83RD GENERAL ASSENBLY
BREGULAR SESSION

HAY 22, 1984

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

The hour of ten o®clock having arrived, the Senate will
come to order. All nurauthorized individuals will please
vacate the Floor. Hembers of the Senate will be in their
seats. Our guests in the gallery please rise. Our prayer
today will be by the Reverend Hugh Cassidy of +the Blessed
Sacrament Church, Springfield, Illinois. Father Cassidy.
REVEREND CASSIDY:

{Prayer given by Beverend Cassidy)
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Beading of the Journal. Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I nove that reading and
approval of the Journals of Tuesday, May the 15th; Wednesday,
May the 16th; Thursday, May the 17th; Friday, May the 18th
and Monday, May the 21st in the year 1984, be postponed pend-
ing arrival of the printed Journals.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENODZIO)

You've heard the motion. A1l those in favor signify by
saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The nmotion is
adopted. BResolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 636, Senator Savickas and all Sena~-
tors...it's congratulatory.

Senate BResolution 637, Senator Davidson and all Senators,
and it*s congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 638, by Senator Lemke. It's congrat-
ulatory.

Senate BResolution 639, by Senator Kustra. It's a death
resolution.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Consent Calendar. Senator Luft, for what purpose do you

arise?

SENATOR LUFT:
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Add a hyphenated...thank you, Mr. President. I°'d ask
leave to add Senator DeAngelis as a hyphenated cosponsor to
House Bill 3055.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

A1l right, you'’ve heard the request. 1Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. Yes, the...this morning, s¢ the nenbers
will be alert, we will go to House Bills on 1st reading and
after that we will go to bills on...on recall. So, if you
have a bill that's to be recalled, you might be prepared to
be ready this morning. House Bills 1st reading. Mr. Secre-
tarye
ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)

House Bill... 1335, by Senator Bruce.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 1395, by Senator Netsch.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1528, Senator Lemke.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2570, Senators Hudsom and Philig.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2596, Senator Darrow.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

2668, Senator Rupp.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2707, Senator Luft.

{Secretary reads title of Lill)

2735, senators Bock and Philip.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2865, Senator Weaver.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2905, Senator Etheredgea

{Secretary reads title of bill)
2909, by Senator J. E. Joyceas

{Secretary reads title of bill)
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House Bill 2910, by the same sponsor.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2927, Senator Sangmeister.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3031, by Senator Smith.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
«se 3065, by Senator Etheredge.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 3072, by Senmator Darrow.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3090, Senator Etheredge.
(Secretary reads title of Lill)
House Bill 3020...3123, by Senator Sangmeister.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 3201, by Senators Vadalabeme and Schuneman.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 3202, by Senator vVadalabene and Schuneman.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 3206, by Senator Macdonald.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 3246, Senator Degnan.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bills.
House Bill 2908, by Senator J. E. Joyce.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill 2569, by Senators Hudson and Philip.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill 3027, by Senator Geo-Karis.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill 3098, by Senator Geo-Karis.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
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1st reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Resolutions.

SECBETARY:

Senate Resolution 640 offered by Senators Darrow, Rock,
Welch, Demuzio and Luft, congratulatory.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Consent Calendar. All right. With leave of the Body, we
will go to the Order of 3rd Reading Becalls. Is leave
granted? Leave 1is granted. Let me give you the list of
bills that are...2 list of bills have been passed out indi-
cating the appropriate numbers of those bills that are...to
be recalled, and we will start down that list and go as far
as Ve can. Senate Bill 1381, Senator Schaffer. Senator
Schaffer seeks leave of the Body to return the bill to the
Oorder of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. 1Is
leave granted? Leave is granted.

SECRETARY:

Amendment Nb. 2 offered by Senator Schaffer.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

HMr. Presideut and sembers of the Semate, this is the
Chain of Lakes water nmapnagement bill. This amendment puts an
immediate effective date in, something I think would be pru-
dent. It also strikes any reference to the Chain of Lakes
Conmission. It appears conmissions are somewhat controver-
sial this year and we do not wish to confuse the two issues.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

All right. Senator Schaffer moves the adoption of Amend-
ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1381. 1Is there any discussion? If
not, those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. Asendment No...Apendment No. 2 is adopted.

Any further amendments?
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SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1521, Senator #Welch...I mean,
1521, Senator Netsch. Senator Netsch om 1521. W®e will hold
1550, 58 and 1600 for the time being. Senate Bill 1612,
Senator Philip. 1659, Senator Lechowicz. 1725, Senator
Marovitz. Sepate Bill 1790, Senator Darrow. Semate Bill
1845, Senator Jeremiah Joyce. Senator Jeremiah Joyce seeks
leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 1845 to the Grder - of
2nd Reading for the purpose of an apmendsment. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. -

SECRETARY:

Senate...Senate Bill 1845...with Senate Amendment...no...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and mesbers of the Body. Having
voted on the prevailing side on the adoption of
Senate...Anendment Ko. 1 to Senate Bill 1845, I now ...move
to reconsider the vote by which that amendment was adopted.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

A1l right. Senator Jeremiah Joyce moves the reconsider
of...of the vote...having voted on the prevailing side, to
reconsider the vote by which Amendment No. 1 was adopted. 1Is
there any discussion?...if not, those in favor signify by
saying Aye. Opposed BHay. The Ayes have it. The vote |is
reconsidered. Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Presideat and members of the Senate. I
now move to lay on the Table Amendment No. 1 tc Senate Bill
1845,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Joyce moves to Table Amendsent No. 1
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to Senate Bill 1845. 1Is there amy discussion? If not, those
in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Amendment is Tabled. Any further apendsents?
SECBETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR DEMUZIOQ)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1857, Senator Darrow. Senator
Darrow seeks leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 1857 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. 1Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. Mr. Secretarye.

SECRETABY:

Amendment No...Amendment No. 2 cffered by Senmator Darrow.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEBUZIOQ)

Senator Darrov.

SENATOR DARRORK:

Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is a technical amendsment. It clarifies that
there are eight wmembers of the board and staggers the expira-
tion of the initial term for the East Moline appointees. I
move for the adoption of Amendment No. 2.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEHUZIOQ)

Senator Darrow moves the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 1857. Is there any discussion? 1If not, those
in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Ary further amendments?
SECBETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Luft.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Luft,

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the...Senéte. Amendment No. 3 simply creates the Pekin Civic
Center Authority and I would move for its adoption.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)
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Senator Luft moves the adoption of Apmendsent ©No. 3 to
Senate Bill 1857. 1Is there any discussion? 1If not, those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. Ayes have it.
Anendment No. 3 is adopteds Any further amendnents?
SECEETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1868, Senator Barkhausen seeks
leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 1868 to the CGrder of
2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment.Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. MNr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Anendment No. 1 offered by Senator Barkhausen.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, Anendment No. 1
is recommended by the Legislative Reference Bureau to clarify
the preemption language of this bill. It was thought that
the language in the origimal bill was somewhat faulty and, in
addition, this amendment narrows the scope of the preemption
to make it clear that it's only talking about a preemption of
taxation and not an additional preemption. I would nmove its
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

All right. Senator Barkhausen mnoves the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1868. 1Is there any discus-
sion? 1If not, those in favor vote...signify by saying Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have ite Amendment No. 1 is adopted.
Any further amendments?

SECRETABY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1875, Senator Grotberg. Sena-
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tor Grotberg seeks leave...leave of the Body to returm Senate
Bill 1875 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an
asendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. HNr. Secre-
tarye.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Grotberge.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIQ)

Senator Grotkerg.
SENATOR GRCTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President, fellow meabers. Amendment No.
1 to Senate Bill 187% is mostly clarificatios. It started
vith the fact that the conmmunity colleges were 'not specifi-
cally mentioned in the bill, and it adds that SO...rather
than by cross-reference to other chapters that community col-
leges are in this developmental progran. It nmakes gran-
matical corrections and adds two pembers from the business
community to the Council on <Techrological Invention and
Compercialization. I move the adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator Grotberg has moved the adoption of...of Anmendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 1875. 1Is there any discussion? If
not, those in favor vote by signify...signify by saying Aye.
6pposed Hay. The Ayes have it. Anrendment No. 1 is adopted.
Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further agendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZICQ)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1943, Senator Welch. Senator
Welch seeks leave of the Body to return Senmate Bill 1943 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. HNr. Secretary.
SECERETARY:

Apendmsent No. 3 offered by Senmator Helch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR DENMUZIC)
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Senator Welch.
SENATOBR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment was proposed by
the business interests. The purpose of this amendment is to
specifically point out in our bill...concerning issaing of
bonds for hazardous waste facilities that enviromental
facilities, for which bonds can be issued, include facilities
vhich recycle wmethane gas which recycle other types of
hazardous saste but do not include landfills. 1It's mainly an
amendment to clarify the intent of the bill.

PRESTIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB DENUZIO)

Senator Welch moves the adoption of Amendment No. 3 to
Senate Bill 1943. 1Is there any discussion? If not, those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Any further asendsents?
SECBETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIOC)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1946, Senator Luft. Senator
Luft seeks leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 1946 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. 1Is
leave granted? Leave 1is granted. On the Order of 2nd
Reading, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Bigney.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Bigney.

SENATOR BIGNEY:

Mr. President, the subject here, of course, is dealing
with the subject of special wastes. Senate Bill 1946
relieves those manifest reguirements that...that currently
the industry must now deal with. It alsoc provides, however,
that a gquarterly report must be filed by the landfill or who-

ever is receiving that material. All we®re doing with this
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amendment is saying now that that report may be an annual
report instead of a quarterly repori.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Senator Rigney moves the adoption of Amend-
ment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1946. 1Is there any discussion? 1If
not, those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. Amendment No. 2 1is adopted. Any further
amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQO)

3rd reading. W®ith leave of the Body, we will return to
the top of the recall list. We will start over, and if the
menbers will please be advised that ve...¥e're going to start
over one more times om the recall list. Sepate Bill 1521,
Senator Netscha Next year. Senate Bill 1558, Senator
Weaver. All right, with leave of the Body, we'll return to
1558 and 1600 wvhen ¢the appropriations people are on the
Floor. Senate Bill 1612, Senator Philip. Senate Bill 1659,
Senator Lechowicz. Senator Lechowicz om 1659, Senator
Lechowicz seeks leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 1659
to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment.
Is leave granted? Lleave is granted. Opn the Order of 2nd
Reading, Mr. Secretary, Senate Bill 1659.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Lechowicz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Lechowicz is recognized on Amendment 1.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 1 is a technical amendment, it changes
the word from "or" to "and" giving the sunicipalities an
option in...as far as how this bill would ke...would operate.

It's a corrective amendment. I move for its adoption.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Lechovicz moves the adoption of Asmendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 1659. 1Is there any discussion? If not, those
in favor will signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Aayes
bave it. Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further amend-
ments?

SECRETABY:

No further azendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQG)

3rd reading. A1l right. Senator Savickas, for what pur-
pose do your arise?
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of suspending
the rules for the immediate consideration of Scnate Resolu-
tion 636 that is on the Consent Calendar. It*s a congrat-
ulatory resolution for Sister Dorthea at Holy Cross Hospital.
Some people that are down here today from the hospital asso-
ciation would like to bring it back to her in Chicago, and I
would appreciate your suspending the rules, hearing the reso-
lution and passing it so that they can take it back home with
then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIQ)

A1l right...Senator Savickas has aoved to suspend the
rules for the impediate consideration and adoption
of...S5enate Resolution 636. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. Senator Savickas now moves the adoption of Senate
Resolution 636. Is there any discussion? If not, those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Senate Resolution 636 is adopted. Senator Davidson, for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

I'd 1likes..call for a Republican Caucus im Senator

Philip's Office immediately, please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)
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A1l right. Senator Johns on the Floor? Senator Johns.
Senator Bock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you. I®ve conferred with Senator Johas and vwe'd
also 1like +to have a Democratic Caucus inmediately in Roon
212. Republican Caucus also immediately, I...talked with
Senator Philip. In the interest of...setting some outside
deadline and perhaps affording the members an opportunity for
a sandwich, because it's our intent to coge back and begin on
the Order of 3rd Reading amd go through the Calendar as
expeditiously as possible with all due deliberation, but we
will...when we return from the caucus, we will begin on the
Order of 3rd Reading on page 5 and we will go right down the
list. 5So that I would ask the members who have bills on
pages 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 to get their files ready. We will
begin immediately upon the return from the caucus with Senate
Bills on 3rd reading. Friday of this week is our deadline
for substantive Senate bills, and it®s our hope that vwe can
finish our business rather expeditiously. In the meantine,
Democratic and Republican Caucus imsediately. The Democrats
will meet in BRoom 212 and I'd ask that the Senate stamd in
Recess until the bour of twelve-thirty.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator FWNetsch, for w=what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR NETSCH:

Could I ask one question of Senator Bock? A few of us
have bills still on 2nd reading which were left there because
the apendments had not yet arrived from the Beference Bureau.
Will ve have an opportunity to get that done today so that we
can get them onto 3rd reading?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR EOCK:
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Well, we went through 2nd reading yesterday amd everybody
that had some wanted to call it, yeah, we...we'll get to 2nd
reading again, I'm sure there's some concern akout the
eanission bill and some others, we'll...ve'll get there.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

All right. Senator Rock moves that the Sepate stand in

Recess until the hour of twelve-thirty.

RECESS

AFTER BECESS

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
The Senate will stand in Becess until the hour of
one-thirty. The Sepate will stand in Becess until

one~thirty.

RECESS

AFTER BECESS

PRESIDENT:

The Chair indicated...if I can have the attention of the
members in their office, the Chair indicated we would begin
on Senate Bills 3rd reading. There are a new list of
recalls. In order to facilitate the work of our over-worked
employees in Enrolling and Engrossing, let's try to handle
that list and then we will begin at the top with Senator
Sangmeister®s bill on 3rd reading. If you can...if you'll
take a look at the list of recalls, it begins with Senate
Bill 1217, Senator Buzbee. Sepnator Weaver has three bills,
then Semator Philip, then Senator Marovitz, then there®s an
addition, Senate Bill1-7-3-3, 1733, Senator Philip; then
Senators Darrow, Luft, Schuneman; then add Senate Bill 1865,
that*s Senator Weaver; then Senators lLemke and Jeroame Joyce.

Page 6 on the Calendar, on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
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Reading, is found Senate Bill 1217, Senator Buzbee. Senator
Buzbee seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to the
Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendsent. 1Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senmate Bills 2nd
Reading, Senate Bill...617. BHr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3, by Senator Luft.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. PFresident. I have spoken with Senator
Buzbee and bhave his approval of adding this amendment on.
What the amendment does is allow towns of less than five
thousand population to provide for a primary rather than a
caucus if they so choose.

PRESIDERNT:

A1l right. Senator Luft has moved the adoption of Amend-
ment No. 3 to Senate Bill 1217. Any discussion? Is there
any discussion? If not, all in favor of the adoption of the
amendment indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECBETARY:

Ro further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd BReading,
on the top of page 11, is Senate Bill 1558. Senator Weaver
seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to the Order of
2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading,
Senate Bill 1558, Mr. Secretarye.

SECBETARY:

Amendment No. S offered by Senator Weaver.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Weaver.
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SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 5 adds back
two-hundred and eighty-two thousand eight hundred dollars to
the State Nuseum Geological Survey, Natural BHistory Survey
and the Water Survey and I...I would move its adoption.
PRESIDENRT:

All right. Senator Weaver has moved the adbption of
Apmendment No. 5 to Senate Bill 1558, Any discussican? If
not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECBETARY:

Apendment No. 6, by Senator Weaver.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Amendment No. 6, Mr. President, adds back eight hundred
thousand dollars for the Chemical Substance BResearch Progran
and I'd move its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Weaver =moves the adoption of Amendment No. 6 to
Senate Bill 1558. Any discussion? If wnot, all in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARBY:

No further auendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. The bottom of page 13, on the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1600. Senator Weaver
seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to the COrder of
2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave 1is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Eeading,
Senate Bill 1600. #r. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Beaver.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Weaver.
SENATOER NEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 2 adds back
eight...or seven thousand eight hundred dollars for the pur-
chase of an automobile. I'd move its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Heaver moves the adoption of Azendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 1600. Any discussion? 1If not, all in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
apgendpent is adopted. Further apendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1612, is there leave to come back to that
vhen Senator Philip gets on the Floor? Leave. 1725, Senator
Marovitz. Sepator Marovitz on the Floor? 1790, Senator
Darrow. 1791, Senator Luft. Top of page 17 on the Calendar,
on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd BReading is Semate Bill
1791. Senator Luft seeks leave of the Body to return that
bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an asmend—~
aent. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1791. - Nr. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Apendment No. 1, Hr. President.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Luft,
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd 1like toc nove to Table
Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDENT:

A1l right. Senator Luft has moved to reconsider the vote
by which Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1791 was adopted for

the purpose of Tabling. All in favor of the motionm to recon-
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sider indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The wmotion carries. Senator Luft nov moves to Table
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1791. 2Any discussion on the
motion to Table? If not, all in favor indicate by saying
Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. Anendment HNo. 1 is
Tabled. Further amendments, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:

No...no further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Schuneman on 1802. On page 17 on
the Calendar is Senate Bill 1802. Senator Schunenman seeks
leave of the Body to return that bill to the Order of 2nd
Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave 1is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Beadiang,
Senate Bill 1802, Ar. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Asendment No. 1 offered by Senator Philip.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman will be shown as the cosponsor.. Sena-
tor Schunewman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment simply provides
that precinct comasitteemen will automatically become deputy
registrars, and when they file their statement of candidacy
for precinct committeemen, they also take the oath as a
deputy registrar. This is Senator Fhilip®s amendment; I have
no objection to it.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Schuneman has moved the adoption of
Amendzent No. 1 to Senate Bill 1802. 1Is there any discus-
sion? If not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Fur-
ther amendments?

SECBETARY:
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No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Weaver on 1865. On the Order

of

Senate Bills 3rd Reading, the bottom of page 19, or midpage

19, is Senate Bill 1865. Senator ¥eaver seeks leave of

the

Body to return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for pur-

poses of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.

On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1865,

Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Anendment No. 2 offered by Senator Weaver.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Heaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment will impose a

maximum cap of a hundred and fifty thousand for any group

of

insurance companies under substantially the same management

that they must pay annually as its share of cost for super-

vision. I would move its adoption.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Xeaver has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2

to Senate Bill 1865. Any discussion? 1If not, all in favor

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

amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECBETABY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1933, Senator Lenke. On the Order

of

Senate Bills 3rd Reading, the top of page 22, is Senate Bill

1933. Senator Lenke seeks leave of the Body to return

that

bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of am anmend-

ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order

Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1933, Ar. Secretary.

SECBETARY:

of
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Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator lLenke.
PRESIDENT:

Senator lemke.

