83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
RZGULAR SESSION

MAY 24, 1983

PRESIDENT:

The hour of pine having arrived, the Senate will please
come to order. Will the members please ke at their desks and
vill our guests in the gallery please rise. Our prayer this
morning by Father Jack Fricker from +the WNewman Center in
Carbondale, Illinois, Father.

FATHER JACK FRICKER:
{Prayer given by Father Fricker)
PRESIDENT:

Thank you, TFather. Reading of the Journal. Senator
Johns.

SENATCR JOHNS: ~_

Thank you, MNr. President. I move that reading and
approval of the Journals of Tuesday, ¥ay the 17th; Wednesday,
May the 18th; Thursday, May the 19th; Friday, May the 20th
and Monday, May the 23rd, in the year of 1983, be rpostroned
pending arrival of the printed Journal.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Serator Johuns. Any
discussior? If not, all in favor signify by saying Rye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. ¥otion carries. It's so
ordered., Message frcm the House.

SECEBETARY:

A Message froe the House by Mr. O'Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President =~ T am directed to infora the Senate
the House of Representatives has passed bills with the
following titles, in the passage of which I am instracted. to

ask concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

House Bills 73, 115, 116, 123, 128, 129, 130,
132, 133, 134, 135, 137, 142, 154, 147, 148, 1L9, 150, 181,
153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 165, 481, 556, €35, 1264, 1283,
1287, 1293, 1311, 1323, 1329, 1336, 1351, 1356, 1359 and
1370.

PRESIDENT:
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With leave of the Body, we'll move to the Qrder of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, if you turn to Page 30 on the Calendar.
Br. Secretary, will vyou indicate which, if any, bills have
been removed either at the request of the chief spensor or
from the Agreed Bill list at the request of five pmembers.
SECEETARY:

The following two bills vere removed by the request of
the chief sponsor: Serate Bill 210 and 1082. Senate Bill 124
vas removed by the regquest of five nmembers, therefore, we
would be removing from the Agreed Bill List No. 1, Senate
Bills 124, 210 and 1082.

PRESITENT: 4 '

Alright, those will be returns=d +to the Order of 23rd
Reading on the of&inary Calendar. 210...72%, 210, 1082. o¢n
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, nf. Secretary, ztead
the bills a third tipe.

ACTING SECEETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate 8ill 11.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

16.

(Secretary reads title of biil

Senate Bill 24.

i {Secretary reads title of bill)

Senate Bill 39.

. (Secretary reads title of bill)

Senate Bill 49,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Senate Bill 70.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Senate Bill 76.

(Secretary reads title of'bill)

Semate Bill 83. ‘
{Secretary reads title of bill)

Senate Bill 8S.




o . " page 3 - EAY 24, 1983
OQV R \“\5
gl

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 100.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 105.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 117,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
122.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 135.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
Sepate Bill 141,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Sepate Bill 179.

{Secretary reads title of billi
182. »

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Sepate Bill 193,

(Secretary reads title of billy
Senate Bill 212,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 214.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 216.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 219.

(Secretary reads title of billy
Senate Bill 223.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 239.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

Sepate Bill 243.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

Senate Bill 245,

L
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(Secretary reads title of bill)

1348.

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

Pursuant to ihe agreement, the bills will be called on
cne roll call, and the Jourral will reflect <+he ipndividual
roll calls for each bill and also reflec* the No or Presenf
votes of any Senators who have filed separate vote sheets
with the Secretary. The guestion is, shall Ssnate BRills 11,
16, 24, 39, ue¢, 70, 76, &3, 85, 100, 105, 117, 122, 135, 141,
179, 182, 193, 212, 21¢, 216, 219, 223, 239, 283, 285, 272,
28, 290, 299, 315, 316, 330, 322, 333, 235, 205, 354, 357,
364, 365, 400, 213, 417, 419, 454, 855, 471, 872, 473, 492;
500, 501, 504, 513, 514, 527, 529, 530, £22, 541, 559, %561,
572, 583, 590, 593, 5%, 595, 60%, 607, 606, €21, 659, 688,
635, 700, 702, 703, 712, 725, 731, 743, 739, 780, 790, 799,
826, €58, 909, %811, 962, 963, 970, 9771, 1012, 1063, 1067,
1085, 1098, 1115, 1120, 1135, 11t7, 1157, 1166, 1200, 1220,
1315, 1324, 1344 and 13t8 pass. Those 1in 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
vho wish? Take the record. On those bills, the Ayes are 58,
the Nays are nome, nope voting Present. And such other votes
as having been presented to the Secretary consistent with our
procedure, the aforementioned bills having received the
required constitutional majority are declared passed. 1f
you*'ll now take up your list of recalls, a list has been dis-
tributed, it's the 1list beginning with Senate Bill &1,
Alright, if youtll take a look at the list of recalls, +¢:ith
leave of the Body, there is one more bill which was “ust

taker off the Agreed Bill list at +he request of the clief

D'Arco. Just add that to the recall list, right afts- 99
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add 210, we'll then move to the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading, Page S5 on the Calendar. Senate Pill 49, Serator
lLemke. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate BRill
41. Senator Lemke seeks leave of the Body +*c rtetura that
bill to th2 Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amend-
ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Cn the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Serate Fill 41, MEr. Secretary.
SECRETARY: .
Agendment ¥o. 2 offered by Sepator Lewmks.
PRESIDENT:
Senator iemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill dces is, adds the collecting of the cost
of rebabilitation 6f a minor. This is in regards to when an
adult who wuses a minor *o commit a criminal offense., What
we're doing here is adding the..the charge +that +the...the
culprit, +the Fagan, would be guilty of the cost of rehabili-
tation. I think it's a good bill and I ask fcr its adcp4ion.
PRESIDENT:

Alright, Senazor Lemke has moved the adoption of Amend-
ment ¥No. 2 to Senpate Bill #1. Any discussion? If not, all
in favgr,signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it, The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECEETARY:

No further amenéments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Retsch on 63. Middle of Page 5, on
the Order of Sepate Bills 3rd Eeading is Senate Bill 63.
Senator Netsch sesks 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. O©On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Eill 63, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment Ko, 2 offered by Senator Netsch.
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PHESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETISCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. The amendment is an attempt to
address two questions that were raised, although +they were

not major objections, in the course of the committee, One,

is to attempt to limit the coverage of the bill to 4“hat which

was, in fact, the objective of the bill, and that is, bésic—
ally, art auctions. This is a bill that provides some pro-
tection for those people whose collectable art matters are
being auctioned by auction houses. Rather than leaving it
open by saying that it covers itenms of ©personalty of a
collectable nature, including but not limited to, we have
renoved the words, ®"include the items of a collectabie
nature, including but not limited to,"™ so that it deals only
directly with works of art, antiques, furnishings and so
forth. I think that narrows the scope somewha* and hopsfully
addresses a matter of coverage that was raised in committee.
In addition, it was pointed out that because this is in no
¥ay a bill that involves any regulation, that it might te
simpler to have the regis<ration done at a w@ore accsessible
office, which is the Secretary of State's office. It is
simply a matter of registration, +there is absolutely no
licensing regulafion involved in it, and so we have changed
that to the Secratary of State's office. Those aré
the...that's +the coverage of the amendment, I would move the
adoption of Amendment No. 2 to Sepate Bill 63.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch has moved the adoption cf Amendment No. 2

to Senate Bill 63. Any discussion? If not, all in favor

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

amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

¥o further amendments.




Page 1Z - MAY 24, 1983

PRZISIDENWT:

3rd reading. Senator W¥atson on %4, On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, bottom of Page 5, is Senate Bill
9a. Senator Watson s2eks leave of the Fody to return that
bill to the Crder of 2pd Reading for purposes of an apend-
ment. Is leave grapted? Leave is granted. On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Resading, Senate Bill 94, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Apendment ¥o. 2 offered by Semators Wa‘son and Weaver.
PRESIDENT:

Serator Watson.

SENRTOR WATSCN:

Thank you, Mr. President. The bill deals with payroll
deductions for State egployees. %hat the ameéndment does is,
opt...opts out the University of Illinois, Southern Illinois
University, the universities nunder the jurisdiction of the
Board of 3%egents and colleges and universities im the

Cooperative Community Center and the Jjurisdiction of the

Board of Governors at states colleges and wuniversities and

public comeunity coclleges.: It opts them cut of “he payroll
.deduction for State - employees.
PBESIDENI:

Senator Watson has moved the adoption cf Amendment ﬁo. 2
to Senate Bill 9L. Discussior? Senator Rerman.
SENATGCR EERMAN:

Rhy are we taking the colleges ou£ of this bill?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

It's practically impossible for them to comply with the
regulations in the...cf the guidelines of the Dbill. So,
ve're...we're opting them out. -

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
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SENATOR BERMAN:

Why are they unable to do so and State agencies are able

to do so?
PEESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATCR WATISON:

The computer capabilities of the University of Illinois
have used up all of their payroll deductions, and, theréfore,
I have no...no other alternative than to...to oppose the
legislaticn if we didn'%t put the bill on...put the apendment
on.

PRESIDERT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATCR . DEMUZIO:

Well, thank you, Mr....Mr. President. 1I...X had the same
idea that Senator Berman did. It seems to me like, if it's
going to be good enough for one State employese, it  cught to
he good enocugh for any State employee irrespective of where
they're at. And I think simply to suggest that we're going
to take out the university system and the colleges flies in
the face of, I think, what you'’re attempting to do. T +think
if +this amendment goes on, it!'s...it's going to weaken your
bill even more than it is, and I would rise to object to the
university system being...being taken out.

PRESIDENT:

Rlright. Senator ¥atson has moved the adoption of Amend-
ment Nc. 2 to Senate Bill S4%. Any further discussion? If
not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. A1l opposed. The
Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. TFurther amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendrents.

PRESIDENT:
3rd reading, Turn to Page 31 on the Calendar, <= %the

Order of...vas on the Agreed Bill list, it was tazken «cl. at
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the request of the sponsor, Senate Bill 124. Serator Berman,
do you wish to return that? Senator Berman secks leave of
the Body to return Senate Bill 124 +to +he Order of 2nd
Reading for purgoses of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate PBills 2nd Reading,
Senate Bill 124, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Arendment No. 3 offered by Semator Demuzic.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DENUZIC:

Yes, thank you, very much, ¥r. President. Apendment No.
2 that was adopted was technically incorrect. I+ had a
period in the piddle of a sentence. I've spoken with John
Maitland on the other side of the aisle. Wwhat I would do is,
I have a corrected amendment. Amandment Ne. 3 would be moved
to reconsider the vote by which Asendment Nc. 2 was adbpted
for purposes of Tabling.
PRESIDENT: V

Alright. Senator Demuzio, having voted on the prevailing

.side, has moved to recorsider the vote ty which Amendment ¥c.

2 te Sgnate Bill 124 was adopted. All in favor of *he-motion
to reconsider indicate by saying Aye. 2All opposéd. The
Ayes have it. The vote is recorsidered. Senator Denmuzio now
moves to Table Amendment No. 2 to Semate Bill - 128, A1l in
favor signify by saying Aye. 21l opposed. The Ayes have it.
The amendment is Tabled. Purther amendments, Kr. Secretary?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Demuzio.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATCE DEMUZIO:

Rell, Amendment No. 2 is now the technically correct-

amendment that takes care of the punctuation. I would nmove
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its adoption.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio has nmoved the adoption cf Amendment No. 3
to Senpate Bill 124, Further discussion? If noct, all ir
favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it.
The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

¥o further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Darrow on 199. GEPoitom of Page 6,
on the Order of Sepate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 199,
Senator Darrow seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to
the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. 1Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. Cn the oOrder of Senate
Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 199, HMr. Secretary.

SECRETAERY:
l Amerdmznt No. 2 offered by Senators Blccm and Darrow.
PRESIDENT:
«.<Senator Bloom.
-SENATCR BLGOOM:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Basically, this amendment
does several things. It eliminates the prcvision that the
Sunset Copmittee may use the Public Utility Fund as provided
ir the Finance Act. It turned out that without consuliing
either the legiélative Republic members of the committee,
that the staff vas awarding grants for varicus studies such
as Jeffersonian democracy and utilities and so on anrd so
forth. Tt pushes back +the Utilities Act repealer, and
because thére are about eight or.nine industries regulated it
says, alright, with less money you will do transportaticg of
persons and property in '85, then your oil and gas pcrtioms

of n+ilities in *87, radio, telephcne and eleciric common

e
(33

carries in *89 and water, disposal of sewvage in '21, and

adds the Hospital licensing Act to the rest of the 1'dical
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profession. I move its adcption and <ry and answer any gquas-
tions you may have.
PRESITENT:

Senator Bloom has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2
to Senate Bill 199, Discussion? Senator Ne*sch,
SENATOR NETISCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would rise in opposition *o
+he amerdment primarily kecause it is, fcr one thing, incon-
sistent with the reccmmendation that the Sunset Comuission
itself has made. There is ancther amendment pending which
specifically reflects the resolution that was adopted, as I
recall, virtually upanimously by the members cf <he so-called
Sunset Ccmmission, which does ask for a rescheduling of their
workload but doss nct...does not request it in 4he form in
which Sepator Bloom's amrendment requests it. I think therse
is a recognition that +he puklic utility aspect of their
business is a major part and cannot be done with a lot of
other +things at the same time, but I think there alsc was a
recognition that because the public utility regulatory func-
tion 1is, in today's vernacular, a hot issuve, and because the
Legislature is likely to do a number of things 'with respect
to it this year that...that it...we should pursue that aspect
of it and that, in fact, is reflected in the amendment that
in turn reflects the resolution that was adopted by the mem-
bers of the commission. If I...I have not seen this amend-
ment, but as I understand it, it is inconsistent with that
and I think, therefore, should be opposed.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Serator Darrow.
SENATCR DRR?OW:

¥ell, <+hank you, Mr. Presiden*. Lladies and Gentlemern of
the House, I believe it was a ye&r or *wo ago that ve allowed
the Sunset Commission to dip into the Public Utility Pund in

order to fund their study of the ICC, As the Senator fronm
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Peoria indicated, they have gone far away from +the initial
ideas. If you look at the studies that they've commissioned,
the studies that we've paid for, you'll find out such things
as Jeffersonian democracy, whether it applies +to utilisy
rates and studiss such as that. Scme real boondoggles. I
think by this amendment you're going to save +he taxpayers
roughly a gquarter +to a half..;vell, I guess it's a guarter
millicn dollars. What Senator Netsch states 1is accurate
also. However, what the approach we are taking here is to
spread the werk out of the review cf +the ITllinois Ccmmerce
Conmission over a period of years so that we can start in on
it this year and take cne section ard go from ysar to year.
I feel this is a more orderly, logical process. What we will
do is develop expertise_in that area and it will b2 a savings
to the taxpayers. I would solicit an Aye vote on this amend-
ment.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Blocm has moved the adoption of Amarnd-~
ment No. 2. Further discussion? Senator Blocm may close.
SENATCE BLCCM:

Thark you, Mr. President. Basically, Senator Darrow and
I seek your suppcrt on this because, gquite frankly, the staff
of this parricular committee has been like that happiest of
all creatures at conmon law, a person on a frolic of its own.
I think we have to take them off the Utility Tax Fund and I
think, more importantly, we should spread cut *heir exami-
nation of the Commerce Cosamission. There's nothing objec-
tionable about this and I'd seek your support.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom has moved the adoption cf Amendmert ¥o. 2
to Senate Bill 199. Senator Ketsch, you wish a roll call?
Those in favor of 2Amendrent No. 2 will vots 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?
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Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 47, the ¥Nays
are 7. Rmendment No. 2 is adopted. Turther amendments?
SECEETARY;

Amendment ¥o. 3, by Senator Netsch.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETISCH:

This amendment, I'm...I'm not guite sure what I do with
it right now. This is the amendment that +he members of the
Sunset Comaission adopted by resolution which does shift the
timing of their worklocad. It was, as I recall, endorsed by
all of +the &wmembers of +the commission whec were there and
voting, including Senator Parrow. What it would do would be
to have the commission address public utility regqulation in
the 1585 year and get it all done at the same time. They
would then have one or two other regulatory *tasks which are
not of encrmous consequence, barbers, beauvticians and the
collection agencies. It would shift all of the health care
categories to the 19€7 review year. I think it was widely
agreed that +that was gquite important to have all of the
health care ones dope at one time. And then it would shift
insurance, which would othervise have been up earlier, into
the 198¢ year and then include the others that were already
scheduled for that year, the realtors, land survey, struc-
tural engireers and so forth. Its main purpose vwas to get
all -the health care categories into one year and to ease up
on the 1985 year which is...is when the public utility was to
be done. I feel an obligation to present the amendment
because this was, in fact, the recommendation that was
adopted by the Sunset Commission and 1is +their official
request to the Senate.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Netsch has moved the adoption of Amendment Yo. 3

to Senate Bill 19¢. Any discussionr? Senator parrow.
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SENATOR DARROW:

Parliamentary inquiry. Is this amendment in order, hav-
ing adopted Amendment ¥Wo. 1?

PRESIDENT:

Or ‘?mendment No. 2. Sena*or Darrcw, your point-is
well-taken. The Chair will...has prepared tc rule. Amend-
ment No. 3 is techpically deficient, Amendment Wo. 2 having
been...further amendments?

SECEETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Eeading,
again, back cn the Agreed list, Senator D'2rco regquested that
that bill be removed, it's Senate Bill 210. Bottom of Page
31, Senate Bill 210. Senator D'Arco secks leave of the Body
to Treturn that bill to the Order of 2nd Readirg for purposes
of an armendment. Is leave granted? Léave ;s granted. On
the Order cf Sepate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 210, Mr.
Secretary. Alright. Amendment No. 1, Senator D!'Arcce.
SENATCR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment Nc. 1 was adopted in
comaittee and it really dces not relate at all to the subject
matter of Senate Bill 210, and, therefore, I talked to Sena-
tor Kupp and it is the copsensus to Table Amendwent Fo. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. Serator D'Arco, having voted on the prevailing
side, moves to reconsider the vote ty which Apendment  No. 1
to Sepate Bill 210 was adopted. Any discussion? If not, all
in favor signify by sayiﬁg Aye. All opposed., The Ayes have
it. The vote is reconsidered. Senator D'Arco now moves to
Table Committee Apendment No. 1 to Sepate Bill 210. Any
discussion? If not, all in favor signi}y by saying Aye. _All
opposed. The Ayeé have it. Amendment No. 1 is Tabled, Fur-

ther amendments?
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SECBETARY:

Nc further amendmentse.
DPRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 226, Senator lemke. On the bottom of Pags
6, on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 226.
Senator lemke secks leave of the Bedy to return that bill to
the Order of 2nd Zeading for purposes of anr amendment. Is
leave granted? leave 1is grantad. On the Order of éenate
Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 226, Mr, Secretary.

SECREIARY:

Apendment No. 1 cffered by Senator lemke ard D'Arco.
PRESITENT:

Senator Lenke.

SERATCE 1EMKE:

What this bill is about is, it...it's +the -extension of
group insurance benefits six months after the person is laid
off. We've been working cn an amendment. W®hat this amend-
ment is, an agreed amendment between labor and the insurance
companies as to how to handle the procedures in the long lay-
off. And I think it*s a good amendpent now, I think it gives
some benefits to the person that's laid off because of unem-
ployment or because of early retirement, and it also protects
the  insurance industry from the...point that they will ccl-
lect the full amount cf the premium from the employee. I
think it's a good bill.

PRESILENT:

Senator lemks nmoves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 226. Ary discussion? 7If not, all in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. 211l opposed. The Ayes have i+. The
amendment is adopted. TFurther ampendments?

SECRETARY:

¥o further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd PRe:. g,
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i

top of ©Page 7, is Senate Bill 255. Senatcr Weaver, on my
behalf, secks leave of the Body to raturn that bill to the
order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. 3Is leave
granted? leave is granted. Cn the Order ¢f Senate Bills 2nd
Reading, Senate Bill 255, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

_Ampendment No. 2 offered by Semator Rock.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee.

SENATCR EUZBEE:

Yes, Mr. President, this reduces the apprecpriation from
the BHE recoamendsd level of funding to the Governor's budget
level based on tax increases, and I would move its adoption.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee moves the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill...Senator Buzbee moves the adoption of Amendment
No. 2 to Senate Bill 255. Any discussion? if not, véll in
favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it.
The amendment is adopted. Purther amendments? -

SECRETARY: f

Nc¢ further amendments.
PEESIDENT:

3rd reading. MNiddle of Pags 7, Senate Bill 261, Senator
Bruce. Senator Bruce secks leavé of the Body to return that
bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an awmend-
ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Crder of
Senate Bills 2pd Reading, Senate Bill 261, ¥r. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Asexdment No. 1 offered by Sematcrs Bruce and Etheredge.
PRESIDENT: .

Senator Bruce.

SENATCR BEUCE:
Thank you, Mr. President. This...these are the <wgrant-

line...grant amounts, and it reduces them dcwve to the rerised
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budget as adopted yesterday in the appropriaticn bill.
PEESILENT:

Senator Bruce ®moves the adoption cof Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 261. Any discussion? If mnot, all in favor sig-
nify by sayirg Aye. All opposed. ‘The Ayes have it. The
apendment is adopted. Further agendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senatcr Bruce, will you take the Chair for
a moment?

PRESILING OFFICER: (SERATCE ERUCE)

...Sepnate Bill 263, Senator Delngelis asks leave of the
Senate to return that bill tc the Order of 2nd Reading. Ié
there leave? 1Lleave is granted. BAre there...amendments, Nr.
Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Asendment No. 2 offered by Senator Delrgelis.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator DeAngelis,

SENATCR DeANRGELIS:

Thapk you, #r. President. #®hat this does, it brings the
gaximum award down to the 1level that we appropriated
yesterday, from twenty-three hundred down to twenty-tvo fifty
for full-time, eleven-fifty to eleven twenty-five for part-
time. I urge its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICEZR: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Motion 1is to adopt Amendment No. 2 t¢ Senate Bill 263.
Is there discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. Amendeent No. 2 is adopted. Purthef
amendments?

SECEEBETARY:
Azendment No. 3 offered by Senator BRock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)
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Senator Rock is recognized.
SENATCR RCCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 3 is something about which we talked
at some length yesterday. We are, obviously, no longer con-
cerned with what the student wants, we are, cbviously, con-
cerned with what the universities want. So, this amendment
makes it perfectly clear that what the wuniversities vHant,
they will get. And it provides for a separate monitary award
line item appropriatior for each of the fcllowing categories:
Public Universities, Commurity Colleges, Frivate Four-year
Institutions and Private Two-year Institutiops, according to
tbe percentages that were available for FY' 83, so that
tventy-eight percent of the total appropriation will gc¢ +to
public wuniversity students; twelve percent of the total
appropriation will go to cozmunity college students; £1.1
percent of the +total appropriation vill. go for private
four-year institution students and 8.3 percent of the ~total
will gc for private two-year institution studenmts. If that's
uhat the universities vant, I want to give thenm every oppor-
tunity to get what they dessrve, and I would move the adop-
tion of Amendment No. 3. '
PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt. Discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I'm pot going +to ask Senator Rock who wants this
because...in essence, what this really does is it makes the
Illinois State Scholarship Commission inoperable, and I know
that Senator Rock is somewhat disappointed over the failyre
of 238. Howaver, President Bock, let me just tell you, my
opposition to the bill was based on the fact that at +this
particnlar time we do not have th; funds to access more
people in. In addition to that, the amount of money reguired

to furd that program was indeterminable at this par:icular
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point. To turnr around and resirict scholarships by different
institutions, I think would deprive many students the...the
rightfu)l need that they're entitled to but would maka +the
administration of +that particular department a nightmare.
The other thing is that when students go intc these systenms,
the Scholarship Commission was set up for higher education cn
an academic basis, and I knovw we strayed frcm the scholarship
part of it, but we...we have made it need baﬁed, but thé fact
is that they are gcing at +the bhigher educatior and the
scholarship should be allocated for higher education. I urge
the defeat of this amendment.
PRESILING OFFICEPR: (SENATCR EROCE)

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR EUZEBEE:

Thark you, Mr. Presidert. The sponsor of the apendzent
made several references to this is what the apiversities want
so let's give it to them. I know something about one univer-
sity 4in this State, anyhow, and nobody from that univeréity
bas ever expressed tc me any desire to have ar amendmert such
as this. 1As a matter of fact, nokody from that university
has ever expressed an attitude about the Schclarship Conmmis-
sion whatsoesver, except that most of the scney from the
Scholarship Conmmissicn goes to private colleges and universi-
ties, but I think this is a horrible idea, I'm surprised that
Senator ©ERock 1is sponsoring it. It's...it weuld, as Senator
DeAngelis just pointed out, it would absoclutely make the
Scholarship Commissicn...inoperative. I think the net effect
would be that it wculd be very dilatory to...to private
higher education, which is something I know that the specasor
of the amendment 3is certainly not interested in. 7T think
it's a bad idea, we ought to beat it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCB EBUCE)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:
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Thank you, Mr. President. I have a guestion of Senator
Rock. Senator Rock, in your allccation, percentage-wise, do
you take into consideration recent tuitiorn increases at some
of the public higher education institutions?

PRESILING QFFICER: (SEFATOR EERUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATCE FCCK:

No, sir.

PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator RWeaver.

SENRTCE WEAVER:

®Well, basically, the public higher...ipstitutions of
higher education are educating seventy-five ©percent of +the
students with tueﬁty—five percent of the scholarship dollars
now, anpd to change this allocatiorn to a low...to a higher’
amourt going +to the privates is just going to compound the
ineguities that exist now.

PRESIDING OFFICZR: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator ERock.

SENATOR EOCK:

Just a point cf crder. This is the percentage allccation
predic%ted upon the...the actval empirical data from PY *83.
This is the way it is and if we want separate funds; which
apparently I was told yesterday, ve vant separate funds, this
is it.

PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Jerenmiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JCYCE: '

Well, what we were talking about yesterday, Sena-
tor...Senator Rock, we weren’t talking about separate funds
for individual schools or individual categeries of schools,
we were talking about 'separate funés for vocational as
opposed to namvocationral schools, as I understand it. Is

that correct, Senator Rock?
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éRBSIEING OFFICER: (SENATCR EBRUCE)
Senator Rock.
SEXATCE EROCK:

I was not an advocate of separate funding yesterday. I
vas told that had I done that yesterday, it weculd have been
unanimous. I'm doing it teday. I've changed my mind.
PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATCR EBERUCE)

Senator Jeremiah  Joyce.

SENATCR JEREMIAR JOYCE:

Well, that wasp't +the impressicn’tha* I was lefr with,
and I'1] assure you that it would not have been urnanimcus, it
might have been 58 to 1 perhaps, but it wasnt't going to be

unanimous. Now, if you're in a spit or you want to ram this

" thing, you go right ahead and play your game, but, you Kknovw,

¥e caNh...¥a can statt cut this way and I*11 go back to my old
wvays and you go back to your old ways, and we?ll sit here and
go through this whole game for the next five weeks. I don't
know, I'm ipterested in the private colleges, you know where
I'm coring frcm on this. Maybe this is better for tkem, but
let's sit and talk abou* it rather than come in here and Ty
to Jjam this thing up or down or whichever way you're %rying
to jam it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Egan.

