr.
Evans, but the lethal injection in Texas at the same time has
since happened and proved tbhe differemce, as I =suggesz,
taking a life ip a more humane manber. Scciety has punished
itself long enough, it does pct need the dirdignity of...of
brutal...krutal, yes, and archaic way of taking a life. The
power of the govermment to take a life is =serious enough
without hanging, drawing, quartering, Lturping and all of
those things that have gone on before. 1 %ould be glad to
answer any gquestions and close at the apprcpriate moment.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATGR ERUCE)

The following Sepators have sought reccgnition: Senators
Kelly, Collins, Hall, Eloom and Geo~Raris. Sepator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I don't
have any gquestions, 1 would just like to say that I sponsored
a bill providing for an opiticnal way for the death penalty
to be carried out, and I bappen to think that it is an azea
of a great importance and that it <hould be for a person
who's on death =row to be able to, within reason, determine
the type of execution they would like to have pprovided that
the warden has the facilities and the availakility to carry
it out. Capital punishrent, even though I support it, I do
not feel that it deters crime; particularly, if you'zc nct
implementing the death pemalty. I'm going tc =support this
bill, but It've got scme reservation whether or not this is
the best way to terminate a convicted murderer.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATCR EEUCE)




Fage 184 - MAY 19, 1983

Senator Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, M¥r. Eresident. A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senaiocr Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Grotberqg, by changing tc this prccess of execu~
tion will it save the State Eponey?
PREESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR ERUCE)

Senator Grotterg.

SENATCR CFCTIBEEG:

I would certainly think that the fifty-twc incidents that
are walting on death 7ToOw, any savings to this would be an
infinitesimal amount in the spectrur of State Government, but
it certainly is...in a much less spectacular and therefore a
more reasonable and, yes, economic way to téke a life.
PEESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATCR EERUCE)

Senator Collins. #ay se have some grder, please. Sena-
tor Collins.

SENATOR CCLLINS:

If you...if you have the electric chairs =ngw in place,
how ;hen ¥ill it cost more money? I mean, shat is the cost
factor as it relates to one way of killing versus the other?
PRESIDIKG OFFICEK: (SEKATOR ERUCE)

Senator Grotlkerg.

SENATCE GECIBEEKG:

Senator Collins, I have never entertained am ecopomic
factor, you are raising one. The...the...the cost of wheeling
a hospital guerney intc the chamber instead of wiring up the
electric cbhair and turning on the éurrent and administering
probakly a dollar and ninety-eight cents worth of...of lethal
fluids is the total cost. I think the ultimate cost is the
indignity to society and to npankind that we can®t Iind a

better wvay.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EHUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Collims.
SENATOR CGLLIKS:

Yes,...Senator, I...I thought that most proropents of the
death penalty felt that it was a deterrepnt ¢ criage. so,
why...wby do you vant to *ry and make it neat, nice, right or
humane?

PRESIDING GFFICEE: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Grotkerg.

SENATOR GBCTEEEG:

Senator, the record shows historically that there is not
a great reduction ip crime, the deterrent factor is that it
deters this person forever and it deters cme, one hundred
percent. And that is the deterrent factor of the death sen-
tence and the meésage it sends out to scciety that crime of
the magnitudes of the sentence of death are...not very popu-
lar in the State of Illincis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Collins.

SENATORBR COLLIRNS:

I...I rise in opposition as I did before toc this legis-
lation, btecause I feel that it's an attempt to ease the ccon-
science of some who feels that the death penalty is the only
way to solve the prcblem of crime in this country amd that is
not true. I do not feel that the State of Illimocis or any
other state or the U.S. Congress can justify or have the
right to take someone's life nc wmatter what. ¥e bhave a
responsibility to get those people out of society so ihat
they can no longer hurt other people, but we &most certainly
do not have the right to kill; and if se set that exanrle
because that individual has offended the State of Illinois,
then +there®s no way tha*t we can tell our children that it is
unjust or uanfair or inhumane to take a Lall hat and Lkust open

the head of bhis playmate when he offend him c¢1 her. These
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are double...conflicting standards and values, and it is the
primary reason why we have so much crime in Bmerica today.
So I ask all of you to vote No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE ERUCE)

Senator Hall.
SENATCR EALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gsntlemen;' k¥culd
the sponsor yield tc a gquestion?

PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATCR EBUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Hall.
SENATCR EALL:

Senator Grotberg, I listened very carefully to ycu as 1
always do *cause I aways am proud to have and listen to the
designated hitter. But, mnow 4did I clearly and ccncisely
understand you to say that this has nothing tc do with capi-
tal punishment? Did ycu say that? )

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR EHOUCE)

Senator Grotterg.

SENATOR GRCTEEEG:

I said that capital punishment is the law in Illimocis.
Those who want to do with it...away with it, please introduce
a bili to abolish it. This cbanées the method of executicn.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCRE EERUCE)

Senator Hall.

SENATCR EALL:

%ell, you Xknow it*s been rightly said ghat this i; your
yearly exercise to alter the method of executicn frcx elec-
tioNe..fr0BD...fron...from the 1lethal...to the lethal injec-
tion...from electrocution. Ncw, let me ask you this, suppose
that your bill is found uncoastitutional, then we go bkack to
electrocution? ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Grotlkerg.

SENATOR GHCTEEEG:
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Absolutely.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EBRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator...Senator BlCOm.
SENATOR ELGCH:

¥ell, +thank you. I'm mipority spokesran on the Criminal
Judiciary Cormmittee and we heard this EBill and I just wanted
to inform the wmembers that it case out with strong support
and that the concept is not pew to us apnd that wpmost Gpeople
are on death row are on death row not because...they cffended
somebody, tbey're there because they killed scmebody and they
committed =some pretity heincus crimes. And fipally I'd adgd
that Socrates, at least, was given the altersative of taking
hemlock. 1 see pothing wromg with this kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I*'n
a little tired of worrying about people who kill without
justification and how badly they're going +tc . feel. This
bill, in effect, takes out all of the glamcur...from execu—
tions, it removes the Garry Gilmores that go to the
circus...aspect of media coverage. 1 think it's high tipe tc
recognize that the State of Illinos overwhelringly Ly refer-
endum supported the death penalty and overwhelmingly wme've
got to do what we think is right. Apd shat we...I feel is
right is when sonmeone takes a 1life withocut cause <someone
should pay for it, and certainly in this zanner of lethal
injection it is a very humane thipg to dc. Kumker two, as
Senator Grotberg says, this patrty who goes apd kills withcut
any justificatiom, without any consideraticn cf the rvictim or
the victim's family should be punished acccrdingly. )And I'n
certainly supportisg this bkill, and I think it*s fsr sore
humane than the murderer who rapes and murders someons ¢lse

and the treatment that they gave.
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PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Becker.
SENATOR EECKER:

Thank ycu, Mr. Fresident. I rise in OppositioDe..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