SERATOR LENKE:

What this apendment does is sets up a special fund for
the Heritage Commission to seek private funds from outside
sources to operate the festival in Springfield. I think it's
a good amendment. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDERT:

Senator Lemke moves the adoption of Asendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1933. Discussion? Senator Grotberge.

SENATOR GROTIBERG:

Thank you. I°d like...if the sponsor would yield, 1I*d
like you to very carefully say what it is you're trying to do
again, Senator Lenke?

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield. Senator lLemke on Amend-
ment No. 1.

SEBATOR LEHKE:

What we're trying to do here is set up a special fund
which is audited by the Auditor General, controlled by the
Treasury, and subject to Sepate appropriatioans. But the
funds, according to the Attorney General, we can't accept,
but they will come from outside sources, private funds, no
State funds, no Federal funds, just private individuals.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotberga.

SEBATGR GEOTBERG:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. As a menber of the Rules
Committee, my attention has been recaptured that this is a
bill that failed in Rules. 1If...if the sponsor persists, I
would ask as to the germaneness, Mr. Fresident, of the
amendment to this kind of a bill.

PHESIDENT:
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The question is as to the germaneness of the proposed
Amendment No. 1. The Chair will ask the Parliamentarian to
take a look. Senator Lemke, the Chair is pzeparea to rule
that the amendment, Amendment No. 1, is not germane to Senate
Bill 1933. Pardon me? Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I think you should 1look at it again. The bill that I
amended sets up a special fund in the Treasury Act. This
fund also sets up a special fund in the Treasury Act under
that Act, and I think it is germane. And I think that it's
very important that this amendment be put on, because if the
ethnic American community going to be denied funds by this
State Body, I think we should have a crack to fund it
ourself, like we funded everything else and kuilt the savings
and loans and everything else in this State that the govern-
ment has put out of business.

PRESIDENT:

¥Well,...just to cap off an otherwise...otherwise
wonderful day, I am...going to persist im sy ruling, it is
not germane. Further asendments, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:

No further apendmentsa.
PBESIDENT:

3rd readinge 1939, Senator Joyce. If you'll turn to
page 5 on the Calendar and I'd ask the menbers to please be
in their seats. We will move directly through the Calendar
on the Order of 3rd Reading. All those bills that have been
by virtwe of Floor action or Rules Committee declared to bhe
eiémpt from the rule will now be dealt with. Op the Order of
Senate...Senator Bruce, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATCR BEUCE:

I rise on a point of personal privilege.

PRESIDENT:

State your point, sir.
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SENATOR BRUCE:

In the President's Gallery we have some <special guests
from Hamilton County, the Hapilton County Junior Bigh Beta
Club, and I would like them to be...stand and be recognized
by the Senate.

PRESIDENT:

Will our guests please stand and be recagnized. Welcome
to Springfield. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 508. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBETARY:
Senate Bill 508.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. The
next three bills that you have is a series of a package that
we were asked to consider by the Chicaéo Crimpe Commission,
the first being that of RICO which I as sure you've heard
something about over the past few months. This package of
bills was introduced approximately a year ago and has had, in
ny opinion anyway, substantial hearings im Chicago and in
Springfield. We've worked this legislation over and we think
we've refined it down to a very fine, very acceptable package
and something that is much needed in the State of Illinois.
RICO stands for Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organiza-
tions. There®s no secret that this package was derived from
Title 9 of the Organized Crime Control Act passed by the Con-
gress im 1970. In that year this package passed the United
States Sepate by a vote of 73 to 1, and by the United States
House by a vote of 431 to 26. It has been the law then, it
has been the law ever since. Since 1970, twenty-one states

have passed similar legislation, so the State of Illincis is
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not alone in enacting this kind of legislation. Besides the
tventy-one states that have already emacted RICO, it is pend-
ing in the states of Arkansas, Louisiana, Minnesota, Missis-
sippi, Missouri, New York, Ohio, Tennessee and Texas. This
legislation creates three new substantive probibitions. 1It's
a prohibition against operating am enterprise by patterp of
racketeering, acquiring an epterprise by a pattern of
racketeering and investing in an enterprise with the proceeds
of a pattern of racketeering. Many of you have asked, why is
it needed in Illinois? To that question I would respend that
racketeering in this State is highly sophisticated and wide-
spread and annually diverts millions of dcllars in the
State's legitimate markets through the illicit use of force,
fraud and corruption. Backeteering im this State principally
involves such conduct as organized gambling, 1loan sharking,
arson for profit, extortion and bribery, the theft and fenc-
ing of property, the importation, wmanufacturing, diversion
and distribution of narcotics and dangerous drugs and other
forms of social exploitation including merchandising of por-
nography and commercial prostitution. Racke-
teer...racketeering also involves the illegal ranipulation of
legitimate businesses and other enterprises including 1labor
organizations by the use of fraudulent schemes and practices.
The money and power generated by racketeering are increasing,
being used to...infiltrate legitimate business and labor
organizations, to invest in real and personal property
through trusts, alien corporations and fictional names and to
subvert democratic and law enforcement processes in the
State. Racketeering within the State weakens the stability
of the State's economy, harms innocent investors and compet-
ing organizations, impedes free competition, threatens the
domestic security, endangers the health of the public and
undermines the general welfare of the State and its citizens.

Racketeering developes and flourishes when the criminal sanc-
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tions available to combat it are unnecessarily 1limited in
scope and impact. Traditiomal lav enforcement strategies and
techniques that concentrate on bringing criminal penalties to
bear on individual offenders for the commission of specific
offenses and that do not focus on offenders involved in
racketeering influence in corrupt organizations and patterns
of racketeering activity are inadequate to control
racketeering. Comprehensive strategies must be formulated,
more effective law enforcement techniques must be developed,
evidentiary, procedural and substantive 1laws mpust be
strengthened and the criminal penalties must be enhanced. And
I would say to you, that's exactly what this package does.
Contrary to the alarmist rhetoric c¢f some opponents, legiti-
mate businessmen have nothing to fear from Federal or State
RICO 1legislation. It does not make criminal conduct that is
not now criminal; it merely provides enhanced sanctions and
the ability to cut off assets being used in illegal activi-
ties. WNothing in RICO provides to the contrarye. Legitimate
businessmen do not perpetrate fraud, they are victiamized by
it. And by the publication of ' the Illinois State Chamber
which I have just passed out, you will see that any opposi-
tion that the business community previously had to this
legislation has been.removed because it has been amended into
the form that they feel they can live with. If there are any
questions, I*'1ll be happy to answer them; otherwise, request a
favorable roll.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there. any discussion? Any discussion? Senator
D*Arco.
SENATOR D'ABC_O:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This bill is an attempt to ao
on the Federal 1level...I’m sorry, it*s an attempt to do on
the State level what the Federal Government has done on the

Federal 1level. But in attempting to do that, they have
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circunvented the bill to such an extent that is...it ‘is an
emasculated former self of what this bill was designed orig-
inally. Origimally this bill gave a citizen the right to sue
a fraudulent perpetrator; that is no 1longer im the bill.
originally, this bill bhad safegquards with power given to the
Attorney General to protect the individual citizen against an
unscrupulous statet*s attorney; that provision is no longer in
the bill. Originally the bill had a provision of the state's
attorney to go into circuit court and sue on behalf of citi-
zens; -that provision is no 1longer in the bill. In other
words, the bill has been emasculated to such a point that all
of the good provisions that vere once in it were taken out
for the sake of accommodation, tc serve an interest in the
business community. But Senator Sangmeister said that the
business cosmunity does not perpetrate fraud, they are
victimized by it. But the individual businessman who is the
victim can®t go into court and collect damages for the fraud
that has been perpetrated against him under this bill.
Ladies and Gentlemen, the forfeiture provisions of this bill
are already contained in Section 1406 of Chapter 56 and 1/2
of the 1Illinois Bevised Code. D0 you know that in all drug
cases in Cook County today there are two judges in the Cir-
cuit Court of Cook County who hear forfeiture provisions to
take away drug users' boats, cars, homes, money and whatever
else they own, and that's their sole function of these judges
is &e hear these forfeiture complaints that the State’s
Attorney brings in Cook County, that®s already in the bill.
But .vhat is another facet of the bill is the lien provisions
fhat are provided in this bill. The state's attorney can put
"a lien against your property. He . can put a lien on your
house, on your bank accounts, on your stocks, he can put a
lien on your business assets so that you can®t collateralize
a loan, you can't borrow money and you haven't éven been con-

victed of a crime yet. All he has to do is file an ipdict-
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ment and the lien provisions are put into effect under this
bille...without the safequard as in the Federal law that the
District Attorney must get permissicn from the Attorney Gem-
eral before a RICO count is initiated. Ladies and Gentlenmen,
they took all the good out of this bill and they left all the
bad imn it. I ask you in earnest, don®'t be afraid to vote
against this bill because the Chicago Crime Comnission is
supporting it. The argument Sangmeister uses to tell you
that if an unscrupulous state's attorney abuses his
prosecutorial power then the people of the county will vote
hia out of office. Ladies and Gentlemen, that®s @not good
enough because the people of the county don't even know he's
abusing bis power. That's why gyou need the safeguard of
soneone' higher up to initiate the count in the first
instance. This is a bad bill and don®t vote for it, Ladies
and Gentlemen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Sangmeister
may close.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you. Speaking briefly to the comments that were
raised by Senator D*Arco, there never was amy provision in
this legislation to protect anyone fror an unscrupulous
state's attorney. I don't know of any legislation that we've
got anywhere in the State of Illinois that's gcing to protect
you from an unscrupulous state's attorney. It vas Dnever
intended to be in the bill, never was in the bill and never
wvas removed from the bill. As far as a forfei-
ture...forfeitures that we have in drug cases, what he indi-
cated to you is true, we do have that provisicn in the Stat-
utes. I would say %o you that this bill covers far aore than
trafficking im drug. It covers many, many other type of
racketeering...enterprises and the forfeiture provisions

would be applicable there. As far as the lien is concerned,
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we have structured into the bill the right tc go in and peti-
tion the court to have the lien removed if, in fact, the
state’s attorney should file one and a hearing can be held on
that and a person can get relief. The arqument that there
should be somebody higher for the state's attorney to turn
to, I don*t think there's anybody higher...higher for the
state's attorney to turn to than the people that elect his.
The Federal District Attorney he's referring to merely goes
to the Justice Department, which is also an appointed posi-
tion by the President of the United States, and I'm not so
sure that anything that the United States District Attorney
in Illinois...in any of the districts wants to file is going
to be upset by the head of the Justice Department in
Washington. All I could say to you is, we’ve worked hard;
ve think we have a fine piece of legislation. 1It's time that
the State of Illinois and not just the Federal Prosecuting
Attorney's Office be able to look at racketeering, attack it
in our respective counties and do something about it. Yes,
this bill is supported by the Chicago Crime Commission, and I
hope it also has your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 508 pass. Those in
favor vill vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that gques-
tion, the Ayes are 32, the Nays are 11, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 508 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. For what purpose does Senator D'Arco
arise?

SENATOR D'*ARCQ:
(Machine cutoff)...a roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
There's been a verification requested. ®ould all those

members please be in their seats and will the Secretary read
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the affirmative votes.
SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Barkhausen,
Bloom, Bruce, Buzbee, Davidson, DeAngelis, Demuzio, Domahue,
Etheredge, Fawell, Friedland, Geo-Karis, Grotberg, Holmberg,
Hudson, Jomes, Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Keats, Kustra,
Lechowicz, Luft, Mahar, M#aitland, Rigney, Sangmeister,
Schaffer; Schunesan, Sonmer, Watson, Weaver, Relch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there a question of the affirmative vote?
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Jeremiah Joyce.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is Senatér Jeresiah Joyce on the Ploor? Senator Joyce.

Strike his nane.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Ted Lechowicz.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowic2. 1Is Senator Lechowicz on +the Floor?
Mr. Secretary, strike his name.

SENATOB D*ARCO:
Senator Demuzio.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is Senator Demuzio on the Floor?
PRBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio is standing at the Podium.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Barkhbhausen.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen. Senator Barkhausen is on the Floor
at the telephonme booth.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Senator DeAmngelis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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He's standing in the back.
SENATOR D*ARCG:

Senator...Degnan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan is not recorded.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Kelly...Dick Kelly.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly is not recorded.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

JoneS...Enil Jopes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones...Senator Jones is in his seat.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Ckay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The roll éall has been verified and the Ayes are 30, the
Nays are 11, bpone voting PFresent. Senate Bill 508 having
received the constitutional majority 4is declared passed.
Senate Bill 509, Senator Sangmeister.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 509.

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

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Ladies and Gentlemsen and wembers of the
Senate. Senate Bill 509, part of the same package I alluded
to, attempts to get at individuals who traffic in stolen
property. This bill would make it a Class 2 felony to do so.
Also, this bill provides for possession of altered property.
Under that provision, it only pertains tc one who is in the

business and I want that to be very clear. We are not
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talking about an individual who has come into possession of
stolen property; ve are talking about people whc traffic in
this on a day-in and day-out basis. Now you and I know that
one of the things that we?ve faced in the years that welve
been down here is the so-called chopshop operation. One of
the problems with that operation is, is the people who con-
stantly buy this type of wmaterial and resale it at great
profits for themselves, who perpetuate the people who oper-
ate in this kind of business. This piece of legislation is
an effort to cut that off. But it pust be by somebody who is
trafficking in the business. Also vwe're protecting those
people to the standpoint they must knowingly have this prop-
erty in their possession, knowlingly is very important. The
bill states, if apny identifying features such as serial
numbers have been removed or altered, you could be in viola-
tion of the bill. As to the possession, the crime is only a
business offense with a one thousand dollar wpaximuas fine.
Also the bill provides for civil remedies, that the state’s
attorney or any aggrieved can go in and file kefore the circ-
cuit court and obtain relief. In the civil aspect triple
damages can be involved. This is the bill that will finally
get at these people who traffic in stolen merchandise, traf-
fic in chopshop operations, profit by it and turn their head
the other way when people wonder why nothing is being done.
It's a very important bill, Again, it is a part of a package
to attempt to get at people who racketeer in this area, anmd I
vould ask your favored approval.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Geo-Karise.
SENATOR GEC-KABRIS:

¥ill the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR GEOQO-KARIS:
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Is the Floor amendment...was the Floor amzendment added to
the word...added to the bill to provide that knowingly...the
word “knowingly®™ is added to the description of dealings inp
the stolen property?

PRESIDING OFFICER:z (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SABGMEISTER:

The answer is upegquivocally, yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

And...by the deletion of the prima facie provisions on
page 3, would you tell us just what is meant by it, because I
don't have the bill in front of ne?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Geo—Karis, if you®ll loock at page 3 of the bill,
A and B are still in the bill, C and D vwere the tHoO...two
provisions that were removed pursuant to agreement in coammit-
tee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Collims.
SENATOR COLLINS:

esesthank you. Question of the sponsor following that
same line. ‘
fBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he®ll yield.

SENATOR COLLINS:

---Unkncwingly search property to have been stolen,
how...how do you enforce that? How would ycu know whether
not in the bill that the person knew or did not know?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.
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SENATOB SANGMEISTER:

That is...that is a burden of proof that the state's
attorney bhas to sustain and part of it would be done with
Section 16~1.1, Subparagraphs A and B which talks abaut prira
facie evidence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Okay, I didn't see that in...in the bill, c£o0...0kay.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICRAS)

Is there further discussion? If not...Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank...thank you, Mr. President. A gquestion of the
sponsor.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he*1l yield.

SENATOR SCHOUNEMAN:

Senator, you mentioned the legislation that we passed in
years gone by on chopshop operations, and certainly I am in
support of what I think you're trying to do here. My concern

is this, that when we passed some of that earlier legislation

we put on some of the legitimate body shops in the State some
pretty onerous requirements as far as reporting amnd record
keeping and that sort of thing. To what extent are we...are
ve leaving open our legitimate body shop operations in the
State to prosecution under this...under ¢this law? fell,
that's my guestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Schuneman, that's obviously a...a legitimsate
question, one that was considered heavily in comaittee; and
there*s no intent in this legislation, and we put it in the

legislative record right here, to affect those people and we
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are trying to cure that by putting in such terminology as a
person commits theft when he knowingly deals in stolen prop-
erty by knowingly trafficking in or initiating or organizing
planning. So by that...putting that word in there, and
that's a burden that the state's attorney has to overcome,
they've got to knowingly do it. If you can't prove that
they're knowingly doing it, then...and obviously anybody who
is legitimate is not knowingly doing it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

That?*s all.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senatoer Sangmeister
may close.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you. I think the bill bhas had enough discussion.
Ite..it get...as I indicated earlier, at the people who are
trafficking in stolen property. I think it is a good law and
order bill and request a faveorable roll.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 509 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are U489, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 509 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
510, Senator Sangmeister. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 510.

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

Senator Sangmeister.
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SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, and thank you for your indulgence, this is the
last bill in the package and it does get a little technical
for those who may not be lawyers. But under the present law
of the State of Illincis, I think you all know what it is to
be granted immunity. Illinois is known as a transactional
immunity State. What that means is, if a person is given
immunity, anything that comes out of <the tramnsaction for
which he's been given immunity means that he is not subject
to prosecution for any kind of a crime that may come out of
the transactional impunity that he has been given. What this
bill would do would shift Illinois over into what is known as
a use ismunity Statute which means that even though you wuere
given...ibmunity and you testified, if the facts that you
testified about are mot full enough, you could still be
prosecuted. Now that's a simple explaration or a rather coam-
plex subject, but the idea behind the bill is to get people
who are given...given immunity to testify about everything to
which that impmunity has been given to them for. If they
don*t, they could be possibly subject to prosecution for
that. <That's the incentive with use immumity. It prevents a
case, for example, of where, let's say a person is dealing in
narcotics, under present law, under transactional ispunity,
all he has to do is mention, after he is given immunity, that
he has been dealing in narcotics and the state's attorney at
that point cannot prosecute him for anything that has cogme
out of that particular testimony even though he may say
little or nothing once he has been given the immunity. For
exanple, so take it to the absurd, supposing that he killed
the person for whor he was trafficking in these drugs. Under
transactional immunity if he talks about what he did locallf,
and the fact that there was a killing later on, there's a
question as to whether he could even be prosecuted for that

killing. Whereas, under use immunity he would have to cone
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forward and fully explain his entire interest and work in
that particular area before the ipmunity soculd protect his.
Like I say, it®s a little difficult to understand. It is ay
opinion that at this point for good law enforcement that we
ought to go to use iwmmunity rather than transactional
immunity. If there are any gquesticons 1I%11 +try to answer
them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Gec-Karisa.
SENATOR GEO-KABRIS:

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

He indicates he will.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, are you saying then...do I understand you correctly
that wunder the present immunity Statute that we have,
transactional immpunity, anything related to the transaction
vould impumize the defendant from being held. But are you
saying then, under the use immupity that would be broader and
even more protective of a defendant?

PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

It would be providing the defendant would tell everything
that he knows about the transaction. If he...if he withholds
in his testimony before the Grand Jury or at trial informa-
tion, then he would not be protected from it. And that's one
of the theories behind wuse immunity. It forces the party
being given immunity to tell what he <really knows about
thees.the crime or the transaction involved, because if he
doesn*t, he won*t be receiving the immunity.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOB GEC—KARIS:
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Well, in other words, then, the...if he tells everything
he knows about the crine, then he will be coa-
pletely...inmunized. Is that right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

That is correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEG-KABRIS:

Well,...¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, IT...we supported the bill to come out of the conmmit~
tee so we could debate it on the Floor and 1lcok into it.
This is a very technical type of...issunity. In one way
itgives more benefits to a defendant who can talk about
everything related to a crime, then he can®t te held for it.
I think wve should stay with the transactional immunity
Statute that we have, and I...l feel that this is much too
complicated at this time to go into it. 1I'm speaking against
the use imounity.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Question,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he®*ll yield.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
How does this differ from what they have in the Pederal
system?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
Yeah. My understanding that the Federal...authorities do

have use immunity presently.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Blooa.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt and fellow Senators. And in
response to the prior question, I'm informed it doesn't, it
is like the Federal and the...this is...by the way, I rise in
support of this because this is a needed prosecutorial tool.
In essense, use impunity you...with transactional immdnity
any mention of subject matter sanitizes the witness. With
use immunity, your testimony may not be used against you but
that does not preclude the law enforcement authorities frog
developing a case independent of your testimony as 1long as
the evidence is not derived therefrom. 1It?s a small point
but I think ve should be aware of. This, I believe, will be
helpful to our state?s attorbneys in...in Illinois. Thank
you.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR EUZBEE:

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

He indicates he®'ll yield.

SENATOR EBUZBEE:

I*'n one of those non-lawyers but as I understood your
explanation, I got...I was a little confused Ly Semator Geo-
Karis* opposition then because it seens to me as you
explained it...it's the state's attorney is still the omne
that has to decide to gramt ipmunity, first of all; and if bhe
doesn't want to do that, he obviously doesn®t bhave +to.
Secondly, under the present system, it's a lot easier for the
person to withhold information after having...been granted
immunity and in fact he has coamplete immunity now, under the
present system. Under what you are proposing, it tigbtens it

up, the state's attormey still has to be the one to decide to
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grant inmpupity, number one, number two, the witness has to
tell the whole truth or he’s subjecting hianself to prose-
cution under use impunity. Is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

At some time in this Session we should do as I believe
Senator Vadalabene has had and that is a Dcctor of Laws
Degree conferred upon you, for a non-lawyer you explained
that very well. And that's correct, Seﬁator Geo-Karis, what
he sayse. Under transactional immunity which we have today,
any mention of anything in the area gives him complete pro-
tection against being prosecuted; whereas, under use inmunity
it does not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. The...this is a reasonably
technical thing, and it is not one where all...absolutely all
right and justice is on one side or on the other. And it is
true that the U. S. Supreme Court having first basically
invalidated anything except transactional immunity later
changed its mnind by a five to four vote, but a legitimate
decision npevertheless, and upheld the use impupity. I...0ne
of the things that disturbs me is that it seems to me that it
still puts the witness at...in the later prosecution at the
mercy of the ptosecuto: in terns of whether +the prosecutor
was in good faith relying...or finding his evidence which
served as the basis for the prosecution frcom ancther sourcee
In other swords, the...the derivative content which is quite
essential to, if you want to call it, the successful use of
use ipmunity still heavily relies on the...those who are
doing the prosecuting being able to say, oh, ne, we didn®t

have any reliance at all on the testimony with respect to
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which the ipmunity was granted. We had independent sources
of attempting to f£find a basis fcr the subsequent criminal
charge, and a defendant is in no position really to be able
to overcome that. How is he to look into the prosecutor's
mind and...or for that matter into the prosecutor®s evidence
and be able to say, "mo, it was not an independent source; it
was in fact my testimony that served as the...the lead, the
basis in fact, for what you are now prosecuting. So that it
seems to me it is...it is not a reasonable, effective,
coextensive privilege with the Fifth Amendment...protection
against self-ipncrimination even though technically and
legally it has been upheld in that sense. 1 think it's a
very scary thing, and while it is true the Federal Government
has adopted a use immunity fairly extensively, a lot of other
states bave not and they have survived as well. I think it
is the wrong door being opened with respect toc the Constitu-
tion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I think to a great extent- we're loging sight of
what this deals with in the techaicalities regarding the use
of the word use ipmunity and transactional immunity. May I
try to put it into the proper perspective for you. Let us
start, first of all, that each of wus...each of us have a
Fifth Apendment privilege which says that ve may not be made
to testify against ourselves. Inmupity...impunity is an
exception to that rule. And I would suggest to you that any
exception to a constitutional privilege should ke 1locked at
very, very carefully. And if you're going to open the door a
crack and somebody asks that we open the door more, we ought
to take a very careful look at why we're opening the. door

MOreas The lawyers can argue all day long regarding
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transactional and use, but what this bill does is open the
door more to limit our constitutional privilege against self-
ihcrimination. Our Constitation, Federal and State, bas
been built on the premise, and I think it has served us in
good stead for two hundred years, that it is the prosecutor®s
obligation to build a case without going to the individual
that is being charged with the crime to incriminate them-
selves. Whether we agree with that or not, that's the con-
stitutional basis of the Fifth Azendrent. Under
fransactional immunity, there®s a little opening in that pro-
tection. Today we are being asked to expand that open door.
And let me suggest to you that our acadewmic debate really is
not academic, because the expertise, the knowledge, all of
the resources of the State are within the hands of the prose-
cutor. And you have to expect in order to offset that, that
the person who is asked to testify against himself under a
grant of an immunity bas to have an awful high-priced, cogpe-
tent, expert criminal lawyer to advise him as to what he can
or cannot saye And most of these people can®t afford that
kinde..can*t afford that kind of representation. The big
money defendants, they've got all the talent in the world at
their disposal because they've got all the rescurces at their
disposal. I'm talking about the poor slob that's granted
imsmunity and brought into a Gramd Jury without counsel and
it's the state's attorney that®s going to lead that guy

through a series of guestions.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

SENATOBR BERMAN: {cont.)

aAnd that person doesn't Xknow a...a hill of beans
about...use igsunity or transactional iamunity. And what this
bill seens to me, and I'm not a criminal 1lasyer, is that
we're saying that the state®s attorney has decided to grant
this guy impunity, and he's going to say, you're going to be
ismune from prosecution; and after the state's attormey says,
you're going to be ismune from prosecution, the next day he's
going to slap a Grand Jury indictment against this guy
because the state?s attorney phrased his guestions in a way
that the issumity really vasn®t ipmunity, and this guy vaived
his privilege against self-incrisination. I am not an
expert. I dﬁn't know what all these things meam, but as a
person who values that privilege against self-incrimination,
I suggest to you that we've been able to prosecute people,
we've granted immupity, we have guys blow the whistle and
prosecuted people under that grant of imrunity, and I, as a
citizen, don't see that we really need this kind of further
infringement on our right against self-incrisination. it
just doesn®t ssell right to me. You®'re hurting the little
guy that can't afford the high-priced defense counsel; and
for those reasons, gut reasons, not up here in the head but
down here in the stomach, I'm going to vote Ko.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINS:

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

He indicates he!ll yield.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Sangmeister, does...does the bill provides for

the person to...who is being granted the igzsunity to have
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present at the time that the state's attorneys are gues-—
tioning.<.them, can they have an attorney there or someone to
explain to them the differences between a transactional...and
the various types of ipmunity you're talking here and use
immunity?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.
SﬁHATOR SANGMEISTER:

I don*t know which Session it was, I don't think it was
anyaore than the last Session or two ago, that we passed to
allow a defense counsel of a company, a witness or a defend-
ant into the Grand Jury room. So the ansser to your gquestion
would be, yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collinms.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, but isn't it optional and...I guess - ®y concern is
whether or not the little guy would kxnow that such a right
exists, and I can see a lot of potential abuse in this whole
system based on the 1law that you passed prior to that
because, I mean, that just takes up almost everybody. Now I
am very concerned about this, Senator Sangmeister. Since
I've been here, you have constantly passed bill after bill
after bill with good intentions. I know that you®re very a
honorable person. You've tightened up every law but you've
locked up everybody. You vou}d think in this State, however,
when I 9o out to Stateville and...and...and to any of the
other correctional institutioms, you know what I see there,
Senator? I see a population of blacks and a few...and
Latinos from the ages of eighteen to thirty-five. How, I am
concerned that this bill and your RICOC bill will probably do
the same. I know what you're trying to do and I think that
what you're trying to do is good, but usually, it end up into

the 1little guy...the...the guy who doesn't really commit a
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serious crime are the victims of the laws and the...the bad
guys go free.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senmator Sangmeister
may close.

SENATOB SANGMEISTER:

¥ell, I®°m not sure the last guestion was rhetorical or
otherwise, but I sight say to you that as 1 guess Senator
Berman refers to these people as the...the poor slabs,
thiss..this bill is not intended for those people or the
people you're concerned about at all. ®hat you say in
Stateville is true as far as the number of bLlacks that are
incarcerated there. I doubt if you took a survey that you
would find many of the blacks that are inm there because
imﬁunity was granted to them or was abused by the state's
dttqrnéy. In faci, I might say, if you're worried about the
bodr people that may be put upon on this leéislation, I wish
I had my facts a little bit sore ir mind, but as I recall, I
think ope of the crowns in this State was fprosecuted once
upon a time Has- given immunity, and I heard everybody
throughout the sState of Illirois rise up in alarm and say,
you know, how does this man able to get iemunity and resolve
hinself fror...from prosecution for the crimes that he
connitted and meanwhile finger everybody else. Well, that's
because you had tramsactiopal ismpupity. If you?d had use
impunity, that might not have happened, and I think you ought
think that it works on both ends of the spectrum. Yote you
conscience.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further...I'm sorry, the gquestion is, shall
Senate Bill 510 pass. Those in favor will vote Ayes Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all wvoted wha wish?

Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 42, the Nays
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are 11, none voting Presemt. Senate Bill 510 having received
the coastitutional wmajority is declared passed. Senator
Grotberg, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Mr. President and fellow members, I rise on a moment of
personal privilege.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your monment.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

My moment is a moment in history when, probably not for
the last time but for about the tenth time in his lifetime,
we salute the retirement of a friend of all of this Body and
that is Senator Egan, myself and all members have Just filed
Senate Resolution 641 honoring Stcrmy Weber who is about to
retire as the Executive Director of the Independent Colleges
and his wmembership, most of them are up in the gallery,
they're having a big dinner tonight. Without burdening the
Body with the whereases, salute, thank you, Stormy, for a
lifetine of privilege and hard work.

PRESIDERT:

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

. A introduction, short. Seated in the south gallery is
the president of one of the three private universities in By
district, Jerry Abegg from Brédley University, and 1 wonder
if the Body could welcome hinm if he...

PRESIDENT:

Welcome to Springfield, Mr. President. ail right, if
you'll turn to page 6 on the Calendar, 1217 was on the recall
list and was just amended. Senator Haitland on 1223. On the
Order of Senmate Bills 3rd Beading, Semate Bill 1223. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1223,
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{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator MNaitland.
SENATOR NAITLAND:

Thank you, very wmuch, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Senate Bill 1223 when introduced a
year ago contained not only the five systenms that are now
contained in the bill but also contained the...the systess
that...that affect Chicago amd Cook County. This year we
chose to take Chicago and Cook County out and Jjust address
the five pension systens that the State of Illinois is
responsible for funding, and as you kmow, all five of those
funds are at very dangerously low level of funding, danger-
ously low. Ontil three years ago we were funding those at a
level of a hundred percent payout which did not permit us to
keep pace, and now in the last three years for budgetary
reasons have had to cut back on the State's percentage of
contribution, back to a level of about an average of sixty
percent. Indeed, the level of funding then has...has gone
down dramatically and the condition of those five systems is
in a sad state of affairs. Senate Bill 1223 that*s before
the Body now sets up a definite comtribution 1level for the
State as a percent of the employees® contribution. I have had
cause to pass out to all of you information tcday that shows
those levels, and I believe in the pext ten-year periocd would
get those funds back at a more soundly funded level. I would
be happy to respond to any of your gquestions. This is legis-
lation that the Pension Laws Comamission has dealt with, and I
ask for your support of Senate Bill 1223.

PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? I1f

not, the guestionm is, shall Senate Eill 1223 pass. Those in

favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vcte Nay. The
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voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Senator Carroll, will you
make sure Senator Savickas is recorded, please. Thank you.
Take the record. On that gquestion, there are 56 Ayes, no
Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1223 having received
the required constitutional pajority is declared passed.
Yeah, Senator Sam, are you ready? Llook studious. UPI has
requested leave to take some still photographs. You ready?
Okay. Leave granted? Leave is gramnted. 1363, Senator
Grotberg. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, the
botton of page 6, is Semate Bill 1363. Hr. Secretary, read
the bill, please.
SECEBETARY:

Senate Bill... 1363,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the hill.
PRESIDENT:

Sepator Grotkerg.
SENATOR GROTEBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President{and fellow members. Senate Bill
1363 wvas the agreed amendment last year that we filed as a
result of trying to do the same thing on one of Senator
Marovitz's bill. It simply brings the Federal and the State
EPA regulations as far as permitting of waste sites is con-
cerned into synonymous language. It does do this, it pro-
tects...again, the sanitary district exemption is in and it
holds sacred the one seventy-two elements that no new region-
al waste things can be permitted without the permission of
the local government, county or municipality, and that's what
it does. It will save all kinds of paper work and- lots of
argument if we just bring them into line because the State
has adopted the Federal reg. anyway and this just makes it
statutory instead of regulatory.

PRESIDENT:
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Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1363 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The votimng is
open., Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 54 Ayes, =no Nays, none voting Present. Senate
Bill... 1363 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, the top of page 7, Senate Bill 1374, Read the
bill, Mr. Secretarye.

SECRETARIY:

. Senate Bill 1374.

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

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1374 amends the motor vehicle
laws. It...what this does is...is go back to the way it was
before last year in regard to RV vehicles. If you have a van
with RV plates, you...with this bill you wxill not have to get
it inspected or run it through a safety lane. It does not
affect pickup trucks with a camper top on it. It is strictly
vans and...and motor homes and they will not now have to go
through the safety lane.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Sepate Bill 1374 pass. Thoss in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is opeb.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. ©Cn that gquestion, there
are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Pill 1374

having received the required constitutiopal majority is

declared passed. OpR the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is




' Page 47 ~ MAY 22, 1984

Senate Bill 1375. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary. i
SECBETABY:

Senate Bill 137S5.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOBR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1In its most simplest foram what
this bill does is, it extends to private health care carriers
the same rights that is presently with State employees; and
that is if, in fact, that you file a fraudulent claim as a
State employee, im other words, you say somebody's on
your...on your health benefits that does not btelong there,
it's a Class A misdemeanor. The private industry wants the
same thing. If you go in and represent that sonmebody is your
vife and they should get medical benefits when really they
are your common law wife, why, cbviocusly, that's‘filing a
fraudulent return...note...or fraudulent application. So, the
teason that we're doing this is to bring equity into the
system and make it also a Class A misdemeanor to do this in
the private sector.

PRESIDEN1T:

Can we pove the conferences off the Floor? Anmy discus-
sion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the guestion is,
shall Senate Bill 1375 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 52 Ayes,
no MNays, onpone voting Present. Senate Bill 1375 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senator Schaffer. On the Order of Senate
Bills...oh, is that subject to the recall? Okay. 1384,

Senator Sangmeister. Today is Sangmeister day. On the Order
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Thank you. Hopefully, this will be the
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SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1385 in a way is
an echo of a bill that we passed out of here last year, I
believe it was Senate 8111198, wvhen the Federal Government
tried to withhold taxes on interest and dividend earnings.
This year they're trying to tax social security and railroad
retirement paysents. &hat Senate Bill 1385 does is exempt
from the Illinois Income Tax Act withholding om...in taxationm
of social security and railroad retirement...bemefits.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1385 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The woting is ofen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, there
are 55 Aye, no Nays, none voting Presemt. Semate Bill 1385
having received the required coastituotional najority is
declared passed. Senator Netsch, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR NETSCBH:

Not to seek verification but simply to point out that it
is possible to decouple from the Federal Income Tax.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce omn 1395. On the Order of Sevate Bills 3rd
Reading, Senate Bill 1395. The bottom of page 7. Eead the
bill, Mr. Secretarye.