END OF EREEL
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BEEL #2

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

¥2ll, I think there's an essential difference, Mr. Presi-
dent and members of the Senate, between this émendment- and
that which we complained of yesterday. All of the schools
that we were trying tc...categorize yesterday were private,
and there 1is a substantial difference between what we're
attempting to do here and what we were denying vyesterday.
We're...ve're +talking apples and oranges, and I...I'm sure
that if everything were to be the same in '€0...in *he future
as it was in '83, you can marage this. The problem is that
there's a fluctuation in +the facts in the future and ¢this
will destroy that fluctuation. It doesn't make any sense,
and so for that reascn, there is a...a basic difference.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATCR ERUCE) I

Further discussion? Senator Kock may close.
SENATCR EOCK:

Thark you, MNr. President. We've just pué on Amendment
No. 1 which raises the allocation, rightfully, predicated o»n
the if-come, if, in fact, there's additional revenune avail-
able, which again I stated yesterday that I was in faver of.
So, we are talking about the allocation of an available, per-
haps, 94.1 willicn dollars of which the pfivate four-year
institutions would receive 48.1 million, which I think is
only their Jjust due. It vas suggested very strongly that
we're talking about separate funds because we have ignored,
it seess to me, the rights of the students., And if we're
talking about separate funds, this is our cpporturity to, in
fact, put that concept in place, apd I wculd move the adop-

tion of Amendment No. 2.
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PREESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)

(Machine cutoff)...guestion is adopt arendment...Senator
DeAngelis, he was closing. Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, with all due respect to our President, I*d like to
correct a cosment. That last amendment lowered i¢, it did
not raise it, Senator Bock. ‘
PRESIDING OFrICER: (SENATCR FRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATCE ROCK:

It raised it above the Governor's recommendation and low-
ered it from the Board of Higher Ed recommendatioen. I...yes,
¥ agree, I misstated and I'm sorry.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

211 right. The wmotion is tc adopt Amendment ¥o. 3.
Those in favor say Aye. Those opposed ¥Nay. The negatives
have. it. The amendment is lost, Purther amendments?
SECEETARY:

¥o further amsndments.

PRESIDING OFFICIR: (SENRTOR ERUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill...29%, Senator Marovitz. Sena-
tor Marovitz asks leave of the Sepate to return the bill %o
the Order of 2nd Reading. Is there leave? Leave is granted.
Are there amendments, MNr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Asepdment No. 3 offered Eky...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Marovitz, we do not have an amendment for 294,
Senator Barovitz.

SENATCE MAROVITZ:-

I believe that amendment vas filed by Mary Rooney within
the last fifteen minutes. Well, if Haiy Eocney is vivthin
earshot...could we take this out of the record and have . 'z2ve

to come back to it, *cause I'w...ckay.
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PRESICING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 was filed by Mary, Senator Marovitz.
PEESICING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Yes, and...and just...although we're almost at the end of
the recalls, if you put amendments down here, if under your
signature you would put recall, it helps the Secretary‘ know
whether it*s the second amendment recading arsndment Or a...a
recall amendment and we get them in the right stack, so, just
help us wher you can. Senétor Marovitz on Ampendment No. 3.
SENATCE MABOVITZ: .

Thaﬁk you, very wmuch, ¥r. Fresident and members of the
Senate. This is thé amendment that was reguested by Senator
Bloom, Senator Grotberg and Senator Geo-Karis yesterday. It
clarifies that there is nc bar in the area c¢f maintenance hut
it's up to the court to determine under the circumstaﬁces
and, also, it takes out the cther crimes in the area cf mar-~
tial property just as we did in the maintenance so that it
only invoives a conviction of the crime cf sclicitaticnm, con-
spiracy or attespt +*o nmurder, in both sections. It was
reguesgea by the members that I had menticned just previ-
ously, ard I would ask for the adoption of Amendment No. 3 to
Senate Bill 294,

PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)'

Motion is, to adopt Amendment ¥o. 3; Discussion? Those
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment
No. 3 is adopted. Furthgr amendeents?

SECERETARY: »

No further amendments.

PEESILING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

3rd reading. Senaig Bill &1g, Sen;tot DYArco. Ask leave
of the Senate to return +hat bill to the Order of 2nd

Feading. Is there leave? leave is granted. Are there apernd-~
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ments, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARY:

Aeendment No. 4 offered by Senator D'Arco.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {STINATOR ERUCE)

Senator D!Rrco is reccgnized.

SENATCR D'ARCO:

Thank you. In the condo package this arendment changes
certain references and is %echnical in nature, and I would
move to adopt Amendment No. 4 to Sepate Bill 418,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

You've heard the motion. Discussior? Those in favor say
hye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Arendment ¥No. 4 is
adopted. TFurther amendments?

SECEETARY:

Nc further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCRE ERUCE)

3rd reading. Sepate Bill ujo. Sepator Grotberg asks
leave of the Senate to return the bill tc the Order of Znd
Reading. Is there leave? Lleave is granﬁed. Are +the amend~
ments, Mr. Secretary?

SECEETAERY:

Apendment No. 2 offered by Senator Grotherg.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GRCTEERG:

Thank youw, Mr. Precident and fellow members. I would ask
your partisan attention because Senate Eill 230 bas to do
with the way the State central coemitteemen of each party may
be chosen. We already operate in the State of Illincis under
two options. Each party can elect their State cegtral
committee »at large and I know that's tye way we do it pow in
both parties at large withinm a congressional district, <+here
is one State central committeeman for each congressional dis-

trict. The bill that we're offering changes that opticr...or
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gives a third...yet a <third option that the precinct conm-
mitteemen at the annual...or every two years we have a county
convention and the precinct committeemen downstate, the
elected precinct committeemen, wmeet and chocses a county
chairrsan. This vould...bill would offer them the opportunity
at that convention to vote also for their State central com-
mittecemen. There has been concerun about that, particularly
from the Cook County side, and I represent part of Cook
County. I'm now offering Amendment No. 2 tc try %o meet some
of the objections frcm.the Cook County Republican Delagation
and the amendment, therefore, suggests orly this, remembering
at all tises that all of this has to be adopted at the State
convention by the rparty =as a third option. This option,
then, would in the'downstate counties where the precinct con-
mitteemen are elected, tc proceed as the bill was originally
drafted and vote for the State central committeeman at the
county ccrvertion. In Cook, this aperdment would suggest
that +they still run on the ballo%t, and those totally within
Cook sould win if they get the most votes, and if +the con-
gressional. disirict overlaps Cook and ancther county, the
Cook County candidate would win then the weighted vote of all
of the_precincts at the previous election toc be reported to
the State Board of Elections and then added to the...the
other counties vote by the precinct committeemen vhich are
cast as a waited vote. It is my attempt, therefore, to ease
the democratic process in Cock to the degree that where the
tovnship committeemen appoint all of the precinct committee-
men, and there are thirty-eight towpships ip Cook, eight of
them in the city, with fifty ;ard committeemen each of whonm
have a vote; and five thousand of the Illinois ten thousand
precincts are in Ceck, I offer this amendment, then, to ease

the...the concerr of...of the people that have talked to me

that in Cook you cab still run at large and get the...run at

large within the congressional district, and win that .on-
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gressional district and be a State central ccmmitteeman. If
you share a county, you take that vote vwith ycu to the cther
county. I'd be glad to answer any gquestions. It's an attempt
in my political experience to make  the precinct
committeeman's job wmore realistic, give bim something tc do
besides hand out literature in downstate ccunties, to nake
sure they have a voice in the party structure and that we
windup with a State certral committee essentially from the
grass roots of the party system. I would appteciate your
support on the amendpent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Agmendment is...the motion is to adopt Amendment No. 2.
The following Sepatcrs have sought Arecognition on that
motion: Senators Keanneth Hall, Coffey, Ecck and Geo-Karis;
Senator Kenneth Hall is recogrized.

SENATOR HALL:

Will the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SEﬁATCR EFDCE)

Indicates he will yield. Sepator Kenneth Ball.
SENATOR 'BALL:

Senator Grotberg, T Jjust wanted some clarification on
this. Are you saying now, that our State centfal ccempittee~-
men would be appointed rather than elected?

PRBESIDING OFFICER: - (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATCR GPOTBEERG:

Absolutely not. He wopld be elected by the precinct com-
gitteenen casting their weiéhted voted. I der't know how it
is ip your county, but our precinct comritteemen can't agree
on what time of day it is, but he would not, Senator Hall, he
vould...in dovnstate counties...the office would mot be on

the ballot. He would make his pitch +to +the county conven-

tione..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)
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Senator Kenneth Hall.
SENATOE GHCTBERG:

«<-.0r her pitch,
SENATCR HRIL:

¥ell, I thaven't had a chance to check with mine, but I
know my State central copmittesman vants to be on the ballot.
I...I'm going to object to this,

PRESIDING OFPFICER: {SENATCE BRUCE)
{rachine cufoff)...Coffey.
SENATCR CCFFEY:

Qnestion of the sporsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (STNATCR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Serpater Coffey.
SENATCR COFFEY: ‘

Senator Grotberg, who's going to choose...vho will wmake
the <checice in the pick? Do thz ccunty cba%rmen vote to see
which method they use to...for the election?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Sena*or Grotbsrg.

SENATICE GEOTBERG:

It*'11l be by a majority vote of the State convention and
the cornvention preceding at...here in Springfield uheﬁ we
come together every summer, they would...the State conven-
tion, by a Floor vote, would either reject or adopt this
option.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOﬁ BRUOCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, if...if that's the...the case, I stand in opgposi-
tion to this. T don't thirk it's in the best interest. I
think we say that we vant to go to the people and let people
be elected and we've discussed thaé down hére in cther
issues. I think that the...that the constituents in cqr...in

our congressional districts ocught to be the ones that wmakes
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the selection, and I don't think a few county chairmen here

in Springfisld ought to make that decision. T thirk the

people in my area is definitely against it, and I would ask
that we cppose this amendment.
PEESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Serator Rock.
SENATCR BCCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 2, as before us, strikes everything
after the epacting clause and inserts in 3its raw, pristine
form, bossism. And we all know we're agaimst that, right?
To suggest that one would be or the ballot and receive the
highest nueber of votes and then be ip a predicament of going
to the «convention and perhaps losing after the people voted
for him somehow doesnp't strike me as kesher, as Serpator
Carroll would say. I just <hirk +*he amendment is...the
amendment is Amaking a bad bill worse. This dis cptional,
chviously, it will not ever apply to the big D, Democratic
Party, because we believe in popular electior. If you want
to engage im rav bossism on the Republican side apd...and
select the people who...the twenty~two peorle who will con-
trol +the fuiure destiny of your party, I'm prepared to give
you that opportunity. But for goodness sake, Amendment No. 2
is terrible. It says that one can win a precpular election if
one runs in Cook, ard if your congressional disi*rict happens
to lie partially in a...in another county, ther you take your
chances apparently.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Further discussion? Senator‘Gec-Karis.
SERATCR GEO-KARIS:

¥ill the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KAEIS:
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Senate Bill 430, as you're proposing to amend it, are you
saying in effect then, that the State central committecnman
will be elected at a...at a State convention by the precinct
committeemen attending with a weighted vote?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

SenatorVGrotberg.

SENATCR GRCTBERG:

May I tespond to you...and at the same +time reflect +to
Senator Rock. Senator ©Fock made <+he inference tha* this
is...delegates,..delegates, This is no+ dslegates,
it's...it's our State's central committeemen. FHe have one
from each congressional district. 1I% has nothing to do with
the State convention. adeline Geo-Karis, ycur guesticn is
that the...they viil be...so %ill or will +they not be se-
lected at the convention, is that what you Jjust asked me?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATCR ERUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEQ-KAEIS:

You mentioned that there will be a State convention
before the election, and that's where I'm a 1little confused
and perhaps yocu can clarify my corfusion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GECTEBERG:

There is always a State conveption of both partiss before
every election. The only +thing that the conventicn would
have to do with the subject matter is that they would'by...on
a Floor resolution, they either accept or reject this cther
option to select a State central committeeman. Then we go
back to our precincts and we go through a primary electiorn,
precinct cpmmitteeuen are elected in your county and in mirne,

apd some seventy county chairmen support this concept that

theéYyeesthe same night that they elect the county chairean,
Y .

Ms. Geo-Karis, the same night, and ycu've been to those
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county conventions, two weeks after the primary election, on
a Monday night, by Statute. <Tach committeeman then will cast
his or bher weighted vote for the...the State central com-
mrittecman of their choice that night. So, it's the com-
mitteemen electing and keeping a continuity of the elected
political leaders. Most people in +the State of 1Illirnois,
Republicans and Democrats alike, don't knew or could care
less who their State central committeeman is, the precinct
conmitteemen do.
PRESILCING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATCR GFEC-KARIS:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I happen to be a tcwnship chairman and I am a pre-
cinct conrmitteewoman, and what I thipk ycur bill as amended
vill do is really...take away the democratic =rTight of the
people to sélect the State central committeeman by a vote,
because you know and I know +that the ccuﬁty chairmen are
pretty irfluential ir swinging the options at a precinct
committeemen’s meeting. And I think that I bhave to concur
with Senator Rock, I feel this would be a less democratic
vote than putting them available for vote at a regular elec-
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATQR ERUOCE)

Senator Demuzio. Senator BloOm...0Or Welch. Senator
Welch. .

SENATCR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd 1like +to remind Serator
Grotberg that I am his Democratic State Cerntral Committeeman,
and JT...I am just surprised that he wculd introduce this
bill. In our congressional district, as Senator Grotberc is
well aware, we have had very spirited contests for Statas cen-
tral coammitteeman every time. In the last electior v+ nad

four candidates fer State central committeeman, and the ~re-
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vious one I ran in, we had three candidates for State central
committeeman, and ¢to say the people dcn't know who their
State central ccmmitteemen are, is partially incorrect
because in the Democratic primary, or in the Republican pri-
mary for that matter, thé people know who works in the party
structure and who represents the party itself, and that is
cne of the main purposes of the State central committee. I
thick another factor that should be considered in this émend—
ment 1is that, I think it's also gcing to result in women not
being able tc be on the State central ccﬁmittee, because
county parties are somewhat relcutant to bring in cutsiders
and psople have not worked in the mainstream for wmany, many
years. And when you have an elected State central ccmmittee
anybody can run, ail it takes is cne hundred signatures. Rnd
from the last couple of elections, I know anybody does run
becanse some of the people just come out of the woodwork.
So, I think this is a bad amendment, and I would urge you to
vote No.
PRESIDINKG OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

Senator Blooa.
SENATCR BICOM:

A questicn of the spomsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCE ERUCE)

Indicates he will yiéld. Senator Bloom.
SENATCR EBLCOM: .

One of the prior speakers, I think, raised a very legiti-
mate point. How..how does this amendment handle oveflapping
districts, if you're going to have your State central com-
mitteeman elected in the ccunty of Cook, and being chosen by
the courty convantions downstate? Can ycu explain that and
them I want to add another thing.

PRESILCING OZPICER: (SENATCR BEUCE)

Senator Grétberg.

SERATCR GROTBERG:
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That's wvhat this amendment does, clarifies it. The...in
Cook...in Cook, who already have a bossism setup, the winner
on the kallot wins the weighted vcte of Cock for +that con-
gressional district.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom.

SENATCR BLOOM:

And...and then he would go or she would go to the conven-
tion with that vots, I see...you know we prohably spent more
time op this thanp either State central cosmittee is worth,
but...

PEESIDIKRG QOFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Plsase don't show disapproval.
SENATCR BLCCM:

«ssSpeaking as a party wheel horse, and as a committceman
fromr the 18th District, as originmally...I supported this bill
for +this reason and that is, we understand that on the 6ther
side of the aisle you have a different reward mecharism fer
your precinct ccmmitteemer than perhaps we do, and vwe wanted
to involve our precinct coamitteemen more meaningfully inp the
process. One of the prior speakers has menticned +that they
think that this would freezs women out. I think to Zhe con-
trary. My own county chairman is a woman ard her predecesscr
vas a woman, and I den't know how it operates in the kind of
detail on...on your side of the aisle as it operates on cufs,
but we find that the backbone of ocur party, the people that
get things done, are by and large women, and I don't +think
that +this amendment is quite as bad as perhaps some of the
opponents would say. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)’
Senator Grotberg to Close._
SENATCE GROTBERG:
Well, thank you, again, Mr. President and fellow mepbsos.

I realize that this is not a simple issue.  Thers are sevs::l
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misconceptions, that is that this has something to do with
sending people tc some convention somewhere, TIt's backward.
The convention would have t6 adopt *the option and then they
just...go and become a State central committeeman. The fact
of the matter is, that it is part of the ccunty chairman, on
our side of the aisle at 1least, to provide an option to
strengthen what we now have as a two-headed monster, the pre-
sume...head of the party, the State central.ccmniztee is not
necessarily tied into the offorts of the precinct compittee-
men. In the downstate counties, I wculd urge you to con-
sider voting for this because of the following. I
bave...live in a big congressiopal district and <the poor
State central ccmmitteseman candidate, yes, even Sena%or
Welch, has to run ércund and go to every League of Women
Voters meeting, every political breakfast, you know, wear
thamselves out for a job that pays_nothiﬁg, .it has dubious
glory to it. In this way, all they got tc do is talk to the
precinct committeeman, up or down., And...and it saves
the...the hassle of the campaign trail ip a large congres-
sional district a tremendous amount of work and 1let tﬁe
elected <roops elect their leaders, and *hat's'the thrust of
the amerdment and the bill...and I would appreciate your sup-
port.

PVRE'SIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendmen:t No. 2. Those in <favor .say
Aye. Those opposesd Nay. Opinion of the Chair, the Noes have
it. Amendment is lost. Purther amendments?

SECEETARY:

Nc further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 432, Senator D;Arco. Senator
DYArco asks leave of the Senate to return the bill to <the
order of 2nd 3eading. Is there...is there leave? 3Ieave is

granted. The bill is on the Crder of 2nd Reading. Are therg

i
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amendments, Mr. Secretary?
SECEETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by éenator D'Atrco.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCF)

Senator D'Arco on Amendment Nc. 2.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank iou. This is part of the condo package, some refer-
ence changes that had *o be made, and I move <o adopt Amend-
ment No. 2 to 432,

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR PBRUCE)

Motion is to adopt. Discussion? Those in favor say Aye.
Opposed VNay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 2 is adopted.
Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESILDING OFFICER: {SERATCP ERDCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 481. Senator Carroll asks
leave of the Senate to return the bill to the Order.of 2nd
Reading. Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there amend-
ments, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 4 cffered by Senator Carroll.
PRESILING OFFICER: {SENATOR RRUCE)

Senator Carroll is rescognized on Amendment Wo. 4.
SENATCRE CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of +the
Senate. Yesterday when we had some joint amendments with the
people mover and 1lost that amendment, this is thé avards
without the.éeopie mover and I would move its adcptioﬁ.
PRESIDING OFFIéER: (SENATOR DEZMUZIC)

Senator Carroll moves the adoption of AmendmentANq. & so
Senate Bill 381.\ Any discussion...432, yes, sir. Senz-or
Carroll moves the adoption of Amendmert Ko. 4 *o Senrate ?illn

481, Is there any discussion? 211 those: inrri ‘ar
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voté..signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes ﬁave it.
Amendment No. &4 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:
Apmendmant No. 5 by Senator Buzbee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
' Senator Buzbee.
"SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is not the people mover
ampendment. Well, T guess in a way it is, because this is for
Air Yllinois. It*s eleven hundred and fifty-seven dollar
bill +that's owed o Air Illinois by the Humar Rights Commis-
.sion exceeded their Travel line ites and they ended up owing
Rir Illinois eleven hundred and fifty-seven dcllars, and the
_,cour£ has agreed that...it is owed, a legitimate claiwm, thé
Human aigﬁts Comrission has aéreed that it is a legitinmate
claim but there's no mecney left in the line item so there is
no way to- éay them. And so this is...correcting anp error
that the Human Rights Compission lade, and I uculé move its

adoptiona
PBESIDING OFFTICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Puzbee moves the adoption of‘Amendment'No. S %o
Senate Bill 481. Is there any discussion? Senato; Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Yeah, I would just cffer a suggestion fcr a hundred and
fifty-seven bucks and a foerteen billion dollar budget, .I
guess it isn't a big item, but why don't we take it out of
their travel budget this year just...cause it's a ‘small

_amount but just enough té teach them that if they're going to
hire an accountant, they ought to 56 able to add and subtract
so they don*'t do stupid things like this. I would recozzzxnd

ve not go through the Court of Claims and jus¢ take a hundred

and fifty-seven bucks ocut cf their appropriation +his yeaf,-

méybe they’ll learn a lesson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)
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Senator Euzbee.
SENATOR EUZBEE:

Senator Keats, it's...it's eleven hundred and fifty-
seven, it's not one fifty~seven. I'm inr complete agreement
with you, I'm willing tb do that., But in the meantime, we
got tc pay Rir illinois what we owe them. I mean, Yyou Xnov,
_it'é not their fault, they...they accepted the State's
voucher ané expecting to be paid, and so we can do what. you
suggested later on but right now we got tc pay Rir iliinois.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMDZIC)

Senator Keats.

SENATCR KEATS:

May I...knowing that...that *vo of the final four
horsemen are sitéing together, is that something I can be

assured yon will do and that I don't need to worry about

later? Qkay, thark you.

PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Buzbee moves the adop@ion of Rmendment No. 5 to -
Senate Bill 487. Any further discussion? All those in favor
sigpify by saying Aye. Nay, opposed. The Ryes -bave .1it.
Anendment No. 5 is adopted.  Any further amcndments?
© SECRETARY:

Nc furthér amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

3rd reading. Sepate Bill UBS; Senatoriuarovitz.-Read the -
bill...let's see we're...we're on 3rd reading. Senator
Marovitz seeks leave of the Senate to return Senate Eill' u8s
_to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment.
Is there leave? Leave is granted. Senate Bill 485," Senator
-Marovitz.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 off;red by Serator ﬁérovitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO) ' o7

Senator Marovitze.
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SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you.,..thank you, véry such. Ap earlier amendmént
which ve adopted, inadvertently the court appointed receivers
were left out of the amendment, sc that...in a problem where
the landlord had not paid the utility bill and there was
going to be‘a court élan'to reconnect so that the <tenants
would not be shutoff. The receiver porticn,cf “he aﬁenﬂment
vwas...inadvertently left owvt of the bill, this just puts it
back in. I would ask for adopticn of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Eill 485.

PREESIDING OFFiCEE: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Marovitz moves the adéption of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 485. Any discussion? All those in favor signify
by saying Aye. Nay, opposed. The Ayes have it. Arerdrent
No. 2 is adopted. Any further apendments?
SECBETARY:

No further amendmenfs.

PBESIDING OTFICER: {SENATOR BéﬂUZIO)

3rd reading. Senator Coffey. Senator Coffey on the
Floor? Sanator Vadalabéne, JSEnate Bill 502, Senator
Vadalabene seeks leave .of the Serate to return Senate Bill
502 to the Order of 2nd Readiﬁg for the purpose of a amend-
ment. Is leave granted? leave is gradted.

SECEETARY:

Amendment No. 1 cffered by Senator Vadalabene,
PRESIDING bFFICEH:. (SERATCR DEMDOZIOQ) .

Senator Vadalabene. ‘

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 502 merely says that
this Act shall take effect January 1st, 1985, and I mcve for
its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOGR DEMDZIO)
Senator Vadalabepe has moved.the ahoption cf Amern ‘ment.

No. 1 to Senats Bill 502. Is there any discussion? 311
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those im favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amepndment ¥o. 1 is adopted. Further amendrents?
SECEETARY:

No fur;her.anehdments.
PRESIDIRG OFPICEE: (SENATOE DEMUZIC)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 669, Senator Collins, Senator
Collins seeks 1leave of the Senate to return Senate PBill 669
to the Order of 2nd ®eading foﬁ the purpose of amendmenf. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. vnr. Secretarye..
SECEETARY:

Arendment No. % offered ky Sepator Collins,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DZIMUZIC)

Senator Collins.

SENATCE CCLLINS:

Yes...thank ycu, Mr. President, Baving voted on the pre-
éailing side of Amendment Ko. 3, I nmove to_ reconsider the
vote for the purpose of Tabling thkat amendment. It was tech-
rically defective.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIC)

A1l right, Senator Collins has...having voted on the pre-
vailirng side, moves to reccasider the vote ty which Amendment
No. 3 was adopted. 1All those in favor signify by saying Aye.
Senator Ccllins.

SENATCR CCLLINS:

Two.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEINATOR DEHUZI&)

All right, Senator Collins moves to reconsiaér +he vote
by which Amendment No. 2 vas adopted. Are...all thosé Jinm
favor signify by saying Aye. Ryes have it. Senator Collins
now movgs'to Table Amenameﬁt Ko. 2 to Sepate PRill 669, Is
there any discussion? 211 those in favor vote...signify by
saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have‘it. Azendment RNo. 2_'
is Tatled. Seﬁator Ccllins on Amendment No. 3.

SENATOR CCLLINS:
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No...four. fThis will be four.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMOZIC)

Apendment No. 4.

SENATCR COLLINS:

Yes, Amendment Ko. U4 substitutes No. 2 because we inad-
vertently struck that section out of the bill that dealt with
math and science and we were really only ccncerned about add-
ing computer education, and that's what this amendment >does.
Y nmove for its adcption.

PRESTLING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Senator...Senator Collins moved the adoption of Awmendment
No. 4 to Senate Bill €69. Is there any discussicn? All
those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The ryes
have it. Amendment No. 4 is adopted. Any further apend-
sents?

SECEETARY:

¥c further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEH&ZIO)

3rd- reading. Sepate Bill 776, Sepator Eerman. Senator
Berman seeks leave of the Senate to return Semate Bill 776 +o
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpese of an amendment. Is
‘leave granted? Leave is granted. Mr. Secretary.

- SECEETARY:

Arendment No. 1 is offered by Segator Berman.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIC)

Senator Berman.

SENATOE EERMAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen cf the
Senate. This amendment tc the senior citizens real estate
tax deferral bill would clarify +hat the participaticn by a
senior citizen in this Act would npot preclude them from
takiné éavantage of the senior citize&'s personal...Senior
Citizens Property Tax Relief Act commonly kncw as the circuit

breaker. I would move the adcption of Amendment No. 2.
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PRESIDING OFPFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Berman moves the adcption of Amendment ﬁo; 1 to
Senate Bill 776. TIs there any discussicen? A1l thoge in
favor signify by saying 2ye. cpposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO) -

3rd reading. Sepate Bill 807. Senator Watson seeks
leave of the Serate to return Senate Bill 807 to the Order of
2nd Reading for the purpose of amendment. 7Is leave granted?
leave is granted.

SECRETAERY:

Amendmert No. 2 offered by Senator Watscn.
PEESIDING OPTICEE: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Watson.

SENATCR WAISON:

Thark you, MNr. President.  The original bill amends +the
#ildlife and Fish Fund. The amendment will expand the turkey
season from once a yeér to tvice a year, and it also states
that incom2 from art contests dealing with salmon will newv go
into a_special Salmon Fund verses the Eildlife‘and Pish Fﬁnd.
It -a Department of Conservation amendment. I move for its
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson moves adoption of Amendment Wo.. 2 to
Senate Bill 807. Is there any discussion? 2All fh&se in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. Thé Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING O?FICEé: {(SENATOR DEMUOZIC)
3rd reading. Seﬁéte Bill 938, Sepator DeAngelis..‘-Sené-

tor Geo-Karis, for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Por a point of personal privilege, Mr...Mr. Fresidernt and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the.Senate.

PRESIDINGioffICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

State your...State...state your point.
SENATCR GEC-KAFRIS:

Itm happy to tell ycu that we have as our guest here in
the FPresident's gallery, Fritz Craugh as manager of
Johns-%anville Employee Credit Unicn, John MNcCaughey
M-C=-C~A~0-G...0-0-0~-G-H~E~-Y, President-Trecasure of Warren New.
Port Credit Union, and Mary Anm Gilbert and her husbkand 2l.
Mary &Ann is the President...and Ireasurer cf ‘he Worthshore
Gas Credit Union, and they're sitting in the President's gal-
lery arnd I'd like to ask you to welcome them here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR DINMUZIC)

Would our gues&s in the gallery please rise and be recog-
pized by the Secnate. - Senator Macdonald, for what purpose do
you arise?

SENATCR MACDONZLD:

I rise for a point éf personal privilege, please.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATCRE DEMUZIC)

State your point.

SENATOR MACDCNALD:

I héve gotten permission from the President of the Senate
to pass around some materials that were inguired about last
veek. Most of you received from the University of 1Illinois
at Chicago .two letters from the chancellor, ard without any
comeent, I am just passing around copies...Xerox copies which
cannot depict in any way what the photographs actumally were
of +this art exhibit that wvas there. T would like tc pazsin-
ally add that while I am not a Roman Catholic, I am a aris-
tian and take great wumkrage to this as I voqld 17 it
were...anti-Semitic or against any other religicm, and s .1le

I don't want to open up any of the debate as to the rz.. lu-
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tion, I am'just passing, with no comment, to let you see for
yourselves vhat this art exhibit was all atout.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

All right, Senate Bill 934, Senator DeAngelis seeks
leave of the Senate to return Senate Bill 934 to the Order of
2nd Regding for the ©purpose of an vamendment. Is leave
granted? léave is granted. Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Amendment No. 1 cffered by Senator Berman.
PRESILCIKRG OFTICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIC)

Senator Eerman.

SENATOR EBERMAN:

¥ell, +hank you, Mr. Presidert and ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. Thé £ill with...without this amendment wmakes
the budget of the Chicago School Finarnce Authority subject to
approval by the State Board of Educatic?. Following the
copmittee hearing and...movement of <that...cf Senate Bill
938 out of compittee, ve received...Senator Rldo DeAngelis
received ard I received a copy of a lengthy irn-depth letter
addressing this bill and the next bill. And after reviéving
that letter from the School Finance Authority, 'I felt that
part of their recommendatior regardirg...unlimited require-
ment to submit to the State Board of Education their budget
really was hamstringing the effectiveness of this authority.
¥What this amendment dces is to say that if the authority...if
their annual budget exceads six hundred thousand dollars,
then the...then the State board would have to approie those
expenditure. That's approximately a hundred and fifty thou-
sand dcllars or so higher than any of their operating budgets
for the...for the last three years. I think it builds in the
flexibility necessary for them +to do the job and yet
doesn’t...and yet still keeps a check aAd talance on éxces-
sive expenditures. I nove thé adoption cof Apendment ¥o. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)
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Senator Berman moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
Sepate Bill 938, Is there any discussion? Senmator
DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, I've talked to the State Board c¢f Education and
they have'no oppositicn to this amendment.
PEESIDING OFFICRE: {SENATCOR LEMUZIO)

All right, any further discussion? Senator...sénator
Berman moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
934, A1l those in favor sigpnify by =saying Rye. V¥ays,
opposed. Ayes have it. RAmendment ¥o. 1 is adopted. Any fur-
ther amendments?

SECEETARY:

No further amendments,

PRESITIKG OPFICER: {SENATOR TCEMUZIC)

3rd reading. Sepate Bill 935, cSenator Celngelis. Sena-
tor DeAngelis' seeks leave of the Senate to return to the
Order of 2nd EReadirg Senate Bill 935 for the purpose  of an
awendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.

SECRETARY:

rrendment No. 2 offered by Senator Berzan.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Berman» on Amendment No. 2.

SENATOR BERMAN:'

This...thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Geﬁtlemen
of the Senate. This amendment deals with the operation of
the Chicago Board of ©Education in the évent that an...a
fiscal year budget is not approved by +the School Fipance
Authority. This amendment provides that an interim budget
can be adopted for up to sixty calendar days and that ‘after
sixty days expire if there is still no permanent budget in
place that the board could make expendiéures for direct costs
to maintain and preserve school property, make payments for

health inpnsurance, and tc make required lease payments. The
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rationale behind this amerdment is to address the contingency
of what happerns if there is no teacher settlement or no ade-
quate budget put in place come August 31st of the school
year. This gives contingency operations so +that the: schools
could opern and operate on an interim basis fer sixty days;
hopefully, negotiations would continue in +that pericd of
time. If at the end of siity days there's still no agrze--
ment, the physical assets of the schools cculd ke protected
and...and necessary obligations wculd be addressed, bu: the
schools would not operate as uswal. This is a contingency
plan. I hope it doesn't have to be utilized, but I move
adoption of Amendment No. 2.
PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Sesnator DeAngeiis.
SENATGR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresidert. I rise in cp?csition to Sera-
tor Bermarn's amendment to Senmate Bill 935, blecause it, in
fact, emasculates the bill as originally Hritten; 935 simply
says, "That in the event there is nc agreement reached that -
the Chicago Board of Educatior has the right tc protect its
property.™ Sepator Berman's amendment goes way beyond that.
What iE does is, it allows them to continue operating busi-
ness as usual with no balanced budget, no agreement, rothirg.
The Chicago Board of Educatior and the Schecel Finance Aunthor-
ity are both opposed to this paréiculat amendment. 2nd what
it really does, it simply says that you really don't have to
agree cn anything, you don't have to file a balanced'budggt;
and if you don't, what you're going to be able to do is oper-
ate for another sixty days and, hopefully, in that period of
time you'll do those things that should have‘heen dore prior
to that. I urge the defeat of this amendment.

PRESIDING OPFICE: (SENATCE DEMUZIO) “

Senator Keats.

SENATCR KEATS:
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In seconding what Senator DeAngelis said, I...in commit-
tee. when vwe discussed this bill, we did accept that there
might be some need for the Chicago schools shculd +they not
open this fall +to have certain maintenance facilities, et
cetera taken care of, but this amendment goes a lot farther
than I think any of us would want to go. HWe are saying that
even if you don't balance your budget, go ahead ard open
which kind of defeats the whole purpcse of it, so I wouid ask
the spensor, maybe after we defeat this amendment that ycu
would come back with a much more lipmited amendment that would
at least allow for those mipimum security things that we all
concede ought %o be dome.

PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Maitland.

SENATCE MAITLAND:

#ell, thank you, ¥r. President. I, *cc, rise in opposi-
tion to Senate Amendment No. 2 to Senate Eill 935 and agree
with the previous two speakers. You know, once again,
it*s...it's kids that ve're talking about, and you people who
have...you Senators who have children in the Chicago school
System who are concerned about this must be concerned about
this amendment. It delays, it delays the need for sericus
negotiation. #e all recognize the sericusress of the...of
the Chicago School System right now, the ©problem that <they
have and we have to work to resolve those differences, but to
give this automatic extension, I think, is wrong and this
apepdment must be defeated.

PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUDZIC)

A1l right, Senator...ary further discussion? Semnator
Berman bas moved the adcption of Amendment No. 2 to Senate
Bill S35. Senator Berwman may close.

SERATOR BERMAN:
Thank you. I wish to correct some of the conmments -:at

vere made. First of all, I wvould point out tc the thres... <o
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the members of this Body that the three Senators that spoke
in opposition *o ny améndment do not represent any constit-
uents in the City of Chicago. My constitutents send their
children to the public schools of the City of Chicaéc and I
ar .concerned about those children. 1Llet me tell you what ny
amendment does that the bill without the asendment fails +to
do. If, omn Rugust 31st, the Chicago Teachers Unicn or any
other critical union and the}Chicago Board of Education have
not reached an agreement, without this amendment the Chicago
schools cannot open. With my amendment, the Chicago schools
could open. It's Jjust +that simple. It is not, as Senator
Maitland sugqgested, a blank check. Upder my awmendement, an
interim budget for sixty days could be adopted. That budget
must not only be aéopted by the Chicago Board of <Education,
it must also b2 approved by the School Finance Authority. So
there 1is +the same checks and balarces on t?e inpterie budget
for sixty days as exists in the existing law. The language
regarding the expenditures +to safeguard the schools physi-
cally...phfsical property of the schools is essenfially the
same in both bills, with or without the aperndmeni. Fhat ny
amendment, in effect, does, however, is to give' a sixty-day
breathing period. Now that dossn't mean sixty days vwith
schools closed. I+ means sixty days with schools open so that
t+he children can start school on time, and if +there 4is an
impasse, the negotiators car continue +to +talk. All the
checks and balances are still in place. Ccn behalf of the
school children of the City of Chicago, I urge an Aye'vate to
adopt Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman moves the adoption.of Amerdment Ko, 2 to

Serate Bill 935. All *hose in favor vote by sigrify...by
sayirg...roll call has been requested. All right, -the ques-
tion is on the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill

935. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote



Page 53 - MrY Z&, 1983

Fay. .The voting is open. (Machine cutoff)...all vot=ad vho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that
gquestion, the Ryes are 32, the Nays are 25, 1 voting
Present...Apendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 935 is adopted. 2ny
further amendments?
SECBEIARY:

Nc¢ further amenrdments.
PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATOER DEMUZIC)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 95S5. Senator Bruce seeks leave
of the <Senate to return Sepate Bill 955 to the Crder of 2rnd
Reading for the purpecse of an amendment. Is 1leave granted?
Leave is granted. Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

imendment ¥o. 1, Senator EBruce.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR TENMDZIC)

Senator Bruce.

SENETOR ERUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
apendment incorporates two separate ideas, bcth of which have
come from the Secretary of State Merit Eamployment Board. One
of them relates to investigation and layoffs, ard incorpo-
rates the actual statutory...the rules and regulations.of the
board into the Statutes, so there's no change there. In
addition, it adopts a procsdure c¢f <the toard in  that
eaployees who are reinstated and have received am avard, that
the award shall at 1least be as great as the difference
betveen +the...any other compensation they received and the
compgnsation they would have received had they not been 1laigd
off, suspended 6: discharged. I would mcve the adcption of
Apendment Ko. 1.

PRESILCING OFFICER: (SENATOR DINUZIOC)

Senator Bruce moves the adoption of Senmate...of Ar

¥o. 1 to Senate Bill 955. Is therse any discussion? E11

those in favor sigpify by saying Aye. Nays, opposed. The



Page 54 - MAY 2&, 1983

A
\
\g)\

Ayes have it. Amendsment ¥o. 1 is adopted. Any further
amendsents?
SECRETARY:
No further amendments.
PRESILCING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMDZIC)

3rd reading. Senate BRill G82, Senator Hall. Semnator
Hall on the Floor? Senator Hall seeks leave of the Senate
to return to the Order of 2nd Reading Senate BRill 982 for the
purpose of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave 1is
granted.

SECEETARY:

Amendment ¥o. 1 cffzsred by Senator Hall.
PEESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Ball. ‘

SENATCR HALL:

Tet's see. Would you tell me which...hcv many amendments
go or this bill?
SECRIETARY:

You only have one, Senator Hall. It's <+he contractors,
subcontractors.

SENATCR HALIL:

¥o, just...just hold <hat at the presert.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEBUZIC)

Take it out of the record. We'!ll return Semate Bill 98é
to tge order of 3rd Reading. Senate BRBill 1119, Senator
Ptheredge seeks 1leave of the Senate to return Senate Rill
1119 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the fpurgose of amend~
gent. Is leave granted? leave is granted...Mr. Secretary.
SECBETARY:

Amendment No. 1 by Senator Etheredge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Serator Etheredge.

SERATOR ETHEREDGE:

¥r. President and Ladies arnd Gentlemen of the Senate,
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this amendment removes residential property from this bill,
and I would move for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCRE BEUCE)

Motion is...motion is to adopt Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 1119. Those in favor say ARye. Opposed Ray. The Ayes
have it. Apendment No. 1 is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETABRY:

Nc further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATCR BRUCE)
3rd reading.
PRESITIRG OFFICER: {SENAIOR SAVICEKAS)

On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readirng, Sernate Bill
1160...Senator DeAngelis asks leave to bring it back to +the
Order of 2nd Reading for purpose of amendment. Is leave
gianted? Leave is granted.

SECEETARY:

.ss.anendnent...Apendment No. Ta..
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

All right, on the Crder of Semate Bills 3rd Feading,
Senate Bill 1206, Senator Watson. Senator Fatson seeks leave
of the Body to have it recalled to the Crder of 2nd Reading
the purpose cf =a amendment. Is leave granted? leave is
granted. .
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Ratson.

PRESIDINRG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR HATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. The bill deals with public aid
fraud. Amendment No..2 simply states that the sheriff in the
respective counfies is to pickup the property.

PRESIDING OFfICBB: {SENAIOR SAVICKAS)
Is there any discussion? If not,...Senator...Senator

Bruce.
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SENATOR EBRUCE:

Just one more time about downstate and the...jﬁst...if
you'd explain it just one more time, Senator Fatson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICEAS)

Senator Watson.

SENRTOR RAISON:

The original legislaticr stated that the states attorneys
vere to pickép the property that we're dealing with hefé, and
all we're doing new is stating that the sheriffs are to pick
it up instead of the state's attorney.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any further discussion? If not, Senator Watson
moves the adoption of Reendment No. to Senate -Bill 1206.
Those in favor iﬁdicate by saying Rye. Those opposed. The
Ayes have it. lmendment Nc. 2 is adopted. Any further amend-
ments?

SECEETAERY:

¥o further amendments.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE SAVICKAS)

3rd reading. O©On the Crder of Senate Pills 3rd Eeading,
Senate Bill 1256, Senator Dawson. Senator Dawson seeks leave
of the Body to go...to have Sengte Bi11 1256 tromght back to
the Order of 2nd Reading for a purpose of amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is grantsd.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1, by Senators baison and Bruce. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Dawson.

SENATCE DAWSON:

Arendment No. 1, Mr. President, is an amendment for honor
after July 1, 1983, the group health insurance benefits
level for State employeés and their dependents shall equal or
exceed such benefit level which is in effect as of Jaruary 1,

1983.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICERAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senator Dawson Bmoves
the adoption of Amendment Ko. 1 to Semate Bill 1256. Those
in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further amend-
ments?

SECEETARY:

No further agendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

3rd reading. Sepate Bill 1264, Senator ®atson. - Senator
Ratson seeks leave of the Fody to bring Senate Bill 12568 back
to the Order of 2nd4 Reading for purposes of amendment. Is
leave granted? leave is granted.

SECRETARY:

hmnendment Nc. 3 offered by Senator Watson.
PRESITING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRRS)

Sepator Watson.

SENATOR WATISCN:

Thank you, #r., Fresident. Amendment No. 3 _moves

Quaalude, prescription drug, from schedule +wc to schedule

one. Schedule two is a triplicate form, it's +he mos:t con-~

trolled form of substance that we have tha+t car be still pur--

chased in a pharmacy. We're moving it to schedule one which
makes it dillegal and it'21 be wused only for research.
Quaalude is one.of those drugs +hat's been highly abused
recently and we're trying to solve that particular protlem.
I move for the adcption.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussicn? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

A guestion of,the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICK2AS)

He indicates ha'll yield.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
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Have you had a chance to run tha*t amendment past Demo-
cratic Staff?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator VWatson.

SENATCR WATSON:

This came from the Departmept of law Enforcement, and,
no, I do not...I have pot.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATCR SANGMEISTEIER:

It*s not a big thing, bu% we're amending ¢this bill one
more time. And I...I think it wvas origirally con the Agreed
Bill list...is that what you pulled it off of +o put this on?
PRESIDING OFFICEE:' {SENATCR SAVICERAS)

Serator ¥atson.

SENATOR WAISCN:

¥ot that I'm aware of, no, I dontt.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR SRVICEAS)

Senator Sangmeister. .
SENATOE SANGMEISTER:

Well, ve would appreciate, you know, I...TI <think it's
inconseguential what you're trying to do, but we Qould like
to have those things run by just to be checked out but 1et
this on fly. Okay? But see that I get a copy of i, will
you, Frank?

.PBBSIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Is there further discussion? If not Semator Watson moves
the adoption of Amendment Fo. 3 to Senate Bill 1264. Those
in...Senator Kelly.

SENATCR KEILY:

Thank you, Mr. President. 3I...I'd like <o ask 1leave to
be a bypbenated spensor on this amenément. T introduced a
bill after the deadline to do exactly this and there's...cn

this rarticular issue. So, with leave of the Senate, I %huld
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appreciate being added as a hyphenated spensor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SINATCR SAVICKRAS)

You've heard Senator Relly's motion. TIs leave granted?
Leave is granted..  Senator Ratson - moves the adoption of
Rnendment ¥o. 3 toc Senate Pill 1264. Those in favor indicate
by sayiné Aye. Those oppcsed. The Ayes have it. Amendment
¥o. 3 is adopted. Are there further amendments?

SECEETARY:

No further amendrments.

PRESILING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICRAS)

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading we
have Senate Bill %4686, Senatd: Coffey. Senator Coffey sesks
leave of the Body +to trirg it back to the Order of 2nd
Reading for purpocse of amendmen*t. Is lesave granted? leaQe
is granted.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Coffey.
PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SENATCR COFFEY:

Yes, Apendment Nc. 2 does two things. It changes the
notor fuel tax increase from three and a balf cents, which
the bill originally bas, to four and a half cents and changes
the distribution to locals to fifty-fifty which is agreed to
by the local governmen* people that It've been. in...in contact'
with. I'd ask for a favorable roll call and te glad to
ansver any guestions in regards.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is -there any discussion? 3If not, Senator Coffey moves
the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to Sepate Eill L86. Those
in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes
have it. Anmendment Fo. 2 is adopted. Ary further apend-
ments?

SECBETARY:
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No further amendments.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRES)

3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Pills 3rd Readirg,
Senate Bill 1160. Sepator Deingslis seeks leave of the Body
to bring it back to the Order of 2nd Reading for purpose of
apendment. Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted. éenatcr
DeAngelis, for what purpose do you arise? Ch, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator DeiAngelis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Sepator Deingelis.

SENATCR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, %r. President. Arerdment YNo. 1, inadver-
tently, did rot ge{ put or in committee, +this was on an
Agreed Bill List in the committee. The bill itself creates a
solvency fund for associations that are se%f-insured. This
show the sequence upor which the levies are +o be made in the
event there's default. I urge its adoptior,

PRESIDING OFPPICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senator DelAngelis moves
the adoption of Amendment Wo. 1 tc Sepate Bill '1160. Those -
in favor ipdicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ryes
have it. Amendment No. 71 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECEETARY: .

¥No further amendsents.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ‘SF.VICKAS)
3rd reading. Senator Rock.
SENATCR ECCK:

Tﬁank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. We have completed the Qrder of Recalls, at least for
today. There will, of course, 'be another 1list, I'm sﬁre
of...hopefully not too 1large a size,‘for tomorrow. In the
meantime, I have asked the sergeant-at-arms and the pages to

distribute a printout with respect to pages 39'throuqh-61 ct
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the Calendar. It is a second Agreed Bill 1Iist, The meno,
again, will indicate that those who wish to either remove a .
bill, the sponsor wishes to remove it, or if five mesmbers
wish to remove 1it, or they wish to be recorded crher than
Aye, we would ask that that indication be in the ﬁads of the
Secretary by four-thirty tcmorrow afternoon, and ve will deal
with the Agreed Bill List on Thursday. It is our cclleciive
intent to, again, work today straight thrcogh antil approxi-
mately six o'clock, as we did yesterday and as we will do
tomorrow and the next day; and, hopefully, by Friday we will
be in position to finish earlier than six c'clock. Yes, the
bills, cbviously, that have keen subject to recall today will
not be called today to afford the membership an opportunity
to take a lcok at the 2mendments that were just placed cﬂ.
So, I would ask the Farliasentarian to kesp anrn eye cp the
bills as we go through. We vwill begin on the Calendar where
we left off yesterday, which is page 8, on +the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd 3eading. ¥We will deal wi+h Senate bills on
2nd reading again %fomorrow, as we will deal with additioral
recalls tomorrow. For the purpose of today, we will begin at
page 8 on the Calendar. W%e 1left off yesterday, at six
o'clock, on 2%t. That has just been amended, so we will deal
with Senate Bill 300 and keesp right on going.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCOR SAVICKAS)

Cn the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, at
the...tovards the becttom of page 8 of your Calendar, Senate

Bill 300, Senator Eock. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

END OF REZL
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SECHETAERY:
Senate Bill 2300.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICKRS)
Senator Rock.
SENATCR FOCK:

Thank...thank you, ¥r. President. Senate Fill 300 is the
appropriation for the ordinary and contingernt expenses of the
Illinois Arts Council for the Fiscal Year 1982, 1I% has been
apended. So, the.total amount of the apprcpriétion is three
million four bundred and forty-three thousend dollars, and I
would seek a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

A guestion of the sponsor.
PRESILCING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKRS)

He _indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR EKEATS:

¥hat percentage is the increase?
PREBSIDINKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK: .

It is at last year's level, There is no increase over
last fiscal year and the Governmor indicated in his realloca-
ticn of prospective monies that he was reinstating the fund-
ing for the Illincis...or recommending the funding £for the
Tllincis Arts Council at last year's level and that is in the
agount of three wmillion four hundred and forty thousand

dollars.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Question., My memory's foggy, 1 thought I rtemembered 2.3
millicn. You say it was 3.4 last year; I remember 2.3 mil-
lion. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rocke.

SENATCR BROCK:

Well, we...we are 1includipg available Federal .wenies.
There were more Federal monies availalkle last year than there
appears to be this comirng year, so, té that extent it is
reduced. Bnt the amount last year was 2.7 =million dollers
from General Revenue and four hundred and seventy-eight thou;
sand from the Federal Government,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATCR KEATS:

So, then are...are ve at still 2.7 million out of General
Fevenue?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATO? SAVICKAS)

Senator Iock.

' SENATCR EOCK:

No, we are at 2.8.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Reats. »
SENATOR KEATS:

Okay. Tee.Tuee..I have, I think beat that dead borse to a
vhatever...I was going to mention one thing, I'm on anotker
commission that has a budget of several bhundred thouszznd a
year that we have a festival with, and the Arts Counci: saw
fit to use part of their funding o eveﬁ increcase fundi:: for
other State commissions, I would say this one isn'- hare

bones; I won't get irto that one., I just wanted to mak® sure
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that everybody in the Senate is aware this is the Arts Coun-
cil appropriatiom and in a year when we are a 1ittle tight
for moneY...it...this sight be one to +ake a look at and that
it is an increase over last year. .
PEESIDING OPFICER: (SENATCR SAVICRAS)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCBRFFEIR:

¥ell, T happer to agree vith Semator Rock, I don't think
it's an increaée over last year; but, youw know, I thinpk ve
are frolicking through the...something or cther right now. I
have to commend the staff, the Goverror annourced his alloca-
tion at noon yesterday and twenty minutes later ve had tﬁe
apepdments to raise higher 23 to the new allocaticr level.
Here we are, if yoﬁ ¥ill, betting on the come and yet I
haven't seen the votes to pass the liquor tax, let alone the
pajor State Incose Tax. This is a little Alice in Wenderland
activity as far as I'®m concerned, although I have to concede
to Senator Rock, I've had more calls +*o save the Arts Council
than I have toc save decert services in the mental hospitals,
or to the keep the felons locked up or ~to feed the poor,
which is an interesting commentary. But I Jjust have to at
least compent and object that wefre getting +he cart very far
in front of the horse; im fact, the last time I checked the
bhorse vas not only not there to be tied +o the cart, but the
horse was hiding back in the woods. We don': have the votes
to pass a tax increase at £his point. I think it's presump-
tuous to start reinstating all this wmoney just tcause the
Governor came up with an allocaticn. There aren't the votes
in this Body to pass a billion six hundred =illion dellar
increase, we all know that. Most of us suspect ve'll prob-
ably do something, but we aren't going to go for a billiion
six, and to come up with these neu>fqnny roney numbers is
goofy. We're goirg to have to come Tight back and knock

these agencies right back down. I'd rather start lcv and
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add-on when we agree what vwe can agree to, if anything.
Se're...we're +treating our constituencies to a all expense
paid ride on a roller coaster at taxpayer's expense. This is
goofy, we ought to...we ought to hold these things down until
we can agree at what funding level, not jack them all up +to
the billion six 1level on the assumption we're going to do
something. My suggestion is that anybody that's ready to
vote for a billion six vote for this; anrd those of us that
aren't comfortable with a billior six, mayke we ought *o vote
No or vote Present.
PREZSIDING OFFICER: (éENATOE SAVICKAS)

Senaior Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr. tresident and fellow 'Senatoré.
That...some 0f +he prior speakers were amusing but not on
point. As I recall the testimony in RAppropriations Copmit-
tee, we don't...this isn't contingent or betting on the come
in any way shapz or form. As T recall tha testimony, because
the emergency unesmpleyment compensation bill passed in March,
that reduced our interest cobligaticn from arcund sixty =mil-
lion +tc around ten million. So, as a conseguence, there are
the dollars available; therefore...thearefore, vell, Ve
can...we can se2 who's comping from where. The point is,
there's the money available without all this falderal and
posturing about tax increases, So, perhaps, we ought to jus*
‘get on with the business at hand.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROIIL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I think it comes as no surprise, as +the Jjoint
sponsor, that I rise in support of the lzgislaticn. I found
it guite clever that the Governor in his original doomsday

budget unfunded +those agencies and commissions that he felt
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would gather the most support most likely for his tax
increase. He put them not at_a decllar, not at maybe half of
last year, but totally wiped them out so that there would be
no funding at all unless he got what he felt he wanted. 2And
he tock those that seemad %to have the highest constituencies
and put +hem at 2zero, and those with the next highest he
pared down, and it seemed *hat the tudget was designed,» not
based on human ne=d, not based on State need, not based on a
well-rounded society, but rather where will he get the nmost
pressure in reverse crder, and that's hcv the budget was
develcped, very clever. Those whe had no ccnstituencies got
all the woney they got last year. These who had small
constituencies got ninety percernt of what they got last year,
and those who had iarge consti*uencies got half of what they
got last year, or scmetimes zero. ®ell, I think it's time
for us to say vwe do have some couth, some of you maybe air't
got no couth, buf it's time to pass this.