May we have some order, [please. Excuse me, Senator
Becker, if we cam just...we've done very well today, if we
can take our conferences off the Floor. Senator Becker.
SENATOR EECKEGE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I rise is cppesition to this
bill, and I omnly wicsh today that the galleries were lcaded
with the @members cf the families of the thirty-two children
that Gacey nmurdered. I wish they were filled with the family
members of the little Degman girl and listen tc a debate that
we're listening to here today. They would possibly Le
yelling amnd screaming in the galleries,.take him over the
State in Madison and shoot him and let everykcdy in the City
of Chicago or the State of I1llinois come and witness the
execution. HNow we're going tc kaby them by putting a needle
in the arm and create a bubble and take their life ig just a
couple of seconds. I lcok at this little hanétill passed out
to thg menbers of this Senate today about the person from the
nevwspaper who witnessed the execution and tﬁe body turned
brown. But it took ten minutes to put this man tc death.
How many minutes did it take for the little Legnan giri when
the arme was cut off, when part of the leg was cut off? Maybe
it took a hell of a lot more than ten minutes for her to die.
I have no sympathy for everyone of thea sittimg in regardless
of what Jjail it 1is in the United States and I wish they'ad
hang them. Or I wish they*d take them befcre a firinsg scuad.
let's keep the eleciric chair and lets forget about sticking
the needle in the armr and in two seconds they?re gone.
PRESIDINCG OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Sepator...Sepator Jcnes.
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SENATOE JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and mevkers of the Senate.
I rise in opposition to this legislation, not that I oOfpgose
the death penalty because I know it is the...the law of this
land...but I...X arise in oppcsition because it will lessen
the...the deterrent tc¢ cripinal...activity and murder. 1
believe those of us whc believe in the death penalty believe
because 1it's supposed to serve as a deterrent, but this bill
lessens the deterfent and persons are more likely to commit a
capital cffense if we had this piece of 1legislation. So 1
oppose it solely on those grounds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Further discussicn? Sepator Grotberg may close. May we
have some order, please.
SENATOR GRCTEEEKG:

Well, thank you, Br. Fresident and fellow Senators. 3
respect each and every cne of your copimiors, including yours,
Senator Becker. ®e have a situation ¥ith scmeone who is
going to be put to death that dead is dead. ©DLead happens to
be forever. I1f that isn?t punishment enougk, what more can
you ask for? I, toc, for years bLelieved in all of the
methods of...of‘antiquity and dramatically society putting on
a side-show as they %00k this grave responsikility im band.
¥What has happened, is it that many of the appeals that jyou
have heard atout and discussed on earlier bills, many cf the
delay is because of the time factors that judges and Jjuries
resist carrying out the final act and have igpvented and pro-
duced, time after time, reasons for not executing. It is @my
sincere feeling and in the district that I just left rerre-
senting we had sever prisons, includipg three maximur secur-
ity prisons. The wardens of the State ¢f Illincis bave zgo
carry out this, they are our employees. 1T¢ a zan, they bave
told me over the years that if there was a more expediiious

way, please be my guest. They don't want to be identiz: . by
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name, but they were ubpanimous. Now, I suggest toc you, lLadies
and Gentlemen, inp the interest of getting the Jjob done angd
getting cn their way with carrying cut what is the lax of the
land that anything on the side of humanity that shcws that
justice has triupphed is worth the trip. We now have had
both models of execution excellently pcrtrayed. The Texas
lethal execution, the first one, the news was just as great,
the coverage was just as great, the gentlemarn in questiop is
just as dead. The Alabamzas...ban...ban incident, the
gentleman is dead.‘ Ee is no lcnger. Ee has been deterred
from further crime or anything else. That is the thrust of
this bill. 2Apd I just ask yon to vote ycur ccmscience. Let
the record again, I bave pever solicited a =ember im this
Body for your support, but it's gore cut 55 zip practically
the last three times. I think this is the year for it, amd I
would appreciate a favorable roll call, but.each one ¢o  your
own conscience. Thank you.

EBRESIDING OFFICERE: (SENATCR EERUCE)

The gquestion dis, shall Senate Bill 167 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those cpposed vote Hay. 7The vcting is ofemn.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted xko wish? Have =all
voted“who wish? Take the record. <Cn that question, the Ayes
are 39, the Kays are 10, 6 woting Presept. Senate Eill 167
having received the required copstitutiopal wmajority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 171, Sepatcr Lemke. head the
bill, Mr. Secretary, glease.

SECEETAEY:

Senate Eill 171,

(Secretary reads title of pill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

(Machine cutcff)...Senator leske.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does is...is removes the Metrorolitanm Sanitary




Page 191 - MAY 1S5, 1983

District special exemption from complying with local zomning
ordinances. What this says is that the sanitary district, if
they're duoping sludge, that they wmust «cbserve reasonable
local 2zoning ordinances. This is a probles we?re having in
Our area amongst...it crosses +the political boundaries of
about nineteen different villages, it's growing in cther
areas and it's a response to a...a case that was invclving, I
believe the City of Des Plaines were they caid that the sani-
tary district does not have to observe local...zoning ordi-
nance., what this amendment does is just makes the sanitary
district like anybody €lse. If they want to get into ‘the
hazardous waste or sludge business, they zust ckserve reascn—
able local zoning ordinances. I ask for its adcpticn.
PEESILDING OFFICEE: (SENATGR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Senatcr Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and menmkbers of the Sesmate. I
rise in support cof this measure. I agree swith Sematcr Lenmke
in that the time has come for some more contrcli. om the local
level as far as zoping in this area. Mugicipalities, I
think, have the right to...to know what's going on roughly
within their boundaries or within the mile and a half radius
adjacent to it, and that's exactly what this bill does and I
ask for your support.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Lenke, do ycu wish tc¢ close?
Excuse me, Senator Lemke. Further discussion? Senatcr Ecck.
SENATOR KOCK:

Thank you. Cuestion of the sponsor if hbe?*ll yield, Kr.
President.

PREESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Hock.
SE?ATOB FCCK:

Rbhat is the current status, if yYcu know, of
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the...litigation? I wunderstand the Metropclitan Sanitary
District is currently involved in litigation oo this subject
matter.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATGE EEUCE)

Senator lexke.
SENATOR LENKE:

Well, what we have here, that...tbat is corzrect. In 1950
we had litigation where the sanitéry district and the Village
of Willows Springs and Sumwit enter intQ @...8...al agreenent
that they wouldn*t dump additional sliudge in the area. #®hat
they did is, they started...building pew areas there without
pereissicn of the local authorities in viclaticn of the court
authority s¢ the local governpents have filed a lawsuit. Now
what we're saying here...so this case is, I tLelieve, still
pending in the courts but *hat is ip regards tc the violation
of that particular court crder. The gﬁesticn is whetber
they*’re sludge pcnds or whether they're holding beds, whether
a pond can be abcve the ground or below the grcund. Euif...it
has nothing to do with zoning.

PEESIDING OCIFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussicn? Cuestion is,
shallw Senate Bill 171 pass. Those in faver vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have ‘all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? 1Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 56, tﬂe Nays are 1, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 171 having received tke required con-
stituticnal majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 172,
Senator Smith. Fead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 172.