SECERETARY:
Senate Bill 1395,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Bruce.
SENATOR ERUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and the members of the Senate.
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This bill deals with a change in the assessment of a con-
muynity college in how they would receive equalization grants.
We have beem involved in litiéation in my particular area
with a...a power plant and in that...litigation we found out
and discovered that under the Acts, public school districts
have a chance to recompute if there is an adverse decision
which affects their property tax base, they can go back for
four years and that®s where recomputation under...under the
State Board of Education. Having seen that legislation, it
was my impression that the community colleges ought to also
be able to do that. These are major changes in their equal-
ized assessed valuation. It puts the copmunity colleges on
the same basis as the school districts throughout the State
of Illinois.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1395 pass. Those inm favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. .The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
there are 57 Ayes, Do Nays, none voting Bresent. Senate Bill
1395 having received the reguired constitutiocnal majority is
declared passed. 1399, Senator Schaffer. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, bottom of page 7, is Senate Bill
1399. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1399.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT: l

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Bre..Mr. President, this is exactly...as' described, a

conveyance. The department...conservation district needed a
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particular piece of land for an access road and they propose
to trade a small parcel for another small parcel of egual
value.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Semate Bill 1399 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 56 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1399 having received the required constitutionmal majority is
declared passed. Senator HWeaver on 1401. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, the bottom of page 7, 1is Senate
Bill 1401. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Sen&te Bill 1401.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bkill.
PRBESIDENT:
Senator Weaver.
SENATOR REAVER:

Thank you, Nr. President. 1401 estaklishes a...the
Disciplinary Fund under the Podiatry Act, monies paid im fees
shall be deposited to that fund and to enforce the Act. if
there's any questions, I'11l be happy to try tc answer then.
P'RESIDINbs OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Are there guestions? Discussion? The question is, shall
Senate Bill 1401 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted wbho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Gn that
question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1401 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1420,

Senator Rock. Read the bill, HMr. Secretary, please.
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SECBETARY:
Senate Bill 1420.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDI&G OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Bock is recognized.
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1420 enacts the Illincis Tax Amnesty
Program. It is a program that has proved to be very success-
ful in the State of Massachusetts and, frankly, that®s where
I got the idea. I had the opportunity to visit with the
Hajority Leader of the Massachusetts Assesbly and among other
things we talked about was their tax amnesty program. This is
patterned after that program and it will provide that for a
three~-month period, commencing the first part of September,
the Illinois Department of Revenue will be in a position as
authorized by this legislation to open up literally every tax
delinquency or failure to pay to all taxpayers or prospective
taxpayers in this State and give them the cppcrtunity facing,
as they will be facing if this bill passes, increased pen-
alties, both civil and criminal,...affording them the oppor-
tunity...to literally settle up. It has been estimated and
we have had testimony in the BRevenue Conmmittee that there is
as much as six to seven hundred million dcllars of uncol-
lected and, perhaps, uncollectable taxes laying out there
covering everything frow income to sales to amessage to all
kinds of taxes, and what we are asking is that the departaent
aggressively promote, aggressively publicize and aggressively
enter into a tax amnesty program. A sipilar three-month pro-
graam in the State of Massachusetts afforded that state an
increase in their Gemeral Bevenue Fund of close to sixty mil-

lion dollars. It seems to me that with the tax base that we

have and with the estimates from the department as to what
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iS.e.ewhat the 1liability...unpaid liability out there is, we
should be in a position after a three-month period to have at
our disposal an additional hundred plus wmillion dollars,
which under the provisions of Senate Bill 1420 would be
placed in the Common School Fund to be used for elementary
and secondary education. There ism't any question in
anybody's wmind, 1 don't think, that Ve have to
explore...should explore every available avenue for addi-
tional revenue for this fiscal year. It does not appear,
frankly, that the tax which will expire July 1 will be
extended or made permanent, and so we will face in the coming
months, perhaps, a shortfall of some hundred million dollars.
This is an attempt on my part...on our part to provide some
additional =auch needed revenue, particularly in the area of
education. The program is not open, would not...is not going
to be open to those who are currently the subject of tax
related civil or criminal litigation. So, if they're already
in the court system, they simply...the director simply wom't
let ther into this program; but for all other taxpayers,
corporate and individual, this i§ a one time opportunity to
settle up any delinquency or pay up any liability for tazxes
due and owing. Now we have sorked with the departrent and
technically amended it to suit their needs. I will represent
that they are not enthused about it. I have spoken with the
Governor and while he is not unfavorably disposed, he bhas not
committed either, but I think it*'s something that this Assenm-
bly should and will explore. We have worked with the depart-
ment, as I indicated, to make sure that it®s technically cor-
rect. We have accepted their suggestions for amendments and
I think, frankly, the attempt to collect all overdue
taX...tazxes that are due to this State...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

May we have some order, please. Would the members please

take their conferemces off the Floor. Senator ERock.
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SENATOR EOCK:

«esin addition, this abnesty program would extend to
State collections of the local sales tax and the corporate
personal property replacement income tax. There is...it’s
again estimated as a result of the departmental figures prob-
ably some four hundred million dollars out there someplace
that possibly could be collected. Now, I'z not going to
stand here and suggest that we're going to collect every
nickle that*s due and owing, but I think ap aggressively pur-—
sued program involving amnesty whereby a taxpayer will have
an...anl incentive, the incentive being that he will pay balf
the interest and no penalty if, in fact, be fesses up and
says, I ove this amount of tax. I think it*s worthy of our
consideration, and I would be happy to answer any guestions.
I solicit a favoerable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Senators Grothberg, DeAngelis,
Netsch and Holmberg have sought recognition. Senator
Grothérg-

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, #r. President. Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Senator BRock, I can appreciate you going t¢ Massachusetts
and dealing with the Majority Leader. I just wondered if you
could take this out of the record long enough so we could
send our Minority lLeader down to see what the Ninority Leader
in Massachusetts said, or did you by chance talk to him too?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Rocke
SENATOR ROCK:

I...T did, in fact, talk to him also, and he's a very

nice man. He doesn't have...much in the say of troogs, hou-
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ever, in Massachusetts. It's about a hundred and twenty-
eight to twelve, or something, you know.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Further discussion? Sepator DeAngelis.
SERATOR DeANGELIS:

Question of the sponsora
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Rock, I wery muck supported your bill in commit-
tee and the amendment you put on. I do have a probler with
Senator Holmberg's amendment, however. I1f, in fact, this
progras is as successful as our expectations are, how will
those monies be distributed through the Conzon School Fund
since the amendment has no provisions for it whatsoever?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Well, I...I...I'm afraid I'11 have to ask for clarifi-
cation. As I understand the amendment, and perhaps Senator
Holmberg can speak to the amendment, but as I understood the
amendment, it called for the monies that were collected that
are due and owing to the State as opposed to the local units
of government would be deposited into the Comman School Fund.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Delngelis.

SENATOR [eANGELIS:
Well, we got to deposit it. We just keep them there or
do ve...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Bock.
SENATOR KOCK:
No, obviously not. We will be addressing, I*ms sure,

before the end of June of this year how that noney is to be
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allocated and whether the wunits and the duals in the
Chicago...who gets how wmuch and it will be allocatede..I
mean, it will be spent according to the formula as determined
by this Assenbly.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Well, I hate to helabor the point, but under the resource
equalizer formﬁla, ve set the State gquarantee 1level. The
State guarantee 1level at the end of June will be set by the
bill that Schaffer passed a couple of years agc at a certain
level. Now any incremental revenue that you get beyond that
point, the formula has to be altered to accommodate it, and
I am wondering if the...the manner in which it's going to be
done can be done one of tvo ways, and I do have a preference
on the way it's going to be done. One is that uwe would have
to raise that State guarantee level and rercute everything
through the formula, or we might incrementally add to what-
ever each school district received a percentage equal to the
amount of increase in the Common School Furd coming froam this
annesty tax.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Eock.

SENATOR EOCK3

Well, I...I will...I will presume for the sake of this
discussion that yes, indeed, we can and...andee..and will,
once we know exactly how much money has been collected and
I...frankly, am optimistic. I think it canm be as much as a
nupber in excess of a hundred million dollars. I don®t...I
don*t think it's a...an overwhelming task to readjust the
formula or the allocation as we deteramine by the end of June.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DedAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Well, are you saying that we will have to come back at
sone future point and determine the method of allocation?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Rocke.

SENATOR BOCK:

It would appear so. You know, I...I dcn't know that
ve're in a position now to allocate what is not in hand,
that*s the point I'm making, and so that once we know what is
in fact in'hand, what has been collected, it seems to me We
can readily mpake the adjustment. We do it around here all
the time in terms of supplemental appropriations.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. I think it should be pointed out that Senator
Rock did work very carefully with the Department of Revenue
and the respective staffs to clean up the bill and take care
of some of ¢their concerns. I personally doubt that the
amount that we realize is going to be anyvhere close to a
hundred million, but I would be delighted if it were. I
would add that I think it probably is a very tad precedent
to try to...well, first of all, to grant aanesty to taxpayers
and I suspect that those whom we really ought to be reaching
are not going to take advantage of this anyway. They're the
ones who don*t even report or report fraudulently and it®s
not too likely that we're going to pick up very many of thes.
I think it®s also a 1little bit wuncomfortable that, in a
remote sense, we are balancing the budget on the basis of a
very uncertain anmount of money, bat I think it is also true
that the State of Illinois' treasury is vastly overextended
at the present time and perhaps it is for that reason vworth
one try.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator Holmberg.
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SENATOR HOLMBEBRG:

I rise in support of this tax amnesty bill. I thimk this
comes at a very critical time in the State?s econosic picture
as we are coming off of a temporary income tax, looking for
some sustaining revenues as we wait for the economic recovery
to take place. I think, also, that you will find that your
local school boards and educational personpel find this an
added hope for a group of people within the State, elementary
and secondary education, that are sorely underfunded and will
find sowe hope with, perhaps, this hundred million dollars in
revenue for additional funding, agaim, at a very critical
transition tinme.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEU—-KARIS:

Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

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

Do I upnderstand correctly that all...all tax...this bill
would apply to all taxes, or does it...in other words, would
it apply to delinguent real estate taxes?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Bock.
SENATCOR EOCK:

No, just State taxes, real estate or local.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB BRUCE)

Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Hell, Mr. President and Ladies and...Gentlemen of the
Senate, I feel ¢that this a worthwhile bill to comsider
because when it was first propcsed in Massachusetts they
thought only about five million dollars would be realized.

They did realize about fifty-five million dcllars, and ve
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have far more population, and I think it"s much better to try
this amnesty program for three months and thus save the tax-
payers additional taxes, because if it*s done right we should
be...be able to bring in at least a couple hundred milliocn
dollars, and I rise in favor of this bill.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

‘Further discussion? Further dis;ussion? Senator Rock
may close.
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The Illinois Tax Amnesty Program is not the final
answer, obviously. It is something that has been talked
about at the Federal level, as a nmatter of fact, as they
estimate that there’s 3just an enourmous amount of uncol-
lected, perhaps uncollectable, money laying out there. It's
been...suggested as a subject of some discussion by no lesser
a person than a Speaker of the House. Fact is, some states
have done it. <Three...I think is the latest count and in
Massachusetts with about...with about one-third of our tax
base and about one-third of our budget, in fact, reaped a
windfall of sixty million dollars. I think and I have dis-
cussed it at great lemgth with the Department of Revenue and
attempted to solve all their ©problems. Massachusetts
WaS..e.allowed their adninistrative officer to, in fact,
compromise. We did not want to get into that. So that
the...the incentive for the taxpayers that there will be no
penalty and there will be an opportunity toc pay conly half the
interest that is due and owing. 1In addition to that, we have
increased the penalties, and I think as ve all recall when
the Governor delivered his message and called for a stepped
up enforcement program in the collection of State taxes, I
think this is a perfect complement to that effort. I
applauded him publicly for that effort and suggested at that

time that along with that effort a one-tine amnesty was
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worthy of our consideration, and I would urge am Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Question is, shall Semate Bill 1420 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, wnone voting Present. Senate Bill 1420 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed. For
what purpose does Senator Newhouse arise?

SENATOR NEWBOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Senators. I ask leave of the
Body to go out of the order of business for a...on a personal
note. In the gallery just behind me is the school...is a
class from the Carnegie School which is in oy district.
They've come to watch us in action today and I hope that...I
hope that the civic®s lesson on the tax proposal was cme that
they can take back with them. I wonder if they could rise and
be recognized by this Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Would our guests in the galleries please rise and be
recognized by the State Senate. Welcome to Springfield.
Senate Bill 1425, Senator Welch. Read the bill, #8r. Secre-
tary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1425,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill concerns regulating
space heaters. In 1981, seventy-five individuals throughout
the United States were killed due to faulty space heaters.

Rhat this bill requires is that any space heater +that is
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tipped over or used in a position other thanm in the upright
position, will have to have a w®mechanism to extinquish the
wick. In addition, it requires that a warning be put on the.
side of the kerosene heater stating that you have +to have
adequate ventilation. These machines work somewhat like an
" automobile in that they utilize air and they burn up the
oxygen and people end up being asphyxiated because of these

devices. I vould move for the passage of this bill.

- PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall HRouse...Senate Bill 1425 pass. Is
there discussion? Discussion? Cuestion 1is, shall Senate
Bill 1425 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is opem. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 53, the Nays are 1, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1425 having received the required constituticnal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1429, Senator Newhouse. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary, pleasea
SECERTARY:

Senate Bill 1429,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator MNewhouse is ;ecognized.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the bill that raises
the renumeration for fumeral directors from four hundred to
six hundred dollars. I know of po opposition to the bill.
It's long overdue and I would ask for a favorable roll call.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BEUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Question is, shall
Senate Bill 1429 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Senmator Newhouse, did you wish to
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vote? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Ccn that
question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, 1 voting

Present. Senate Bill 1429 having received the required con-

. stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1430,

Senator Holaberg. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:
Senate Eill 1430.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

. 3rd reading of the bill.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Holmberge.

" SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Senate Bill 1430 creates the Joint Purchases by Govern-

‘ mental Units Act, and it requires a public authority created

jointly by two or more units of local governzent to conply

with the provisions of this Act which is that any expenditure

. of funds by a public agency, pursuant to an intergovernmental

agreement, shall be in accordance with the Illinois Furchas-
ing Act if the State is a party to the agreement and shall be
in accordance vitﬁ any law or ordinance applicable ta the
public agency with the largest population which is party to

the agreement if the State is not a party; and also, if there

. is no applicable law on the part of either party, then all

_ purchases shall be subject to the provisions of the Illincis

Purchasing Act. This, basically, plugs a loophole in the law
caused by a situation in Rockford.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1430 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote \WNay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccord. On that
question, the Ayes are '57, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1430 having received the required con-

stitutional wmajority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1435,
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Senator Philip. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECBETARY:

Senate Bill 1435,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1435 is an attenmpt to clarify the law
regarding the Space Needs Conraission. Under the present
Statute, we think it®s clear that when the Space Needs
Commission buys a piece of property or a building and then
turns the deed over to the Department of Central Managesment,
we still have control on how that property used...is used,
and all this does is clarify it.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall
Senqtg Bill 1435 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opem. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate...Senate Bill 1435 having received the
required constitutiocnal majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1448, Senator Nedza. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please.

SECBETABY:
Senate Bill 1448,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3crd reading of the lkill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATCOR BRUCE)
Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, NMr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
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Senate. The bill as it appears on the Calendar is the bill.
The current law perpits county boards to authorize the county
library fee not to exceed four dollars. This bill raises the
maximum fee to six dollars. I would appreciate your favor-
able consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The gquestion, is shall
Senate Bill 1448 gpass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Hawe all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 53, the Bays are 3, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1448 having received tbe required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1456,
Senator Egan; Senate Bill 1459, Senator Netsch. Bead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, rlease.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1459.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This bill was requested by the
Treasurer's Office at the request...or the suggestion of the
Auditor General. It has to do with the collection of taxes
by the county treasurers and their tramsmittal to the State
Treasurer. The bill had provide for...the law had provided
for interest to be paid if the taxes were not transmitted on
time but it had never been enforced tecause mobody could
quite figure out when to start tolling the interest period.
So the bill does ¢tvo things, it makes it clear that the
tolling of the period starts from the time that the taxes are
due rather than collected as was previous stated in the bill,

and it attempts to put a time period in by saying that the
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taxes nust be received by the State Treasurer by the tenth
day of each month, that being the month following the nmonth
in which they were collected. It is believed that this will
provide an adequate base¢ for the deteraination of interest
owing and take care of the former lack of enforcement.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1459 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 Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1459 having received the required con-
stitutional wmajority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1462,
Senator Maitland. FRead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETARY:

Senate EBill 1462.

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

Thank you, very much, H#r. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Senate Bill 1462 is a...an attempt
to address what has become a very serious problens in many of
our school districts in the State, especially im those schaol
districts where a preponderance of the property conmes
frosm...from farm land. As you know, we passed the farm 1land
assessment bill in 1977 and dramatically changed the bill in
1981, and the farm land assessment bill is doing exactly what
it was designed to do, it's working accurately and properly.
As a patter of fact, it*s probably the most accurate way of
assessing any property that we have in the State, but I
guess one wmight say dit's working a bit too well in

that...during these years of declining faram income, and for
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those of you who aren't aware of it, farm land income has
dropped dramatically the last two or three years. As a
consequence of this, the assesspent in those rural school
districts has dropped dramatically also, and those sane
school districts, I'm sure you are aware, get very little
State aid and has created a tremendous kurdenm on many rural
schools districts. Over the past year, since we were made
aware of the *84 assessment figures, back about a year ago,
we have been working to try to devise a way in which we can
stabilize, if you will, the rise and the fall of assessed
valuation of farm land. Senate Bill 1462 is an attempt to do
that. It will limit from 1984 and beyond the rise or fall of
the assessed valuation of farm land in the county by no more
than ten percent. We think this is a...a good approach, keep-
ing in pipnd that some school districts stood to lose twenty-
five, +thirty, thirty-five percent of their assessed valua-
tion. This is an attempt to resolve that problem. #We think
it*s a fine compromise and I would ask your sugport of Senate
Bill tu4e62,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Rigmney.
SENATOR RIGHNEY:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Bigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Have we done anything in regard to the State Mandate's
Act on this legislation?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BBUCE)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Yes, as a @patter of fact we have, Senator Rigney.
He...as you knpv, there was a fiscal note filed on this bill

and there were a number of options available to us and we did
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amend the bill yesterday, brought the bill back and...and
amended it on 2nd reading and did amend Subsection A of...oOf
Section 8 and...and the...to paraphrase the...the lan-
guage...it is to be concluded that there®s almost a trade-off
in the rise and the fall. In...in fact, there can be a minor
rise and a minor decrease, so there could be offsetting fac-
tors and this is provided for in the State Mandate's Act, and
that's the provision that ve amended the bill with.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bigney.
SENATOR BIGNEY:

Siell, what I'm trying to get at, there are a number of
counties that would...would be adversely ispacted by this.
Not too many, but for instance, Stevenscn County where I
live, we were scheduled to go up instead of down, and I think
there a few counties that are in that particular position,
and I was just wondering if we were placing the State is the
position of where they would have to reimburse those counties
thate...that did not get their normal increase.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOB NAITLAND:

e are not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bigneye.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, I guess you're saying, contrary to what we were
talking about here, you know, just a couple of weeks ago
about mandates and hov bad they vere and all that type of
thing, we took those counties out from the...the Mandate's
Act, is that right?