PRESIDINKG OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICEAS)

Is there further discuésicn? if not, Senator
Rock...Senator Lechovicz,

SENATCR IECHCRICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of +the
Senate. It seems ircmic that a State of this wealth, both in
econoric terms and cultural terms, has always picked on the
Illincis Arts Council in referenmce to the dcllar amount in
funding that would be awarded that agency. Yoﬁ know,
it's...there's more to life than the dollars and centé that
ve discuss here on +this Floor almost on a daily basis.
There's more tc life than the bills that we discuss here on a
day-to-day basis. Maybe the Illinois Arts Council brings out
the best in life to so many different pgople in this State
that this...this funding at this level is inadequate, but it
points out that at least the membership of the General Ressenm-

bly bas some semblance of knowing the better things in .life
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in stating, yes, the Governor made a terrible mistake when he
totally unfunded this budget. 1ladies and Gertlemen, *his is
a reasonable request. It's a request that is inadequate in
compariscn to the terms of the wealth of this Sta‘e c¢n a per-
centage tasis of the budget, but it's a reasonable request at
this time, and I strongly encourage an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICEZR: {SENRTCR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATCR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. Presidernt. TFor the last two days I was
attending...in attendance at the Inpternational Arts Festival
at the...at ¥avy Pier, and I just wish tha% everyone in this
Body bad bad the cpportunity to go to that arts show, It is
truly =an interpational one, it is getting national acclaim
and T think we, in Illinois, ought to be extremely proud -of
it. It dis a sort of ap ocutgrowth of the irts Council and
those who areikrts Council minded, and I would suggest to you
that the return ip revenue from that show, from tourism énd
otherwise, not only is going to he very good this year but
will increase with the years. T would urge an Aye vote for
the support of the council and of the work that it's doing.
I think it more than returns its wealth, both 3in nmometary
terms and in cultural terms, to the people of the State cf
Illinois. I urge an kye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SRVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Fock may
close debate.
SENATCE EOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, 1ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. " Senator Bloom made the point, as I stated in cosmit-
tee, in the Governor's FY '8t aliocation there was allocated
sixty million dcllars for payment of the interest dus *c the
Pederél Government for the unemployment insurance debt. I

was omne of several who spent a great ‘deal of -ime in
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Washington working on that problem, and we have succeeded in
reducing, cr a* least deferring, our liability sc that on
October 1st wve will have to pay only an amocunt equal to abou:
ten million. So simple arithmetic, that leaves fifty and T
have staked out a certain amount of that with respect to
Senate Bill 300. We are spending less per capita than
thirty-nine other states. We are voefully lacking in this
respect; we are spending less thar twenty-five cents a head
for the arts in our State. Cbviously, ii's not enough.
Ropefully, pext year if we all do the responsible +hing thers
will be more available apd we can increase the funding to a
respectable 1level. In the meantime, I vurge an Aye vote for
Senate Bill 300. I+ is three amillion dollars for the arts in
Illinois. It benefits us all and I urge an lye vote.
PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 300 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Ray. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted vho wish? Take the record. Or that gquestion,
the 1Ayes are 36, the Fays are 19, Z voting Fresent. Senate
Bill 200 having received the constitotional’ majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 301, Senator FRock. PRead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:
Sepate Bill 301.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the till.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)
Senator Rock.
SENATCR EOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies apd Gentlemen of <he
Senate, Sepate Bill 2301 is the FY'84 appropriation. for the
ordinary and contingent expenses of fhe Office of State

Treasurer. That office, of course, as you kpow, is resgon-
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sible for the payment of the debts service and the total
amount of the appropriation is four hundred and thirty-nine
million dollars:; seven million dollars of which is for the
operational end of the office, an increase over last yéar's
request of some fifteen thousand g&ollars. The budgefv is
right in line. We have deleted by amendment +he reguest for
a pay increment, and I would seek a favorable vote on Senate
Bill 201. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Is +there further discussion? 1If not, the question is,
shall Sepate Bill 201 pass. Those in favor will vote Rye.
Those opposed voie Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Bave all voted who wish? Take <%the Trecord. On
that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, noﬁe
voting Present. Senate Bill 201 having received the con-
stituticnal majdrity is declared passed. On the Order of
Senate Pills...30L, Senator Demuzio. RPead the bhill, Mr..
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 304.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator...Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very =much, Hr. Fresident and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senmate. The Illincis Eccnomic Opportunity
Act simply will pot into the Statute the fact that Illinois
community action agencies in this State do, in fact, exist
and they do, in fact, perform a reasonable satisfactory job,
as it...as it pertains to working with lov ircome. The prin-
cipal purpose cof this Act is to assure that Ccmmunity Service
Block Grants money cechtinue to be passed om to copmunity

action agéncies, and this...entails no new funds, it entails
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the distribution of those dollars that come. into the Fed-.

eral...fron. the Federal Gcevernmert for Block Grants to the
Department of Commerce and Community Affgirs; it defines the
purposes 1im the adginistration of community action agercies
which we have been avare cf since 1666, and simply puts into
the Statute that they should be considered in...in those
deliberations and discussions, given the lack of Federal man-
date for distributicn c¢f dellars to fund varicus proérams.
It entails no new dollars, no new General Revenwme funds, it
simply puts into the Statute that the community action agen-
cies are to be corsidered. I am reliably told that the
apendpent that was put on, Amendment ¥Yo. 1 by...at the
request of the Department of Commerce and Community Rffairs,
which indicates that nawly formed community action agencies
by the Department of Compunity...Community...the Degpartment
of Ccmmerce and Commurity Affairs would, in fac:t, be consid-
ered. At that particular point, I am told tiat they withdrew
ary opposition that they have and I would be glad +o ask
any...ahswer any questioms.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

1s there any discussicn? Senator Keats.
SENATCR KEZATS:

Thark you, Mr. President. I'm rising, as Minority
Spokesman on labor and Cosmerce, the btill came out of the
Labor and Commerce Committee on a partisan roll call, U Ryes
and 3 Kays. If the Department of Commerce and Cemmunity
Affairs has removed <their objecticns, I would have to say
they haven't tocld anybody about it yet, but then again, that
woulda't be a new problem. But the objections are more than
what L[CCA had, although DCCA's objections were guite substan-
tial. Zhe key problem with thes bill is +hat we take all
discretion out of the hands of the people who are trying to
khelp in the varicus community agencies. ®e set in the

Statute, A, B, C, D, E, F, exactly how it has to be done,
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tying in expressly to existing community action agencies.
Yoo really have ¢to ask yourself if you want to say whether
this fupding should be used strictly for existing agencies,
strictly for programs as detailed or if you want to include
some new ones in the future that might be doirg a better job,
but more. importantly that allows us discretiop as to which
one should be getting fundings, which amount of money, which
programs. I really think to simply put this in +he sfatute
is a real bepefit for a couple of existirg community action
agencies, but it is not a benefit for the State of 1Illindis
as a whole, or as a...as an entity for any one town. The
reason we¢ oppose, and I'm...X could give ar example, cur-
rently rinety percent of the 15.L pilliop in the key Blcck
Grants is passed on by DCCA right now. It's not as if the
money is not being spent already. We orly keep about seven
hundred fifty thousard in discretiopary funding and <that's
2ll within the intert of the Federal enabling legislaticn.
So it's not as if the money isn't going out; it's not as if
the overhead's eating it up, 15.% milliop...?5.4% mwillion is
going out, and then the severn hundred and fifty thousand, at
most, is held back but it goes out also, Sb, wbat I say is,
dontt tie the hards of what is allegedly an agency involved
with community action and +rying to improve it, don't put
into writing exactly what has to be done and only specific
agencies. Let's leave it a little more open-ended in that,
and I'd appreciate a negative vote.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {(SENATCR SAVICEKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Demuzic may
close.
SEFATOR DENMUZIO:

Yes, thank youw, vary mpuch, Mr. Eresident. W®ith all due
respect to Senator Keats, Amendment ko. 1 was added at the
request of the Department of Commerce and Coamunity Affairs

and it, ia fact, did add our newly formed community acticn
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agencies, so we are not limiting it to those community action
agencies that are in existence now. I think that +they have
performed, in deed, a worthy function, they have...as a mat-
ter of fact I used to be an executive director of a community
action agency. They perform meaningful functions in economic
development and housing, and head start, ard daycare, mental
health programs and et cetera, and I tbink it*'s high tige
that they be recognized by the State of Illinois and. that
this does, in fact, become a part of the Statute, and I would
ask for a favorable vote.

PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Sepate Bill 204 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote FWay. The
voting is open. Have all voted vwho wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 22,
the Nays are 15, none voting Present., Senate Bill 30¢ havirg
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 305, Senator Davson. Read the bill, Mr. fecre-
tarye.
SECEETARY:

Senate Rill 305.
(Secretary reads title of billj
.3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Dawson.
SENATCR LAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemer c¢f +the Senate,

ISenate BPill 305 gives a twenty-five percent discount on

untilty bills to senior «citizens vﬁo are over sixty-five
iyears of age with a twelve thousand dollars or less inccame,
Vand also for disabled persons under this Act who are disabled
for a period of twelve months. It was ;mended to assure that
the utiligies would not pass this discount «cnto the ‘other

ratebayers and the cost...for the cost of the discount.
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.PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENAICR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not,...Senator Schunenman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

A question of the spcnmsor, ur; Ffesident.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

He indicates hetll yield.

SENATCE SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, you indicated that the bill had been amenaeé to
guarantee that the utilities could not pass on the loss +to
their other customers? That's a neat trick. How 4id ycu do
that?
PEZSIDING OFFICER: (SENRTCE SAVICKAS)

Sepator Davson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

That's what was brought up in committee and we worked out

Aan apendment on that where the discount would have *o come

from their net prefit. ’
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENRTOR SAVICKAS)

Senator.SChuneman.
SENATOR SCHDSEHAN:

I see. Do...what do you do about the senior citizems who

o¥n stock in u*tility companies? Do you take the profit ount -

of their...their dividends? Is +that how ycu're going to
handle this or...
PRESILCING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Dawsonh.
'SERATOR DAWSCN:

If they gqualify underneath <the twelve thousénd‘dollar
incoﬁe, it would...they'd have to make that choice, which way
" they wanted to go with this, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SRVICEAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHBUNEFMAN:

Well, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I...T
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think e all like %o help senior citizens and I'm sure that
this is a lauvdable idea, but I don't think that it really
vould pass the...test and get any kind of an award for being
practical. Sc I think we ought to take a close look at " this
because there are a lot of senior citizens in this State who
have been frugal over the years and tried to...accumrulate
sope savings. Some of those savings are in stocks and bonds,
and utility companies, and others and to suggest that sdmehow
the utility company is supposed to penalize their stcckheld-
ers and pass on that benefit to anycne who bhappens to achieve
senior citizen status, I dont: think is a very smart thing to
do.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator ZXccke.
SERATCRE ECCK:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Tt...it is always difficult to get up against sernior

citizens, or lawrence Welk, cr the Chevrolet, or the het deg.

I would 1like, 1f +the sponsor will yield, *c know what the
fiscal implication of this bill is.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENARTCR SAVICKAS)

He ipdicates he®ll yield. Senator...Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Op until this +time, Senator Xock, thers wasS 0N0...DN0
figure could be given on what it would actually cost, but the
amendment, as it wvas drafted on, tbat was to insure that
the...the discount would wuot" be péssed cn to arny cther
ratepayers.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Eock.

SENATCR RCCK:

¥ell,...and I appreciate the ameﬁdment. The anéndment

insures or attempts to insure that the utility cannof pass on

the cost of the discount, nor can it be considered in <the
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rate-making process which 3is all well ard good. What I
really want'to know, hovever, is how much...hcw many people
does this apply to and how much ¥ill it cost?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Dawson.
SENATCR DAWSON:

Our Denmocratic staff, Sempator Kock, was urable to come up
with a figure for the number of senior citizens in the‘state
cf Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SiVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENRTCR ECCK:

Okay. As I understand it, there are approximately three
hundred thousand éeople in this State who might well qualify
as disabled, and we're not guite sure, except thtouéh the
avenue of the Senior Citizen Circuit Breaker, to how many
seniors have incomes of less thag twelve thousand. I Jus*
suggest to you that...that this is one of those bills, unfor-
tunately, that probably sbould not have gotten out of commit-
tee or once out should not have moved. We are attempting to
bestow a benefit upen those who are obviously in some need.
The défficulty is we don't knovw howv much of a ben=fit and we
don't knov why, and I suggest that we are truly travelling in
the dark and as...as much as this General Assembly apparently
is anti-utility, +his, T suggest, is going =much, =much too
far.

PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

I just feel maybe vwe should take some of the money from
the Arts Council then and put into staff and put into the
senjior «citizens and elimipate a littletbit of the Arts Coun-
cil then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Joyce.
SENATCR JEROME JCYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Sepator Dawson, I was under
the dimgression that this Dbill was going %0 stay on 2nd
reading until we could fird an amendment that everyore could
agree to.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKRAS)

Senator Dawvson.

SENATGR DAWSON:

This was th= amendment that was brought to me by the
staff to put on it to make everybcdy happy.
PRESILING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jcyce.

SENATCR JERCME JOYCE:

I don't know about your staff but mine dcp't vote.
PPESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Euzbee.

SENATCR EUZBEE: '

¥Well, some of my bhest friends are seniecr citizens, My
father and mother are senior citizens, and with any luck at
all, I hope someday to be a senior citizen also, some people
think I already am; but, you kncw, at some point or another
ve're gcing to have about thirty percent cf the people in
this ccuntry working to support seventy percent who are get-
ting all of the benefits because they have reached a certain
age that we have all determined that...that is magic somzhow
or other when you reach that age arnd, therefore; we're going
.to start doing all kinds cf great things fcr youw. I...I want
‘to help the senior citizens. I know that we have proh-
>1ems...they have problems with their uw¢ili+y bills, they kave
- problems with their property taxes, but...but this is nct the
rway to do it. You cantt...you simply cén't do it this way,
Senator Dawson, and I'm swure that this is +the vote

that...that will be on a list somewhere at...sometime &ring
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a future campaign, but this is...is not good public policy.
PRESIDING OFF¥ICER: (SEKATCE SAVICKAS)

Senator lemke. Do you "wish to <close debate, Sentor
Dawson? .

SENATOR DAWSON:

Wetll just <take it out of the record for awhile. Mr.
President, rather than have everybody embarrassed on having
to vote on soesthing and worry ahout it to being used aéainst
them, we'll take it cut of the record for awhile and bring it
back.

PRESIDING OPFICEE: (SERATCR SAVICKAS)

Take it out of the record. Cn the Order of Senate Pills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 309, Senatcr Vadalatene. kead the
bill, wMr. Secretarf.

SFCRETARY:
Senate Bill 309.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIRG OFFICEIR: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATCOR VADALABERE:

Ye§, thank you, Mr. Fresident and membters of the Senate.
Senate Bill 309 creates the Police Chief Due Process Act.
This bill, as amended, was introduced at the regquest of the
Illincis Association of Chiefs of ©Police +to establish a

mechanisa for police chiefs to protect their reputations and

careers. Senate Bill 309 reguires the perscn who wants to

terminate a police chief to give the chief notice of teramina-

tion and the reasons for it. The second provisiocn of the.

bill requires a corporate¢ anthorities +o grant a terminated

chief a hearing, if he requests one. The Illinocis Associa-~

tion of Chiefs of Police seeks the passage of this bill in -

order for police chiefs to protect their reputations and

careers. Pight now, a terminated chief is npot given anything
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for whatever reason. If he vants to pursue his law enforce-
ment career elsewhere, he has no vay ¢o clear his name unless
a chief knows vhy he was let go. It is impossible to provide
adequate explapaticn to a future emplcyer. The Illinois
Association of Chiefs of Police believes that only chiefs who
are...terminated for unsupportable reasons will takes advan-
tage of the process. Those who are removed fcr sound reasons
will not seek review once they ares provided with the chirges,
and I request a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

. Is there any discussion? Senater Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

X guestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'l1l yield.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Vadalabene, what was the necessity for Amendment
No. 17
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATCR VADALABENE:

Amendment No. 1 tc Senate Bill 309 removes the Chicago
Superintendent of Police and the director of the Secretary of
State police frce the prdvisions of the bill. 1In regard to
the Chicago Superintendent of Police, if I recall in coamit-
tee, at that time there is a mayor...mayoral election in
Chicago and. it...it was...it was thopght at that +time +*hat
the new mayor, whoever it may be, may have scme ideas of who
his police chief...or superintendent of police should be.
PRESILCING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKR2S)

Senator Reaver.

SENATCR WEAVER:
Well, don't yéu presume that any nev mayor in any citf in

the State of Illinois might have that same desire?
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PRESILCING OFFICER: (SENATQR SAVICEAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, there's no gquestion about +that, Senator Weaver,
It'1ll...but, however, what we're asking in this bill, he can
remove it with the due process sc that he can go on to a...a
better or a different job." We're not asking...that the‘mayor
cannot fire, we're saying “hat the due process
should...should take place and this is all we're asking.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR éAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator...if not,
Senator Vadalahene may close. Well, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 309 pass. Those in favor will vote 1Rye. Those
opposed vote Nay; The voting is oéen. Have all voted who
wish? - Have all veted who wish? Senator, would you...would
you vote me? Have all vo:ted wvho wish? Takg the record. OCn
that question, the Ayes are 45, the ¥ays are 10, 3 voting
Present. Senate Bill 309 having received the ccnstitutional
'majority is declared passed.

PEESIDENT:

While Senator vadalabene is catching bkis breath, we have
with .us a distinguished guest. Senator Bigney, could you
join me at the Podium? If I can have the members® attenticn
while Senator Vadalabene is getting his file ready for 31%,
we are pleased today to bave with wus Mayor Mark McleRoy
of...the Mayor of Freeport, Illinois, who has the distinction
of being the new president of the Illinois Hunicipaleeague.
Mayor, welcome.

MAYOE MABK McLEROY:
(Remarks given Lty Mayor HcleEoy)
PEESIDENRT:

On the Order of Senate Bills 2rd éeading, Senate Bilfv

37&. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECFETARY:
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Senate Bill 314.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESYIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene. v
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 314 deletes the provision entirely vhich‘ will
return the . law to the ccndition it was until November 1st,
1982, The present law, whem a person is dinjured in one
county but dies in a trauma center in ancther county, the
trauma center county coroner may transfer the case to the
county of occurrence for the investigaticr. Unfortunately,
the amzndment passed in 1981 to become effective in 1982 has
left a number of gquestions unanswered and is causing con-
siderable confusion throughout the State. Following are some
of the questions not answered by the existing provision.
One, who makes the initial investigation to determine whether
a coroner's investigation should be made? Second, vho makes
the nctification of death to the family of the deceased? 2nd
third, who pays for the autopsy, the receiving coroner or the
returning coroner? 2And fourth, who is respomsible  to make
the actual removal of the body to the county of occurrence?
And fifth, who is responsible for the perscnal effects of the
deceased? And sixth, which coroner has <¢he authority -to

-order an autopsy? And seven, who . is charged with the
responsibility of a cremation permit? And eight, whc has the
responsibility for a chain of evidence in a homicide?  And

vfinally, ninth, what happens with regard tc counties which
have abolished the office of coroner? These and other .znes~
tions have arisen with the event of the nev law, &awd the
Illinois Coroners' Association suégesté that all of this
'confusion will &isappear if the law is returned to its wrig-

inal state, and I ask for a favorable vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATIOR SAVICKAS)

Channel 3 would seek permission to shcot sowme footage.
Is leave granted? leave 1s granted. Is there further
discussion on Senate Bill 314? Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. Well, Sam, I'm no: picking on
you this morming, but this is a bill that should not be
passed. W®hat happens throughout the Sfate, people afe in
accidents in one county; the police investigate that acci-
dent, or the State police, or the ccunty sheriff; <+the indi-
vidual is taken to a hospital, maybe in that same county, but
then later transferred to a trauma center in some neighboring
county. It's up to that county withir that...that houses the
trauma center ) go througk all +he expense of an
autopsy...three or four bhupdred dcllars, Forcner's inguest,
when actuallz they have to go back to the ccunty where the
accident occurred to find out really what ha;pened. All  +he
medical records in that trauma center ip that hospital are
available to thevcoroner in the county in which the accident
happened. The police vwho investigate the accident have to
travel to the adjoining county many miles away.' The county
in which the trauma center is located is stuck with the cost
of the autopsy, the coromer's jury and the...all that goes
with the investigation. It should be in the ccunty vﬁere the
.‘accident happened. If the coroners of the State of Illinois
would try to cooperate and work together with their ' local
police, and even if they would pay the cost to the county in
which the trauma center is located, it wouldn't be so bad;
but it ends up that those counties whe have trauma centers,
where the death cccurs, end up paying the cost and it
shouldn't be that way. So, I'd oppose this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICEAS) ‘

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VALCALABENE:
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I think he made a statement. I dont't think he asked a
guestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATCR VATLALABENE:

Yes, am I closing?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SINATOR SAVICKAS)

No, ve have two more speakers. Sepator...Senator Fawsll.
SENATCR FAWELL:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the issembly. I
vhave 5o objection to this bill, but I would like to let the
Asserbly know that I was in Counties and Townships two years
ago in a committee, where the coroners originally came and
asked for the passage of the bill tbhat we are now aboat fo
repeal. I am hoping, ycu know, that they bave finally made
up their mind and decided which way they're going +o go,
because if they come back two years from now and want this
thing put in again, it's going to get a little ridiculous.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SINATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there, further discussion? If pot, Senator Vadalabene
may close.
SENATOR VADALRBENE:

Yes, the...the Coroners' Associaticn, of course, is in
.support of this bill. They have worked on it before coming
to me with this legislation. They would like for it to go
back to its originpal where there was no confusion, ard by
passing this bill I think that they have everything siraight-
ened out. And again, this is the decision of all the Cor~
oners' Association in the State of Illinois, and I ask for a
favorable vote.
. PRESIDING OFY¥ICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRAS)
A The guestion 1is, shall Senate Biil 314 pass. Thosz in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is

open. Have all voted who wish? Have all votsd vho :.sh?
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Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
the Ayes are 44, the Nays are 8, 2 voting Present. Senate
Bill 314 having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 319, Senator Schuneman. Read
the bill, Mr, Sscretary.
SECEETARY:
Senate Bill 219.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Schunenman.
SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank 7you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 319 siﬁply provides +that +the proceeds of the
State lottery be paid into the Common School Funrd of the
State. The Tllinois State lottery was enacted partly because
of the public understanding that the proceeds would be used
to support education in +this State, Instead, the Genperal
Assembly decidedito place the lottery proceeds into the Gen-
eral Revepue Fund, only thirty-eight percent of which goes
for education. And while I realize that +this bill isn't
going te solve any funding problems of education, I think it
will go a long way toward clearing up the perception that the
General Assembly is diverting money which the public believes
should go to thé schoels, and I would, therefore, nmove for
the adoption of the bhill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCRE SAVICEAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of tke
Senate. I rise in opposition to Semate Bill 319. What Sera-
tor Schureman says is true, I think theﬁe is a public percep-
tion that the lottery money ¥as to go to education and, -in

deed, some forty percent does. I think we can also look bzck
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to when the revenue from‘the lottery was down at thirty-five,
forty, fifty million dollars, so substantially more of the
total dollars are now going to sducation. I think that's as
it should be. The point is, I think, we begin now tc earmark
education from onz fund and I think we are going to leave the
perception that 2all of a sudden this is going to mean more
money for education. This is not the case. The furding
level for elementary, secondary, higher ed is alwvays going to
be what this legislature agrees that it should be, and to put
this extra burden, this extra...this extra levsl of...of
adpinistration, I thipk is wrong and we, therefore, should
defeat Senmate Bill 319.
PRESICING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKRS)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATCOR GEC-KRARIS:

¥ill the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFiCEB: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.
SENRTCR GEC-KARIS:

Do I understand correctly then under Sepate Bill 3}9, the
State's portion of the lottery proceeds would be paid into

the Ccmron School Pund instead of the General Revenue Fund?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR séﬂUNEuAu:
Yes, that's ccrrect.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Gec-Karis.

SENATCOR GEO-KAERIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen cf *he Senate, I

. speak in favor of the bill. The first lot*ery bill that came

across the Bouse when I was in my first term was earmarked
for...for education, then it went to the Senate and it was

changed around and the wmoney was put into +he General Furd.
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I have been asked by many constituents why the lottery money
doesn't go intoc Common School Fund. I think this is an
opporturity to satisfy the queries cf our constituents, and ¥
speak in favor of the till.
PRESILIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Budson.
SENATOR HUbSDN:

Tharnk you, Mr. Fresident. Senatcor Schuneman made a very
important point, I believe, and that is what the public per-
ception 1is and what it was when tﬁe lottery bill was passed.
I don't happen to be persorally a great advocate of the 1lot-
tery for whatever purpose, but we have it and I see very
little chance that it%s gcing to fade away, but I do believe
that the...the peoéle were under the impressicn and still are
that that is where the money and the proceeds from the lot-
tery were to go. And I think that it's very important that
whenever ve can we square our actions .here with what
the...vhat the perception is that +the public bhas of vwhat
wefre doing. As a matter of fact, one cf the reasons it

'seems to me for the lack of confidence that the people now
~have...many people nov have in their public cfficials is that

they...they‘re under the impression that well, they can't
really depend on what we say or what we do. And I think,
therefore, on +that ba#is that this is a very important bill
and one worth...worthy of your consideraticn, and I, toco, as
a hyphenated cosponsor of this bill, wounld urge you to give
it your favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENRTCR SAVICEK2S)

Senator Coffey.
SENATCR COFFEY:

Yes, Mr. Fresident, a question cf the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE SAVICEKAS) ‘

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATCR COFFEY:
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With this...with +this bill, bow is...is that going
to...d0 you see that as increasing fupding to education or
are you just...you know, it looks *o me like all they will do
is say sufe we'll put that amount of dollars into the edu-
cation fund, but they will not allow the other revenues to go
into it, so they're not going tc be any better off with or
without it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATCR SCHUREMNAN:

#ell, Serator, I'm not trying to sell this bill or the
strength of the argument that scmehow this will solve the
problems of education. The funding for education is still
going to be entirely up to this lLegislature to decide th
much we're going to appropriate. That's how we fund legis-
lation...education in this State. We don't fund i+ dependent
upon what fund we take the money out of, so the answer to

your question is, no. I don't expect that this would nec-

essarily have any impact on the extent to which we furd edu-

cation. As I stated in my earlier remarks, I'm constantly
being reminded as I go back into the district that the morey
from the lottery is somehov not going +o education, and I
think this would belp clear up that perception. So, I think
there's more perception than substance here and I don't want
to mislead anybody as to why I introduced the bill,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHES)

Senator Coffey. .