(Secretary reads title of kill)
2nd reading of...or 3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFiCER: {SEKATGE ERUCE)

Senater Smith.
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SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yéu, Mr. Fresident and members...of this august
Body. Senate Bill 172 creates the 2delbert B. Foberts Memo-—
rial Statue Committee which will be composed of legislative
members appointed by our leadership. Mr. FEFckerts sas tﬁe
first black Bepublicap to serve as State Senator here in this
Chambers, and he was an attcruney and he was active in civic
affairs and a kiography of Mr. Eobkerts can be found im cur
Iliinois Blue FEook apd other historical facilities bere in
our Capitol. The membership of this committee is to Le six
legislators; three frcm the Sepate, two appointed bty the
president, one agpointed by the Minority Leader, and three
from the House; twc appointed by the speaker, one appointed
by the Minority leader. 1I'd like tc also state that nmerbers
of this commission <shall receive ©no coxfensation. The
committee shall make recommendation to the .director of the
Department of +the Central Management Service and to our
Secretary of State...by September the 1st, 1983. 1I'd like to
ask and request the passage of this bill. This year will

' begin to give a sense of impotence to these who travel bere
+0 our State Legislature and on the grounds that they will
knowu ;hat there was a black man who served for three terms in
the Sepate and it would give them pride and énjoyment and it
also would add to ocur legislative Capitol here. So I'm ask-
ing for your adoption of this.

PEESIDING QOFFICEE:z (SENATGR EEUCE)

Is there discussion? The guestion is, sball Sepate Bill
172 pass. 1Those in favcr vote Aye. Those opposed vote ©Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? BHave all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are
54, the Nays are 3, none vating Fresenta Semate Bill 172
having received the reguired cosnstitutiopal majority is
declared passed. Congratulations, Senator Smith. Sepate

Bill 173, Sepator Vadalabene. Eead the bill, Mr. Secretary,
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please.
SECEETARY:

Senate EBEill 173.

{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the Lbill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)}

Sepator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALAEENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and memkters of the Senatec.
Senate Bill 173 is ancther product cf the Motor Vehicle Llaws
Commission working ip conjunction with the Secretary of
State. Sepate Bill 173 would delete reference to perscm and
create separate provisions prohibiting driver and passenger
from carrying or having possessios of alcchclic 1liguor in
open containers within apy passenger area of the motocr vebi-
cle, and I move for a favorable vote.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Sepator Kelly.
SENAICR KELLY:

Yes, Fr. FPresident. I*'d like to ask tbe spomsor a gues-
tion and that is, wkat is the penalty oo this?
PERESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATCR VADALAEEME:

Yes, thank you, ¥r. President. It's a mcving violation
for the drivera
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATCR EERUCE)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

That sounds reasconakle. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATCE ERUCE)

Senator Buzkbee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

I...I have a question of the spopsor. Loes this pean=
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that if they're...somebody is traveling in a...ip a recrea-
tional vehicle, as an example, one cf those big motor boses,
and somebody js sittipg in the back drisking a can of keer,
and the driver is pulled over, let's say fcr speeding, that
he can also be charged because there's a fpassépger sitting inm
the back with...with a violation because of...cf the open can
of beer?
PRESICING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Sepator Vadalakene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, we tock care€...I mean, no, he will nct be charged.
We took care of that with Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATGE EEUCE)

Senator Euzbee.

SENATCR EUZEEE:

So, then what you're really referencing. here is automo-—
biles with open cans in an automcbile...are, but...but it
woul@ae.it would npot apply to any kirnd of recrea-
tional...vehicle where the...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE ERUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATBB VADALABENE:

It applies to any recreational vehicle or a motor bus or
a chartered bus. It aprlies to the driver and not the pecgple
who are riding in the bus. ‘

PEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Buzkee.

SENATCE EUZEEE:

Okay, so then...how about in....in apn automobile?
If...if ap automobile 1is being driven apd then a fpassenger
has a can of beer, is that...is that abviqlaticn under this
bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE ERUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.
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SENATOR VADALAEENE:

Just the driver, the passenger is exenmpt.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion?  Sepator Becker. Sepator Lavidson.
SENATCR DAVIDSCHN:

Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate, 1 rise im sup-
port of +this bill. This bill came out of the Motor Vehicle
Laws public hearing, it's a combipation of the 1law enforce-
ment, Secretary of State and prosecutors because we had scome
over—zealous policemen in different areas when they pulled
over a recreational van, just like Sepator Euzbee mentiomed,
that if the person was in the back had not been drivirg, bad
an open can of teer, he...under the present law, that perscno
and the driver could be given a ticket for a cpen can or ogexn
alcoholic beverages. This is to prevent that, apply only to
the driver. All of this sectiorn does not have amything to do
with automobiles. It?S..-1if you are driving ap automclkile
and someone else has an open can iy the autgmobile,
that's...you're in trouble. But this applies to chartered
buses, recreational vehicles and et cetera, which were oot
meant, Bo one drives that's in...kack in that epnd and to pre-
vent some over—zealous policeman, sbich...has happened, from
giving a ticket to the driver for something ke bhad no comtrol
over. This is a good bill and I, as a pondrinker, are sup-
porting this and I ask you to vote yes.

PEESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATCR CCOFFEY:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Sznate, I rise in
favor of this bill also, but I*d 1like . to =remind =&y good
friend that just spoke that he's talking about this
over-zealous police officers, that was the same thing I was
talking about a fes minutes ago, and he didn't vote tiat way

but I*1l support the thing amyvay.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Further discussion? Senator...Semator Chew.

END GF REEL
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REEL #7

SENATGE CHER:

411 of the nice things have been said on the bill, and
I'd ask for a favorakle vote.

PRKESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsor. Under the current law, isatt it
a violation +to have open 1liguor in a passenger car while
you're driving?

PRESIDING COFFICES: (SENATOR ERBUCE)

Ssenator Vadalabene..-

SENATOR COLLINS:

.-.any place in the car?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE ERUCE}

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABEXNE:

Yes, there is a law in regard to having am -open bottle
ip...in a passenger car. However, there is also sone confu-
sion bhetween the passenger and the driver and we're trying,
with this legislation, to straigbten that cut.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCE)

Senator Collins.

SESATOR COLLINS:

So this bill would allow -the open liguor to be in the car
a$ long as the driver did not have it in his hand Ole...in the
front seat when +the police stops bim. Is that what youfre
doing?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR ERUCE)

Senator Vadalakbene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

¥ell, I have a yes, I .think so. However, the gquestiosm,
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Senator Collins, is mot clear to theea

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATGR BERUCE)
Sepator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Well, Senator AVadalabene, and...and to all of you who
voted...to suspend the teenage licenses because you were
saying that it would cut down on accidents on the highway,
but if this bill passed, you‘'ve just given thes incentive for
them to drink openly op the highway because what difference
does it make or what teenager sixteen years old is crazy
enough wants...the...the...he sees the siren goes cff and
light flashing, he knows he's going to be caught. All he has
to do is pass his bottle in the back. H®ell...so, it doesntt
make any sense because right now he would be fined if he
found...stopped and that bottle was found im that car oren.
So, youa ktetter understand what youfre doing now.
You're...you're really making it sorse.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATCR EBRUCE)

Senator VYadalabenea
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Am I closing?

PRESIBING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Macdomald is up, Senator. I...I didn*t know
whether you wanted to respond to that?
SENATOR VADALAEENE:

¥o...well, I can respond. I ought to.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Why.-.why don®t you hold...why don*t se bold it. We have
several other people and perhaps...Sepator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

I...I thought I understood one of the former speakers to
say this was recreational vehicles and not passenger automo-
biles. DMNow how do we define recreational vehicles and how

does...how does this bill differ? Can someone enlightern me?
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PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATCR EBRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABEXKE:

The recreational vehbicles, the s«ay I understand it, are
like the minibuses, and the campers, and the chartered buses,
and so forth, and...anrnd the...and the vans, and so forth.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator Macdopald.