PBESIDqNG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
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That is correct.
PBESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. I rise in support of this bill,
but I would like to point out to everyone in bhere and...and
to the school boards across dosnstate Illinois that the price
of farm land, not only...not only the...the farm income, bLut
the price of farm land has gone from thirty-three hundred to
thirty-five hundred, ia sdne cases, four thousand to
twenty-two hundred dollars an acre. Now whether or not we
would have passed the Farm Land Assessment Act a few years
ago, if the assessors in these counties are doing their job
and if it was at thirty-three and a third percent, some of
these school districts would be losing a third of the...of
their tax mopney anyway and, Senator Rigney, as far as, 1
think 7you said, Stevenson County, it...it seems to me that
that supervisor of assessments must have been doing it wrong
if a....for .numher of years if it®s going to go...if it was
going to go up this year, and I think that's what wve sere
trying to get at with the...with the formula in the first
place, and I think the formula is working well. I think that
the ten percent is...is a more than reasonable conpromise for
these school districts, and I would urge your...an Aye vote
on this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Discussion? Semator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:
Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:
Yes, Senator Maitland, the...the loss over the last year

or two...or two years, the loss to the school districts, what




Fage 69 - MAY 22, 1984

does that amount to in percentages? In other words, what was
last yeares.dide..did they lose as wnuch as ten percent
because of the income for the farmer?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Coffey, I'm...I'm sure I have figures scmeplace
to substantiate or to indicate to you accurately what...what
theeesthe drop has been in the last three years. The *84
assessment figures that were availakle to us last May which
are used for the 84 assessments were the most dramatic
losses, and I would suggest to you that the...the average
loss Statewide probably in assessed valuation within the
neighborhood of twenmty-five to thirty percent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, ite..it seems to pe if...with the last year®s pro-
ductivity and the loss of revenue tc the farmer and if we're
only going to allow that to increase bLack ten rercent,
ite..it seems that it's going to be very difficult to recap-
ture that loss if we're talking about 1last year, *B84 or
*83-'84, wvwe lost...twenty-five or thirty gpercent df the
revenue frome..from productivity?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, yes, that is correct, but...but the figures that
will be used for the *85 assessment year which reflect last
year®s income will...are...will be available toc us in a...in
a few days, quite frankly, and those are the figures tbhat
will be used for the *'8S assessment year and they probably
will shov a...a2 minor increase in incogme.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)
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Further discussion? Further discussion? Sepator

Maitland may close.
SENATOR BAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. This bill has had a

lot of input from a lot of groups. I think it?%s a reasonable

compromiée and I would urge your support for Senate Bill

1462,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall Semate Bill 1462 pass. Those in favor

vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1462 baving received
the required constitutional pajority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1478, sSepator Philip. Senator Philip. 1481,
Senator Collins. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECBETARY:

Senate Bill 1481,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1481 creates the Food and Eousing Assis-
tance...Fund. When I first introduced this bill, it was ny

intention to have some
generating funds to go
critical fund; however,
so we will proceed with
not over yet. He
income tax returns.

the most...post

I'n sure that many of you set in your

This bill, I think, is probably

bumane

other means for providing funds...for

into this, what I coansider, very

that revenue did mot come to kear and

the bill at this time. The Session is

will proceed with the checkoff from the

one of

acts that we can perform this year.

homes in the after-
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noons, at the dinner table, warm and watch thousands and
thousands of people, not only in Illinois bLut across tbhis
country, without food and out in the cold during the extrene
cold winter months. That is a disgrace. Even the 1little
children ask the guestion, why should those people be out in
all of this cold weather with no place to stay? Some slept
in cars and some slept in abandoned buildings and there were
all kinds of reasons why these people were, in fact, out of
honmes. Re nust provide additional temporary shelters for
those people to come in out of the cold. That is the only
humane thing that we can do. BHNow I understand this bill
passed last year. It passed the compittee this year unani-
mously, and I'm pleading to you, let's send this bill, again,
over to the House and maybe before if gets to the Governor’s
desk ve will have an cpportunity to come up with some addi-
tional monies to go into this fund. The Federal Government
providés us with a 1little money but mast certainly not
enough. The money runs out almost before the program starts.
We need additional money and I feel that the State has a
responsibility to provide some revenues te this fund. I will
be happy to answer any of your gquestions, but if not, I would
appreciate a...an affirsative vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIOQ)

A1l right, is there any discussion? Senator Bock.
SENATOR EOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President apnd lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. 1 rise in support of Senate Bill 1481 as amended.
It is no more and no less than another income tax checkoff
which provides +the opportunity for the people of this State
to designate a certain portion of their tax refund for the
purpogse of this kind of absolutely necessary assistance. It
vill be administered by the Department of Public Aid; and for
goodness sake, we've got a checkoff for nongame wild life, ve

ought to have a checkoff for people who are in need. I urge
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an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

All right, farther discussion? Further discussion?
Senator Collins may close.

SENATOR COLLINS:

I would appreciate an affirmative vote. "
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

All right, the question is, shall Senéte Bill 1481 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. ' Gpn that gques-
tion, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are 3, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 1481 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 1484, Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARBY:
Senate Bill 1484,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIGC)
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JERERIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and nmembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1484 provides that a person who operates a
school bus while intoxicated conmmits a Class 3 felony. Llest,
there be any gquestions on legislative intent, we are talking
about a person who operates a school bus within the scope of
bis or her employment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1484 pass. Those in favor vote RAye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. ¥e've got a
problem, just hold on. Aal1ll right. The gquestion is, shall

Senate Bill 1484 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
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opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Senator Savickas. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1484 having received the fequired constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Newhouse, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR NEWHGUSE:

Mre..Mr. President, I was off the Floor momentarily when
the food and housing bill was called, and I wcnder if I could
have leave to be added to that...roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

The electronic amarvel will so indicate. Senator Bersan,
for what purpose do you arise? 311 right, page 9, 3rd
reading, Senate Bill 1491, Senator Bloom. Read the hill, Mr.
Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

Senate PFill 1491,

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

Senator Eloom.

SENATOR BLOON:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. Essen-—
tially, this bill involves the trust industry and the Depart-
ment of Financial Institutions and also the Joint Committee
on Administrative Rules. A short version is as follows, the
Joint Conmmittee on Adpministrative Rules found that the
Department of Financial Institutions had promulgated rules
under the Unclaimed Property Act coverimg active expressed
trusts that they didn*'t have the statutory authority to do.
There was a difference between the departnent and the trust
industrye. Essentially what this bill does is say to the

department, if you remember *he appellate court decisiom in a




Page T4 - MAY 22, 1984

certain case, we mean it, and the fact of the matter is that
the trust industry and estate industry is already regqulated
by the courts and the commissioner of banks. The other issae
is the active no unclaimed property regorting requirement
that the department, by regulation, tried to impose on the
fest of the world, if you will, and...that héppens is that
puts a great burden on your...your 1little business people,
your...your average store owner and things like that have to
£ill out some form and send it daewn to the ODepartment of
Financial Institutions by their requlations. This bill says,
no, Yyou don't. That's the simple version of it. I*11l answer
any questions; otherwise, seek a favorable rell call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMNUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall sSenate Bill 1491 pass. Those in favor vots Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are none, nome voting Present. Senate Bill 1491 hawving
received the required constitutional pajority is declared
passed. 1509, Senator Lemke. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary,
please. Sebate PBill 1509.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(§B. FERNANDES)
Senate Eill 1509.
(Secretary reads title of hill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)
Senator Leske.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is allows the +wvillages of Bodgkins
and McCook to divide their...park district up into two park
districts, one in Hodgkins and one in McCook. It also sets
forth the...what happens to the property; the property that’®s

located im Hodgkins belongs ¢o Hodgkins, and the property
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that's located in McCock belongs to...McCoock. It also sets
up for a referendum vote by the voters in the area. I thimk
it's a good bill. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

A1l right, is there any discussion? Any discussion? If
not, the question is, shall Senate Bill 1509 pass. ‘Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 53, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1509 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passeda 1518,l Senator Eerman. Niddle of page 9,
3rd reading, Senate Bill 1518, HMr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR FEENANDES)
Senate Bill 1518.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATOR DEHUZIQ)
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1518 changes the
Solicitation of Funds for Charitable Purgoses Act and
empowers the Attorney General to have discreticm as to revo—
cation of...authorization wunder this Act shen the person
falsely advertises or fails tc comply with the Act. The
bill...originally...or the Statute originally reguired
mandated revocation. This...this bill puts it into conforn-
ity at the request of the Joint Conmmittee on Administrative
Rules as to the practice that wvas followed; and namely, some
discretion in the Attorney General. Be glad to respond to
any questions. Ask for your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
Is there any discussion? Any discussion? I1f not, the

question is, shall Senate Bill 1518 pass. Those in favor
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vote Aye. All right, Senator...Senator Kelly has a...Senator
Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Mr. President, I'd like to ask the spossor a question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Indicates he vill yield. Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KFLLY:

Okay. Senator Berman, on this solicitatiom of funds for
Gharitable purposes, what does this regard as far as indi-
viduals collecting or soliciting funds, you know, whether
they're an organization or a church, will this have...ubat
impact will it have upon them?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOB DEMUZIQC)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

It should have no effect on them. #What...what this says,
the...the...the law now says that if there is any form or
sanner of...of advertising which is not true, then there is
an automatic revocation. This bill says that the Attorney
General has discretion as to revocation and shall promulgate
rules and regulations regardimg that discretion. fhat
it's...s0, what we're doing here is not automatically revok-
ing the license if there is a minor or technical violationm,
and what it does is give greater discretion to the  Attorney
General.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIOQ)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

So what you're saying is that this involves advertis-
ing...most specifically in the solicitation of funds. Is
that right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Eerman.

SENATOR BEBMAN:
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Solicitation and advertising.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Purther discussion? Further discussion? 1f not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1518 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who vish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
55, the Nays are nome, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1518
having received the regquired constitutionmal majority is
declared passed. 1519, Senator Bermane. Senate Bill 1519,
Mr. Secretary. Oh ob...

ACTING SECRETARY: (HR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

«e.Whoop, pardon wme, Mr. Secretary. Senator Davidson,
for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Personal privilege. Well, it®*s not often we bipartisan
individuals who take a Democrat hunting and let him out
shooting, but I would like to bring attenticn to our former
seatmate, the State Treasurer of the State of Illinois who is
here on the Floor today, Treasurer Jim Donnesald.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Treasurer Donnewald. We...we have not...we have not had
to invoke the Donnewald rule. HRe've been pretty well prac-
ticed by now. Senator Berman on 1519, Nr. Secretary, read
the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FPERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1519,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZ2IO)
Senator Berman.

SENATOR BEBMAN:
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Thank you, Hr. President. This amends a different
section of the Charitable Solicitation Act, same thing as the
bill we just passed. I ask for your favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1519 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are
57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Semate Bill 1519
having received the required constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1521, Senator...it®s on recall.
Top of page 10, the Order of 3rd Beading, Semate Bill 1522.
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1522.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1522 is an amend- .
ment to the Horld's Fair Authority Act. &hat it deals with
is the subject of land trusts and it provides that any prop-
erty that is sold to, conveyed to, donated to or in anyway
acquired by the authority itself and is property held in a
land trust shall have its beneficiaries disclosed, and the
register of those beneficiaries will be subject to the Free-
dom of Information Act. The purpose, obviously, is to make
sure that any land transactions that the authority itself is
involved in or with will be fully a matter of public record
so that there will be no need for speculation or
nonspeculation, in fact, if you will, atout the original

ovners of such property. The bill is not objected to at all
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by the members of the authority inm its present form and it
wvas favorably reported by the Executive Committee by a vote
of 16 to nothing. I would be happy to ansver questions, and
would solicit your supporte.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senatocr Chew.
SENATOR CHE#:

Senator Netsch, a question, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQC)

Indicates she will yield. Senator Chews.
SENATOR CHE®:

%hy is it necessary to make that a part of the Freedom of
Information Act? One puts property im trust for many
reasons. We are one of the few States that do, im fact,
maintain the land trusts. Are you attempting to expose those
beneficiaries who probably had this passed down to them in
trust, and the word trust itself is +to keep from public
record who is the beneficiary of that trust, that's why it is
a trust. What...what...vhat are you attempting to do? And
I'n certainly not impressed with your saying that the author-
ity has no objection or the authority would not be involved.

The...the 1land in that area or the proposed site is...is an
old area. Some of that land was passed down from forefathers
and to children and it has remained in a trust. I®d want to
know what is the purpose of the bill, because what you've
said doesn't really grab me as...as being complementary.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DEMDZIQG)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

First of all, the only property that the bill covers as
it is Dbefore you is property that is =old, leased, donated,
conveyed or otherwise transferred to the authority. So we
are not, at the present time, dealing with property that is

in private ownership and is not...being transferred or other-
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vise conveyed to the aanthority. It is omly that property
which comes into the bhands of the authority in connection
with the World's Fair. The...any other property that is in
land trust in that area is not affected by this bill as it is
presently writtem. Secondly, we have already in a number of
other Statutes the General Assembly has passed from ¢time +to
time over the years, and I%ve passed one or two of thes
myself, required the disclosure of beneficiaries of land
trusts when there was a public purpose to be servedes I would
suggest that the public purpoée in this case is to make it
clear that there is no...what word shall I use, hanky-panky
or speculation going on with respect tc property in the area
that might ultimately become the site of the #orld*s Fair
wvhen that property is ultimately going to end up im public
hands and, of course, the authority is a public agency. So
that is all that we are affecting in this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEWN:

Yes, there®s a question standing now which has not been
answered as to what happens to that property once the HNorld
Fair is over? Does this bill touch upon that? Let me give
an example. Let's assume that you own a piece of property
that is im that circle of properties needed to acquire for
the World's Fair, and let's assume that your property is in
trust. What then...what's the bepefit of having the bene-
ficiaries known publicly when it isn't absolutely bnecessary
to do that? Thes...purpose of a beneficiary is to guide the
trust and as long as that %trust is conveyed to the...to the
agthority, thenm I see no real effort to bave Dawn Clark
Netsch declared the beneficiary of the trust and then put in
a freedom of information. I...I think it®s ap infringement
and I'm...I*n totally aware of some of the Statutes that we

have passed and that dealt more or less with crim-
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inal...ovnership and tax delinquent ownership and et cetera
and et cetera. This is my first kpovledge of...of this kind
of thing happening to a World Fair, because I was not around
when the other World Fair was taken, so I...l couldn®t coam~
pare wvhat we're trying to do now and...and what we're doing
then. I was down in the irom curtain at that tige.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Netsche.

END OF REEL
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REEL #3
SENATOR NETSCH:

I...I would repeat, Senator Chew, that the anly property
that we are talking about as the bill is currently written,
is property that is sold, leased, donated, conveyed or
otherwise transferred to the authority. What happens to prop-
erty when it comes into the authority®s hands when the fair
is over is something that I don't purport to deal with at
all. I assume that if the authority then ouns the land, it
either...it's going to do something with it pursuant to what-
ever other Statutes we pass that deal with the...the conclu-
sion of the fair. I'm not atteapting to do that. All I*n
attemtping to do is to say that if there is going to, be any
dealing with the authority, a public agency, with respect to
property in that area, we are going to know wha is really
benefiting from it and that reguires the...the disclosure of
the beneficiaries. And I would like to ansser the other point
you made, that...you suggested that the only time that we
have required the disclosure of beneficiaries in the past had
to do with criminal matters, and I would call your attenticn
to Chapter 148, Section 71 and 72 of the Illinois Bevised
Statutes which basically say that whenever there is property
in a land trust and the trustee wpmakes application to the
State of Illinois or to any of its agencies or political sub-
divisions for any bemefit and so forth, im that circumstance
also, which is not uncomparable to what we are dealing with
here, the names of the beneficiaries pust be disclosed. This
is not a major thing, it*s just that we should know who is
dealing with property when that property comes into the hands
of the fair authori*y itself.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

What is the npain purpose of doing this, Senator?
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It'SeeeiteueTe..Y can't find any reasonable reason that it is
necessary to do it. If...if one wants to convey that property
or lease a parking lot to the authority and thét land happens
to be in land trust, first of all, the trast camnot bLe exe-
cuted without consent of the beneficiary, but why should it
go into the Preedom of 1Information Act? I mean, it Just
doesn't make sense.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Grotherg.
SENATOR GEOTBERG:

Thank you, Mr...will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she will yield, Senator...
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Only to clarify. My last connection with this bill was in
compnittee, ¢that 1little map that we have on our thiag, are
those boundary lines still the area you're talking -about or
is that long gone? Clarify it for m€...

PRESIDENT:

Senator MNetsch.
SENATOR NETSCBH:

I did not put that amendment on either in committee or on
the Floor. That dealt with a wmuch broader reach amd I
have...I%*ve just simply abandon that project for the monment,
partly because I don't know what the boundaries of the fair
will be. So, this deals only with the property that cones
into the hands of the authority itself.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Netsch may close.

SENATOR KETSCH:

Senator Savickas suggests that I shoold call this the
Charlie Swibel Amendsent and it will go sailing out of here.

I have no jidea who owns property in the area that is going to
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come into the hands of the authority, but I think in order to
avoid any speculation, any ugliness that nmight hang over the
authority and the fair in the future, we just simply should
have this a matter of public record.

PEESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1522 pass. Those im favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 57 Ayes, 1 ¥ay, none voting Present. Semate Bill 1522
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1538, Senator Etheredge. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senmate Bill 1538. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECBETARY:
Senate Eill 1538.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,

this bill brings up to date lanqguage in regard to the inter-

est rates which sanitary districts can pay. As you will
recall, over the last several years we've had a series of
these...these bills that address various...various sections
of the revised Statutes, changing the language in regard to
interest rates. Somehow, in the past we've over looked sani~-
‘ tary districts. This bill corrects that error.

| PRESIDENT:

i Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1538 pass. Those in favor will

vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Bay. The voting is open.

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Havé all
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voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there are
52 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1538 hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. If I can have the attention of the members, there has
been some inquiry. We will vork until approximately
six-fifteen this evening. At six-thirty, as you know,
the...ve have all been cordially invited to visit with the
presidents of the independent colleges aﬁd uyniversities of
Illincis. They have asked me to announce that they will have
shuttle buses available for...at the north drive that will be
shuttling back and forth between the building...the Capitol
building and the Island Bay Yacht Club. And that will start
at six-thirty and dinner is to be served at seven~thirty. At
the close...close of business, we will adjours wuntil snine
o*clock tomorrow morning. Nine o'clock tomorrow morning, we
will start on the Order of Senate Bills 2pd Reading. W®e will
do...handle 2nd reading, recalls amnd then get back on the
Calendar for 3rd reading. It is still our goal not to be here
on Friday and we are...depends on much we get done tomorrow,
frankly. In the nmeantine, we will continue with the substan-
tive bills, all the appropriations bills have just recently
been amended. If you’ll turn to page 12 on the Calendar, on
the bottom of page 12 is Senate Bill 1589, Senator Smith.
Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECBETARY:

Senate Bill 1589.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of tbe bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate...Senate Bill 1589 provides that a young girl sixteen

years old will have consent of either the parents or guardian
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to have permission to get married. My concerm, this was given
to me by a jodge,...is that a number of our single parent
families are prevalent today and they're increasing and the
consent of the mother and father and grandparent custodian is
not deemed sufficient because the current law requires that
cansent of both parents have to be given in order for a child
to get married. And sometimes it is...very prevalent today
that some of the these young people have never seen their
father, they don*t care anything about them, they don®*t sup-
port them and they are cared for by just a mother or either a
guardian; and in order to get married they'd have to pay a
hundred dollars to get permission and that is im the law. So,
this deal will give the permission that a child can get par-
ried and have a husband with the consent of a legal guardian
or a parent.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

#ill the sponsor yield?