SENATCR COFPEY:

«eel understand that, but now the...as I understand full

funding means to education, will this affect the full fund-

ing? 1In other words, we will still fully funpd...if there!s a
handred wmillion dcllars from the lottery goes to the Common
School Fund, then when the full furding...under <the £full

funding measure or under the distribution cf dcllars to...to
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€lementary and secondary education, will they still get the
same docllars uander +that ©proposal as they wculd before?
It...it looks to me a;...that it would. In other words,
there would be ancther hundred million goirg to educatiocn
because cf the mandétes we have for funding elementary and
secondary education.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATCE SCHUREMAN:

¥ell, that would be entirely up <o the legislature., If
the lLegislature found that there was an extra hundred million
dollar...hupdred million dollars in +the 1lcttery <fund, the
Legislature could then decide to cut the General Revenue Fund
monies going to edﬁcation and tﬁereby level out the appropri-~
ation %*c education. So, I don't think it has any impact at
all on what we give to education.
.PRESIEING OFFICEZR: (SINATCR JOHNWS)

Rlright. Semator Buzbee.
SEKATCR EUZBEE:

2 question of the sponsor. It's...it's my understanding

.that the Cormcn School Pund and the General Revenue Fund are

almost comingled, ard so I'm of the ippression that your bill-

would have no net effect on the General HRevenue Fund, or the
Compon School Fund because as the...the balance of the Ccmmon
School Fund increases because of the lottery proceeds going
in there, at the same time the amount coming from General
Revenue . to go into Common School would, therefore, decrease.
Is that correct?
PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOEHNS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOE SCHUREMAN:

Senato:; I honestly don't know the ;nsver t0 your ‘gues-
btion, but I would not argue the point if you...if you're

stating that as a fact. I wvwould not argue that peint,
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and...and as I have repeatedly said, this really is a matter
of perception more than it is substance as...as it relates to
the funding of education.
PRESIDING CFFICZER: (SENARIQR JOHNS)

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR FDZBEE:

No, I'm...I'm not making that as a statement because I
truthfolly don't know, but XI'm under the ispression thaé the
Common School Fund and the General Revenue Furd are almost
comingled, and...and at least as money 1is needed in the
Common School ZFund, it is taken out of Gepmeral Revenve Fund
and put into the Common School Fund as it'’s rneeded. So,
therefore, I think the net effect of your bill would be, it

doesn't make any difference. I m=an, I don't think itfs

going to...I don't think it’s going to derigrate the General

Reverue Fund at all.
PRESIDIKNG OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator Schuneman, 40 you vwant...
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

It's all right.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Fo, allright. Senator lemke.
SENATOR 1ENKE:

You know, I don't think this is qgoing to affect the
revenue one bit, but what itt's going to affect is our - truth
and velocity tc the taxpayers. I think we passed a lcttery a
decade ago on the principle that this money that was coming
from the lottery would be wused for education. Someplace
along the line, T think, ouf previous Gecvernor akended the

bill and there never was an override on it, but I think +this

" is what the people thought the lottery money was going to be

ased for. FHe told tkhem it was going to be used for this and
they will powv wunderstand <+hat.the law says it is used for

+his. And I think it just <clarifies <the whole situation.
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Now whether we give money...more money or nct, that's up to
the appropriation process. I think +his is a gcod bill
because I think it finally tells the taxpayers this is what
our real intent was ten years...a decade ago when we passed
this bill.
PRESIDING OFPICEE: {SENATOR JOBNS) -

Senator Berman.
SENATCE BEEMAN:

I...Mr. President, I'm speaiing...Ladies and Gsntlemen, I
understand what the =sponsors are trying +to do as fa; as
making some. 0f the representations when the lcttery bill was
passed...give that some crederce. I'm mcre concerned, how-
ever, vher we talk about perception that this bill is, im
fact, qoing to ha%e the reverse effect. In going *hrcughcut
ry district and elsewhere, I £ind that most people ask +this
question about why all the lottery money isn’t going to edu-
cation because they are under the perception, and erroneous
perceptiorn, that if the lottery mcorey were going to education
that would end all of education's problems financially, and
ve all know that's not the truth., We appropriate for elemen-
tary and seccndary =ducation a billior +two hundred wmillion
dollar§, give or take a couple of million, or a couple cf
hundred ®illion. The lottery 3is anywhere from forty, o
sixty, to maybe eighty miilion dollars; if it's a great year

it might be a bundred, so that this is only a drop in the

bucket in the total funding of educaticen. I am concerned

that with the publicity that the sponsors want <o ‘achieve
with the passage of this bill, too many peocple will say to
themselves that their efforts on behalf of education in
lobbying us and urging us toc put adesquate resources and ade-
quate fipances towards education will, in fact, decrease
because they thipk that the lottery will take care of edu-
cation, and I think that is the problem with this bill, and,

regrettably, I think I*m going to be voting Nc.
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PRESIDING OPFICER: SENATCR JORYS)

Any further discus;ion? Senator Buzbee, for the second
timee
SENATOR BUZBEE:

I apolcgize for the sscond time, make it very brief.
Senator Berman, let me...let me givé you ancther thought c¢n
that. You simply respond to your ccnstituents, "Yes, we're
putting all of the sixty million dol;ars that we net ovt cf
the State lottery now into education, and then we only need
¢+wo billion more +to be able +o fund education,” because
that's exactly what the case is,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRTIOR JOHNE)

You finished, Senator? Allright. Senator Schkuneman, you
may close. . ‘ .
SENATOR SCHUNEMRN: .

Thank you, Mr. President. I'm a little surprised at the
debate on this issue, I thought it was quite a simple issue,
really. It's simply ome to clear up the perception. I thipk
that the previous speakers who make the point that they have
some concern that the public may scmebow thirzk that the lot-
tery is going to solve all the problems. of education, I think
is a very simple one to address; and as ‘Senator Buzbee has
indicated, it's simply a drop in the bucket when you ccnsider
the mneeds of education and what the total appropriation is
for education, and when the...State {s spending - something
like thirty-five million dollars a day, a hundred nillign
dollars really isn't very much money in that pot. So, this
would clear up a perception that the public has that somehow
the State is not depositing these funds where they cught to
be, and I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING 0FFIC$E: (SENATOR JOHNXNS)
The question is, shall Senate Bill 319 pass. The

vote...those in favor vote Aye. Thcsevopposed vote Nay. The

voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voisI who
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wish? Ha;e all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are S5¢, 1 voting Nay, 1 voting Present.
The bill having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 323, Sepator Sangmeister. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (¥R. FERNANWDES)
Senate Bill 323.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PR2ESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JCHNS)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOE SANGMEISTEE:

Thank you, Mr. President and menmbers of the Senate.
The...this is the illinois Public Library Tistrict Rct revi-
sion and this has been cagerly awaited by your public dis-
trict librarians for many years. The primary value of this
legislaticn is to clarify existing languages which attormeys,
administrators and <trustees have had trouble with in inter-
preting the law when trying to run their Ilitrary properly,
apd it's to make the language of the Illincis Public likrary
District 2ct consistept with that in the local 'lLibrary Act.
Bach year these libraries incur additionral legal expeunses and
loss of time din resolving ambiguities in existing law and
there's a great deal of confusion caused in the library cos-
munity inp discussing...in presentations, both <formal and
informal, among librarians ard board members of all types of
libraries who assume they operate under one libtary'lav but
are confused by the differenées in lanquage. This bill is
the Ttesult of six years of study in State-vwide hearings
within the Illinois library community. Tt passed tbhe House
in *79 and was reintroduced as a Senate...apd assigned tc the
Senate copepittee in 1981 in which it remained and is new
before you for acticn. It has *he support of the Tlliccis

tibrary Association, the Secretary of State and the *--te
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Librarianm. If there's any gquestions, I'll +try to ansver
them. If not, would ask for a favorable rocll.
PHES&DING OFPICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)
Senator Mahar is recognized.
SENATCR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in support of Sesnate Bill 323, and just van:t to add to
what Senator Sangmeister has sﬁid that it's been...thi§ bill
has been before us feor a number of years and there's been a
lot of details that needed *0 be worked out. Just
recently...I think we have an agreement now of +the Illinois
Manicipal League who has been concerned about muricipal
libraries as many of us have been ccncerned. They ncw are in
agreemert and I would ask for your support. »
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR JOHES)

Any further discussion? OCn the guesticm is then, shall
Senate’ Bili 323...wait a mipute, Senatcr Sangmeistar may
close.

SENATOR SANGMEISTEER:

Yes, I'm glad you mentioned that, that if <there's any
problems with +the 1Illincis Municipal League we have werked
those out and we would ask a favorable roll. If you vote for
this bill, you get a nice kiss from your librarian back home.
Hope that doesn't kill the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS) ’

The gquestion is, shall Semate Bill 323 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Mr.
Secretary, take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
%8, no Nays, no ?reéents. The bill having received the con-
stitutional majority dis declared passed. Ladies and
Gentlemen of +the Senate, WHRQ-TV of Chicago ask leave to
shoot some footage. Is there leave? leave is granted.

Senate Bill 328, Senator Mahar. ®ead the bill, Mr. Secre-
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tary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FTEENANDTS)
Senate Bill 328.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading-of the bill.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SERATCE JOHRS)
Senator Mabhar.
SENATCR MAHRAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and mnmembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 328 provides for a transfer for the FY...'83
appropriation for the Iegislative Council. Amendment WNo. 1
reduces the amount of the request to be transferred from
eighteen thousand eight one four to five thousand to reflect
the actual curreﬁt needs of the council. In the service

uni+t, five thousand is being transferred from the Printing

line item inrto Personal Services. This transfer is necessary

due to the unanticipated overtipe expenses from the...from
the necessity of having to print Bouse bills. I would ask
for your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHKS)

Any discussion? Then the question is, shall Senate Bill
328 pass. 211 those in favor vote Aye. 21l those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
I'11 give you Senators a second or twec. Have all voted who
wish? Pr. Secretary, I want to give you a second there,
Semator, take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56,
1 voting Nay, and none Present. The bill having received the
constituéional majority is declared passed. Senate Eill 331,

Senator Jones. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

END OF REFL
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REEL #4

ACTING SECRETABY: (MR, FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 321.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBZSIDING OFFICER: {SENRTCR JOHNS)
Senator Jcres.
SENATCR JCKRES:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Serate.
Senate Bill 321 amends the School Code and it only impacts on
downstate school districts. It changes the filing date for
those districts who have to file upder Chapter I, which uaé
then Title I, from...from August thé 15+h to Octeber the
30th, and the purpose for this change is so that +the school
districts will have time to get their plans together to
submeit ‘to the State Board of Education. RAlso, the bill does
change all reference to Title I, to Chapter I, and this is to
bring it 4intc ccnformity with tbe new Federal change on the
national level, ard I move its passage.

PRESILING OFFICER: {SENATCE JOHRNS)

Any discussion? The gquestion is, shall Senate Billi 231
pass. 211 thoss in faver vote Aye. 211 these opposed vote
Fay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Those...on that question, the Ayes are 51,
the Nay are none, Present none. The bill having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. Take the record,
-nr. Secretary. Sorry about that. Now, on that question, the
Ayes are 53, no voting Presept...ncne veting Present, nons
votipg Nay. Iﬁe bill having vreceived the constitutionel
majority is declared passed. Senate Biil 33€, Senator Jerowe
Joyce. BRead the bill, ¥r. Secretary.

ACTIRG SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)
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Senate Bill 336.

(Secretary reads ti<le of bill)
3rd reading of thes bill.
PRESIDING OPPICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)
Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATCR JEROME JOYC2:

Thank youn, Mr. President. This bill is a collective bar-
gaining bill. It provides collective bargaining rights for
State employees in the Zxecutive Branch who are...who cur-
rently have collective bargaining by Executive Order. There
is currently no State law in Illincis gpermitting public
enployees to bargain collectively. The Executive Order under
which nearlf forty-five +thousand State employesas are now
represented in coliective bargaining is iradequate in defin-
ing in scope in pas* procedures, unit determinaticr and union

"security. I'd be happy tc answer any guestions.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)

Alright. Senator Hudsop is recognized.
SENATCR HUDSON:

“ Senator Joyce, is this...essentially the same bill that
has...similar bill anyway, that has bLeen presepted in the
House gefore?

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {(SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATCGR JEROME JCYCE:

Yes, it is,...Senator, it is.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHKS)

Senator Hudson.

SENATCR HUDSON:

Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen cof the Senate,
this particular measure is somevhat like the tides, it goes

rin .and it goes out, and one thing we can be sure of is that
it will ccme in again. And I want to say at the cutset here

that the comments I'm going to make are intended in no way to
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demean the very fine sponsor of this bill, for whom I have a

great deal of respect, but I would be derelict in my duty, T
‘think, if I didn*t make a few comments. ¥ow, as this tide
that contains the concept of this measure goes cut and comes
in aqgain, I think the thing that we have to worry about and
be concerned about is that this tide, as it ccmes back cne of
these days, is going to flood over +the...the barriers, is
going to flood over the bulwarks against that tide; and if it
does, if this bill passes the Senate and the Hcuse and ipdeed
ends op on the Governor's Desk for his sigpature, we may find
.that this particular *idal effect cortained in Sepate Bill
336 will flood over the barriers ard will...inunda{e the

State and flood it with a sitveticn or a result of fiscal

chaos that we have not seen in this State before. I'm going,

to oppose this bill c¢n three counts: compolsion, cost and
concept. What we're doing, it seems to me as we go down this
.road, if we do indeed go down this road, is that
‘ve're...wé're introducing an elewent of ccmpulsion inte a
situvaticn which has hither before heen woluntary. We - recog-
nize that collective bargaining is entered intc, engaged in
thrcughout the State by many school districts and other dis-
tricts who choose to do so, but they have done this not under
-State...nandate or State compulsion but they have done it as
individual districts. It has been entered into,. mere or
less, with a...with an element of volunteerism. Even Samuel
Gonfers, the...one of the patron saints of the labor move-
ment...and by the way, my comments here today are not meant
to be speaking against anyome's right to organize, but even
Sam Gonfers recognized the fact that as long as the labor
povement remained volunteer and that people Jjoined freely
because that?s what they wanted to do, it had great merit and
benefit. But once the element of compulsion enters into it,
it raises gquestions that I thirk are very serious and vwve

should condider 1long and hard before we support. I am
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addressing also the concept of cost, the <seccnd "c" in =my
concern. It seems to me that when we elect school boards and
when we elect other public cfficials, we are entrusting them
as public sarvants to watch out for the public purse, 2And my
hupch is that if this bill passes and +he State seal of
approval goes on the collective bargaining process across
this State, we are going to see, then, costs not only in our
school districts but other districts, any public sectcf that
decides to go this route, the costs are gcing *tc¢ go siaply
out of...ocut of sight. Any belief that the Gecvernor may have
that he can keep the 1id on expenses and costs in this State
and go ¢this route if he decides to sign this bill if it
should pass, I think that bLkelief will ke shattered and I
think that the expénses to the taxpayers ir this State are
going tc go beyond their conceivably, their ability to pay.
Ky last "c™ ip my ccncerns here is the concept. I think the
concept is wrong...because I do not liken ccllective bargain-
ing in the public sector to collective bargaining in the pri-
vate sector. I think they're +two separate and distinct
things. It is said that why shculd pablic employees be
treated any differently <+han pecple ir the public sector.
Well, Ehey are different because the people have...have
elected units ¢f government, and those running}those anits of
government to do +his jcb for them, and when we bring into
the process an exclusive bargaining agent i.e., the urnion, we .
are in a sense, it seems to me, thereby shutting out the
average taxpayer and others who would alsc like to have a say
in what +their +*eachers are paid or what +their public
employees are paid. But what we're saying %to them through
the provisions of this bill is, you are e3¢luded, people; you
are excluded taxpayers; we are turning this process over to
an exclusive bargaining agent who, in effect, will speak for
you ard will speak in your place, will speak in your stead.

So, the employer is dealing with one unit only, an exclusive
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bargaining agent, the union. And I thirk this is wrong. I
think the concept is basically wreng in the public sector
because +the people have no place to go, the people can't go
on strike. The schecls may strike but the people can't
strike if +their taxes gc too high or their costs tco high.
So, it's a one-way sitreet, in that sense, and I +think it's
unfair to the peorle.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHRNS)

Can you wind it wvp, Senator, please?
SENRTCR BUODSON:

Yes, I can. The concept is wreng, and for these reasorns,
ny £friends of the Senate, all due respect tc Senator Joyce,
compulsion, cost arnd concept are things that I believe vyocu
should keep in mind as you cast your vote on thbis bill, andvI
would urge 7yocu, in all sincerity that I have, to think long
and hard, and ¥ would urge ycu to vote ¥o on what I consider
to be cneiofvthe post dangerous bills we have before us here
in the Senate this Session.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR JOHNS)

Alright, I just want +0 tell ycu the cxder the follovwing

Senators speak: Rupp, Keats, Geo-Raris, Lawscn, Collins and

Buzbee, And we're going to put the timer cn you, Gentlemen

and Ladies. Serator Rupp.

SENATCR EUPP:

Thank you, M¥r. Fresident. I*d like to ask the sponsor a
question.

PRESIDING OfEICEE: (SENATCE JOHKS)

He will yield, Senator.
SENATCR FUPP:

Did I understand you to say that we are now presently
operating under this sameé system under an Executive Crder?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JERCME JCYCE:
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Yes, Senator Pupp, that's correct.
PRESICING OFFICER: (SENATbR JOHNS)

Senator Rupp.

SENATCP EUPRP:

Could you tell me how long wetve been operating this way?
PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATGRE JOHKRS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATCR JERCME JCYCE:

For ten years, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATC2 JOHKS)

Sepator Rupp.

SENATOE EUPP:

¥ell, then...then I wonder why during that tipe, angd
this, too, is in déference to the gocd Senator, why we have
not had this roof crumbling deal and this whole thing fall
in? We've been operating under it ten years, and if this
thing merely formalizes it, then I...it's a 1litile different
for me to be up here talking on this side, perhaps, but I
feel that I car support this concept.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXRATOR JCHBES)

Sepator Joyce. Senator Reats. Tgank ycu, Senator.
SENATOE KEATS:

«+s@8S minority spokesman of Labor and Ccmmerce I've got
my...ny notes in front of me, so as...as designated hitter,
should I give you advance warning for a kick or do you want
to...this does not simply extend the Executive Order, it does
a great deal more than that. As Sena£or Techowicz said in
committee, and I thoughkt made some excellent points, *this is
a very clear expansion of bargaining under the Executive
Order Yo. 6. It is not a continuation cf existing, it's a
tremendous expansionr, and let me just give you a couple of
the poin*s. In terms of management rights and employee
rights are simply not even delincated. The permits, the

right to strike for all employees withont any limitation
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lJacks differentiation between mandatory and permissive sub-
jects of bargairing. It's a broad sxpansion of the current
subjects of bargéining. A lot of things are 1included that
are not presently included. The fair share agreements are
permitted, then there?'s a lax, a definition of impasse reso-
luticn alternatives. It enpowers the arbitrator selected to
vreguest of either party to determime anry aprd all impasse
issues and binding dinterest arbitration. That's us. Not
even fact-finding...pardon wme, nry...my handler was Jjust
rempinding me I missed a lipe. Wot ever fact-finding arbizra-
tion is included. The point is, the final arbitrator cf all
these disputes is nct someone they're bringing from the out-
side, the final arbitrators are sitting right here. 1In fact,
the four horsemen have tended to be the final arbitrator cn
most of thess, although I think I only see...let's sce Plaque
arpd...and what's the other one, I forgot...you're Pestilence.
Pestilence is hera, I think Flaque is hiding right now. But
the final delineation of who should arbitrate this is sitting
in the General Assembly and cannot be left to a separate one.
The window period prevision for decertificaticer provisions is
unclear which makes it exiremely difficult to decertify...
PERESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator, your time is up. Wind it up, pleaée.
SENATCR KEATS:

Okay, thank you. The ballot procedures on clear alterna-
tives to the secret ballof are mentioned but not flushed out,
and therefs a provision for...there's no provision for
removal of board members. So, it's mnot simply Executive
Order N¥o. 6. This is a rather major ex*temsion. I say,
kiddingly, I think we all krow which way ve're going to -vote
on these anyway, but for the rscord ard for the news media, I
wvanted to make sure they understand thers are a few different
points here.

PERSIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR JOHNS)
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Thank you, Senator. Senator Gec—karis.
SEKATCE GEO-KARIS:

Br. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
have the highest respect for the sponsor of this bill; how-
ever, although I am for collective bargaining, I have been
consistently against the right of strike for any public
employee becaase they dc...a strike by public emplcyees
affects the health, safety and welfare of the people; and
furthermore, the taxpayers do not have the right to step
paying taxes when their public services are cut. T think we
have to keep the public safety ard the welfare of the people
first in mind. I would like to qucte tc¢ you...from Senate
Bill 336 from Section 3, thz last line, where i% says...it
relates to collective bargaipning ard it says, "And to engage
in other ccnservative activities for the purpose of collec-
tive bargaining or other mutuval aid or protection free fron
interference, restraint of coercion and shall also have the
right to refrain from any and 511 of such activities except
as 1limited." OUrder +his bill a court would be limited, i¢
would not have the right %o issue am injunction. I think
that is wrong. I think we have to think'cf the public
safety:..health and welfare of the people first. I will sup-
port a collective bargaining bill providing ycu have compul-
scry binding arbitration with absolutely no right of strike
for public eamployees. Public employees fall in a different
classification than employees in private sectors. I repre-
sent a lot of union people, they may want the right to strike
but they don't want their children running loose in the
streets when th2ir teachers are striking, they don't want
+heir service cut, their garbage no%t picked up when the gar-
bage collectors are striking from the city. So, I tell you,
I appeal o you to vote against this bill because it could
have a disastrous effect cn +he health, safety, welfare of

‘the people. PRemermber, no on2 has to work for the...in a




Page 102 ~ MAY 24, 1983

public sector, but when you do, you take the responsibilities
just like the...the controllers did for the Federal Govern-
ment. So, I ask you to vote against this bill.
,_PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR JOHNS)

Thank you, Sena*cr. 'Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

¥T. President and ladies and Gentlemen cof the Senate,
ander the impasse procedure only the Executive Ordef can
allov arbitration, and if you cannot get both parties to cosme
to the‘table on that, it 1leaves the open guestion what
happens to the arbitration. I feel that this Senate Bill 336

‘addresses that prcblem and I ask for support of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator Colliné.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, MNr. President and menmters Qf the Senate. T
rise in support of 336 and I think cne of thes previous speak-
ers spoke in opposition to the bill baszd on what he called
"three principal reasons, and those reasons were concept, cost
and wmandate. And so, I will speak to those three issues.
Basically, there are thirty...approximately thirty states
already in this country vho has collective bargaining rights
for public employees. The Federal Government has collective
bargaining rights for all Federal employees. The concept cf
collective bargaining right is to give public enployees the
same opportunities, right§ and privileges to be protected
from unfair labor practices 'and - fair working conditions,
decent salaries Jjust as any other emplcyee in the private
sector. That is orly basic fairness. The cost, based on the
other states, we have not seen any substantial increase in
cost. This bill itself does not mandate collective targain-
ing, it grants a right and by a majority of the employees of
a particular urit the <Tight ﬁo choose whether or not they

wish to bhave collective bargaining. The cther thing, one of
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the Senators mentioned that this bill deals with teachers and
all octher kind of public employees. Tt dces not. ‘It simply
cover those employees who are currently under collective bar-
gaining agreements with the State, at the present time, under
an Executive Order that is, in fact, inadeguate. It woud
also help some of the probleps that we have complained about
in terms of the Governor having to make agreements, collec~
tive bargaining agreements, pertaining +to money that the
Legislature did nct or were not willing to appropriate. This
bill calls for those agreemen*s to ke reached prior +to the
budget process. I thipk it's a good bill. I admit, it does
have some problems; and hopefully, we will pass 536, which I
thirk is a far stronger bill than this bill, bu* at this
time, I'11 ask for a favorable vote on 336.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR JOHES)

Thank you, Senator. Senator Buzbee.
SENATCE BUZBEE:

Well, I would like to corrsct a few things that Semnator
Keats said. If I understand the bill properly, and I have
checked with our staff agairn and I am told that I do wunder-
stand the bill properly, a sirike is not allowed in this bill
because they are voided by enabling either party to reguest
final and birding arbitration, and final ard binding arbitra-
tion would preclude a strike. I wouid point out +that ‘this
Executive Order, under which we operate, came about first
under Governor Walker and then'it was 'reissued by Governor
Thompson in early 1977. ¥%e have been operating this way, as
the sponsor said, the much respected spomsor, for -the past
ten years. And it's also my understandirg that this bill
would not include any cther employees other than <thgss who
are currently covered ‘under the Executive Crder. =50, all
that ve're being asked to do here is to simply confize a

procedure under which this State bas been operating f:x ten

years. So, l...I don't see that...that things have be>> so
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bad during the ten years of...of the Governor's being able to
negotiate with State employees. And for thcse of you who are
concerned, I <+hink that this will give the General Asseably
more of a say in the final actions as it affects State
employees' pay rais=ss, et cetera. So, I think this is a good
'piece of 1legislatien, I +think itfs a good piece ¢f legis-
lation from both sides, from...frog labor's perspective and

I think it's a good piece of legislation from management's

perspective, if you would like to consider us to be a part of
management, in that I think that it will give us more of a

say in the...in the final amount of...of pay increases

that...that might be made available to...to State enmployees.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE JOHRNS)

Thank you, Senétor. Senator Schaffer, and the last Sena-
tor to speak, so requesting.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I, 1like I think most members in this Body, have carved
out a position or collective bargaining, right tc strike, all-
these other things and, frankly, much of what's in 336 I find
acceptable and a reasonable thing. My problem is that in wmy
rather clearly defined position, which thanks to all those

ilovely_little post cards we usually get, which have been
strangely absent and I'm not promoting their re{urn this
year, I bave consistently said that I very wmuch oppose the
right to strike for public safety employees. Now, I have
looked at the rather interesting language in this bill which
was artfully drafted by someone fcr some reason but doesn*t
really say binding arbitration, at least as I interpret it.
I don't knovw why you just can't pot a straightforward pro-
hibi+tion in there for public safety employees. I understand
that  that's coming up imn a bill that we®ll hear a little
later. I don't know why we have to have sneaky arbitration
language. This is too dimportant an issuve to let somebody

finesse the 1language. I want a clear-cut prohikition.
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Frankly, I think we all know that both sides in the labor
negotiations are going to do what they think is to their best
advantage, and I can envision a situvation where neither side
would ask for arbitration due to the egos involved, not ary
vish to take care of the employees or the taxpayers, but the
egos are usually what cause problems in labor negotiations.
I would strongly sugges* that this bi11 with cne very simple,
straightforvard, no focling around, double talk amendment
could be in good shape, but until we get some straightforward
language in one of these bills that tells me that T don't
have to worry about the prison guards walking out of Pontiac
and walking out of Stateville or the State police saying,
SOrTy, we arenft going to come wher there!'s a dangerous acci-
dent and fatalities on the highway, you haven't go%t ne. i
like collective bargaining, I suppcrt i+, I don't vant the
public safety employees out on strike.

PRESIDIKG OFFICE‘:‘{:. {SENRTICR JOHKS)

Thank you, Senator. Senator Keats has regquested a moment
to speak for the second time to Senator Buzbee.
SENATCR KEATS:

Just a clarification and, Senator Buzbee, I certainly
wouldn't wapt +to have a philosophic...disagreement, but on
page 6, lines 18 through 25, which is the portion that deals
with binding arbitration, if you can find what in that keeps
them from striking, you're a better attorney than anyone we
have, anyone in the Governor's Office, anyone in AFSCME's
office or anyone we know, or going upon ﬁast...precedent on
that type of wvording, I'm telling you, that isn't what it
says, there’s right to strike, And I also say, kiddingly, so
that the people in the press understand, ore of the reasons
APSCME 1likes this is AFSCME gets an additional eight milliion
dollars mandated through that fair share provision they don't
presently get; and if I were APSCHME, I'd ke excited at the

thought of getting a spare eight willion taken out «f the
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pocket of Illinois State employees who are not voluntarily
contributing. This will be taken from them whether they want:
it or not. It's eight million bucks for AFSCME and that's
what this will mandate.
PRESTIIING OFFICER: (SIRATICR JOHNS)

Sepator Buzbee,
SENATCR RUZBEE:

Yes, Sepator Keats, on page 12, line 21, "If requested by
the partiss, the board shall at any time recommend impasse
resolutior procedures, and upon request of either party
appoint an arbitrator to resolve an impasse in bargaining.®
And tken on page 13, line 12, "The decisior of the arbitrator
shall be final ard binding upon the partigs and will be the
sole method of resclving any impasse." That's where I'm get-
ting my language as to why strikes are not allowed.

PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Thank you, Senator. Senator Keats.

SENATCR RZATS:

Ken, I®'11 correct you one last times, but you and I could
go at <this all day. Somehow I don't think you and I are
charging the minds of anyone sitting here, but 'when you 96
back to page 6, what it really says is tvo-fold. Number ore,
and courts have held tpis, unless you have specific wording
that says no strike, that that then specifically says, and
the courts have held it consistently, as any attorney who has
worked in the ar=a will tell you, has said that allous
strikes. HNumber two, they have to ask for that binding arbi~
traticn in order for that to go into effect, it bhas to be
requested, there's nothing that mandates the request. #ith
that, I say, kiddingly, wve could go back and forth but I
think we kpow how the votes are going.