SENATOR HMACDONALD:

Is that spelle& cut in the bill? I'm sorry, I don't bave

the bill in front of ne.

PREESIDING QFEICEE: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABEKE:

‘It is definately spelled out in the bill.
PREESIDING OFFICER: (SENARTCR EEROUCE)

Senator Kenpeth Eall.

SENATCR BALL:

Thank you, Kr. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Kill the spopnsor yield for a guestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator...
SENATOR BALL:

¥y understanding is, Sepator Sam, that some year...I
don't know when it was, that we pade it legal for you to bave
liquor or Leer or anything that was uncapped, if it is open
as long as it is withim the trunk of "‘the...of the automobile.
Nov are we elimipating that and allowing a persom +to be
inside? Are we doing that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATCR ERUCE)
. Senator... .
SENATOR HALL:
Kell, I ©hear some talk that you can now have it as long

as they're sitting in the back of the car.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABEKE:

Yes, I think we are...we are getting a little confused
againe. %e're not talking about the passenger cars, we're
talking about the buses, the chartered buses, the winibuses,
and the vans where the driver is driving these bunch of...1's
sure you...that the people who take the bus to St. Louis to
see the St. Lounis Cardinals play...you know, they're enjoy-
ing some levity. However, those whoao..the driver is not
allowed to enjoy this type of a privilege and we're tryimg to
separate the driver from the passengers and xe're getting
carried away with passenger cars. 'That is right, we're sup-
pose %o bave...if you have am open coptaiper im a passenger
car, 1 remember that bill, you have to have it in the trunk
of the.car. ) -

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE ERUCE)

Sepator BHall.

SENATOR HALL:

That*s all...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOB ERUCE)

Senator Chew.

SENATCR CHEW%:

Pass, Mr. Fresideant. He ansvered the guestion.
PREESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Sepator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

1f I might, woauld the sponsor listen and let ue repeat
what we think this does and see if this is correct because
there has been some confusion. In a passenger automokile, 2o
one, no passenger, no driver, no nobody cam have a...an open
bottle of alcohol, beer, liguor, whatever, number ome. Cor-
rect? Secopdly, in abny vehicle, no matter what it ig, the

driver may not have in possession a...an open bottle of alco-
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hol. The exception for the possessiocn of open alcohol is
limited to a chartered bus, crdimarily...wshich is being used
for the purposes for which a chartered is ordinarily used, in
which case, the passengers may have open alcchol but gsot the
driver. And secondly, in a so-called recreational...let's
see, they call it a motorhome or mipimotorhome as defined inm
some other part of the code, the passenger may have open
alcohol but not the driver. Is all of that correct, Hr.
Sponsox?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATORE CEMUOZIG)

Senator Vadalabene...S€nator..a
SENATOR NETSCH:

All right. <That's fine.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator...Senator...Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

So, Sepator Dawm Netsch is ezxactly righ*t. And...and
again with this bill, like the other bill, the sixteen and
seventeen year ol1d bill, you 4got carried away ipto other
categories. Ycu know, you get a sixteen and se&enteen year
0old kid in a car, you know, I don?t care if he's in an air-~
plane or...otr in a ktoat, or whatever, where in the bell d4id
he get the beer or the liquor? He’s not suppcsed to have it
in the first place, the sixteen and seventeen year olg. But
that's pot an argument to defeat this bill, and I ask for a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENKATOR DENMUZIO)

All right. Sénator Bruce.
SENATGR BEUCE:

Well, we're...we're cracking dcwn on drusken drivers,
every bill we've passéd. #e're getting tough on everybody.
We've..-we're not going to let them bhave any court super-
vision for five year convictions. One <ccnviction ezd you

lose your license and everytbing else. Right bow the law is
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that if you®re im a car you caan't have ag open beverage con-
tainer. If you're...and the present law says if you're in a
charter bus you can. What this bill says that everycme that
has got one of those little recreatiomal vehicles running up
and down the highway with an RV license plate cn it, if...if
they have a passenqger compartment separated from the driver
they can all drink. Row, if you don't think thevdriver's not
going to drink, you haven®t been in those rascals. And those
are large vehicles, those are motorhomes and micimotcrhomes.
I'n not going to suppert it. If those guys want to rum up
and down the highway and drink, do it scre other place.
Charter buses, fine. Tha* quy gets picked up, he's driamking,
it*s not just a little violation that they put cm your card,
he loses his job. 2nd I'm sure that Greybound Bus Company
and all the other charter bus compapies, if that driver even
sniffs a little alcohol, be's out. I'm not.sure that the gquy
out on a Sunday afterpoon, going to the Cubs ball ganme,
rolling down BRoute 66...and all the guys in the back are hav-
ing one, I'm mot confident that he's really worried akbout not
having one. And this bill ought to stay right here.
PRESIDING OFFICER:2 (SENATOE DEMUZIC) I )
Senator Bocka.

SENATGR EOCK:

Thank you, Hr. President. 2Again, so...I hope wefre all
talking about the same bill. This says, as I understand it
and having just looked up the cross reference, it says very
specifically, %No driver may," and then except as applies to
Section C, the driver canmot and now...Dnow the exempt out of
the illegal transport certain vehicles. We are exespting
out, it aprears, charfer buses and we are exempting out
motorhome or minimotorhome as defined im Secticn 1-145, which
says, "Motorhome, minihome or van/camper, self contained
motor vehicle not used commercially designed or permanertly

converted to provide living quarters for recreational camping
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or travel use with direct walk through access to the living
guarters froe the driver’s seat." So the purpose of this is
to just take those cut of the...out of the prohibition
against having alcoholic beverages in that...to allow those
who ride im the back of a camper to have a beer.
PRESIDING OFFICEK: (SENATOR DENUZIGC)

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALMEBEKE:

I couldn't have explained it better than Senator EKock,
and I ask for a favorakble vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Jones. Oh, wait a nminute. I'm sorry, Sena-
tor...Jerone Joyce.
SENATOE JEROME JCYCE:

Yes, I just bave opne gquestion...all oqf +this, the
pinimotorhomes, is it apything with ap BV plate?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABEXNE:

No, I dop*t think it applies to an Bv‘plate;
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DERDZIC)

Senator Jones. Sepator Jones passes. Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

YeSeealo.oX would just 1like to...somecne o aDswer a
simple gquestion. Does the bill merely make the existing
violation a movimg violation? The existipg violation is anot
a moving violation. 211 this does is make it a moving viola-
tion, so you are assessed 'peints. Isn't that all it is?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DENUZIC)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALAEENXNE: '

Yes, it's @...violation and you're assessed points.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIOQ)

a1l right. Senator Chew. Senator Eruce for the
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second...Senator Bruce for the second time.
SENATGCR EBUCE:

Yes, 1 just want to make it clear for those of you who
don't understand vans and RV license plates, the Secretary of
State will license as an KV vehicle any van that has a perma-
nently attached facility for sleeping in it, and if you take
and pail in a bed in the back, they will give you anm &V
plate, that's a opinisotorhome and anybody that drives in
those rascals can drink, not the driver. And if you think he
won't drink, vote for this bill. If you tbink he will drink,
you ought to take a look at it.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATGCR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, ¥r. President. This kill was heard in
Transportation Comamittee and I did bave scme objections. And
the objection that I had to the legislation is that if
you...if you. have a wmotor vehicle home, ycu say decide to
take your family and go on vacatiom. You wmay bhave in the
living gquarters there some open liqucr. No one may not
even...nay not even be drinking at that particﬁlar point in
time -~but, however, just the transportation of that liguor at
that point you can be charged...I mean prior to this partic-
ular piece of legislation, you could be charged for trans-
portation of oper beverages...alcohol beierages in that
motorhone. So, 1 was the one that recommended t0 Senator
vadalabene that we have this amendment. BHBowever, as...as a
previous Senator pointed out, this legislation will make it a
poving violation for the driver which is currently anot part
of the law. So, it's a very good bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DEMUZIC)

All right. Sepator Chew is the last speaker.