PRESIDENT:

sponsor indicates she will yield, Senmator Sangmeister.
SERATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Smith, I guess we all have to agree that marriage
is a very serious step for everyone, and I think I menticned
this to you before and the thing that concerns me about this
is, how is your bill structured if in the event that a mother
and dad are now separated, possibly going to have a divorce,
and ma says it®s allright for the child to get married but
dad says no? I presuwe that under your kill if just mother
says okay that this...this child then can get married.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SHITH:

Thank you. This is no:t on that basis. This is on
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distressed families where there is only one parent and a
child wants to get married, young man wabnts to wmarry her, but
in order to get wmarried she has to bhave the comsent of hoth
parents and one is void, has never been on the scene; and for
that particular reason, if the child wants to get married and
do the honorable thing, it has been a case in point that a
service man had to pawn his watch and ring to pay the fee so
that the seventeen year o0ld girl...whoever had mever seen her
father in seventeen years could accompany him to get married.
These people eventually will be taxpaying peopie and will
stay off the public rolls. A grandmother bhad to use her
social security so that the seventeen year old pregnant girl
could accompany her bridegroom to the service and receive
maternity benefits. And so during...tenure he sought to dis-
courage minor marriages and got the legislature to change the
law, but this is the case now because we are very prevalent
today, especially in my district, where there are just one
family parents.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOBR SANGMEISTER:

Well, 0y CONCEIN iSeeeiS it'S...it's difficult encugh for
young people today and se certainly don't want to be playing
one off against the other. Now, if your bill is so structured
that where one of the parents is gome and after due effort
has been made, hovever that may be worded in the bill, to try
to find that person to get his consent and that person cannot
be located after a certain amount of time, I can agree with
yous I think that ought to...that ought to be the way it
goes, but I don®t believe your bill is structured that way. I
believe even though the other parent may be present in the
community amnd is Jjust refusing to consent that still one
parent will be able to...to give the permission. Is that npot

correct?
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PRBESIDENT:

Senator Smith.
SENATOR SHMITH:

Thank you. This bill vas given to me by a judge. She has
this dilemma every day in her court. There are, and I think
you know about the teenage parents today, some children don®t
even Xknow who a parent...their fathers were, they don't even
know where they are, they®ve never seen them. Now, how in the
world can they go looking for him if they don*t even know
anything about him? But yet, the child wants to grov up and
be an honorable person, if she gets pregnant, the boy wants
to marry bher and the only way she can get married is go try
to find her father and she's never seen him in her life? This
is what thiSee.iS...is...is to provide, that this child can
get married with the consent of either parent, custodian.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Netsch Just told me to be in support and sit
down, so i'm going to.
PRESIDENT:

Senator lLenke. Aby...Senator Leake. Alright. Any further
discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1589
pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Bave all
voted who wish? Have all woted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, there are 53 Ayes, Bno Nays, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1589 having received the required con-
stitutional wmajority is declared passed. Middle of page 13,
Senator Bruce on 1596. Cn the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading, is Senate Bill 1596. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECERETARY:

Senate Bill 1596.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
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3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BEUCE:
Thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senate. This is

the annuval funding mpechanism for the community colleges

. throughout the State., The...1595 is ‘the appropriation.

They've all been amended down to the Governor's level. He've
added back a million four by agreement of the Illinois Con-
munity College Board, the Board of Higher Education and
the...the college presidents. I know of no objection. I would
like to have this bill passed today.

PBESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Semate Bill 1596 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will 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, there are
55 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Eill 1596 hav-
ing received the reguired comstitutional majority is declared
passed. 1598, Senator Etheredge. On the Order c¢f Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1598. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarye.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 1598.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Mr .President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this bill raises the raximum monitary asard under the State
Scholarship Commission Program to twenty-four hundred
dollars.

PRESIDENT:
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Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1598 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there are
51 Ayes, 4 Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1598 having
received the regquired constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1602, Senator Luft. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading, Senate Bill 1602. Read the bill, M¥r. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Eill 1602.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the kill.’
PRESIDENTI:
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Earkhausen and I are
attempting to deter the issuamce of bad checks inm the State
of Illinois. Nationwide this amounts tc atout one and half
billion dollars to individuvals ard small businessman in
losses per year. If it is not a deterrent, we hope that it
can be a persuading factor in enabling those people who do
issue the bad checks to make restitution. The mechanics are
as follows: if John Jones writes you a bad check and it
bounces, you then by certified mail send to hiz a demand for
that money, within thirty days he does not respond, you can
take him to small claims court or any other court and collect
up to treble the amount of that check, a mazximum of five hun-
dred dollars, a ninimum of one hundred dollars. If there any
questions, I*11 try to ansver them. If not, I would ask for
the support of the bill.

PRESIDENT:
Discussion? Any discussion? Senator Gec—-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
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Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, there
have been so many bad checks...passed in my county lately
that this is a good bill because it does give a chance...a
thirty-day notice to make a check good. I think we need
legislation like this. I support it.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1602 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is ofen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted sho wish? BHave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there are
53 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1602 hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator ¥atson on 1607, on the botton of
page 13, on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bills 1607. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 1607.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd...3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watsone
SENATOR HATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amends the Illinois vehi-
cle Code and allows for a fifty percent reduction in the
annual registration fees on motor vehicles for those indi-
viduals sixty-five years or older or disabled who qualify for
the circut breaker. The reason for this is because those
individuals, prisarily senior citizens and disabled, drive
less and of course their income being twelve thousand dollars
or less, it puts them in a income bracket which they can at
least afford the increase that we passed last year.‘That
increase was going to go to forty-eight dollars. ihis legis-

lation +would take it to twenty-four dollars. WKe're using the
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circut breaker mechanism with the Department of Revenue
because it*s already in...in place and there®s no new bureau-
cracy established to0...to cowmply with the legislation. The
cost is going to be approximately five million dollars to the
road program, which is 1less than one percent of the
total...total revenue generated. It passed out of conmittee
with a 7 to nothing vote, and I would be glad to answer any
questions and move for its adcption.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1607 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Néy. The voting is opens
All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 52
Ayes, 1 Nay, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1607 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. If I can your attention, a Mr. Fearlman from the AP
requests leave to shoot photographse...to take photographs.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Page 14,...yes, Senator
Hall, for what purpose do you arise, sir?

SENATOR HALL:

I'd just like for the record to show that I hit the wrong
button and I missed om 1607. I would have voted Aye and . so
would Senator SavickaS...

PBESIDENT:

The record will so reflect. 1612 is on the recall list.
1618, Senator Davidson. On the Order of Senate Bills J3rd
Reading, Sepate Bill 1618. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1618.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
ird reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator LCavidson.
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. SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this bill does
exactly what it says on the Calendar. This is a bill from
Department of Conservation. Several years ago you remesber
we raised the trappers license fee with the idea that it
would be an educational program done for tragpers less than
eighteen years old so we would not have pecple out doing
inexperienced things. This 1is the...to fcllow up on the
educational fund that has been established. They do havé the
necessary volunteer instructors in the Department of Conser-
vation in place throughout the State, appreciate your favor-
able vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBEBG:

Thank you. Question of the SponsoOfe..
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senatcr Grotherg.
SENATOR GROTEBERG:

eesjust to clarify that this bas nothing to do...there's
no leg-hold trap language or any regulatory lamguage in this.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Absolutely not.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? If not, the
qguestion 1is, shall Senates..I beg your pardon, Senator
Coffey. That's why we have the lights.

SENATOR CCFFEY:

Question of the sponsor, rlease.
PRESIDENT:

indicates he will yield, Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:
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Yes, did...does this put a limitation on the age of
people been able to trap?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

No, it*s those individuals who are less than eighteen who
do not have a trapper®s license previous. As of now, they
have to take an eight hour training course like we did for
the young hunters safety that we put in effect when vwe raised
those licenses. If they have a trapper®s 1license now and
they're under eighteen, they are grandfathered in. If they're
not and they're under eighteeen, they must take this eight
hour training course to be able to qualify to get their 1li-
cense.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Coffey.
SENATCB COFFEY:

Is that course offered by Conservation? Is the course
offered by Conservation, the eight hours?
PBESIDENT:

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

The course is offered by...by Conservation through the
volunteer instructors they have throughout. the State as well
as with their own esployees.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? If not, the
guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1618 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Op that gquestion, there are
54 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House...Senate Bill
1618 having received the required constitutional majority is

declared passed. Sepnator Maitland on 1625. Senator Vadalabene
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on 1629. On the Order of Senmate Bills J3rd Reading, in the
middle of page 15, is Senate Bill 1629. Read the bill, HMr.
Secretarye.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 1629,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Semnate.
Senate Bill 1629, as amended, the purpose of...Senate Bill
1629 is to eliminate several severe problems which exist due
to the current law on having a detention barm rather than
stabling...lasixed racing horses in their o¢w#n stalls; in
another words, quarantined. The current system in Illinois is
a hardship on the trainer, the employee and the horse, and I
would nmove for a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? Senator
Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Question of the sponsora.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicate he*ll yield, Senator Lavidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Does your amendment do away with the fact ¢that the
requirement of that horse which is reason...receiving lasix
have to be in a detention barn prior to the race so npany
hours? Does it now only apply to the limitaticn on mileage or
is that doing away with the detention barn still in this
bill?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

No, he has to have the same time administered to four
hours and fifteen ninates, but +we're moving it frome the
detention barm to the stable.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Cavidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, if that's still in there, I'm going to speak in
opposition to this bill, because last year all the people in
this business we're in speaking saying, hey, let us use it
but we'll go the detention barm route with a...State Veteri-
narian will administer the dosage, there®ll bLe no va} of
masking in a medication, any...no possibility any hanky-panky
going on; and if that's what they're trying to get around,
I'nm not sure this is a good bill...until I know different,
I'm going to vote No.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Could I...Senator Vadalabene, could I pose that...same
question, I think, but a little nore precisely? I had...l
expect all of us had a letter from the Illinois Racing Board
vith respect to a bill that I thought was Semate Bill 1520,
but I may be...in fact, it was identified as Semate Bill 1520
and it dealt with, as I read it, the subject that Senator
Davidson was referring to. Is that different from your Senate
Bill 1629 and if so, could you explain how?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

The difference between Senate Bill 1629 and I think you
said...1520 was that...the...the...the bill that we passed
last Session caused a tremendous bardship on the track

OWNEeLS.-..1 mean, the track horsemen and the...and the train-
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ers and, conseguently, there was a conflic* Letween Sportgmen
and...and Hawthorne where the tracks are across the track,
from each other. They couldn't get the horses tc the deten-
tion barn. The small track...the seall horse owners who only
had three or four horses had to be at the detention barn for
four or five hours. This way we can have the veterinarian
come to the stable and administer the lasix.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Let...Senator Vadalabene, would you just listen to this
sentence from the...the Bacing Eoard's letter. %"Or March
24th, the Racing Board voted unanisously to oppose Senate
Bill 1520 which would allow horses being treated sith lasix
to remain in their own stalls without participating in a
Lasix detention barm program." So, that is what was in that
other bill and that is what the Racing Board opposed. Is that
a part of your bill 16297
PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

The Racing Board, members of...some mesbers of the Racing
Board are opposed to 1629 also as they was 1520. However, we
still passed 1520 and I'm hoping we get a favorable vote on
1629.

PRESIDENT:

Forther discussion? Is there any further discussion? If
not, the gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1629 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. All voted who wish? All voted who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Take the record. On that guestion, there are 44
Ayes, 9 Bays, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1629, having
received the required constitutional wmajority is declared

passed. Senator Holmberg on 1631. On the Order of Senate
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Bills 3rd Reading, Sepate Bill 1631. Read the bill, MNMr.
Secretary.
SECRETABY:

Senate Eill 1631.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Holmberg.
SENATGR HOLMBERG:

This bill amends the School Code for downstate school
district and authorizes subject to schocl district vwoter
approval the election of Boards of Fducatior in part by
school board district anmd in part at large. Right now,
school boards may do one or the other. This gives them an
additional option to do a combination and with the safegquard
that they must present it at a referendusm Ltefore they move to
this conbined methad.

PRBESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. Fresident.
PBESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she will yield, Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator Holmberg, I'm not sure exactly what you're doing
here. My concern has to do with those =school districts
throughout the State of Illinois that have been consclidated
in recent years and one of the...one of the provisioms in the
consolidation often is that every part of the consolidated
district would bave representation on the schcol board. Now,
it seems to me that what you're proposing now is that a
referendum could be offered to the current schcol district to
change that original comsolidation agreement,...am I right on

that?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

I think you're referring to when school districts include
more than one congressional township, and we would not inter-
fere with that.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schubnepan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Okay. So, I have your assurance then that in those
instances where representatives from each congressional town-
ship have representation on the school board that this bill
does not change that situation.

PRESIDENT:

Senator...Senater Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Thaf's correct.

PRESIDERT:

Further discussion? Senmator Bloon.
SENATOR BLCOM:

I Jjust would rise in support of it. Essentially, Senator
Holmberg's problem to a degree is reflected in Springfield,
Peoria, other urban areas downstate where you have all the
school board members living within a mile of each other in
many ins%ances, and what it®s designed is...to do is to allow
by referendum if the citizens of the conmpunity so desire to
split that...school system into some kind of geographic
representation. I see nothing objectional to that.

PRESIDENT: '
Purther discussion? Purther discussion? Senator Holmberg,

you wish to close?

. SENATOR HCLMBERG:

Just ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:
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Question is, shall Semate Bill 1631 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, there
are 56 Ayes, 1 Nay, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1631
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Berman. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd@ Reading, Senate Bill 1644. Read the bill, HNr.
Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1644,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDENT:
Senator Eermane.
SENATOR BEEMAR:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is the Asbestos Abatemen Act. This bill is
directed to the potential hazard that exists in many of our
schools throughout the State regarding the presence of asbes-
toss The bill as amended, and it has been substantially
amended since its original introduction, does the following.
It establishes for the first time the responsibility for
supervision and evaluation of the guestion of ashbestos in our
schools into the State Department of...lllinois Department of
Public Health. They are to hold hearings, oake evaluations
and report back to us by October 1 on am apgropriate method
of State...financing for corrective actions regarding the
presence of fryable asbestos. Fryable asbestos is asbestos
that can upon contact be crumbled and is the cause of...and
can be the cause of serious health probleas inciluding cancer.
The.-..the bill has been amended so that there is no provision
in here regarding any funding. The reason for the deletion of

that is that we want to find out, following the evaluations
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by the Department of Public Health, what kind of funds and
what kind of needs are...are there out there in our schools
as to requiring State funding if at all. We will address that
next Session opce we get a better hapndle on the data.
The...the provision is also in here that schools that have
undertaken corrective action would be eligible for funding
under the provisions of the bill if...when...if and when
State funding procedures are plugged ine. There are many
school districts that have done something about this problen;
however, I w®ight suggest to you that there...there are many,
many school districts that have done nothing, and this bill
is addressing that problem in a very reasonakle way to get
some responsible action at the State level sc that we can
address it next year as far as a requirement and funding for
the correction of the asbestos hazard. I'd be glad to respond
to any questions.

PRESIDENT:

Is there amy discussion? Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he®ll yield, Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Berman, l...I'm not clear on the language that I
think is in the bill, that it says that "Schools are required
to begin and complete corrective action in regard to fryable
asbestos by July 1, of 1988." Now, at the same time, as I
upderstand it, the council is going to be meeting and working
out a mechanism to suggest to the General Assembly with
regard to funding. Is that correct?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Bernan.

SENATOR EEBRMNAN:
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Yes,...except let me add that it®s July 1 of *88, or
three years following the establishment of a system for State
financing of corrective action.

PEESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

I...I guess it's the %Yor" that, first of all, bothers aue,
it could be one or the other. Who...who makes that decision?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Words *“later of," so we're talking about later...the
later date of July 1, *88 or three years following the estab-
lishment of a funding systen.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR NAITLAND:

Doesn't the language say that they are required to begin
and complete corrective action in regard to probable ashestos
by July 1 of 19882
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMNAN:

Let ne read you on page 4, lines 8 through 10 or 11. It
says as follows, "All schools shall undertaken and complete
corrective action with respect to all fryable asbestos mate-
rials in their educational facilities by the later of July 1,

1988, or three years following the establishment of a systen

for State financing of corrective action.®
PRESIDENT:
Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:
Thank you, Mr. Fresident. Alright, then if, in fact...if,

in fact, the recommendation by the Adviscry Council and
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subsequent legislative action does not provide funding,
then...then +the schools don't have to do anything. Is that
correct?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR EBEEMAN:

At...at this time, the answver is, yes, but 1let pe tell
you vwhat this sponsor's plans are. The problem with this
entire area is that we don*t know wbat the costs are going to
bes I can assure you that when we get these reports this fall
that we will be looking at corrective legislaticn or funding
legislation to address this problem. This bill, the primary
purpose of which is to get something moving, and I cam assure
you that we are not intending to close down any school dis-
tricts. We want the State Department of Public Health to get
moving on it, and you and I and everyome else in this Body
will be 1looking at this problem in...in the spring of 1985.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident, just...just two more...two more
brief questions. Is the appropriation in élace now
$0eastO0eeato Public Health fore..is the appropriation in
place?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berpan.
SENATOR BERHAN:

There is an awnendment prepared to +the Lepartaent of
Public Health's appropriation for eighty-five thousand
dollars, that was their estimate of their needs for
this...for Fiscal '85.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
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And that provides for the inspection. Is that correct?
And...and to continue, does that include then, again as we
spoke of yesterday, inspection of both nonpuklic and bublic
schools in the State, all...all of the above?

PRESIDENT:
Senator EBerman.
SENATOR EERMAN:
Yes.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, this strikes me as kind of a novelty.
We've had funded mandates and unfunded mandates, but this is
a mandate that we're thinking about funding. If I interpret
the language correctly, it says our funding mechanism...shall
be ve...we will appropriate one thousand dollars and send a
dollar to each:district, that's the State's share, and they
shall pickup the rest. This is clearly a case of putting the
cart before the horse. Why don’t we f£ind cut what the problen
is and then come back and address the whole +thing in the
fall? I also would suspect,...X think, frankly, if we don't
knov what the scope of the problem is, why pass the bill?
This is +the first tipe we've ever adpitted we didn*t know
what we were doing and thenm propose to do it anyway,...pardom
ne, it's the first time we?ve ever publicly adoitted that,
and I would also suggest to you, some of us recall, occasion-
ally vwe go trampling into the private school sector and they
aren®t really aware of what we're doing. I'm not at all sare
the private school people are going to be tickled pink about
this particular bill. I have a feeling we may...¥e ray not
have heard from them, but this may be one of these roll calls
that you®re 'going to hear about down the road from those
people who generally react rather negatively to having our

bureaucrates stcmping around asking how many kids, what they
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teach, where they teach, bow they do it. I°d be a little
leery of this one, and you®ll pardon me if I'm going to at
least vote Present, I think I*m probably going tc vote No,
though.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sepator Grothberg.
SENATOR GBROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. Would the sponsor yield for a
question?

PEESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Grotberge.
SENATOR GRCTEERG:

Senator, in reading through this I would ask, where's the
stick? I see the carrot but where is the sanction portion? 1
can't find it. If nobody does anything, who goes to jail, et
cetera? Are there any teeth in the bill at all?

PRESIDENT:

Senator EBerman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

There is a process...vwe're not sending anybody to jaila.
There is a process here of a...an order to be issued by the
Department of Public Health if they find that there is a
critical health hazard existing and the...and that can be
enforced through the courts. ¥§e aré looking for corrective
action not putting any school board members or principals in
Jjaile
PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotkerg.

SENATOR GBOTBERG:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. To the btill itself, I
have deep respect for the sponsor and what he's trying to do.
But it seems to @me once this were to become the law that
there would be an infusion of liability claims regarding that

process. God knows there are plenty of thcse <claims out in
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the asbestos world now. It reflects back a little and I would
ask Senator Bruce, if he is listening, and you too, Senator,
the owners of all those schools are those unindemnified five
or seven poor characters in each county called our school
trustees who up in till now haven't even had a lawyer let
alone a budget. But the 1liability engenered by the court
process that's going to follow failure to comply in this is
going to lead to maze of court action by responmsible people
trying to run a school. I think it opens up a whole world of
legal fees, mandated costs and regulatory mess that only God
could figure out. I just don't see any hope for the process
the way the bill is drafted. I'c going to vote No.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Semnator
Joyce, Jeremiaha
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Question of the sponsora.

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

And I apologize, I was off in...in the phope for some of
the debate. Where did you get this bill?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BEEMAN::

This bill arose out of a study made through the Service
Employees International Union regarding the damgers of asbhes-
tos ir buildings. ¥e held and...I want to compliment the
Elementary and Secondary Education Committee, we held a hear-
ing that I think lasted in excess of four hours and had fif-
teen some witnesses and everyone there testified as to the
health hazard of fryable asbestos. This bill is am outgrowth
of that hearing and the wealth of material that we have

received as a result thereof.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

And through all that process you haven®t heard from the
parochial schools?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR EEHMAN:

Yes, I have, they've testified and the Illinois Catholic
Conference is in full support of this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Berman, you wish to close?

SENATOR BEEHAN:

Thank you. I guess the nature of the objections I find
quite interesting. Sepator Schaffer, I've tried to take a
responsible approach here. Outside of eighty-five thousand
dollars to start the process through the Departsent cof Public
Health, I have deleted funding pechanisas because I and
everyone else here does not kpow what the cost is going to
be. I think you and I both want to be responsible and that's
why we want to f£ind out what the problem is. There is a prob-
lem and I can tell you a number of school districts that have
addressed that problem. #%bat bothers ne is the great, great
number of school districts that for many reasons bave not
addressed the problem. This is a serious health hazard. This
bill starts the process to correct that health hazard. Sena-
tor Grotterg, may I suggest to you that the liability for the
existence of asbestos exists in those schocl Ltuildings with
or without the passage of this bill. This bill addresses that
concern in a positive way and provides specifically that
school boards may take cut 1liability insurance to protect
themselves and their emplofees regarding this exposure, but I

can assure you that this exposure exists whether we pass this
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bill or not. We have heard from labor; the Illinois Associa-
tion of School Boards endorses this bill as amended. We have
sat with a long list of groups, and let me mention some of
them; the State Board of Education, the Illingis EPA, Capital
Developnent Board, Service Employees Union, IASB and the IEA.
I don't mean to isply an endorsement, but their objections, 1
believe it's fair, most of their objecticns have been
addressed. We take care of the school districts here that
have done something in the past and won®t be autormatically
locked out of a funding mechanisa if we dc decide to help
fund the corrective process in the future. ¥e are enpowering
the Department of Fublic Health ¢to find out what is the
danger to our school children regarding asbestos. This is a
responsible, wmodest approach to what could te a very, very
serious problems On behalf of the employees of..o0f our
schools and the children in our schools, I ask for an affirm-
ative vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1644 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Onm that question, there are
39 Ayes, 17 Nays, 2 voting Present. Sepnate Bill 1644 having
received the required consti*utional pajority is declared
passed. 1645, Senator Berman. On the Order...mo, hold it.
1650, Senator Egan. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Eeading,
the top of page 15, is Senate Bill 1650. Bead the bill, #r.
Secretarye
SECHETARY:

Senate Fill 1650.

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

Senator Egan.




Page 109 - MAY 22, 1984

SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senate. Senate
Bill 1650 1is a reaction to the bill that passed last year,
empowering the public sector to collectively bargan; and as a
consequence of...of that law which becomes effective in July,
July 1st 1984, the state's attorneys will have amn additional
burden iRee..il...as a vresult of that new Act, and =o, what
this does is allow the Public Defender Cosmission
to...appellate division to assist county state®s attorneys ip
the discharge of their duties umder the Illinois Public Labor
Relations Act. It do€S nOte...it 1is not mandatory, it is
voluntary and it fits perfectly in lipne with the service that
that division performs for the state’s attormeys' cther
duties. I know of no opposition and I commend it to your
favorable consideration.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS :

Thank you, Mr. President. I was just going to say this
had come through the Senate Labor and Comnmerce Committee,
passed ananimously and bipartisan support. The key to it
being that it's only if requested, they®re not forcing anyone
to take free advice, but it®s there if they need it and this
could be an area that's going to be awfully difficult for
state's attorneys in the immediate future. So I would
appreciate a support...your support.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1650 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 53...54 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1650 having received the reguired constitutionmal majority is

declared passed. Senator Lechowicz on 1659. Gn the Order of
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Senate Bills 3rd Reading, on the top of page 15, is Senate
Bill 1659. Read the bill, Nr. Secretary. Senator Lechowicz,
wvas this bill on recall? Today or Yyesterday? Senator
Lechowicz.

SENATOB LECHORICZ:

It was on recall this morning and adopt...the amendment
was adopted and brought back %o 3rd reading.
PRESIDENT:

Okay, then we'll have to get back to it tomorrow. It's
still being enrolled and engrossed. 1660, Senator Delngelis.
on the order of Senate Bills 3Ird Reading is Senate Bill 1660.
Read the bhill, Mr. Secretarye.

SECEETARX:
Senate Bill 1660.
{secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator L[eAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1660 as amended is
a product of the Llegislative Study Group for Children. 1t
requires that juveniles not be held im the =ame detention
cell as adults. It provides for a method of their release
after six hours into a different...form of custody, and it
also sets up some other alternatives for detention, like honme
detention. Be happy to answer any questions.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Marovitz.
‘ SENATOR MARQVITZ:

Thank you, very mnuch, Mr. Fresident, nenbers of the
Senate. I rise in support of Senate Bill 1660. I was chairing
the committee at the time this legislative...legislation came
up. There were a lot of guestions about it. Subseguent to

that I held several meetings with people from all phases in
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regards to this legislation and attempt to mollify all the
problems. #e did satisfy many of the reguirements that people
had expressed concerns about during the...during the legis-
lative hearing in committee. This is...a very iamportant piece
of legislation. There has been great attempt by...by the
Department of Children and Faimly Services to work out all
the problems and to make sure that we're not treating Jjuve-
niles with kid gloves, but in fact we're making sure that
juveniles are treated im the proper pmanner aand yet are incar-
cerated. I commend the director of LCFS and the spcansor of
the bill. I think it*s a very good piece of legislation. The
Sheriffs® Association...is in support of it, all the law
enforcement agencies are in support of it. They came down and
testified, we've talked to them subsequently about their con—
cerns, and attempted to correct their ceoncerns, and I would
solicit everybody's support for this excellent piece of
legislation.
PREESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, MHr. President. Earlier, I had raised some
questions in regard to this, and I would like to inform you
that I have had a meeting this morning in regard to this and
feel like the concerns for the rural counties have been taken
care of.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:
Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:
Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Darros.
SENATOR CARRON:
In the event that a county does not have a Juvenile

detention facility, for example, if Rock Island County had
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one our nearest one would be Galesburg. Would I be correct
then that a...initially the police who pick up someone who is
alleged delinquent would have to transport that juvenile to
Galesburg, the following day the sheriff would go down to
Galesburg, bring him back to Rock Island County for a deten-
tion hearing, take him back tc Galesburg and come back during
that first thirty-six hours?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Delngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I am not so sure the timing would be that way, but, yes,
the transportation would have to occur that way.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR L[ARROW:

Would you be willing to consider an amendment over in the
House to deal with that first thirty-six bhour period?
There...it requires a court hearing during that period which
would mean transporting the juvenile back and forth in rural
counties.

PRESIDENT:

Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Darros, I would consider any reasonable amendment
to this bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Darrowe.
SENATOR DAREOH:

Yes, I, too, think it®s an excellent bill. I...I just had
some contact with my authorities back in Rock 1Island County
and they were concerned about the transportation, but 1°d
like to work with you on that. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

¥ell, a guestion of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he®ll yield.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

I heard what Senator Marovitz said and what Senator
Donahue had to say, but my local sheriff contacted me and
indicated great concern about the bill, and I think it was
the same sort of thing that Senator lDarrow mentioned. Can
you indicate to me what changes have been made in this bill
that would make it more palatable to rural counties?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Delngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, 1let @me just say that the bill was sponsored...wvas
incited by the Illinois Sheriffs?! Association. Now, there are
" a fev sheriffs that I think probably would still oppose it,
but the tvo amerdments that were made, ore is the description
of a juvenile detention center and the other one with the
six-hour period of confinement, that's the tuo ohjecfions
that I heard.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schubeman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I...I guess until I have pore information akout the
bill, HMr. President, I would bave to oppose it, but cer-
tainly I support the concept, but I think I have to be very
careful about imposing these mandates on counties that are
not equipped to handle it.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBEKG:
Thank you, Mr. FPresident. Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDENT:
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Sponsor indicates hetll yield.
SENATOR GROTEBEEG:

Senator, without the bill in front of me hut 1looking at
the analysis and as the father of house arrest for adults, it
says "home detention.® Is that concepte...does home detention
describe that...that we can keep them at home? Or is this
Qe...a home for...a detention hone?

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Semnator Grotberg, of the six thousand juveniles
that are incarcerated each year, only ten percent of them are
involved in crimes against persons; that means, ninety per-
cent of them are not. And what this does is a court appointed
official has the option of permitting home detention rather
than in jail.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotterg.
SENATOR GRGTEBERG:

Then your amswer 1is, yes, bhose detention means hone
detention. The judge can tell ther to stay bhome. If they get
caught cheating, then they go into this other fprocess.
PRESIDERNRT:

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Yes.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDGNALD:

Yes, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
vas on the committee when we bheard this bill. First of all, I
was a bit confused because I thought it was already the 1law
that we had to separate juveniles from adults and, indeed, I

understood, I thought, from those that were there describing
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the bill that that was true. This is a comment not a criti-
cism, but I might say after being involved with juvenile work
a great deal im Cook County, I don't know how many have vis-
ited the Audie Home, but if that is...separate housing for
juveniles, which indeed it is, I would question I think that
we certainly ought to have further legislaticn from the sher-
iffs or froe compassionate citizens in regard to what happens
at the Audie Home at least in Cook County. Further, I would
like to say that I think that there is an imposition in terss
of...the discretion of the judge being able to have the
child...turned over to his home. Often the hcome is the prob-
lem with these juveniles and they...the...the history of
their runaway from the time that they are brought to atten-
tion of the courts is sigpnificant. JI...I have some substan—
tial problems with the reacticn of the Department of Children
and Faimly Service, probably understaffed and underpayed, but
in our area, at least, they do not respond quickly enough,
and the best friend of these children, frankly, is the juve-
nile officer. I think this bill dcesn®'t go far enough apd I
think...in the directiors where it encompasses the whole
State, I think +that there are counties indeed that will be
hurt by this bill, amd I ask your serious consideration of
what we're doing here.
PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Sepator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, Mr. President, one of the things I've learned down
here is to say that group support things one have to0...you
have to listen very carefully. I think if you listen very
carefully to several of these groups, they were told this is
the best deal you camn get, so I guess they now support it. I
have some real concerns with the downstate district with a
couple of small counties that we are again inflicting some

rather heavy expenses on the counties that we will hear about
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later on, and I*m curious, in fact, we...if we as a Legis-
lature and a State Government make the decision that we want
new procedures, are we...are we paying for it or are we just
mandating it? You know, what works for Cock County doesn't
always work for the rest of the State. Some of us haven't got
the dollars or the need for these type facilities, arnd somre
of us have got systens that are working pretty good, in fact,
a lot better than some of the big high-priced systems, amd
we...we don't like having this stuff shoved down our throats.
I...ny people have not been involved in the...the deliber-
ations but their initial reaction was pretty hostile. When I
talked to them a week or so ago, I didn't detect any lessen-
ing in that attitude. Are we funding all the mandates that
we're thrusting on the counties and, you krow, what are
the...what are the financial dollars? Has there a...any kind
of a fiscal note applied to this thing? Some of us would like
to know what ve're getting into before ve get
that...that...sarcastic mail £from our counties for another
buadred thousand dollar mandate that we®re going to pay six
thousand dollars up.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
DeAngelis may close.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, there...there seems to be a lot of discussion on
this...in terms of reimbursement, there is a reimbursement
with this bill. DCFS will pay the cost of putting them
someplace, I thipk what we're doing with this bill essen-
tially is saying that...and I think we're forgetting this is
that juveniles will not be put in jail with adults. I don*'t
think anybody would like to have their sixteen year c¢ld son
who got picked up drinking a can of beer im with some harden
criminals, nor would they like their fifteen year old daugh-

ter stuck in° a cell with a couple of older fpeople. And the
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other thing is that we are not interfering at all with the
process beyond that. We are creating scme options, and the
options...sonebody said something about they don®t want to go
home. They don't have to go there, this also provides for
foster home detention. I think it*s a good bill, it should be
supported, and I urge the General Assembly to see it the same
vay. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Question 1is, shall Senate Bill 1660 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, there
are 30 Ayes, 15 Nays, 6 voting Present. Senate Bill 1660 hav-
ing received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed...D%arco, I think your request is misplaced. You vwere
not recorded on that roll call. Well, I know, shat does that
have to do with the price of...your request is in order.
Under Rule 23, any Senator may regquest verification of a roll
call. One is not permitted to change ones vote after a
request has been made. Roll...verification...Senator D*Arco
has requested a verification. Will the mesbers be im their
seats. The Secretary will read, please, the affirmative
votes.

SECERETABY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Barkhausen,
Becker, Berman, Carroll, Chew, Coffey, CLCarrocw, Delngelis,
Degnan, Egan, Etheredge, Fawell, Geoc-Karis, Grotberg,
Holmberg, Jomnes, Jeremriah Joyce, Keats, Kelly, Kastra,
Lechovwicz, Mahar, Marovitz, Netsch, Newhouse, Philip,
Sangmeister, Savickas, Weaver and Mr. President.

PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco, do you gquestion the presence of any

member?

SENATOR D'ARCO:




X

Senator...Senator Jones.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones on the Floor?
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Senator Savickas.

PBESIDENT:

Is Sepator Jomes on the Floor?
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Ch, is he on the Floor?
PRESIDENT:

That*s what I'm asking. I'r supposed to be asking. Sena-
tor Jones on the Floor? Strike his name, Mr. Secretary. You
question the presence of any other member, Senator D*Arco?
Alright. The roll has been verified. On that question, there
are 29 Ayes, 15 Nays, 6 voting Eresent. Senator DelAngelis
requests that further consideration be postponed. Senator
Chew, we're way ahead of you, as usual. Okay. 1664, Senator
D'Arco. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill
1664. Senator DeAngelis requests a verification of whatever
you get. Eead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1664.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D*Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This is probably going to be a
model bill if it passes for the entire building trade indus-
try. This bill sets up a licensing procedure, properly called
a certification procedure for rcofers in the State of Illi~
nois. There were sopme...there vas some questicn about whether
or not an individual who had a friend do work omn his roof

wvould have to get a...that friend would have to be licensed,




Page 119 - MAY 22, 1984

and we provided an amendment to take care of that problen.
There was also some gquestion about...shether a seller of
roofing materials would have to be a licensed roofer, and we
took care of that problem and provided that...that would anot
have to be the case. There was also some gquestion about
vhether ap employee of an employer would have to be licensed,
and we took care of that problem and provided that he would
not have to be licemsed. The carpenters have signed off on
the bill, both the downstate carpenters and the Chicago
carpenters. It provides for a board to be created. It pro-
vides for a certification procedure to be enacted, and there
are certain requirements, of course, that a person must nReet
in order to meet these gqualifications. I can go through then
if you like. One of the most important onmes is that he be in
the business of roofing for at least three years prior to hin
being allowed to be certified as a roofer. I think that®s a
good idea, an apprenticeship prograe, sc people who do work
on roofs are adequately skilled and knowledgeable in the
field and the art, and I would ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN: '

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and...Gentlemen of the
Senate, I rise in opposition to Senate Eill 1664. What the
sponsor is seeking to do here is to license one more business
in Illinois. In face of other legislation that we've passed
in recent years it would sunset some of the licensing that's
been done around this State. He seeks to regquire that the
State of Illinois will issue licenses to roofing contractors.
Now, that pay be a good idea in some parts of the State,
Senator, and...and I would suggest that if it's a good idea
in Chicago and Decatur and places like that that you have
home rule authority now that enables you +to 1license these

businesses. But I suggest to you that in the rest of the
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State, and particularly the rural areas of the State, it's a
bad idea, because the people who do the roof work in my com—
munity are small general contractors and, frankly, they're
really going to be wupset with us when they find out that
ve've passed a bill, or if ve pass a bill, that allowS...an
original application fee up to tﬂree bundred dollars toc be
licensed to fix roofs on farm buildings, and I <think the
licensing fee that®s allowed in here is unreasonakble. The
renevals can be charged up to as much as hundred and fifty
dollars, and I think that®s unreasonable. I think that this
cones down and...finally as a blov to the building indus—
try.-.one more blow to the small building industry...in rural
Illinois, amd I suggest to you that I'd much rather see you
have your home rule units of government enact this legis-
lation. If you have a problem to solve im Chicago, then I
think you can solve it there without this kind of legislation
affecting the rest of the State. I'd urged a Nc vote on this
bill.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senatcr Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-EKARIS:

%ill the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Now, under your bill are you saying that...a homeowner,
for ezasmple, can do his own roofing amd this bill would not
require a license of them?

PRESIDENT:
Senator LC'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Yes, that's the...tha®t is true.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karisa.



Page 121 - MAY 22, 1984

SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

And I believe you said earlier that through your amend-
ment, you would exclude, whom did say employees of WwhGeee? I
didn*t gquite get the drift of what you said about your amend-
ment.