PRESIDIBG OFFICBE: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator Buzbee,

SENATCR BOZBEE:
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It's...it has been a long time since I?'ve practiced labor
law, Senator Keats. I...I will admit that, but...but, again,
I go back to the language on page 13, lime 12, "The decision
of the arbitrator shall be final and binding upon the parties
and will be the sole method of resolving any impasse.t® Now,
it seems to me that.that is rather clear lanpguage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)

I think we've concluded. "Senator...we could go or with
this forever. Senator Joyée, would ycu clcse, please.
SENATCR JERCME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President.‘ T thirk it's time that...we'lve
discussed this’very thoroughly, I thipk it's +time that the
State of Illinois get in line with the thirty c<her states
that are granting their public employzes the rights that the}
so richly deserve, and I would ask for an 2ye vote on +his
very important piece of legislation.

PHRESILCING OFFICER: (SENATIOR JOHNS)

The gquesticn is, shall Senate Bill 336 fass. A1l those
in faver vote Aye. 3All those opposed vote Naye. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who ﬁish?
Have all voted who wish? One more time for <Charlie Chevw,
does anybody still wish to vote? Have all voted who wishk?
Take the record, Mr. Secretary. ©Cn that guestion, the Ayes.
are 32, 23, voting Nay, none Present. The bill having
received the constitutional majority is declared - passed.
{Machine cutoff)...Bill 337, Senator Hudson. He wishes the
bill read, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECEETARY: (BR. FERNANDES)
{Machine cutoff)...337.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.’
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR JOHRKS)
Senator Hudson.

SENATCR HUDSON:
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Thank you, Mr. President. ladies and Gentlemen of ¢the
Senate, Sanate Bill 337 is simply an attempt to address the
courts' concern over +the definition of wviabili*y as it
relates to the Illinois Abortior Act of 197%. It redefines
viability of the unbern fetus to mean that 1life that sus-
tained, rather <+har more than which is sustaiped cr can be
sustained or will be sustained, more...rather - than the
present - terms which are more than wmomentary. More than
momentary has not satisfied the courts' constitutional con-
siderations, and vhereas sustained as it defines viability
does seem...it doesn't seem, it...it explicitly nmeets con-
stitutional requirements according to the courts. That's all
the 1ill dces, it makes those changes ip...in that wording
angd that's...that'é uﬁat i+ does, and I would ask your favecr-
able copsideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATCR JOHNS)

Thack you, Senator. The Chair...recognizes Senator
Kelly.

SERATCE KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise to sopport Semator
-Audson and Senator lemke's bill. This bill merely aeresses
the decision which was reached by the U.S. Supreme Court on
House Bill 1881, and all it's doing is placing into it the
language vhich was recommended by the Supreme Court, and I
gladly vote Aye for this bill.

PRESILING OFFICER: {SENATCR JOHNS)

The Chair recognizes Senator Lemke, then 5cﬁuneﬁan.
Senator Schuneman is after Lemke,

SENAICR LEMKE:

This bill came about froe the case of Kalanti vsrsus
Franklin where the court in which determined viability of a
fetus does not mean perely momentary‘survival of the fetus,
rather it means there is a reasonable 1likelihood .cf the

fetus. So, M™sustaining survival ou*side the womb,® this is
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the langunage they declared constitutional. I think it's a
good bill and I ask for its adopticn.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHXS)

Thank you, Senator. The Chair <recognizes Senator
Schunenan.

SERATCR .SCHONEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...T hesitate to rise in
opposition to this bill sponsored by several of ny veri good
friends, and I'm sure that the...the intention of this bill
is a laudable one. The problem is that we can't seem to get
abortion laws that are...that are constituticnal. I voted
for the b£ill that péssed the House in 1975, passed the Senate
and was signed into law. That...the provisions of that Act
are still in the courts, and it*'s my understanding +hat the
provision that you segek to change here is one that is pres-
ently enjoined by the U.S. Cour:t of Appeals as medically
meaningless, confusing, medically unjustified and contradic-
tory. I'@ like to be able to support every bill that +the
Right to life people seem to think 'wve have *o pass, but I'm
finding that more and more difficult to do. I think we need
to do what we can about reducing the number of abortions on
demand, I think ve have entirely too many, tut +there are a
lot or areas of legislation that we are completely unsuccess-
ful in addressing, and I happen to think this is cone of then.
I'm going to oppose it on tha* basis. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR JOHNS)

Any further discussion? Senator Hudson, would you care
to close, sir?
SENATCR HUDSON: -

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I would suggest +t¢ ay
distinguished colleagqgue and good friend, Senator Schumeszn,
that if his objectior is on constituticnal grounds ané he
feels that he can support ;ome of these bills if they*Zz in

line with constitutional mandates, that he vote for this. I
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think he car start bringing these things around to the shape
he wants <o see them in by casting an Aye vote rather than a
¥o vote on this. This is a good bill, and I...I simply anm
going to close by suggesting that you all gqgive it a good,
green light.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR JOHNS)

The question 1is, shall Sepate Bill 337 pass. 1All ﬁhose
in favor vote Aye. All those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all votasd who wish?
bnr. Secretary, take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 46, 8 voting Nay, none Present. The bill having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. That is the
first bill in the Senate for Sepator Schupenman. Congratula-
tions, sir...Z meén, Sepator Hudson, there I go agair, thank
you, Senator. Trying to get to the next...Senate Bill 3&6,
by Senator ¥Welch. He wishes the bill read, Mr. Secretary.
Read the bill, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 340.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATCOR JOHNS)
Senator Welch.
SENATCE WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill places a moratoriage
on the construction of new nuclear power plants in»the State
of T1lincis. The reasoning behind this bill is the. recent
Supreme Court decision upholding a California Statute similar
to the one we are +trying to ervact here today. I want to’
point out that this bill does not affect any nuclear power
plants currently in construction in ihe State of Illinocis.
In addition, two states in the United States have bills simi-
lar to +this, Cornecticut and <california. The reascning

behind this bill is not to provide protection agains:t radia-
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tion hazards but because of the uncertainties of waste dis-
. posal problems within the State of Tllinois, Future probless
may involve significant expenditures of mcrey to...to store
vastes, to make wastes neutral and to make waste sites avail-
able, the costs of which are more than likely to be passed on
to consumers in the form of higher utility bills. It's been
held by the Supreme Ccurt that a state may determine, as a
matter of economics, that a fossil fnel plant, vis-a-vis a
nuclear plant, is the preferred way to go. I believe that it
is our duty here in the legislature *o enact legislation that
will make that decision. As Supreme Ccurt Justice louis
Brarndeis once observed, "The franchise to operate a public
utility 1is a special privilege which may te gracnted or with-
held at the pleasure of the State." This is an issue which
we should become involved in. 3It's a very important issue
and I move the passage of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {STRATCR JOHNS)

Senator Welch, thank you. Any discussion? Lechowicz. -
Senater lechowicz.

SENATOR 1ECHOWICZ:

Thank you, M¥r. President and ladies ard Gentlemen of the
Senate. Over the weekend I had an opporturity to catch up on
some of the reading that...basically, from the news npaga-
zines, and...I believe it was either Newsweek or Time had an
excellent feature article on acid rain and the difficulty not
only of...of us here in Illinois but cther states that are
high industrial states with a serious high sulfor content”
coal and the industry using that coal and the side effects of
high acid coal getting into the currents of the air and acid
rain beinqg dispersed as far as north as Canada, as far cast
as Maine, which everyone whould tkhink that it wounld 'be a
clzar pristin2 state but, unfortunately, due to cur economic
conditions this situation prevails. 1In the same article it

pointed out the number of nuclear facilities in the respec-
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tive states apnd the degree of the lcw sulfur...as
far...sulfur content by this type of generaticn of electrical
pouer. I, initially, vhen I seen this bill thought I would
support it. Based wvpon what I read, as far as the serious
problem of acid rain and exactly how 1it's produced and
what...how it's created, priwarily by your generation plants
which tkave a high sulfur coal input and the degree that if
that was also be replaced, the sericus impact it would have
not only to the coal mining industry but through...itid have
a rippled dovn effect of quite a grade of magpitude. I think
that maybe this concept shouwld be considered a little more in
its true depth. Nuclear power, as far as its...as far as
electrical gereration, I believe that the State of Illinois
is probably in one'of its highest areas as far as its . use.
But I would alsc like to point out to you that when we had
the severe snowfall in *79, this was one of ?he states that
did rpot have a blackout because of theravailability of
nuclear power. Ip fact, it...I believe they're on a grid
systen and the power that we vwere generating here in Illirois
was being sent to other portions of the midwest that had the
severe problem as far as getting their fuel to "+their gener-
atipg _plants. I don't believe that this bill, at this time,
is an appropriate matter that we should say, as of today's
date, there*ll be no moré...any...any noclear power plants to
be established in Illinois. I don't believe we have the
expertise to say that we should try to eliminate ary type of

a power generating source to be used ¢r not tc¢ be used. I do

know the side effects, and no one really ever considered acid’

rain a few years ago, but it's a phenomena that came about
. and it's a very serious probler. They mention the...the
serious effects it's having on Boston and the deterioration
of existing buildings based upon acid rain. I just  wart to
point out to this membership that what you're doing is,

you're eliminating nuclear power to be used as a fuel source
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at this time, and I don't believe that we have
the...the...really the expertise to make that deterpinaticn.
I believe that the Illinois Ccmmerce Commission, which is our
expert body, vhether it's elected or appointed, it's
appointed now, should determine a study and then come back
with a recommendation. And for that reason, I'm going to be
voting No on Senmate BRill 20,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR JOHNS)

Senator Welch, looks like you may close, Senator.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to respond <o -the
ccncern about the environment in Eoston, Massachusetts., WHe
are not here to protect the environment of +the northeastern
states. It*s very curious that the reason for *his bill ié
to provide for the certification of sites to put nuclear
waste from our own nuclear plants. In other words, there has
to be some ﬁechanism to store all of the nuclear fuel rods,
and to say that ve should continue...using puclear power as
opposed to using Illinois coal, which may bave high sulfur in
it, in order to save the states in the northeast is an arqu-
ment that should bz made in the Congress of the United sfates
and not on the Plcor of the State Sepate of the State of
Illincis. This bill does not terminate nuclear power plants
in pe:éetuity. ¥hat it does is say, until +he director of
the Environmental Protection Aéency can certify to the State
of Illinois that there is a place to store that waste, <then
there car be no more nuclear plants built, It's a very
simple reasoning. The reason is, if there's no place to
store that waste, how much is it going to cost in the future
to try to find a place to stcres the waste? If we...if we
cannot certify that we can store it, ve can't afford i<. I
would urge a favorable vote on this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR JOHNS)

Senator, going to beg your forgiveness here, Sciiicr
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Lechowicz would 1like to rise on a point of crder. Senator
Lechowicz, what is your point of order, sirz
SENATCR 1ECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. I just want to point out that
I pointed out the serious impact rationwide and Illinois is
included in the acid rain fallout, and I'11 be nmore: than
happy to bring the article to you sc youw can read it and see
that it*s a nationwide probles, not only in thke northeast but
it also includes Illincis adversely. Thank ycu.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)

The Senmator has closed already...or wish...would you like
to close again? Be very brief,
SENATCR WILCH:

Yes, thank yon; Mr. President. I would just like to =say
that acid rain should not be our concerer, but whether
the...the concern should be a more overriding probtlem and
that 1is the safety...or rather the cost factor to the citi-
zens of the State of Illipois. So, I would move for a favor-
able vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: - {SENATOR JOHRNS)

The question is, shall Semate Bill 340 pass. Those in
favor nvote- Aye. All those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who vish? Have all voted who wish?
Por the last time, have all voted who wish? Take the record,

Mr. Secretary. Cn that gquestion, the Ayes are 35, 21 Nays,

Y Present. . Senate Bill 340 having received the constitu--

tional majority is declared passed. Senator Darrow, 341.
Yes. Pead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEIRNANDES)
Senate Bill 341.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.

PEESIDIRG OFFICER: ({SENRICR JOBNS)

Senator Darrow.
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SENATCOR LARROW:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen cf the
House. Senate Bill 341 allows a county where unemployment is
ten percent or nore to externd the delinquency date by...for
fifty perceht of the...each installment of taxes for sixty
days. Amendment ¥o. 1 would amend Cook County out of this
Act so that it does not pertain to that county. I would
point out that this is permiséive...legislation. - It allows
the county board, if they so wish, to adopt this program.
Under it the sequence would be sometbing like this; if your
tax bills are sent out HMay 1st, one-fourth of vyour real
estate taxes would be due cn June 1st, one-fourth August Ist,
one-fourth September 1st and one-fourth Wovember 1st. 1I'd be
happy tc answer any questions. .
PRESIDIRG OPFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)

Three Senators have asked to be recognized. Senator
Kelly, Schuneﬁan and Mahar. That's the corder they have cone
up...and Collins. Sepnator Kelly. RAlright, your light was
on, sir, but it's off rnow. Yes, €ir. Rut now, Senator
Collins.

SENATCR CCLLINS:

Quéstion of the sponscr.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR JOBNé)

He*1ll yield. "Senator Darrow.
SERATCE COLLINS:

Yes, Senator Darrow, you...first of all, does this apply
to just residential property?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR JOHNS)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DREROW:

¥o, it does not nor does it apply tc Cecck County.
PRESIDING OFFICEZR: (SENATCR JOHKS) ‘

Senator Collins;

SENATCR CCLLIRNS:
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‘ This...I know it doesn't apply to Cook County but I vwvas
concerned why it didn't apply to Cook County if it wvas for
residential property.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEHATCR JOHNS)

Senator Darrovw.

SENRTCE LDARROW:

Yes, the reason is that it's a new program ard there is a
nugber of units of government and different method of coilec-
tion of real estate taxes at different dates and times, and
for that reason, wve felt it better to start downstate. If
the program is effective and works downstate, next year you
could come in and amend it.to pertain to Cock County.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR JOHKS)

Senator Colliis, you satisfied? Thank you. Senator
Mahar.

SENATOR MABAR:
‘ Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. ry
problem with the bill is the fact that it does opt out Cook
Conﬁty. Now, I've lived in Cook County for a 1ong'time and I
don't see any difference in the needs of pecple in Cook
County as opposed to anyplace else in the State of Illinois.
Mr. PEesident, it just scems to me. if you're going to have a
nev program, you have the unemployment rate that ve have in
Cook County, Cook County ought to be able to get the benefits
of this program. Another point that bothers me a little bit
is, vwe talk a great deal in this Body about locél government
and about helping 1local goverament, and vhat's gbing to
happen here, it's going to slow the revenue inpact...revenues
that come into local government that they're counnting on;
right at a time when we have a proposal by our Governor o
take the twelve and a half percent income tax awvay. So, it
just seems that vwe're...vwe're hurting those people that can
least be hurt, and I would think that until we conld anénd in

Cook County and treat the whole State alike, we ought not to
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pass ﬁhis legislation.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE JOHNS)

Thank you, Senator. Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUREMAN:

Question of the spcnsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCOR JOHNS)

He indicates he'1l yield.

SENATCE SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, you and I both come frem counties with very high
upenployment and I'm curiocus...I had.:.l was not aware of
your bill and I haven't seen it. Ycu would allov the delay
of the payment of taxes on real estate, as I understand it by
this bill, and is it +ied so that that bepefit wculd be
applicable to unemployed people?

PRESILING OFFICER: {SENATCR JOHRS)

Senator Larrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

Yes, this would be applicable to unempleyed people. This
concept was developed by a Quad City Task Force made up of
business people, labor people, chamber cf commerce members
and it was their suggestion that we have this delay in the
payment of taxes.
PRESILCING OFFICER: {SERATCR JOHKS)

Senator Schoneman.
SERATCR SCHUBEMAN:

‘ ¥Well, from your answer to the cther gquestion, I under-

stood that this would also apply to business property, and so
I guess the question I should have asked you was this, does
it apply to people who are employed? ¥Would they be'gfanted a
delay in taxes?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHKS)

Senator Darrow.
SENATCR DARROW:

In order for the Act to be constitutional it bhas to .aprly
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to both, and so, therefore, it applies to both the unemployed
and the employed. However, it will also pertain to the small
busiressman who goes out of business. If you're a small
businessman, you aren't technically unesployed when you can't
make a go of things cr when your revenues decrease or when
you're just on a...on a shoestring of operation, it will help
him also.
PRESILING OFFICRER: (SENA&OR JOHKS)

Senator Schunpeman.
SENATOR SCHUKEMAN:

Well, Mr. President, +then +to the bill, it seens tc ne
that..;that, first of all, *to pake this applicable +o pecple
who are employed makes no sense at all if we're seeking to
aid tke unsmployed; The other point is that I assume that
this can orly be activated if the county board votes to do
it, and I am quite sure that Ry ccunty board.is not abcut to
delay their tax income by ten percent, and I don't kncw what
county board would. I think that...that there is a...a vital
flaw though in the bill ip that it applies to people who are
employed as well as the unemployed.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHKS)

Thank you, Senator. Senator Jack Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I guess 1it's appropriate at this point for me to remark
how much I revere the ground the sponsor walks on and what a

truly noble person he is and valuable addition to this august

Body, but there 1is one minor little protlem Hith'tﬁis bill -

that I mentioned in committee that sort of leaves a hcle in

it you could drive a fleet of trucks through., #Who owns

houses, all of us probably own houses, but I']1l bet the ' vast

majority of us have mortgages and we pay in once a month and
we pay into an escrow account. If you delay the tax paynment
date, what that means is that the savings and loan or bank

that holds your mortgage and has your escrov account getis
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sixty days more interest on your money to accrue to their
profits. It doesn't help the wunemployed worker or anyone
else a nickel. And I would suggest to you +tha* an unemployed
worker probably has a nortgége on his home. If, you knovw,
if...unless he's a renter, and if he's a renter this doesn’t
affect hinm. Really, I +think 3it’s a nokle attempt and
well-intended but it's the Bank and Savings and Loar BRelief
Act of 1983. I was in the county as a county official and I
know on the last day +*hat tax bills are paid, at four
otclock, in walk the guys from all +he banks and local
savings and loans with +heir great bkig boxes full c¢f enve-
lopes with checks to drop im at the last dollar on the last
day so they could earn mcney on our escrow accounts as long
as possible. All we're going to do with this bill, if a
county board is foolish enough to enact it, is to allow the-
banks and savings and lcans to accrue interest for an addi-
tional sixty ﬁays. Se, I think 1it's more appropriate *to
label this bill the Banrk and Savings and Loan Relief Rct. of
*83. So, if you wan* %*o see the barks and savirngs and 1loans
with higher ©profit margins and the local governments with
larger cash flow problems, it's a fantastic concept. But T
would suggest to you “hat pot one in twenty unemployed work--
ers could possibly benefit from this well-intended bill with
an outstanding spensor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JCHXS)

Senator Chew.
SENATCR CHEW:

Senator, would you agree to amend this bill tc include
Cook County?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR JOHNS)

Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARRONW:

Not at this time. Possibly if we get it over +to the

House we'll take a look at it then, but I'p...I don't want to
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take it back and amend it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)
Senator Chevw.

SENATCR CHEW:

¥ell, 1if an amendment would wmake it letter and more
palatable and it was to serve half of the pecple in the State
of Illincis, why would we want to just, as you say, a pilot
program to institute itself downstate? The people in Chicago
and Coock County would need this as badiy as those downstate,
plus the fact it's all predicated on whether the county
boards are desirous of passing an ordinance, is tha*t correct?
Well, then why don't you just give Chicago a little shot at
this toco if it's that goocd?

PRESIDING OFEICEE:Y (SENATOR JCHHNS)

Sepator Darrow.

SENATOR DARRCW: .

I would ratbher pass it out of here first.
PRESILCING OFFICERK: (SENATOR JOHRES)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Are you proeising me that you'll put anp 'amerdment obn
in...ip the House?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB JOHRES)

Senator Larrow.

SENATOR CARROW:

No. I can't promise that. We'll...ve'll take it over
there and we'll give it serious consideration, but T can't
govern wha* they're gqoing to do. over in the House.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHES)

Sepator Chew.

SENRTCR CHEW:

As far as the tanks holding your morey ir escrow and
interest being dravn for the benefits of banks, that discre- ‘

tion 1is 1=ft entirely up to the portgage...mortgage payer, - ‘
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not the banks. If you have one that the bank requires you to
deposit one-twelfth of your taxes each wmorth, that - can be
changed by your own direction, there's...there's no law that
governs that institutions must, in fact, ccllect your taxes.
That tax bill is 1left entirely up to ycu. So, Senator
Schaffer, if that's your only objection, you may tell your
constituents that it is not a lav that they must pay one-~
twvelfth of their real estate taxXes to an institution possibly
made that loan. That can be an in-house rule but, Senator,
there's 1Bno statuatory power to confine people to that rule
and regulation. But you will go into the Hcuse and +try to
take care of that, will you? Youn couldn't pass it over here
if it got into Cook County no way, could ycu?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR JOHNS)

Thank you, Senator. Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. To discuss further the...scme
of the topics of why Cock County was opted out of this, I
serve on Local Government Committee and I was there when this
bill was...was heard, and T*]11 tell yoh, tke bill wculd not
have gotten out of committee had it rot been for the fact
that he opted Cook County out of it. So, that ought to tell
you something about why it's here and...and why the amendment
vould not go or with it. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Thank you, Senator. Senator Collins. Waved.  Senator
Maitland, there you are, sir.
SENATCR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. JQuestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR JCHNS)

He indicates he¢1l yielg.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Darrow, can you tell me where ip the Statute it

now prohibits +this? Car't covunty btoards now extend ~hat
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deadline?
PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)

I'm sorry, Senator Darrovw.
SENATOR DAKROW:

I can't quote the Statute, but evidently they cannot
because the county board in my arca and the group qf business
and labor people and civic people asked +that this be intro-
duced and they felt it was necessary; so did legal staff.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATCR JOHNS)

Senator...Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

¥ell, thank you, Mr. President. J...Z believe, guite
frankly, that +they can do that. They extend deadlines now
when the notices dés't go out on time, that's dore all +he
time apnd its...it was done frequently in years past when the
legislature would pass retroactive legislation which .would
cause som2 problems with...with +he books. I...1 vould
submit to you that maybe the reason the county board asked
you to do this was because they didn't want to take the heat
for doing something they kind of wvanted to do and now the
Legislature will be c¢n record as approving this. I think
they can now do it*.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SERATCEZ JOHKS)

You...have you concluded, Senator? Senator Darrow, you
want to close, nobody else wishes tc speak.
SENATCE DARRONW:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Fresident. 3In response to tﬁe last
comment, the county board will still be taking the heat.
This is a permissive piece of legislation. In order for it
to be impplemented, the county board wculd bhave <o pass an
ordinance asking ¢hat they be alloved +to...that they be
allowed to implewment +this lagislation and that they be
alloved the sixty-day delay. with regard to the issus of

Cook County, if we sat down here ard made tha*t a reguirepent
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of every piece of 1legislation we...we discussed, or if wve
vent over the Statute boocks and looked at all ¢he times Coock
County was taken out of different sections in different Stat-
utes, we may be here a coovple more months. It's not that
uncommen. I'11 be glad to vork with the House sponsor if we
get this out of here with regard to Cook County. Now, with
regard to Senator Schaffer, evidently, he dces not come from
a depressed area. If be did come from a depressed area, he
vould understand that the savings and loans anrd the banks and
the other financial institutions are suffering as nuch as
anyone els=. Their interest rates are...are set arnd
they're...they're locked intoc a number of mortgages. It is
some...some of those people alsc, of ccurse, this bill is
helping in order *o ke constitutional. I can't understaﬁd
vhy the mnembers of the cther side of the aisle would be so
antibusiress and anti-savings and loan, their own people. As
I mentioned to Senator Schuneman, this legislation helps. the
unemployed but it also helps the small businessman. 1If
youtre a small businessman, if you're a scle proprietor,
you'té not unemployed ir a depressed area, ccmé tc my area
and see what's happening. The revenues aren*t coming in, the
sales axén't being made, they're operating ¢n a shoestring.
There's a very small difference between many uhemplcyed and
many people living on a shoestring in a depressed area. As I
mentioned earlier, this was thought up, this was a result of
a group of citizens in my ccmmunity, laboxr, busimess, civic
organizations, the chamber of commerce. They feel that
receiving tax in four installments sure is ap improvement
over not receiving any real estate tax at all. That was your
alternative. Either you're going to Vgive +hese people an
opportunity in these depressed arcas %o pay %heir tax in iour
installments with a sixty-day delay, or some of them ~on't
pay any tax, ard then your units of government will rezl vy be

hurting. I would solicit an Aye vote on this legislati::. I
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will vork with the House sponsor on some of the issues raised
today. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE JCHNS)

Thank you, Senator. The...the question is, shall Senate
Bill...wait a minute, Senator Jack Schaffer, for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Pcint of persbnal privilege, my rame was used in debate.
I'ms sorry, I didn*t understand it was a sales relief bill for
the savings and loans and banks, that's a concept I «can
understand. I can support that.

PRESITING OFFICER: {SERATCR JCHXS)

Thark you, Senator. On tha+t guestion, the Ayes are...omn
that guestion...thé question is, shall Senate Eill 341 pass. -
A1l those in favor say Aye. 311 those opposed...say Nay.
A1l vote Aye. Rll opposed Way. The voting .is apen. Havse
all vcted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. ©On that guesticn, %the Ryes are
36, 21 Nays, none Present. The bill having received the con-
stituticnal majority is declarsd passed. Sepator Prescott
Bloon, I apologize to you, I missed you before, now it's your
turn, sir.

SENATCR ELOOHX:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and fellovw Semnators. I
just wanted the record to reflect that the Pages are going to
pass out a rather lengthy amendment to Senate Eill £95, the
amendment that Senators Carroll, Dawson and myself h#ve been
vorking on to meet some of the objections. This is +the
hospital cost containment legislaticn to meet the technical
objections that have been raised by hospitals and the Pepart-
ment of Public Aid. It's rather 1lengthy and TI'd ask the
meabership to study it so tha*t wher we do get to 2nd reading,

you!ll fcllow some of the debate. Thank you.
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REEL 45

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR JCHNS)

Thank you, Senater, sorry I missed you awhile ago.
Senate Bill 344, Senator Art Berman, do you wish the bill
read? No. Couldn't see you behind the other Senator. Senate
Bill 348, Jerome Joyce. Read the bill, Hr. Secre*ary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 248,

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

Senator Joyce.:

SENATCR JEROME JOQICE:

Thank you, Hr. Eresident( Senator Bloom, are they sup-
pose to read this thing while I'm explaining my bills? All
right..+this...this appropriates a millior ore hundred thou-~
sand dollars from *he Agriculture Premium Furd to the Depart-
mept of AZgricunlture for grants to the Soil and Water Conser-
vation District to put an aide in each distri;t. There are
presently ninety-eight soil ard water conservation districts
in the State with thirty-six aides divided among them. This
would put sixty-two additiomal aides, with ome in a district,
their salary would be fourteen thousand dollars and with the
benefits it would come to seventeen thousand seven hundred
and eight times sixty~two which makes a wmilliorn nipe hun-
dred...a willion ninety-seven thousand dollars. This is
sorely need. I might point out to you the State's budget
right now and their ipvestmernt irn soil and water conversation
is abcut +two one-hundredths of cne percent of its tbudget.
This is something that would belp scil and water conservation
districts preserve our topsoil in the State of Illimois.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)
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Is there discussion? Questicn is, shall Senate Bill 348
pass. Those in favoer vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
uish?- Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 42, the Rays are 14, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 348 having received the required con-
stituticnal majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 3249,
Senator Jerome Joyce. Read the till, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETARY:

Sepate Bill 348.

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

Senator...Jercme Joyce.