SENATGOR CHER#:

Thapk you, Mr. Fresident. MNost of the things that have
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been said, I think Sepator Egam capped it off, and secondly
we're not dealing a* all with automobiles. The bill does mnot
state automobile apyplace im it. So the gquestions that bhave
been asked about automobiles, the question is mute cause this
legislation does not deal with it. Secondly, we have current
statutory laws on our books to deal with one who drives and
coansupes alcohol. And if the bus driver of the vehicle...or
recreational vehicle driver is invclved im drinking
.alcohols-..alcohol we currently have laws to deal with that.

So this is just %o tighten up what has Leen loosely
described. And I would ask for a favorable rcll call.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

All right. Sepator Vadalabene Bay close.
SERATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr...this is a good kill and I would ask
for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEAUZIQ)

The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 173 fpass. ‘those in
favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The voting.is OF€R.
Have all voted who wish? BHave all voted who uisﬁ? Bave all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that guestion, the Byes
are 42, the Nays are¢ 13, & voting Present. Senate Eill 173
having received the required constitotional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 174, Senator Chew., FEead the
bill, Mr. Secretary. 211 right. That*s on the recall

list...is there leave to take it out of the reccrd? leave is

Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Eill 175.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

granted. Senate Bill 175, Senator Chew. Read the bill, ¥r.
}

3rd reading of the Lbill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIC)

Senator Chev.
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SERATCE CBEW:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlenmen. 1his
bill permits...court supervision once in a five-year period
for DUI offenders. ¥e have amended that to say, "DUI offend-
ers that were convicted.” Thatt*s all it does. 1I*d ask for a
favorable rcll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator Earkbausen.
SENATOR EARKHAUSEN:

I'm not sure any further explanation is wanted or neceded,
but just to second what Sepator Chew has said, and as the
hyphenated sponsor of the bill. This is aimed at situations
uhere-..kh;re DUI defendants...offenders have repeatedly been
placed on supervision, and in order for us to ga om record as
tc how we feel about the seriouspess of this offense, we want
supervision if it's going be giver at all, to ke limited to
jost once in any five-year pericd, not only for those who
have been convicted of DUI but also for those who have been
placed on supervision before withim the five-year period. I
think it?s a...important that we take at least this step. As
pany of you know, there is legislation elseuhefe in the proc-
ess wkich would require a record to be kept of all occasions
wvhen a DUI defendant is placed on supervision, pot ogly when
a remedial program is...is part of that supervision; tut . any
instance in which a defemdant is placed on supervision. So
together with that legislation, I thipk this will be a sig-
nificant step forward in gétting tough with T0I defendants,
and I would ask your support.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Schunemabn.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

e-.indicates he will yield.  Senator Schunesan.
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, I have a guestion pertaining to the provisioyp inm
the bill which would permit court supervision only one tize
within a five-year period for ©[DU0I. As I understand the
present situation, if a personm is om court supervision angd
goes through, for example, a one-—year probationary period
without any other offenses, the...the record is expunged.
And I'm curious to kopow how some other court in the State
would know whether or not an offender sight bhave had an
offense within a five-year period? .

PRESIDIKNG OFFICER: {(SENATOR LEMOUZIQ)

Senator Chew.

SENATGCR CHE&R:

Yes, thank you, Senator. The bill clearly states that
the five-year period would apply to the exrungesent of <their
record and that record being kept would ke availakble for
other arresting officers or courts to insgect, and they would
know that it has happened withip a five-year period. It is
not one year as it is now. It"s two years, not onme, but now
it will be five years before that record soculd bé expunged in
order to maimtain the purity of the five-year period.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR LEMUZIC)

Senator Schupeman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAK:

gell, you may have answered my guesticn, btut I didn"t...l
didn*t catch it if you did. My...my concern is this, Sena-
tor, that somecne might be put og couft supervision ip a
court in Cook County, for example, and a year or so later
have an offense out in DuPage County or scme other coﬁnty,
and since the original court doces ©nDot keep a recorg
nor...well, they may keép a record of that, but I don?t think
there*s any vay that send that record to any clearinghouse so
that the subsequent court would know whether there is an

offense within five years, and I'm curious as to bow that
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would be worked out.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIOQ)

Senator Chew.

SEKATOR CHER:

Yes, sir, that is sent to the Secretary of Statets Office
now¥. So that's the agency that would have that record avail-
able,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATCE DEMUZIC)

Senator Schunerpan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Under the bill...under the provisiops cf your bill...it
has +to be reported then +to the...the Secrstary of State.
Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LDEMUZIOQ)

Senator Chew.

SENATCE CHEW: .

That's correct, sir.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SEXNATOE DENMDZIQ)

A1l right. Senator Kenneth Hall.
SENATOR EALL:

Thanks, Mr. Presidest and memhers...Senatoi, 1 want to
get +his straight. %bat did you say..-I mean, what are you
saying that it is sent to the Secretary of State? The super-
vision is not sent to the Secretary of State, I'm sure.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO$ ‘

Senator Chevw.

SENATQR CHEN:

The question of supervision was pot discussed by the
Secretary of State, Senator Hall. Ee said the record teo
ascertain whether that person bhad been under supervisiosn
within the period so described in this bill. Rot supervision
but the record itself.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENMUZIQ)

Senator Hall.
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SEHATOR HALIL:

How..-how did you arrive to go to a term of five years?
WhY.e.why such...so excessive?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR DEMUZIG)

Sepator Chew.

SENATOR CHENW:

The State?s Attorney of Cook County, the chie¢f...judge of
traffic court, the Secretary of State, State of Illipois and
other state's attorneys held a news conferemce and four days
of hearings to ascertain the period that wculd ke cozparable
o what all of the agencies agreed uponm, fror two to five.
Now this doesn't mean that he's incarcerated fcr five years
or two. It*'s Jjust that these records w%ill ke kept and the
clearing agencies, sir, would be the Secretary of State’s
office which again would answer the guestion that you're
probabaly goirg to ask, which I've already anssered, and that
is that there is an agency that will maintain the record of
this offender. And the five years was determined through
state®s attorpeys and chief judges of +traffic courfs, and
they brought the bill to us, went through ﬂotcr‘Vehicle Laws
and Judiciary, and that®’s the answer to your guestiop, sir.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR BALL:

fell, I have ocne other guestion. Loes this remove the
courts from the right tc provide supervision? Does this do
that? '

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR LEMUZIO)

Senator Chewa
SENATOR CHEW:

No, sir, it does noé.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
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Thank you, Mr. Eresident. And Senator Schuneran, if you
would pay attention, I think ®e got the ansuer to your gques-
tion. Youn ought to lock further down the Calendar. Senator
Chew's got amother bill, it*s 468, that requires everybody to
report supervision to the Secretary o¢f State's Office.
You're correct. Today there is no requirement. Many of the
clerks of the courts have voluntarily turpned in this report
to the Secretary of State but they are nct magdated by law tc
do s0. Senator Chew's bill, 468, will make them do that. So,
if +that bill passes then everything tracks. 1It's two bills,
that's correct. It's pot in ihis bill.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOE LCEMUZICG)

211 right. Any further discussicn? 21l right, Senator
Che¥...t0 close.