PRESIDENT:

Senator D*Arco.
SENATOR D'ABCO:

¥ell, the drift is that the employers® gropecty can be
worked on by an employee of the employer, without being 1i-
censed.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Raris.
SEBATOR GEGC-KABRIS:

Well, Mr. President, and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, because I*m not a grudge-bearer, I'm gcing to speak
in favor of the bill because there bas been very bad people
in the roofing business. They come out of one city, come into
mine and don't knov what they're doing and have caused a lot
of havoc. I think this bill pight be a...a bill im the right
direction and 1'l1l support ita.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, if the sponsor would answer a questicn ifea.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he?ll yield.

SERATOR SCHAFFPER:

I vas kind of thinking about putting a roof on @y house
this summer and done a little of that, I wculdn'®t describe
nyself as handy by any stretch of the imagimation, but I was
thinking about bhiring a couple of the neighbor high school
kids to help haul the stuff down to the garbage and what have

you. ®ould I be violating any laws if I did that? I nmean, I




Page 122 - MAY 22, 1984

don*t have a lot of money. I don't think the pay raise is
going anywhere.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

With your personality, you don®t need money. I'm just
kidding. No, you do, you need...everyone needs money, €very-
one needs money, I mean, that's...okay, we got that estab-
lished. Nothing in this Act shall be construed to regquire a
person who performs roofing or waterproofing work in his own
property or for no consideration to be certified as a roofing
contractor.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I'm not sure that I*m going to get these two high
school kids to come over and do it Jjust Lkased on ny
personality. I was kind of plaoning on paying thes or
theye..you know, they cut grass and they work around the
neighborhood and they're pretty nice kids, but can I pay thenm
to, you know, do the...some of the...the work? Am I getting
in trouble? I mean, I'd hate to get in any real 1legal prob-
lems. I'® not up this year but still you ought to be careful.
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'ArcCo.

SENATOR D*ARCO;

That...that probably would fall under one of the other
exceptions; the employer-employee exception, possibly, or you
could probably pay them double for cutting the grass instead
of paying them for putting on the roof, you ksow. I mean, if
you think about it a little bit.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:
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Well, I...I would never think for a moment of trying to
circumvent one of the laws that this Body passed. I think I
have some real serious problems with this. I...I would concur
with Senator Schuneman, if there®s a problee in the City of
Chicago or someplace, fine, there are sonme seedy people in
the business, but my gueess is that they're seedy encugh and
smart enough to get the three hundred dollars and get 1li-
censed and probably get away with it. This is, in fact..this
like house painting is one of the things that we find college
students and other people who work fairly reascnably come out
and help people. I know we bad a couple of ccllege students
that put a roof omn a house for a senior citizen in my area at
a very nominal cost for the lady that she could nct have
gotten done any other way, and they did, by the way, a very
fine job. I think this would be a tremendous mistake. I'm not
going to beat it intc the ground, but this is a clear case of
government getting very heavil& on our constituents' backs
where it is not needed. If it ain®t broke, don't fix it. It
isn*t broke anywhere in my area, 1 don®t think we need a
solution.

PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Semator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsor, pleasea
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Okaye..Senator D*Arco, there were several problems with
the bill then...and one you didn't answer is whether or not
the carpenter could in fact...would he have to be licensed?
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D*ABCO:

He can put on the shingles, see the shingles arem*t part
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of the roof and as such, he can put ob...he can put on the
shingles without putting on the tar. You ksow, if you put the
tar on, that has to be done by a roofer, but if you put the
shingles on, that can be done by a carpenter and he's very
gualified to do that under most instances because he does go
through an apprenticeship program which we want to initiate
for the roofers.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collims.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Well, now, Senator, I don't know if you serious or not
bat that...you know, that is rather ridiculcus. The
other...the other question I...I would like to know is...is,
who will...will establish tbhe criteria for...the qualifying
for the licenses? Are any...0r...and whether or not this
person would have to go through...not the...l1'm assuning that
at some point you're grandfathering im certain people, but
what about the new person who says that I want to learn to ke
a roofer, you know, whose...who establish that criteria and
vhat role does the craft trade play into all cf this?
PBESIDENT:

Senator D®Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

The board that would be <created under the Act,
the...roofing, let me see, what's the name of the board? The
board means the Illinois Roofing 1Industry Advisory Board
along with the Department of R. and E. would write rules aand
regs that would implement the certification procedure. Nowm,
you asked something else, I...what was that? %hat did you
aske..something else you asked?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Well,...forget that, but if you are licensed, then will
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you have to be certified by a union in order to...practice
your trade?
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATCGR D*ARCO:

No, you would...you would not have to be certified
by...by any union to practice your trade. The whole point of
this bill, and...and Senator Joyce pointed this out to me
and...very clearly, if...if a person puts a roof on your
house, he gives you...Barlean, if you'll listen...okay, okay,
I know, you understand.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

I know all of that. Y¥...I have many people in my commun-
ities who are victiams of that. I awm bpnot opposed to what
youtre trying to do, but I wvant you to be very clear on uhat
you're doing and...and all I'*m saying is there are...along
with the roofers, there are other...trades in the...in
the...building trades that...all of them should be licensed
by the State and that no one should be denied, as minorities
are today, equal opportunities for Jjobs into the crafts
trades and they are not. This bill will give that access, 1
hope, if, in fact, that you still don®t have to come Lack and
be certified by the unions in order to be able to...to get
into that trade, because minorities have difficulty treaking
into all of the trades, and that's all 1I'z saying. Egqual
ACCESS 1SewelSeeeis what ay bill was atteppting to do and I
want to make sure that yours do the same.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR BIGNEY:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDENT:
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Sponsor indicates he?1ll yield, Sepator Rigney.
SENATOR BIGNEY:

I vas somewhat amazed when you...in your opening remarks
when you said that the, I believe, the dounstate carpenters
had signed off on this bill., Who is sgeaking for those
downstate carpenters?

PRESIDENT:

Senator LC'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Herman Moses, I don®t kmow. No, I was told by Dick Walsh,
the...the lobbyist for the AFL-CIC that the...the dounstaters
and the Chicago carpenters have signed off on this bill,
because I was concerned about that...I was concerned akbout
that problenm myself, and I was told that they don't consider
this bill to be a problem. And...have you heard from then?
PBESIDENT:

Senator Rigney. Senator Bigney.

SENATOR BIGNEY:

The comment that I would make, I can't imagine why the
carpenters, in so pany words, would sign off on legislation
of this kind. Let me point out one of the practical problens

of something of +this nature. He've had some of this type

of...of.iork done on some roofs on our farm. What...how do
you define a roof? Let's say that some work op the rafters
has to be done, and then we®re going to put a steel roof over
the top of another roof that is there. At what point are we
doing construction work and at what point are we doing rocof
work? Do you think that'’s clear in the bill and...as to, you

know, the jurisdiction of each one?

END OF REEL
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BEEL #4

PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, it is clear in the bill. If you read Sectiona..if
you read Section 2, Subsection E it defines what a roofing
contractor is and, you know, as best you can I...I think it*s
very difficult to define, you know, what a rcof is, 1 mean,
we can do that I imagine if that is part of the problen we
can do that in the House. I don't...I domn't,...you Kknow,
putting up rafters would mot be considered working om a roof
as far as I'm concerned, you know, a rafter bas nothing to do
vith a roof, I mean it...it's part of the structure of a
building but it®s not the...the roof of the building.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Maybe I did not wuse the best choice of word when
I...words when I said rafters. On a nusber of our old build-
ings, for instance, we laid down two-by-fours as...and
nailers for a steel roof. We had a carpenter do that kind
of roofing work, in fact on three different buildings omn our
farm. 1 was wondering if I would have to deal with two
different people to get that simple little task accomplished.
It seems to me it*s very logical that, you kncw, the car-
penter does the base work in preparation for the roof; but
then I was wondering if he had to stop at that point and then
I got to go find someone else to actually nail the steel on
and if when we're all done with that, if we have to bave
still someone else to put the lightening rods back on the
building and a few of those types of things. I...obviously,

I guess I'm opposed to the bill.

o ]
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PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank...thank you, Mr. President, I rise in support of
this bill. It seeds that every time we hear any discussion
about consumer fraud this roofing business comes up and it's
automatically mentioned. I think just because of that that's
one reason why I stand in support of this particular bill.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jojyce.

SENATOR JEROME JCYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident, I have a guestion too, I guess
a statement really. I...l agree with what some of the other
speakers have said. 1In our part of the country why if...if
you build a house or a barn or whatever you build, the car-
penter or contractor does the whole thimg. WNow it just seens
illogical +that this carpenter would have to have a roofer's
license to build the whole facility...building.

PRESIDENT:

FPurther discussion? Senator Joyce, Jeremiah.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

¥ell, I rise in support of this legislatics. You know, I
don't know what the problem is with this jurisdictional dis-
pute. You are always going to have these disputes, they've
had them ever sibce anyone picked up a hasser and another guy
picked up a trowel and...or whatever, that's mnot the real
question im front of wus. I think the question is; nunber

one, We are out...ve are...this legislation will protect the

¢ consumer, it will protect the person who has a roof put on

his home or his building who five or six or seven years later
is looking to act against the warraoty because his roof is
novw leaking and there's no one there with a license or a bond
vho is going to make good on that warranty that was given

him. Now who's opposed to this? Who?!s opposed to this? is
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iteesd.eea carpenter who's involved in doing rcofing work, is
it too much of a burden for him to come in and get a roofer's
license? WNow, I just don't understand who's opposed to this.
This isn't...isn?t any great burden being placed on anybody
who is presently doing this work. If you just balance the
interest here, if you balance the eguities, if you look at
the protection of the consumer versus the four...0C...I don't
know how many hundred people who are doing this work who are
going to be inconvenienced by baving toc come in and get 1li-
censed, surely the equity is on the side of the consunmer.
And I'pm...I’n supporting this legislation, I can®t see why
anybody here...everything considered, would be copposed to it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Coffey.
SENATOBR COFFEY:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor imdicates he®1l yield, Senator Coffeye.
SENATOR COFFEY:

If a person to receive this licensing is there a bond
required?
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Yes, there is and I think that®s ome of the good aspects

of the bill that there is a bond required, as Senmator Joyce

said, so if he does give you a guarantee, which a roofer

would tend to do to get the business, then he sould be bonded
and he would be licensed and he would be 1liable for any
damage due to the roof under the guaramtee. A fly-by-night
roofer will give yom a guarantee and then 1leave the State.
And now you are out in the cold and you have tc do the whole
roof again and pay another amount of money and it just isn't

fair to the consumer.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

-ssthank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I...I rise in opposition to this bill, and I...I agpreciate
the fact that there is going to be a bond required; but right
now we have licensing for plumbers; and 1 have done quite a
bit of construction work and beemn a contractor om several
occasions, and I fiod out that we bring a plupber imn that's
licensed, he goes out...we pay hin sixteen, eigbteen dollars
an hour, he goes out and hires four or five young pecple that
has no plumbing experience, brings them in to the job and we
end up paying...and he pays theam four or five dollars an
hour, charges us sixteen or eighteen dollars an hour, and se
don?t get the gquality of...workmanship that we should ke get-
ting. We're going to do the same thing here, just because ue
license the person that's running the contracting om the
building or on the roof does not mean that the employees he
hires are going to be gualified. And for you that bave had
plumbers to do work for you have found out nany times the
plumber hisself or the one that has the licenmse is a capable
plumber but the ones that are doing the work are not, and
ve're going to have the same problem here. And secondly, on
spmall jobs you're going to call for two or three contracts
vhere one contract would be adequate because you®re going to
ask for all kinds of licensing procedures for every part of a
construction on a smpall piece of property, on a small garage
or a small home, for that matter. And so I rise im opposi-
tion to the bill.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:
Thank you...thank you, Mr. President. I rise in opposi-

tion to the bill on some points that have not been bLrought
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upe Isn*t it dironic that we pick the biggest slump in the
building industry to regulate it further, that people are out
of work in all phases of the construction industry at this
point in time and then we talk about saving the consumer?
The consumer is going to pay for it. The cost of roofing
will go up not down. The cost of everything goes up not
down, as soon as we touch it. There is just no other con-
sideration I can offer to this Body excegt to tell you that
there'sSeeeifeo..if we had a hundred percent enmployment, if
everything wvere fine and people were standing in line to get
their roofs fizxed, what...then it would be probably more
timely. But under this economic plight that se*re livimg in
in this day and age in the comstruction business,mandating,
squeezing those who want to find an alterpative tc fizinpg
their roof certainly is ip bad taste, bad timing and I would
ask my associates to join me in turning this bill dosn.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWBGUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...I had the occasion to meet
with several of these fellows out in the hallway earlier and
they're very nice fellows and when I left thes I thought I
was in favor of this bill, now I find myself cozing down
squarely on the fence. 1I'e concerned that what we're talking
about is a...a goodly deal of money in order tc get wup and
nail shingles on a roof, and I'e not guite sure how we spell
out what that training prograa is and who operates it and how
one gets into it. My concern is that I've got an awful lot
of kids standing...out on the corner that I'd love to be
pailing shingles on but I'm not sure that under this...these
provisions that will be possible. Senator, if you can assure
me on that, I certainly wanot to vote for the bill, but as I
look at it and look at our analysis I get some concerns along

those lines. Is there...can you enlighten in any way on
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that?
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

This bill does not have any of the restrictioms in it
that the building trade unions bave been traditiomally
accused of bhaving against w@inorities. This bill doesn®t
restrict anybody's ability to work under the auspices of a
contractor. So, you know, the [robles with the building
trade unions doesn't exist in this bill. This bkill is asking
for a certification procedure under the State of...of...under
the laws of the State of Illincis,nct under any
municipality®s ordinances that can prohibit the interaction
between people that work for building trade contractors.
This is just the opposite and would ¢end to help nwminority
people become involved in the roofing industry.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR REWBOUSE:

Sponsor yield for amother question?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he®ll yield, Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

I'nm looking on page 2 of the analysis shich says that the
applicants must be twenty-one years old, bhave a high school
level education, additionally have three years experience
which proves their competency, obtain 1liakility property
damage and worker®s comf., have Illinois Uvemployment Insur-
ance enployer identification aoumber, provide evidence of
necessary credit and business reputation thesselves amd so
forth. I think it's all very fine,but how ip the world do
you do all that?

PRESIDENT:

Senator D*Arco.
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SENATOR D*AECO:

But that doesn't prohibit an apprentice working under one
of these pen that have a license under this bill. Those are
the criteria of the roofing contractor but that doesn't pro-
hibit the apprentice from working under this man, under his
supervision, that's what it's all about, and then subse-
quently becoming a contractor. That's how he gets toc be a
contractor. That®s why Senator Coffey's ckjection is a
little Catch-~22; I mean, how is a man going to learn to be a
roofing contractor if he doesn't work under the supervision
of a roofing contractor?

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President, I rise to support this bill. Our
future Congressman is concerned about the construction indus-
try and the slump. This bill doesn®t really concern itself
with the slump in the construction industry. Those people are
bonded and put tc work by a general contractor, so when a
roof in one of those big commercial buildings that®s being
built by the comnstruction industry, that he <ccncerned about
all the people working on, those people are bonded. BAny
leaks, any problems with it, the geperal contractor will take
care of. What we?re addressing ourself is the concern that
Senator Joyce bhad, that we have in ou:lccmmunities and that
Senator Schaffer should be worried about. Tbat when a...say
a widow bas a roof fixed, she pays for it obce, she expects
that to last, maybe the rest of her life, ten, fifteen years,
not having to come back, look for a comtractor that put it up
a year ago, find out that the roof is leaking and it®s dam-
aged, go down to the cormer or wherever she found this con-
tractor and say, vell, my roof is leaking would you...repair
it again and find out that now this fellow has gone out of

business under the old name, opened up im the same place
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under a new name and says, oh, well, that was another
company. We don't...you know, we can?t handle the guarantee
that they gave you because this is a new company. This
addresses those problems of those people that have legitimate
concerns, that have faith im a contractor that comes out,
advertises to repair what is really a pecessity in their
home, the roof; because once it leaks, it can destroy your
whole house. Once it leaks and it destroys your whole house,
you have a monetary, financial loss that you can®t gain back.
So I think this is a good bill. It protects those consumers
and protects those legitimate contractors that want to stay
in business and continue for thirty and forty years.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Question, please, of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he®ll yield, Semator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Hypothetical guestion, Semator. I as hiring John Jones,
a contractor, who has three carpenters om his payroll to
build a home. Do those carpenters have to be licensed to put
the roof on wmy home?
PBESIDERT:

Senator [*Arco.
SENATOR LC*ARCO:

Dick, under this bill, I don't think they do. You know,
I really don't think they do. The carpenter industry in the
State of Illinois has po objection to this bill. I defy any
one Senatar on the Floor of this Senate to tell =me that
they've gotten a copmunication from anyone in the carpentry
industry telling them they object to this kLkill. Now they
haven't and Senator FRigney got up and talked akout the

downstate carpenters and how they must be totally against the
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bill and...and so forth and so on. #®ell, that is not the
fact. The fact is, they are for the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

I just wanted to know whether they bad to be licensed or
not.
PBESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

And under the bill, they do not.
PRESIDERT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
D'Arco may close.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, MHr. President. Most of the okjectionms, and
the really ridiculous ome, it®s a shame to tbink this guy is
going tc go to Congress, because if that's the quality of a
man that we're going to send to Congress then Congress
has...then Congress hetter close its doors and dop't let any-
body im. This guy*s talking about costs, he's not concerned
about the consumer whose roof is going to 1leak, he doesn't
care about the poor consumer who has to pay the freight; he's
worried about the manufacturer, the businessman that's making
the @money off the consumer, that®s all this guy cares about.
This is for the people, the little people in this State, this
great State that we all live in. And thank God you're going
to Congresse e don't need anybody like that in this great
State, Mr. President. This is a good bill. He has to be
bonded, he has to have workmen compensation insurance, he
has to have liability insurance, fire insurance, every kind
of insurance in order to protect his employees, himself and
the individual who is being involved in the transaction.

This 1is a good bill and we're not going to let the tusiness
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community shove a No vote down our throat.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Sepate Bill 1664 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
opene. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted sho wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 33 Ayes, 18 Nays, 6 voting Present. Senate Bill
1664 having received the required constituticnal majority is
declared passed. Senator Grotberg, I'l1 get to you in a
minute. Senator Chew has been waiting patiently all day and
you're to be commended, Senator, but we're stopping right in
front of your bill. BAny further business to come before the
Senate? Any further business to come before the Senate? If
not, Senator Denuzic moves that the Senate stand adjourned
until 9:00 a. m. tomorrow wmorning. Nine otfclock in the
morning, recalls, 2nd reading and 3rd reading, nine o%'clock

tonorcowv.