SENATCR JEROME JCYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This appropriates a =million
dollars from‘ the Agriculture Premium Fund to the Department
of Agriculture for the expenses that may incur with the
Conservation Tillage Risk Share Prcgras. This program would
invite farmers to put in two five-acre plets or ‘up to two
twenty-acre plots to farm with minimum tillage in ome plot
and use conveptional tillage in the other plot; and if there
was a difference, the State would put the net under #hem
and...and cover the difference up tc...is it fifty docllars an
acre, I believe, We don't +think that there would be any
difference, but if +there was, the State would be there
t0..at0 make up the difference. I'd ansver any gquesticns.
PRESITCING OPFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE) .

Is there discussion? The question is, shall Senate BRill
349 pass. Those in faver vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is oper. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ryes are

(.

47, the Nays are 11, nore voting Present. Senate Rill 319

having recéived +he required constituticnal wmajority . is
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declared passed. Senate Bill 350, Senator Jerome Joyce. Read
the bill, Mr. Secr=tary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 350.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESTLCING OFFICER: (SENATOR EROUCE)

Senator Jerome Jcyce.
SENATCE JEROME JCYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the...the Act that vwe
just appropriated the money for and I explained it in that,
1f there are any guestions, I'd be happy to...

PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)

Is there discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill
350 pass. Those in faveor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all votad who w?sh? Have all
voted who wish? Take the reccrd. ¢€n that guestion, the RAyes
are 48, the Nays are 10, none voting Present. Senate Bill
350 having received the required constituticral =majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 355, Senator Marovitz. Read the
bill, ¥r. Secretary, please.

SECEEZ&BY:

Senate Bill 355.

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

Senator Marovitz.

SENATCE MAROVITZ:

Thapk you, very much, ¥r. President ard members of the
Sepate. Senate Bill 355 as it has been amended has nothing
to do with wreckless homicide at all, it just adds convic-
tions of driving upnder the influence to the <cripes compen-
sable under -the Illinois Crime Victim Compensation Ac+. I

wonld ask for a favorable roll call. It's supported by <-he
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Secretary of State and the Attorney General's Office.
PRESILIKG OFFICER: {SENATCE BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
Senate Bill 355 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. Cn that gquesticn, the
Ayes are 59, the Nays are pore, non2 voting Present. Senate
Bill 2%5 having received the required constituticral majority
is declared passed., Senate Bill 358, Senpator Buzbee. Tead
+he bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETAEY:

Senate Bill 3S8.

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

Senator Buzbee,

SENATCR EUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr...Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill
358 1is the buy-back bill for farm equipment dealers. ®hat it
does is, it says that the whclesaler, wmanufacturer or dis-
tribater shall pay one hundred percent of the pet cost of all
new, unsold, undamaged and complete farm implements, machin-
ery, attachments and accessories, and eighty-five percent of
the current net price c¢f all nev, unused and urdamaged repair
parts. The retailer shall pay the cost of transportation to
the nmnearest warehouse maintaired by the whclesaler, manufac-
turer or distributcr, or to a mutually agreeable site, The
wholesaler, manufacturer or distritutor shall pay the
retailer five percent of the current net price on all new,
unused ard undamaged repair parts returned to cover the ccst
of handling, packing and loading. Ard this is the bill, as
you recall, we amended it yesterday. This the complete bill
now. We have elipipated such pecple as...as Caterpillar and

so forth, and I would +ry...I woulé be happy to £ry to answer
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any questions.
PREESIDING OFFICER: (SEWATCR EEUCE)

Discussion? Senator DeAngelis.,
SENATCR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Hr. President., I rise in opposition to this
bill. The bill as it was originally comrstructed, in all
fairness *o0 Senator Buzbee, was far more severe *than this
bill as amended is. However, I think what we're doing here
is that we're starting a precedent that we might all well be
paying for in the future. It might be farm equipment today,
computers tomorrow, and whatever else might be the day after.
Let me Jjust  tell you a little bit about the farm igplement
industry in teras of the retail, <The farm equipment people,
by and 1large, aﬁe very supportive of their dealerships and
distributcrs. In fact, Y know of no industry which is as
generous in their relaticnships. Let me pgint cut a ccuple
of examples. A farm dealer will receive a tractor or another
piece of egquipment from a fara inmplement manufacturer and
will have as much as one year +o keep that o¢n his or her
§1cor and not have to pay for it. T would wish that cther
people who are in the retail trade get as genercus of a posi-
tion under accounts payable. And in many instances, if they
are unable to sell that piece of equipment in that period of
time, they are, in fact, allowed %o r=turn it. But it
bothers me that members of the business comamunity, whbo by and
large I +tepd +to support, vwho pride themselves and be
entrepreneurs and advocates of the free enterprise syﬁtem, at
the moment in which some wuncertainties develop, turr *to
government to resclve their proplems. This bill will not help
the farm dimplement dinpndustry. It will not help the dealers
because if, in fact, this would occur to ary great substance,
it will, in fact, increase the cost of business in the farm
ipplement field. Senator Buzbee, I'm...J appreciate the fact

that ycu've worked +to amend this, but I think it's = bad
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precedent to start and it ought to be defeatad.
PEESIDING OFPICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Further discussion? I have Senators Davidson and Rigney,
and Channel 20 seeks permission to film the proceedings. Is
there leave? Leave is granted. . Senator Tavidson.

SERATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Sepate, I rise in sup-
port of this Dbill. A1l nmy farm machinery deale:s. have
called, came to see me in support of this bill. If any of you
have any real kncwledge about farm machipery...new machinery
dealers, and particulariy the +rependous amount of rarts
inventory they have to keep on board whbich they pay for when
they receive it to keep the dealership, ycu'd understand the
need for this bill. And the bill ncw is to a buy-back situé—
tion. It doesn't give the farm dealer, operator a veto over
if they're going to sell or not sell. I?'ve just had a good
friend go tﬁtough this struggle which finally wcund up with
him to get the operation sold ard get it off of his health
problem, bhe .had to obligate the liability on almost fifty
percent with i+ even being scld ou*t <o c¢ne of  their own
company pzople. This is a good bill, it*s a fair bill, it's
aquitable comppromise. I did not suvpport the bill in its
original form. And when John Deere Corporaticn who's the
largest maker of fars machinery in the world based 3in T1li-
nois vithdrev their objections, they did not support this but
they withdrew their objection with this ccmpromise to the
buy-out. They also removed Caterpillar Tractor who had some
problem because of the ccnstruction part. And we'lre not
talking about measly pennies, ladies and Gentlemen, vefre
talking about pieces of equipment that's a bundred thouszrnd
dollars plus, and I don't know many business people who cough
up a hundred thousand dollars plus for the inventory when it
comes in in one piece. #Whatever that farm maker manufacturer

wants to give in relation to pay for it, that's fine. Zot




Page 132 - MAY 24, 1983

It11 tell you one thing, that machinery does not come on con-
signment, it comes paid; whatever terms they give and when to
pay for it, that's between the two parties ccncerned. But
the parts...the parts which can be a balf a million dollars
or more ipventory in any small dealership tc keep ¢the oper-
ation is cash c¢n the barrel head when it ccmes. I urge an
Aye vote.

PRESICING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

{#achine cutoff)...further discussion? Senator Eigney.
SENATOE RIGHNEY:

I am stréngly supporting the lsgislaticn that is pending
right here. I think we must realize +that wmany of these
machinery dealers vere encouraged by the manufacturer to tie
up some rather subétantial amounts of money in the various
forms of inventory, whether it be in the form of the machin-
ery itself or whether we're talking about the repair parts.
It?'s absolutely mandated upon them that they tie up this kind
of money if they are going to be a dealer within that systes.
Keep ip mind that we're only talking about parts that are on
the current price list. Thocse o0ld par*s that are still hang-
ing around din <tbe parts bin will have tc be disposed of im
some other vay. I thick this is the only fair way %o treat
that pmachinery dealer scattered thrcughout Illinois. ®hat it
does, it avoids the fire sale type of disposal that would
have to take place if we did not have some type of buy-back
provision. I think we ﬁust realize that there are many
reasons why dealers are going out of business. Some -0f then
are related to the economy; in some cases it's a death or
somre unavoidable circumstance, and if vast amounts of that
dealer's roney is going to be tied up in parts and inventcry,
for his benefit or for the sake of his heirs, there has to be
someway for these people to be able to bail +themselves cut of
that situation, I +think this is very fair legislation. I

encourage an Aye vote.
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PEESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussicn? Senator Schuneman.
SERATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. President. Sepator, my
analysis indicates that the ©bill provides that vhenever a
contract is terminated by a wholesaler, manufacturer, dis-
tributor or retailer, tﬁen the retailer may require repar-
chase of the inventory. Now my gquestion is this, let...let
me give you an example there, the...the pecple who asked for
this bill in our committee wers farm equipment dealers " who
made the case +that =sometimes the manufacturer will cancel
their contract; and in that instance, +they want scme pro-
tecticn and I...frankly, I'm sympathetic tc¢ that anrd I under-
stand 1%, But what about the retailer who sisply fclds ﬁp
his tent and decides to carncel, dczs he have the...does this
lavw mandate then +that the conmpany has tec buy all of his
inventory back at eighty-five percent of what he paid for it?
PRESIDIKRG OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Ssnator Buzbeec.

SENATCR BUZBEE:

Okay, Semator, it's...it's my understanﬁing‘ +that the
situnaticn you're talking about could not happen. It's cnly
if the wholesaler or the...or the manufacturer cancels the
retailer's contract, then the retailer can say, then you've
got buy back my...my eguipment. In fact, in section 3, page
2 of the...of the first amepdment, "Whenever any retailer
enters into a franchise agreement evidenced by a contract
with the vholessler, manufacturer, cr distridbutcr,
here...wherein the retailer agrees +o maintain an dinventory
and the contract is terminated by wholesaler, manufacvecosr,
distributor or ratailer then the retailer may require...* Ko,
I'n sorry, I think ycu*re correct. I think you're cocrzect.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATCR EBRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Yana-
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tor...Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

I wasn't fipished, HNr. President. Well, Senator,
frankly, I stood to support the bill, but I don't thipk it
ought to be suppported with that 1language in ‘there. J...1
think that's a fatal flaw in the langquage. It seems to me
that we should be protecting the retailer who may be can-
celled without good cause, but I questicr whether or nbt we
should be mandating this sort of thing where the retailer may
sinply decide to retire and go to Florida. 2nd I'm npot so
sure that that's fair ¢o require the panufacturer to...to
bail that out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Buzhee may clcse.
SENARTCE BUZBEE:

Well, Senator, first cf all, I'm told +that it 1is very
difficult for a retailer +o «carpcel a c;ntract, +hat the
wholesaler or the panufacturer writes the contract and it's
very difficult for a retailer *c...to cancel. But I'll do
this, I'11 make a deal with you; if you vote for the bill,
T111l try to get that language out in the House.:

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOE BEUCE)

Serator Schuneman.

SENATOP SCHUNEMAN:

I+ts a deal.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill
358 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Theose cppcosed vote Nay.
The votirg is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take...have all voted who wish? Take tﬂe Tecord.
On that question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are 6, none
voting Present. Sepate Bill 358 having received +he required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 359,

Senator Kustra. Sena*or Kustra. Read the bill, Mr. Secre-
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tary, please.
STCRETARY:

Serate Bill 35¢.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR FRUCE)

Senator Kustra.

SENATCR KUSTEA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members ¢f the Senate.
Under current lav and practice, the State Eoard of Fducation
grants teacher certificates to about twenty fcreign educated
teachers a year. Fecently the Joint Committee on Administra-
tive Rules objected +o that practice because the Statute
refers to out-of-siate applicants but doesn®t specifically
refer to fcreign ccuntry applicants. So, all this bill does
is clarify the langmage and provide <that individuals with
equivalent foreign certificates may be eligiktle for an Illi-
nois corresponding certificate on the same basis as out-
of-state applicants are now. So it really doesn't change any
practice, it Jjust changes the Statute to put this in line
with existing practice. I would ask for your £favorable con-
sideragion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATCR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill
359 pass. Senator Smiih, for what purpose 4do you arise?-
Senator Smith.

SEBATCR SMITH:
To ask...I'd 1like +o ask the sponscr a gquestion, if I
nay.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Indicates he will yield, Senator Smith.
SENATCR SMITH: ‘
May I ask, sir, to clarify my thinking, is this saying

that a person who comes to our country from a foreign ccuntry
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and they bave a certificate for teaching, that they could
coma here in Illinois and immediately secure employment?
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Kustra.

SENATGR KUSTRA:

They...they can cnly...Senator, they could only secure

esmployment if they met ¢the requirements laid down by the
tate Board of Zducaticn and I...I bave those reguirénents
here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERRTCR ERUCE)
Senator Smith.
SENATCR SMITH:

"eeothen, in that event, I'm sure...many of them would
mzet the requiremaent, but what about our teachers who afe
already here in the State of Illipois and vwho are in dire
need for employment? That would sort of kncck +them out,
wonldr't it?

PRESITING QFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KRUSTEA:

When I was asked to carry this bill, it was the first
gquestion that I asked; and I was told, number omne, that it
only applies to about twenty people a year. Secondly, *hese
people coming in from out of the country must wmeet require-
ments, holding or being eligible tc hold a teacher's certif-
icate under the laws of another state or territory, reguire=-
ments that the original certificate be egually...equal to the
requirements at the timpe of the applicaticn, and the appli-
cant must be at least nineteen years old, of good character
and health and a citizen of the Upited States. So, the...the
requirements are there to protect us as far as competercy is
concerned and it deals with a very small nusber of people
and...and as I say, this is something we're doing nos, all

ve're doing is changing the lav so that the rpractice <guals
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the Statute.
PEESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Smith.

SENATCR SMITH:

I think that you're building now for a larger welfare
roll. I think we should take care ¢f our own teachers who
are in need of employment right ncv cannot get jobs because
there's no money, and here you*re going to open the doof that

aliens, persons who have come...let them coms, but not <to

make it that easy that anybody can, yca kncw, can gualify and

I'm syre that they're guite thorough, 'cause I've traveled in
my days and I?'ve seen that, but I'm saying that I think it's
very wrong for us to encourage people who have come and
migrated into ouf city, and especially in cur State right
now, and give them opportunity. They say it's only twenty
nov, but all they rceed to know is that this lav is passed and
they®*ll come bhere in droves like I sez them come into our
cities everyday from the suburbs , and I vcte No on +that.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

All right. Now we have Senators Grectberg, Yewvhouse,
Collins, Geo-Karis, Marovitz and Demuzio on'the list, and
it's ggarter after one. . Sena*or Grotberg.

SENATCE GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. R gquestion c¢f the sponsor,

Senator Kustra.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Grotberg.
SENATCR GRCTBEERG:

I'm as surprised as you are that this bill turned out to
be exciting, but would you care to take it out of the recorad,
bring it back to 2nd reading and jus:t put in interstate con-
cepts? I have twc teachers that have been bhugging me because
they're an hour deficient, they were okay back in their own

state, can't ge+« on the standby roles as a teacher's
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helper...or not teacher's helper...substitute teacher, and
it...and +that causes a problem. Why gum it up with the over-
seas crowd?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCF)

Senator Kustra.
SENATCR KOSTRA:

I den't Dbelieve that existing law would present
any...probles. The law already says out-of-state appliéants,
so that...that shouldn?t...interstate is already in the law.
This...this is a bill that deals with...cf =somecne coming
from another country, and I might respcnd to Senator Smith,
this does not apply to the City of Chicago. The Cbicago Board
of Education has its own certification system and dounstate
has its certification system run by the State Board of Edu-
cation. So, this particular piece of legislaticn regquested
‘ by the State Board of EZducation deals with crne hundred and
one counties outside...of the City of Chicago.

PRESICING OFFICER: (SENATCR PBRDCE)

Further discussicn? Senator VNewhouse. Sepnator Swmith,
we'll get you on the second roumnd.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

A question of the spensor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATCE NEWHCUSE:

Senator, who...vho wants this bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Kostra.

SENATOR KOSTRA:

This is a proposal of the State Board of Education.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Newhouse.

SEFATCR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR FERUCE)

Senator Collins.

SENATCR COLLINS:

Question of the spenscr.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE) ~

Senator Collims.

SENATOR CCLLINS:

DideeelewsI didn't guite understand ycur statement in
reference to the counties cutside of Cook. Did you say this
does not apply?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Kustra.

SERATOR KUSTRA:

As I understéna it, according %o +the discussion in
ccnmittee, the Chicago Board of Educaticn certifies its
teachers, the rest of the Staie's teachers are certified by
the State Board of Education. This bill deals only with those
teachers and the lav regarding teachers cutside the City .of
Chicago, and it deals only with those twenty teachers per
year which cdme tc Illinois from outside of the ccuntry. Arnd
this bill was proposed by the State Board of Education
because of a complaint the Joint Committee cn Rdministrative
Eules  had with this practice being out-of-line with existing
Statute. So, this is an attempt to put the Statute in 1line
with practice outside of -the +jurisdiction of the Chicago
Board of Education.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATCR BERUCE)

Senator Collins.

SENATCR CCLLINS:

ToeoleeeI think that this bill would, in fact, on Coock
County, when you come to State certificaticn, it is ay under-
standing that Chicago has an additional certification but you
still have to be <certified by the State in crder to teach

anyplace in the State. But like Sepator Smith, I Tise in
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opposition to this bill becauss you may be talking about
twenty people now, but it will open the door for more people
to come to the State of Illinois and get jobs hefore tﬁe
thousands of graduates in the teaching profession can find a
job who's already here. I don't think we should make i* easy
for those people to come from foreign countries and come here
and obtain employment. I just think it's a bad precedent ard
we should defeat this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EBRUCE}

Further discussion? Sznator Geo-Karis.
SENATCR GEO-KARIS:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDINRG OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUDCE)

Indicates he will yield.
SENATOR GEC~-KARIS:

¥y anaylsis shows that before that they can
be...certified they have to be citizens of the United States,
is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR KUSTEHRA:

Yes, that'®s correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I'd like to speak in faver of the bill because I thirnk
that we've been under the impression that this means with the
coming in from out-of-country with a certificate...equivalent
to educational...certificates here, they can just go in arnd
teach and that's not so. If they're citizens of the Umnited
States...th2y have to qualify and be citizens of the United
States. The only thing this bill dces is says +hat <hev've
got the educational egquivalent in their background as

to...equal to those of our teachers that <they're qualiJlsd.
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I think <that's the pain essence of the bill and thai's the
thrust of it.
PRESIDING OFFICTR: {SENATCR BROCE)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator, excuse me if this
question has been asked and answered, if it has I...I apolo-
gize. But is...does the IFT and/or the IEA have a position
on this bill?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Kustra.

SENATQOR KUSTRA:

To my Xxnowledge +the TIEA or the I®T do not oppose this
bill. I don'* believe there was any testimeny in commitiee
or anybody registered in oppesition to this bill. I believe
the Chicago Board of Fducation registered in oprosition to
the bill in compittee but they did not speak, and then it was
clarified that we really are talkirg about +two com-
pletely...tvo completely different certification systenms;
therefore, it doesn't affect the Chicago Eoard of Education.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Demuzic...Serator Davidson.
Senator Davidson om the Floor? Senator Weaver. Senator
Fawell.

SENATCR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. I would Jjust 1like
to say that when I was taking Prench in high school, the best
teacher I had bhad a foreign certification because she was
French. And I think there aré times when this kirds of
certification will produce the best kind of teachers that wve
vant, ard I would vote for the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Saith.

SENATCR SMITH:
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Mr. President and members of the Senate, I've listened to
what everyone has to say, but I kelieve in taking care of
home first. Ycu prepare for war in time of peace and I see
that this strateqgy is seemingly to taking care now for our
future. I do not +hink that it is wise that ocur State board,
and may I ask what is the State board...what is their aim?
What do thsy seek *o accomplish by doing this? I*n...saying
that to Senator...for this particular reason, we are in a
~dire sitvation here in the State of Illincis. We have dis-
placed teachers right now, teachers aides that are begging
for jobs and I 4o not understand why, at this time, that they
vould encourage legislation regardless to whether they have
come here as...to be citizens here in the State cf Illincis
that they should be given a right over and above your own
teachers to offer them certification when we have teachers
right here in our owp State that can gualify eand are being
knockzd out of positions everyday. I kncw you said this is
only twenty or thirty, but they come in droves after they
know the door is open. Many of us have wany friends and
relatives and associates all over the world and they will
come to you like flies as long as *hey know that they are
going to get some milk. So, I'm saying, I certainly do ©rot
approve of this type of legislation and I vote against it.
PRESIDING OFFICEER: (SENATCR ERUCE)
Further discussior? Senator Kustra may close.

SERATOR KUSTEHA:

Thank you,.ur. Ffresident. It was the Joirt Committee on
Administrative Pules, a legislative Body, a legislative
committee composed o¢f entirely 1legislative members, that
objected to the existing practice of giving <these teaching
certificates to out-cf-country applicants when the law didn't
specifically provide for that. So, we're setting nc prece-
dent, we're just adjusting the law to an existing practice.

There are eligibility requirements including 0.S. citizen-
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ship. This‘is a practice that isn’t dome very oftenr, it
affects only a small number of pecple and I am confident this
cpens no floodgates. I would ask for your favorable con-
sideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 259 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wich? Have all Qoted
who wish? Take the record. ©On that guestion, the Ayes are
31, the Ways are 26, 2 voting Present. Senpate Bill 359 hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 370, Senator Lemke. For what purpose
does Senator Budscn arise? .
SENATCR HULSON:

Point of persconal privilege, ¥r. PFresident.

PRESIDIRG OFFICZR:; (SENATGCR ERUCE)

State your point.

SENATOR HUDSON:

To the gallery in the...the rear of the Chambers we h;ve
a group of thirty-nine foreign students that are attending
Downers Grove School at this point, learning the ways of cur
country, and they're here under the auspice and leadership
today of Ealph C. Gates and Hr. Bob Stillwell of the Downers
Grove Rotary Club.

PRESITCIKG OFFICER: ({SENATOR BRUCE)

Would the students frcm Downers Grove please rise and bé
recognized by +the State Senate. Welcome to Springfield.
370, #r. Secretary, please.

SECRETIARY:

Senate Bill 370.

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

Senator Lenke.
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SENATCR LEKKE:

What this bill does is it makes the change in +the Unenm-
ployment 3Insurance Act to comply with FPederal Law. Current
law holds that the local educatioral employees are ineligible
for benefits under...under the same conditions. There is an
exception to the dinstitution of higher learning. %hat this
change does...Federal law requires that there can be ng dis-
tinctions made cn that basis, either all employees of every
educational institution are...are eligible or *hay are Ineli-
gible. The amendment supplies the necessary language that
the Federal Government requires. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDINRG OFPFICER: {SENATGR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATCE KERTS:

I was just going to say for my Republicans, *this came out
of labor and Ccmmerce 6-0. This...the arendment did clear
up, we're in Federal compliance and it...just something we
sort of have to do.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEKATCR EBEUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENRTOR EBUZBEE:

Let me...let me make sure I understand now. What you're
doing is, you're saying that...that...that in <he suhmertime,
as an example, some of those employees of...of institutions
of higher education who, like, work in focd services or work
in janitorial services ard dormitories or vhatevér, that they
¥ill not be eligikble to drav unemployment ccmp during the
sumper, is that correct? )

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lenke.

SENATCR LEMKE:

That "is what wetre doing. What the Federal lLaw says that

ve either bave...have to come in compliance, we either have

to treat everybody as eligible or ineligible, and what -where
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doing here is treating them the same way as ineligible. With
the provision that if %he individual is not offered an oppor-
tunity to perform such service in the second year are terned
they're...they are eligible for retroactive benefit for each
veek they filed, a timely...is required by the rules issued
by the director. So, in cther words, if they don't come back
the next semestér, they can get their retrcactive money. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR EUZBEE:

Well, I would...I would point cut that the type of people
you're ‘going to hitting are the lowest paid employees in
higher education. These are people that work in food services
for the most part for minimum wages because what happens is
the universities don't run those food service places then-
selves, in a lot of cases. They go out %0 a g:ivate centrac-
tor who then in turn hires help fer cooks and so forth, and
then in the summertime those folks have been draving unem=
ployment comp, and now they're not going to be able to draw
unenmployment comp. I understand what you'fe saying, Senator
Lenke, and...vell, Z...Y don't know if it cnly applies to the
university employees or not because I've had a lot of these
folks cortact my office. The rumor has been going arcund for
quite some time that they think they're not going to draw
unemployment comp this suvemer - and, -"like I said, they're
making three forty-five anm hour or whatever the minimum wage
is noWw...and an avfnl lot of them have been told that‘they're
not geoing to draw unemployment comp. So, I'm going to be in
opposition to your bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator lemke
may close.
SENATCE L1EMKE:

211 *his bill does is...provider for the individ»als
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employed by institutions cf higher lsarning shall be ineli-
gible for benefits between academic terrs. What this does is
complies everybody together, either teachers, instructors and
academic people are included, or no one is included. Arnd
what ve have done is comply with the Federal Government
‘cause they bave censtrued that everybody should be treated
the same; therefore, everybody should be 3ineligible since
instfuctors are ineligible. I ask for its adcpticen,
PRESIPING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Question is, shall Sena*e...gquestior is, shall Senate
Bill 370 pass. Those in favor vots Aye. 1Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that guestion, the Ayes
are 49, the Kays are 7 none voting Present., Sepate Bill 370
having received +the reguired constituticpal majority is
declared passed. %e...we will now have a series of appropri-
ation bills, and if the members will be in their seats and be
re;dy we can tun these fairly quickly. Senate Bill 372,
Senator Rigney. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, ﬁlease.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 373.

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

Senator Rigrey.

SENKATOR EIGNEY:

¥r. Fresident, this is the OCE bill for *he Department of
Agriculture intrcduced in the amount of slightly over
thirty-nine rillion dellars; approximately one million
dollars less than what was appropriated in the last fiscal
yearas There were +*wo amendments that were added cnto the
bill by the Appropriations Committee. The first amendment of
which moved around some funds betveen various divisions in

the department but did not make any difference in the overall
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dollar amount. The net amount moved around was in the...the
amount of about twc hundred and sixty-two thousand dollérs.
Amendment 2 was put on at the request of the department, *vwo
hundred and fifty thousand dollars from tha Agricultural Pre-
mium Fund for the non-fair activities, and keep in mind, this
is only to pay those bills because that monay is going to be
coring back from those people who are going to be using *he
Illirois State Fairgrounds in the off-seascn, so, realiy it
has no overall dcllar impact either.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

The guestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 373 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those oppoéed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Ha§e all voted who wish? Take fhe
record. On that gﬁestion, the Ryes are 51, the...52, the
Nays are 2, none voting Present. Senate Bill 373 having
received the required constituticnal majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 374, Senator Weaver. Fead the bill, Mr.
Secretary, plesase.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 374,

(SecTetary reads title of fill)
3rd regding of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the OCE for the
conmissioner of banks and trust company at the amended ‘level
of five million four hundred and ninety-four thousand three
hundred dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BLUCE)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 374 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all votea who wish? Take the

record. On that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 3,
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none voting Present. Sepate Bill 374 having received the
required constituticnal majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 375, Senator Sommer; Read the bill, Mr. Secrstary,
please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 375.

(Secretary teads title of Ebill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENRRTCR BEODCE)

Senatoxr Sommer.
SENATCE SCMMER:

Mr. President, +his is the O©OCE for Central PFanagement
Services of +three huondred =millicn five bundred thousand
dollars, down about four million from the introcduction level.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Discussion? The gquestion is, shall Serate Bill 375 pass.
Those in favoi vote Aye. Those opposed vote Kay. The voting
is open. BHave all voted who wish? Have all voited who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 48, the Nays
are 6, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 375 having received the
reguired constitutioral majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 376, Senator Coffey. Read ¢the Dbill, #Mr. Secretary,
please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 376.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
.ss3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATCR CCFFEY:

Thank you, ¥r. President and mesbers of the Senate.