SENATCR CBE®:

Thank you, for the time, ¥r. Eresident, and I ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATOR DEMUZIC)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 175 rpass. Those in
favor vcte Aye. Those opposed vcte Nay. The voting is ogen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted xho uish? Have all
voted-who wish? Take the record. Gn that question, the Ayes
are 56, the Nays are zero, none voting Present. Sepate Bill
175 baving received the required constituticnal majority is
hereby declared passed. Senate Bill 176, Senator Schaffer.
Bead the bill, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY: -

Senate Eill 176.

{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Schaffer.

SEEATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President apd members of the Senate, this bill gets
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into a fairly controversial area, property tax assesswment,
and into an even more controversial area in that particular
portion of government, that which involves assessment egual-
ization and the multiplier. Those of us whc had the honor to
serve ipn either House last year will recall in the campaign
the State wmultiplier was a very hot issuve. This bill
attempts to resolve that problem. It is nct a tax relief
bill, I'm not billing it as that. 1I'm billing it as a tax
refores bill. If you're familiar with the assessment situa-
tion downstate, and I should sentionm this till opnly effects
downstate, we bhave a fairly simple system when it works and
it*'s based on soxe very simple premises. Cne, that the town-
ship assessors egualize and assess property within the con-
fines of their townships; that the county Sufper-
visor...assesspent and the board of review egualize...in
townships within the county and that the State egualize as
counties. Khat bas happened with the current nmultiplier 1is
that we have inadvertently created a system whereby the
locals assess far belew the legal limit and then wait for
State Government to come in with the multiplier énd ¥€ get to
be the heavies. %ell, us being the heavies isn't the most
offensive part of it. The two most offepsive things that I
+hink this bill will resolve are; one, that the counties are
not equalizing Dbetween townships which creates glarimng
ineguities in property tax assessment and tax xevenues
throughout downstate Illinois. Apd, two, it effectively
denies the property GWRer d&ﬁnstate the right o p-otest
their +taxes because by the time the property owner finally
figures out what the real assessed value c¢f his property is,
the time for frotest has come and gone because he doesn't
£find that out until after he sees what the State multiplier
is. This bill would simply mandate the county supervisr: of
assesspent to egqualize townships to approximately the

thirty-three and a third target. It*s mathematically - cos-
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sible to hit it exactly, so we give them a ccuple of percent-
age points leeway either way. It would give the supervisor
of assessmpent an additiopal stipend to his salary for taking
this additional turden, and controversial kurden I might add.
That's the the carrot. The stick...there's a stick énd a
fairly heavy one. The first year that a county failed to do
thiS...in some cases, by the way, it is not the supervisor of
assessment, it is, in fact, the reflecticn of the county
poard policy, they would be denied the half salary stigend
that we send to the county gemeral fumds for the supervisor
of assessmest. The =second vyear we would take the county
revenue sharing money that would normally go to the county
and redistribute it to the school districts within the cor-
fines of that county. I believe it*s an effective way o
solve the property tax controversy in downstate Illimois. I
believe that it would provide eguity and- justice in the
downstate assessment fpractices. It does rnot affect Ccok
County. In all candor, I think it*s precsumptuous for a
downstater like myself to tell Cock County how to run assess-
nente I would be happy to respond and support any consepsus
program that the County of Ccok had. I tbink' it*s a gcod
pill.~ Ip @y county, the supervisor of assessment tells bis
assessors to assess at 17.65 percent. Thep we come ip, put
big multiplier on and he Xerox off forms telling people to
write their legislators about the fate mﬁltiplier- vell,
they wrote se, I got the message and here's the respopse. Be
happy to answer any guestions you have.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussion? The
guestion is,...Senator Schaffer, do you wish to close? The
question is, shall Sernate Bill 176 pass. Those imn favor vwote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The vating is open. Have all
those voted who wish2? Have all those voted who wish? Have

all those voted whc wish? Take the record. Ga that gues-
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tion, the Ayes are 54, the ¥ays are 4, nome voting Eresent.
" Sepate Bill 176 having received the reguired constituticpal

majority is declared passed...Senate Bill 185, Senator Chew.
Senate Bill 186, Senator Buzbee. KRead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tarye.
SECRETABY:

Senate Eill 186.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIO)

Senator Euzbee.
SENATGR EUZEEE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This is the bLill that deals
with what is known as the Casual Leficit act. 1t would
reguire the General Assembly to authorize by law three bhun-
dred milliop dollars in FY *83 from the Geperal KRevenue Fund
to met casual deficits. I%* also sets the ipterest rate on
borrowed funds at the standard rate for government bonds.
The Casual Deficit Act was enacted in 1897, at that time the
General Assembly =met only once every tsuc yearé and, there-
fore,-.-.the act was established to allow the Govermor to
borrow money in the event that the State got into dire finan-
cial situation. This..-this public policy was restated in
the 1970 Constituticn by saying that the Governcr, and the
Comptroller, and the Treasurer could borrow up to fifteen
percent of the State’s fiscal year appropriaticns to meet
casual deficits for emergencies that vere not accoonted for
in the budget. So the fifteen percegt limit in Lorrou-—
ing...power is sanctioned by the Constitution, Article 1V,
Section 9. This would delimit that ability ky the Governor
to the +tune of saying only fifteen percent of the .Gemeral
Bevenue Fund could ke borrowed. This inserts the C:imeral
Assembly in its <rightful place ip keeping comtrol ¢:-: the

expenditures of the State and keeping ccntrol ove. the
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authority of the Governor and...and his akility to borros.
Now...to the best of =y knowledge, the Governor has o
opposition to this bill. It is simply stating, clearly, cnce
apnd for all ard succinctly, that, yes, Governor, and Comp-
troller, and Treasurer, you can borrow momey te get <through

an unforeseen financial situation; but that the General

Assembly will have the final say op your akility to so

botrouf This year, for the first time, again, I believe in
the history of our State, we are borrowing short~term to get
through the fiscal year...to get through the...yes, to get
through the fiscal year. This is 1legislation that would
again give the General Assesbly the fipal =say. It
2l1S0ueeit...it restricic...it does five Ltasic things. It
resticts to three hupdred million dollars the atility of the
Governor to borrow. Secondly, it establishes that fifteen
percent applies only to the General Revenue Fund. Thirdly,
it sets the interest rate op funds borrowed <o either the
greater of anine peréent or one hundred and tuwenty-five per-
cent of the rate for the most recent date shown in the twenty
GO bonds index of average municipal bond yields in the ©rost
recent addition of the bond buyer. Four, i; provides that
repayment of the loan be made pursuant to appropriatic¢ams for
+hat purpose. and, five, it sayes if the General Assesnbly
fails to make appropriations for repayeent of grinciple asnd
interest on the loan, the Ccmptrcller and fhe Treasurer are
authorized to make the necessary transfers and payments. 1
would try to ansser any questions.

PRESIDIKG OFFICEE: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussicn? The
guestion is, shall Semate Bill 186 fass. Those...in £faver
vote Aye. vmhose opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. BHave
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take ﬁhe record. On that guestion, the Ayes are

52, the Nays are 7, nome voting Present. Senate Bill 186




Fage 216 - MAY 19, 1983

having received the required copstitutional npajority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 188, Senator Harovitz. Eead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECHETARY:

Senate Eill 188.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the kill.
PBESIDING OFFICE: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MABGVIIZ:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and peabers of the Senate.
Sepate Bill 188, ia its present form, repcnds to a request by
the Executive Compittee, a bipartisan request from both sides
of the aisle, to release certain salaried emplcyees from the
requirement to file ethic statements. It, of course, main-
tains those‘ elected officials thoce-..confirmed Ly the
Senate, but it would release people like firemen, plumbers,
policemen, teachers, sign printers and those other individu-
als for whom the expenses in the counties are...are very
large for space requiregents, £or...toc keep peoéle to file
these docuzents, tc maintain these records. In the County of
Cook alone, there are nearly seventy thousand statenents
filed, and most of these, cther than elected officials and
those who were subject to Senate confirmation and im policy
positions, are never, never reguested. Thcse xho are elected
officials, this does amot affect them at all. Those who are
in policy positions and subjéct to Senate confirmaticn, this
doesn*t affect thes at all. But Senator Bock and the Kepub—
licap side of the aisle said it's a...we keep increasing the
level; first it was twenty thousand, thean twenty-five thou-
sand, the bill went in ét thirty-five thousand, why dcn't we
just exempt those that this was mever intended to appiy to
and keep those we ar€...really we peed to find out wha® the

status of their ethic statement is, and I would ask for vour
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favorable support of Senate Bill 18€.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGB LDEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator...Jeremiab Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAB JOYCE:

A question of the spopsor if...

PRESIDING OFFICEEB: {SENATOR LEHUZIG)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Jeremiah Jojyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAR JOYCE:

Ifu...if you know when this...when the original legis-
lation was enacted, was there some discussicg of the likeli-
hood that people would come in under...under tbis? %as this
thought of at the tipe, do you know?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARCVITZ:

I am told, and I was told today, that when this was orig-
inally enacted, and I was not here whez it was originally
enacted, it was not intended to cover ordimary public
employees in nonpolicy positiops, not elected officials and
those not confirred by the Senmate, but the lapguage was broad
and, therefore, d}d include those that we uculé now attempt
to exempt by this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICEER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOE JEREMIAH JOICE:

Well, wait...wait, you know, I mean, it seems to me that
there must have been some discussion at that tipe.
They...someone must have foresav what sas'happening- There
zust have been some reasom for this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR LEMUZIQ)
Senator Marovitz.
SERATOR MABOVITZ:
I dont't remember the voting on the original legislationm,

but I don't know of amy particular reason to have thousands




Fage 218 - HAY 19, 1983

of school teachers, and firemen, and plumbers, and sign
painters, and et cetera, et cetera file these statements shen
ve keep escalating if...if...unless we keep escalating the
level...the salary level, more and more and zcre people xill
come under this and we will have the expend Eore rmgney in
county government for people tc provide sgpace to paiptain
these records, tO.-.and...and the expenses...has beccre
exorbitant, and I do pot believe that the individuals that we¢
would be exempting here were originally interded to e under
the...the legislation. Those people who...run government and
are involved with the running of governpent, positively
should resain under this legislation and will. And
there's...this doesn't change their respcnsibilty to file
ethics statements one iota.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIQ)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAE JCYCE:

¥Well, under your legislation, for exasgple, would a police
commander in the City of Chicago file a statezent? ‘
PRESIDING OFFICEE: {(SEXATCR LEMUZIC) ‘

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOE MABCVITZ:

No, be would note.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

But wait...wait, Dawn, let hip apswer the guestionm, or do
you want to get over and stand next to hinZ Amnswer the ques-
tion again...I'm confused. Presently, a golice compander in
the City of Chicago files a statement the sase as we do,
right?

PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR LENUZIC)

Serator Harovitz.

SENATCR MARCVITZ:
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That's correct.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Now, if we pass this legislation, police commanders will
not file these statements. Is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Marovitza.

SENATOR MAKCVITZ:

That is correcta.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCENMUZIC)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREKIAB JOYCE:

Are there other persons sipilarly situated who would
not...who presently file ethic statementsAwhc would not file
a statement other than, you know, you say; sigm painters,
well, we don®t want sign painters and all that, but...but are
there cther people similarly sitvated who, you know, the
great comcers is that we have cur statesent in there,
are...are there other people similarly situated? The police
commanders ¥ho aI€e..iS...is liable to be off ‘the-..off the
straight path as we are, I suppose, who would be exempt under
your legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARCVITZ:

I'm not sure .what you mean by off the straigbt path,
bute..biute.-but...but firemen, and teachers, and other public
employees who, ir my opinion and the opinion of the Executive
Compittee from both sides of the aisle, this 2ct should not
COVErCae.would...would heretofore be exempted. ¥hat has hap-
pened under this Act is...as it was originally put ir it,
covered only a certain segment of people, and then av sal-

aries escalated, more and wnore fpeople that never vere
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intended to become upder <the Act, came under the Act.
School teachers, plumbers, and sign painters, whether you
Say...we're going tc worry about them...but they do have to
file that ethic statement, and someone has toC...someone has
to maintaip thcse records apd someone has tc find space for
those thousands, and thousands, and thousands of records.
Now if 7you think +that...that those people should do it,
that's fine. And I...you know, if.o..if you're...if you don't
want the legislation, that's fine, too. This is...the legis-
lation as I originally inmtrodsced itr, just raised the level
from twenty-five thousand to thirty-five thcusand. That is
the way the bill was introduced. The Executive <Committee
said, and Senator BRock said, and it was agreed to by the
Republicas side of the aisle, why don®t we just exempt all
those people ¥ho...who...who really we're sot interested in
theilfe.-in like teachers, and policemen, and plumbers, and
firemen, and those kinds of people, keer the elected offi-
cials, the government employées, those who are subject to
Senate confirmation im, ipstead of kee;ing..-eécalating
thee.othe level of salaries so that w#e don't get' the people
that we origipally didm*t want to get. That ¥as the Ekill
that was originally ipiroduced. I amended it tc conmply with
the request of the Executive Committee-‘ 4
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator JOyCce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well...well, you know, let's focus ip- on what se're
talking about. The reason that we bave this is because the
public wants to know if someone is doing-something or getting
something from somewbere or someplace that they're pot sup-
posed to ke getting scmétbing from, right? Senator Marovitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATGR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR BAROVITZ:
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Righta
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DENUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAR JOYCE:

Then why are we amy different than police commanders 1in
Chicago, than deputy coammissiopers dim Chicago, all these
other people that we've been reading about in the neuspapers
over the years as much as we've read about State legislators?
Rby should they be any different than us?

PRESIDING OFFICEER: (SENATOB DEMUZIQ)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARCVITZ:

We are in a pelicy making position. OCkay? If...if you
don't want this legislation.-.I'n...I answered the gquestion.
I answered the gquestion. I answered the gquestion, if you
don't accept my answer, I'm sorry. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DEMUZIC)

A1l righbt. Semator Joyce, are Yyou through? VSenator
Joycea
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Yeaha 70ee-tCew-t0 the bill, okay. No éuesticg of the
sponser, to the kill. I'm trying to make the point that the
clamor for this thing that we have this...ethic statenment,
the clamor from this thing came out there tecause of the con-
duct of primarily people other thanm pembers ‘of the General
Assenmbly. Now, Wwe are going to take thos¢ people out who
were in a large part responsible for this in the first place
and we remain under it. I have no problem teing upder it,
but I say, shat*s good for us, is good for then. They, 1in
fact, were the cause of it in the first place.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO,
Senator Netscha.
SENATOR KETSCH:

Thank you. I w=ight add amotler versiom of why so many
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people vere included when the bill was first passed, and it's
not a particularly nice explanation, but I think it was =made
as broad as it was ip part because there were some wbo were
voting on it who didn't want it at all, and they thought if
it iocluded the whole world it would lose some of its effec-
tiveness. So, by that token, I think it nakes some sense to
eliminate a large number of the pecple for whom I think
ite..admittedly it was not designed. The only thing that
concerns @me is you may have eliminated just a few too many.
I think the idea of...just crdinary State emplcyees, upniver-
sity teachers, or whatever, simply because they are over that
amount is fine. ©No one really wants to see...in fact, as faz
as anyope knows, no cne has ever locked at any of their ethic
statements, but there pay be some policy making positions
that are still...that are going to be exempted by your bill.
Thatts the ome thing that comcerns me. Llet e Jjust
quickly...it would still include, of course, members and
candidates for the General Assembly; wmesters and candidates
0f-.-..0f the Executive Branch, the elected cfficers, i assume;
the board of trustees of the University of Illinﬁis; members,
candidates or nominees of any cosmission or bcard created by
the Constitution; Fpersons subject to Senate confirmation,
which would include all of are cabinet menmkers, our <comRerce
compission nembers and pecple at that level; menkters angd
candidates of any Judicial position; and sesbers and candi-
dates of 1local school boards, ccmmﬁnity ccllege boards and
appointed members of zoning boards, plapning cosmissigns and
any board of review, although it would presumably exclude
elected members of a...for example, the Board of Appeals
0fee-in Cook County which is why I'm suggesting that it may
go a little bit farther.than it really sbculd.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senatlre.=

SENATOR NETSCH:
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That was in part a guestion...wben I got down to the end.
PRESIDINE OFFICEE: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

31l right. Senator Marovitz.

SENATOE MARGVITZ:

In addition to the...the ones that you included apnd per-
haps maybe you mentioned this. It says, "Mezbers ard candi-
dates of local scheel boards, community college boards,
appointed members cf zoning boards, plabaning commissions and
aﬁy...and koard of review.® I would...I sould assume that
the board of tax appeals is a board of review and would
include that. S0, it...what...what I*'z not trying to do is
exclude anybody that really wse should find cut ab§ut their
ethic statement and whether they...they is fact are doing
anything untosard to the...to the people of the State ¢f
Illinois. What we're tryiog to do is to exclude people like
teachers, like £firemen, 1like pclicemen,- those pecple who
really protably should not have beep included in the Ifirst
place, and for whom it is a greater burden for the county,
cost-wise, to include rather, thanm exclude.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOE LCEMUZIC)

. ¥ell, Sepator Netsch, your time bas expired. Senator
Netsch.

"SENATOR KETSCH:

Just one point or that. Again, I...l agree with what you
are basically trying to do, and I think I wéulﬁ just suggest
+hat whether it passes or not, and I assume it may, that you
look at it carefully again Eecause it seems tc me that those
who are involved, for example, with reviewing tax assess-—
ments, an elected board of appeals in Cook County or the
appointed boards of review in the counties, it seems to =me,
are people who might well be...continue tc ke subject to it,
and I'm not sure that you have not eliminated some part of
that, and I think that ought to be checked very carefully.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR LEMUZIO)
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Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. As Minority Sgokesman on the
Executive Committee, the...this bill really didn't <teceive
very mpuch of a hearing in committee. It was one...one of
many, many bills that were voted out in a hurry. I voted for
the bill that night in the belief that it could Le put in
proper order. But listening to the debate bere, I really
don't +think it is in proper order and I think the sponsor
ought to either take it out of the record znd 4c some WOrk on
it or...I, persopally, am going to vote agaimst the kili.
PBESIDING OFFICEK: {SENATOE LENUZIG)

Any further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Marovitz.

SENATOR MARGVITZ:

Well, I...okay, we'll pull it out of the record ande..acd
1'11 pull it back to 2nd and just make it the origimal bill.
PBESIDING OFFICEK: {SENATCE LENUZIC)

a1l right, take it out of the record. Senate
Bill...Senator EocCk. .

SENATGR BCCK3

In fairness to the gmembers, we had ipdicated six o'clock
was the bewitching bour. It has arrived. 1If there is some
paper sork to be done, 1 think we ought *c do it. i*d ask
the mpembers, please, we will adjourn uptil nine ofclock
tomorrov morning, asd if we can be fprompt and present, we
will conclude prozptly no later than two c'clock tcmorrow
afternoon. . .

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR TEMUZIC)

Besolutions.

SECBETAERY:
The. following resolutions are congratulatcry.
Senate Besolutiom 171, Senator Zito.

Senate Eesolutiom 172, Senators Lepke, Iechowicz and
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others.

Senate Eesolution 173, Senator Eeckera

Senate Resolution 174, Senator LelAngelis.
PBESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIO)

Consent Calendar.

SECRETAKY:

Senate Resolution 175, by Senator Vadalakere.

Apd Semate Resolntion 176, Ly Senator Gec-Karis.

Senate Joint BResolution 43, by Senator Keats.

PEESIDING CFFICER: {(SENATOR CENUZIO)

Executive. Senator Lemke, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR LEMKE:

-..1 have Senate.;.Resoluticn 166 which was sent to
comepittee and I think we should adopt it. What this is, is a
rescluticn concerning the University of Illimois Art Exhibirt.
PEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR LEMUZIG)

#ell, Semator, if it's in coprittee...
SENATCR LEBKE:

(Machine cutoff).-.in committee I talked tc the chairman,
he is agreeable, and I think we should -send the resclution
now to the OUniversity of Illimncis so the art exhikbit ¥ill
cease.and they don't start up again.

PRESIDIEG OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Rock has moved +to adjournm till onpime o'cleck
tomorrow morning, Thursday, Bay 20th...Friday, BHay 20th.
Senator Pruce, do you seek recognition? All right. Senator
Rock has moved to adijcurn uniil nipe o*clock sorming. 211 in
favor =signify gy say Aye. Opposed. The Senate stands

adjourned until tomorrovw morming, nine c'clock.

END CF BEEL