Sepate Bill...376 appropriates three hundred and two thousand
- one hundred dollars from then General Revenue Funds for the

ordinary and contingent expense fer the Civil Service Comnis-
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sion. There was one amendment which transferred eleven thou-
sand dollars for the over—budgetedvto Personal Service lines
to a Contractual Service and I'd ask for a favorable toll
call.

PRESILIRG OFFICER: {SEXATCR PBRUCE)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 2376 pass.. Senator
Hall, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and...I'd 1like for
the record to reflect <that I ipadverterntly hit my...wrong
button on 374. I should have hit green instead of red.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Record shall so indicate. The question is, shall Senate
Bill 376 pass. Tﬁose in faver vote Aye. 1Those oppcsed vote
¥ay. The votirng is cpen. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 53, the Nays are ncne, 1 voting Present. ~Sepnate Bill 376
having received the required constituticnal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 377, Senator Scmmer. PRead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECBETARY:

Seeate Bill 377.

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

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SCEMER:

Mr. President and members, this is the OCE for +he con-
merce commission at eleven million six hundred plus thousang,
down seven hundred and eleven thousand dollars froam the
introduction level.

PRESIDING OFFICE: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Discussion? The...Senator Kelly.

SENATCE KELLY:
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Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I'n going
to vote No or this because this is a small way that I can
show ny opposition to the .way they've been giving their rate
Teviews, and I'nm going to be voting No on this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill
377 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vcte Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have allyvoted
vho wish? Take the record. On that questiecn, *the Ayes are
50, the ¥Ways are 3, 4 voting Present. Senate Bill 377 having
received the required constituwticnal wmajority is declared
passed. Semate Bill 378, Senator Bloom. Read the bill, ¥r.
Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 378.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIRG CFFICER: (SENATGR EBRUCE)

Senator Rloom.

SENATCR ELOOM:

Thank you. This is the Court of Claims ordivary and
contingent expenses. Appropriates four million twe thousand
five hundred dollars. HNo amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 378 pass. Those in
favor vote Rye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 50, the Nays are 1, @
voting Present. Senate Bill 378 having received the
reqguired constitutional majority is declared passed.
House...Senate Bill 379, Senator Coffey. Read the bill, ¥Nr.
Secretary, please.

SECRETAERY:

Senate Bill 379.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUOCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATCE COFFEY:

Thank you, M¥r. President and membérs of the Senate.
Senate Bill 379 appropriates eight hundred and sixty-six
thousand nine hundred dollars for the ordinary and contin-
gency expense for the Illinois Criminal Justice Informaticn
Ruthority for fiscal year beginning July 1st, 1983, Commit-
tee...Apendment No. 1 was Tabled to Senator Carroll. I ask
for a favorable roll call.

PRESILCING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Question is on the passage. Discussicn? Senator Keats.
SERATCR KEATS:

One guestion, I hate to ke a gaff orn thi§, but - what are
these guys? 1I've never heard of them before. I mean, I was
just wondering what they are. I mean, every nowv and then
it's fun to find out what some of these State agencies do.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {STHATOR ERUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATCB COFFEY:

This...this is a newv law enforcement that just started, I
thiok i* took effect 1last year. Took the place of one of
the...the other departments, but it is relatively nev...it's
the old Law Enforcement Commission, Senator.

PRESILING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

I.lL.E.C.

SENATC® COFFEY:

I.l.E.C., right. This is a good one.
PRESIDING OFFICEIR: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussioa? Further discussion? The quastion
is, shall Senate Bill 379 pass. Those in faver vote Aye.‘

Those opposéd vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
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wbo wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that guestion, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 3, 1 voting
Preseﬁt. Sepate Bill 379 having received the required con-
stitutional wmajority 1is declared passed. Senate Bill 380;
Senator Grotberqg. Read the bill, #r. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 3804

(Secretary reads title of billy

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Serator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow members. Senate Bill
380 appropriates a hundred and twenty eigh+y thousarnd dollars
for the ordinary and ccntingent expense of the Illincis Envi;
ronmental Facilities Planning and Fipnancing Authority.
PRESICING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Question...discussicn? The guestion is, shall Senate
Bill 380 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote
¥ay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Bave all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that questicn, the Ayes
are 52, the Nays are 3, 1 votirg Presept. Senate Rill 380
having received the regquired constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. Senate Rill 281, Senator 6Grotberg. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECBEIARY:

Senate Bill 381.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESICING OFFICER: {SEIKATCR ERUCE)

'Senator Grotherqg.

SENATCR GEOTBERG: .
Thank you, Mr. President and fellow mesbars. This is the

ordinary amnd ccntingent expense of the EPA, a hundred and
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'ninety million eight hundred and ninety thcusasd dollars, and
nine million six of it is GRF; a hundred and fifty-pine mil-~
lion ir antipollution bonds; and nipe hundred thousan@ in the
Hazardous Waste Fund; twenty million dollars for the United
States EPA, coming in at thirteen million under the intro-
duced level. Thank you.

FPEESILING OFFICER: {SEHATCR DBHUZIC‘)

Any discussion? Question is, shall Sepnate Bill 381.pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Ray. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted who wish?
Have all voted ‘who wish? Take the record. O©n that guestios,
the Ayes are 52, the Ways are 3, 1 votipg Fresent. Sernate
Bill 381 having received the required constituticnai najority
is declared passéd. Servate Bill 382, Secnator Geo-Karis.
Read the bill, Nr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 382.

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

Senator Gso-Karis.

SEHATOE{ GEC-KAFRIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemer of the Senate,
this bill awvards five hundred thousand dollars to provide the
State‘'s super fund match for the clcanup of the PCB situa*ien
in the Waukegan Harbor in order to cbtain five million
dollars worth of Pederal funds, and I urge its...adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICZR: {SENATOR DENMDZIC)

Any discussion? Question is, shall Senate Bill 382 pass.
Those in favor vo;e'Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Takz the record. On that guestion,
the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, 1 voting Fresent. Senate

- Bill 382 having received the raquired constitntioﬁal sajority
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is declared passed., Senate Bill 383, Senator Mahar. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

.s.«Senate Rill 383,

(Secretary reads ¢itle of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESITING OFFICEER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of <the Senate.
Senate Bill 383 appropriates four millicn five hundred and
thirty-seven thousand six hurdred from the Fire ©Prevention
Fund for the ordinary and contingent expenses of the Office
of State Fire Marshal. Amendment No. 1 <transfers sixteeﬁ
thousand three hundred dollars from various lipe contracts ‘o
the...and Personal Services. There's no change in the botton
line. I ask for its adcption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE DINODZIC)

kny discussion? Question is, shall Sepate Bill 382 pass.
Those in favor vote Rye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open, Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes 54, +he Nays are 1, 2 voting Fresent. Senate_Bill
383 having received the required constituticnal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 384, Senator Mahar. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRFTARY:

Sepate Bill 38%4.

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

Senator Kahar.

SENATOR MABAR:

Thack you, Mr. President and members of <+he Senate.
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Senate Bill 384 provides for the FY expenses for the Depart-
ment of Insurance in the amount of seven sillior six forty-
four nine hundred. One amendment was adopted. I total reduc-
tion of thirty-eight thousand eight hundred dcllars wvas cut
from contractual services to provide for three pcsitions
in...in consumer division. I ask for its adeption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR DENUZICQ)

All right. Any discussion? Senator...the guestioﬂ is,
shall Serate BRill 384 pass. Those in favcr vote Aye. Those
opposed vete Nay. The voting is open. Have all voied vwho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. Cn that question, the Ayes are 51, the Ways
are 3, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 384 bhaving received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 385, Senator Rent. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 385.

(Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESTDING OFFICEZR: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Kent.

SENATCR KENT:

Thark you, Mr. President and members of the Senpate.
Senate Bill 385 appropriates three million three hundred and
five thousard seven hundred dcllars in Traffic ard Criminal
Convictions Surcharge TFunds to the local Government Law
Enforcement Officers Training Board for its FY ordinary
contingent expenses.

PRESIDING OFFICEER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

211 right. Any discussion? Question is, shall Senate
Bill 385 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voteé who wish? Bave all
voted who wish? Have all vo*ed who wish? Take the record.

Cn that guestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, =rnone
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voting Present. Senate Bill 385 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Sepate Bill 386,
Senator Etheredge. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 386.

‘(Secretary reads +itle of bill)

3rd readiné of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEHNGZICQ)

Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Mr. President and 1Iadies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this bill appropriates four million two hundred ard two thcu-
sand six hundred dcllars foﬁ the ordinary and contingent
expenses of the Department of Nuclear Safety.

PREESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Any...any discussion? Question is, shall Senate Bill 386
pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppossd vote Naye. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Rave all voted who
vish? Have all voted who wish? Take *he record. ©On that
question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 1, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 386 having received +the constitu-
tion...reguired constituticral majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 387, Senator Mahar. Read the bill, Mr. Secre-
tarye.

SECEETARY:
Senate Bill 3€7.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOE DEMUDZIC)
. Senator Mahar.
SENATCE MABAE:

Thank you, ¥r. President and members o¢f the Sernate.

Senate Bill - 387 appropriates seven hundred and <wenty-seven

~thousand five hundred for the FY f84 expenses of the Polluy~-
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tion Control Board. Committee Amendment No, 1 reduces the
amcunt by sixteen thousand one hundred, and Ccmmitise Amend-
ment No. 2 adds sixteen thousand one hundred for the salary
and retirenmant of a secretary for nev Commissioner VNega. I
move for i:ts adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Question is, shall Senate Bill
387 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote‘ Kay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all vcted who wish? Take the record. Cn
that question, the Ayes are S¢, the Nays are 1, 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 387 having received the required con-
stitutional majori+y is declared passed. Senate Bill 388,
Senator Somnmer. Eéad the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

-..Sepate Bill 388.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIOQ)

Senator ScEmer.
SENATGOR SCEMER:

Thank you, Kr. President and members. This bill appropri-

"~ ates one billion one hundred and fifteen millicn plus. There

are two significant "amendments on it, 4wo hundred and two
million dollars have been added for the one-sixteenth income
tax share that had been debudgeted by the Govermor imitially
if he didn‘*t get his...income taxes...one-twelfth...and two
hundred million decllars has been taken out for the unitary
tax refunds. T suspect this bill will get further work in
the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUOZIC)

Is there any discussion? Question is, shall Senate BRill
388 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those cpposed vote Nay.

The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
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who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays are &, 2 voting
Present. Senate Bill 388 having received +he required comn-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 391,
Senator Bloom. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 2%1.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESITING OFFICER: {(SENATCR TENUZIC)

Senator Bloom. .
SENATICR ELCOM:

Thank you, M¥r. President. This bill appropriates L.4
millicn dollars. There «as an...aterndmwent cffered but .it
rather moved the mcney around and it is at the same level as
it was introduced.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Question is, shall Senate: Eilli
331 pass. Those in faver vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take +the TrTecord., Oon
that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 2, 1 voting .
Present. Senats Bill 391 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill...392,
Senator Davidson. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 392.

(Secretary reads title of till)

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

It's the annual appropriaticn of Department of 2ging,

seventy-three =million eight hundred ard six¢y-four thousand
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one hundred dollars. Appreciate your favorahle vote.
PRESIDIKG OPFICER: (SERATOR DENMUZIC)

Any discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill 392
pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse oppcsed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all vcoted vwho wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 58, ¢the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 39Z having received the required con-~
stituticnal majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 394,
Senator Schaffer. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETAEY:

Senate Bill 3¢4.

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

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOE SCHAFFER:

Mr. President arpd mepbers of the Senate, this the law
enforcemen£ budget for one hundred and two million four hun-~
dred and eighty~three dcllars. Appreciate a roll call.
-PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZICQ)

Is_ there any discussicn? Queétion is, shall Semate Bill
384 pass. Those on favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is ofen. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, 1 vqtiﬁg
Present; Senate Bill 394 having received the requifed con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 395,
Senator Mahar. Read the bill, MNr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 3¢5.

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

PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATCR LDEMUZIO)
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Senator Hahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of *the Senate.
Senate Bill 395 appropriates seven million‘tbree hundred and
eighty-three thousand seven hundred for +the ordinary and
contingent expenses of the Military and Naval Department.
Apendment Ko. 1 adds seventy-five thousand for Contractual
Services for utilities for the armory and fifteen thoﬁsand
dollars for three new janitors and two watchmer at Camp Lin-
coln. Amendment No. 2 adds a hundred and three thousard for
the Brcadway Armory in Chicago. I ask for its adop*tion.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DENMDZIC)

Is there any discussicn? Senator Hall.

SENATCR HALL:

¥ill the sponsor yield for question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Sponser iﬁdicates he will yield.
SENATOE HALL:

Senator, I'm still waiting to see.some of our Navy. I
mean, did...have...have we still have some ships floating
around here?

PEESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Mahar.

SENATCR MAHAR:

If you had been in Chicago Saturday night, you'd have .
seen them. They wers all out Saturday right at the Armed
Forces Week banquet all...all five of then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DENUZIO)

Senator Ball.

SENATCR HALL:

¥ell, I heard that from my seatmate here that they wvere

sunk by Irdiana, so, I just want to be sure if we had enough
to cover the Navy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)
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A1l right. RAny further discussion?...Serator Grotkerg.
Any further discussion? The gquestion is, shall 3enate Eill
395 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Thecse opposed vote Fay.
The voting is cpen. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, the RAyes are 50, the Nays are 4, 2 voting
Present. Senate Bill 395 having received the raquired con-
stituticnal majority is declared passed. Senate Bili 397,
Senator Davidscn, Rzsad the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 397,

(Secretary réads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESITING OFEICER:. {SEXATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSCN:

This 3is the annual appropriation of a hundred and
ninety-two thousand eight hundred anrd sixty docllars.
Appreciate a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DZHMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Question is, shall Senate Bill
397 pass. 21l...+those in favor vote Aye. Thcse 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 50, the Nays are 1, 2
voting Present. Senate Bill 397 having received the required
constitutional ma jority is declared passed. ‘Senator
Grotberg, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATCR GEOTRERG:

Thank you, Mr, President. Admiral Mitchler was going
over the next week's HMemorial Day service with me and I
failed to vote for the Department on Aging; otherwise, it
would be a 59 vote and I would like the reccrd *o show that

if T were o0ld enough I would have voted for it.




AR -

Page 162 - MAY 24, 1983

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DENMOUZIC)

The electronic marvel will so show., Senate Bill 398,
Senator Kustra. ©EFead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETAEY:

Senate Bill 398.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DERU2IC)
Senator Kustra.
SENATCR KUSTRA:

Thank you, M¥r. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 398 appropriates ninety-seven millicn two hundred
and seventy-five thousand three hundred dollars for the ordi-
nary and contingen®t expenses of the Departrent of Rehabilité-
tion Services. Cogsittee Amendment No. 1 makes varioas
transfers among operations and grants lines with a seventy-
five thousand dollar net increase in Tederal funds for
grapts. Committee Apendment No. Z 2dds a ret six -hundred and
sixty~-seven thousand dollars in +the General Revenuz Fund;
reduces Federal Funding nine hundred and thirty-nine thousand
three hundred dollars for a total net reducticr of two hun-
dred and seventy-two *housand three hundred dcllars. I would
ask for you favorable consideration.

PRESILING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Question is, shall Senats Bill
398 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppcsed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all votea who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On

that question, the Ayes are 54, the Rays are 3, 1 voting

Present. Senate Bill 398 having received the required ccn-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 399,
Senator Kent. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 399,
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESICING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kent.

SERATCE KENT:

Sepate Bill 399 appropriates for the FY '8% ordinary and
contingent expenses of the Departrent of Veterans'! Affairs, a
total of twenty million seven hundred and seventy-eight thou-
sand five hundred and <hirty-six dollars. This is an
increase of +twc million eight hundred and forty...twc thou-
sand one hundred and thirty-six dollars of the introduced
amount.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Question is, shall Senate Bill
399 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those cppcsed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take thettecord. On that
gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are ncne, none voting
Present. Sepate Bill 399 having recéived the reguired con-
stitutional wmajority is declared péssed. Senator Newvhouse

for what purpose do you rise?

END CF REFL
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REEL 46

SENATOR KEWHQUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President, on a point of personal privi-
lege. Behind me in the gallery is the class from Little Mary
High Schocl in Chicago. I'd 1like them to stand and be recog-
nized.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR REMUZIC)

Will the students from Llittle Mary High School
in...Chicago please rise and he recognized by +the <Senate.
Nice of you +*o be here today. Senator Weaver, Senate Fill
401. ®Read the bill, Mr. Secretarye.

SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 401.

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

Senator Weaver.

STNATOR WEZAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is an appropriation of
six hundred and twenty-fcur thousand ¢two bundred dcllars to
the State University Civil Service Merit Beard for oper-
ations.

PRESILCING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? The guesticr is, shall Senate
Bill 401 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed votie
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who vwish? Take the record.
on that guestion, the Ryes are 54, +the Xays are 2, none
voting Present. Senate Bill L0171 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 402,
Senator Carroll. Tead the bill, ¥r. Secretary.

SECEETARY:
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Senate Bill...excuse me...Senate Bill 402.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESILING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHMUZIC)
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARECLL:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Iadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill is created because of a pame change within
the agreements between Illincis and Indiana on the twec plan-
ning ccarissions, that cf northeastern T1linois and that cof
northvwestern Indiana, because they have changed the nrame of
their...of the Indiara part. =Rather than call it the Bistate
Copmissicn, it 1s now being suggested +o be called the
Illinois-Indiana Bistate Compission, and makes the change of
references therein, in addition, thereto consistent with
that. Since the A95 Teview process that thess commissionsvdc
will no longer be called Circular A8SS, it deietes the refer-
ence to Circular A9S. 2nd T would ask for a favorable vote.
PRESITING OFPICER: (SENATOR DIMUZIC)

Alright. Is there any discussion? The gquestion is,
shall Senate Bill 402 pass. Those in faver vote Aye. Those
opposed vote...Nay. The voting is open. Have all vcted who
wish? i Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, tha Ayes afe 55, the Nays
are 2, none voting Present, Senate Bill L02 having received
the reguired constituticnal wmajority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 407, Senator Schaffer. FEead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 407.

(Secretary reads title of billy
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIKG OPFICER: {SINATCR DEBUZIQ

Senator Schaffer.
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SENATOF SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this is an FY
183 transfer bill +transferring one wmillion seven hundred
thousand dollars among various line items in the Department
of Mental Health. Pe happy to answer any gquestions, favor-
able roll call appreciated.
PRESIDIKG OFFICEZI: (SENATOR DEMOZIC)

Is there any discussion? The ques*ion is, shall Senate
Bill %07 pass. Those in...favor vote 2ye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all vcted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take th

12

record. Cn that guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are 2,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 407 bavirg received +he
required constituticral majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 415, Senator Luft. Eead the bill, Mr. Sscretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 415,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENFATOR DENUZICQ)
Senator luft.
SENATCE 1UFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen, every
requlatory board which sets pclicy or establishes regulaticns
in this State and whose membership is composed, ~either par-
tially or wholly by public members, mandates that thcse mem-
bers be directly associated with the profession which they
are setting regulations or policy with the excepticn of the
State Board of Educatiorn. The...State Becard of Fducation
prohibits specifically anyone gainfully employed in the field
of education frce being a member of that board. W®hat thsy
say is, that if you're an expert in school finance and a pro-
fessor at the University of Illinois, 1yon <can't serve; if

you*re an expert in school curriculum at the Oniversitv cf
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Chicago, you can't serve; if you're a classrocm feacher, you
can't serve, and if you're a superintendent of a school dis-
trict, you can't serve, What I do with this bill, Senate
Bill 415, is simply delete the language in that provision
which prohibits anyone gainfully employed in +the fisld of
education from sitting on that board.

PRESIDING OPFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator Chew, for what pdrpose
do you arise?
SENATOR CHEW:

Mr. President, ve have the Gillespis Schocl from the City
of Chicago in the gallery and I would like to have them stand
and be recognized by this august Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR TEMUZIC)

Would our guests in the gallery please rise and he recog-
nized by the Senate. Is there any discussion? Senator
Maitlangd.

SENATGR_HAITLRND:

Yes, thank you, ¥r. Fresidert and ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. There are some boards, of course, that...that
still do reqguire this corflict of interest, and I really
believe +that with respect to the State Board cf Fducation, I
think that ve're going just a bit too far and that, guite
frankly, there is some justification for not allowing a...a
teacher or a superintendent or somecne like that from sexrving
on the State Board of Education. Certainly, past...past his-
tory will indicate that we've had qualified people, ve can
draw from the broad source on that becard, and I really
believe that Senate Bill 415 should be defeated.

PRESIDING QOFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)
Any further discussion? Senator BRermarn.
SENXATOR BERMAN:
Thank you, ¥r. President. T rise in support of the bill.

If ve're concerned about conflicts of interest, at 1least a
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teacher is straight up, you knov where they're coring from,
You know what their interests are. I think a more pervasive
and y=2t more hidden situatiom is, for example, the person
that owns stock or is an officer in the textbook .company,
he's not prohibited from serving. The guy that sells jani-
torial supplies, he's not prohibited from...from serviﬁg on
the State board, and there's a lot more money involved in
many of those contracts tham the teacher's salary. I vthink
that this 1s a prejudicial elimination. They have a lct to
offer. I would suppert the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRTOR DEMUZIOC)

Any further discussion? Senator Luft pay close.
SENRTCR LODFT:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker., I'E...I'®m mnot criticizing the
State PBoard of Education nor any persor...as the member now,
all I'm trying to do is to eliminate what I think is pfeju-
dicial and discriminatory 1language, and .I +hink Senator
Berman artfully said and elimipated the whole thought of
conflict of interest of anybody that can serve on that beard.
I'd appreciate a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Alright. Senator Luft. The questicn is, shall Senate
Bill 415 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. 7Thcose opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Havé all voted wvho wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ryes are 46, <the VNays are 12, none
voting Present., Sepate Bill 415 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 416,
Senator Hall. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 416.

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

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)
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Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Bistate is a compact between Missouri and 3Illinois,
and...that they have to have the same legislation introduced
in both Missouri and Illincis in order to be effective. VYNow,
this district encompasses Vadalabene's district, Buzbee's
district, W®atson's district and my district, and what we're
simply asking is that <the Illinois amnd Missouri BRistate
Development Agency shall exercise additicnal duties, func-
tions and powers in relaticn to public +“ransportation oper-
ation. The obligation agernt that deals with such representa-
tives shall not be limited to any other provision of the law
but shall extend go all preper subjects tc  collective haf—
gaining agreement with the private employment as established
by the National Labor Eelatiorn Board. We must pass. identical
legislatiors in both states for this <o be - effectivs. I3
ask fer your mecst favorable support of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Alright. Is there any discussicn? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in oppositicn <o the
bill, and, Keany, we did you dirt, we called ¥issocuri ‘*cause
we had to pass identical bills, and so we talked to Missouri
staffers and their bill isn't even close +o +his. Becides
that, itjs buried in committee and it's never coming out. As
a matter of fact, the chairman of the committee, I think the
phrase he used was, "That bill sucked.™ I think that was the
quote. So, without it...wvithout it, " this bill becores
irrelevant, but even with 1it, it's a bad bill. 1I% Zces a
éouple of things. The State ¥andates Act would apply, and
needless to say, this bill is going to cost a couple of
bucks. Although ve don't knov exactly how much it wcul¥ cost

I would cecncede, and it does set up a whcle bunch of é&lifer-
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ent things. I would say, =ven though fhe Democrats do have a
majority and you've been‘ known to pass a couple bills to
spite my obviously enlightened opposition cf 1late, I would
ask and say, hey, this one's going nowhere and if we're not
identical to Missouri, it does not apply. And *he Missouri
bill is...is...you think we can deep-six some of those sub-
cogmittees, boy, Missouri makes us look like nice guys when
they start burying stuff. So, I would say to you, sﬁve us
all the trouble arxd let's please just sort of leave this one
wvhere it lies.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DZIMUZIC)

Any further discussion? Senator Hall may close.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemer. MNr.
designated hitter ovér there, I don't know hcw you get so
puch information from Missouri. This is our job tc do the
proper thing -over here. ©Now, we have no way of kpowing what
has happened, +the Missouri legislature is still in Sessiorn,
+here's a great possibility that it will pass that bill, ard
even if it doss not, there'!s no reason we shculdn't pass this
bill and then...it can be held, there?s no need...the Gover-
nor ui{l probably not sign the bill unless ijit's...Missouri
does likewise. So, therefore, I ask for the most favorable
support of this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Alright. The gquestiorn is; shall Senate Bill 416 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Fay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 25,
nors vecting Present. Senate Bill...416 having received the
required constituticnal majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 418 is on the recall list. Senate Bill U426, Senator

Rigney. Read the bill...whoop, hold on a minu:e. well, it
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.

vas amended this morning, I awm *told, and therefore,...Senate
Bill 426, Semator Rigmey. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 426.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR DEMUZIO)

Serator Rigney.
SENATCR RIGNEY:

¥r. President and mempbers of <the. Serate, we are here
dealing with a subject that I knov is one that will generéte
a lot of controversy throdghout the State of Illinois. I¢
concerns itself with membership on the Illincis Cemmerce
Ccmmission. I knew that for any of us that campaigned lasf
fall, chances are, we were asked several times our views on
the subject of membership of the Commerce Commission. Fhat
426 is proposing to do is to find some middle ground between
those who feel that we should have an elected commission as
compared to those such as the Governor whc ccntinue to faver
the appointment of the members of that commission without any
help or any restriction in any way or any guidance...from thes
general public. I thipk that there is a better way, I think
there is a middle ground. The State of Chio has enacted
legislaticn similar to this, apparently, very successfully
so, and wvhen their voters were asked this last fall if they
vanted to change o an elected system, they preferred +o stay
with this compromise kind of legislation. What we're calling
for here is the «creation of a nomirating council, an
eleven-menber body that would be rmade-up of...certain
blue~ribben fclks throughout the State of Illincis, scme <¢f
them on there by direct appointment, others that wouid:te
appointed, a few of them to be appointed by +the Goverscr.
But this eleven-member council would review the vari-us

applicants for the position of comperce cor Lu-




Page 172 - MAY 24, 1983

sioner...commissiocn member, and having reviewed the various
applicants for the positicn, they ucﬁld then send a2 1ist cf
four on +o0 the Governor. The Governor would then make his
selection from that list of four or the Governor would have
one opportunity to go back to +the council and ask for a
second list of four, but then he would wake his appointment
from ope of the...that list of eight. ¥For the first time we
are® saying that members of the ccommission should have. sonme
pregualifications for the office, and we list them in the
legislation; three years cf experience in such fields as
government, economics, law, finance, accourting, engimneering,
the physical or natural sciences, natural rescurces, environ-
mental studies, or, yes, even consumer affairs. I think itrs
a good bill, I think it's a reasonable comprceise and I think
it's going to inspire far more confidence ir the Cemmerce
Commission than we presently find there. And om that basis,
I...sclicit ycur support.

PRESIDIRG OTFICER: (SENATIOR LEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator Rock, for what purpose
do you arise?
SENATCE EOCK:

Thénk you, Mr. President. I will rise inp oppositicen a
little later, but at the moment there...the tour gﬁides are
running the schools through here pretty guickly. I would
like the Body to recognize the youngs+ers from the Sayer
School on the northwest side of the City of <Chicage in nmy
district. 1I'd ask them %o stand and be recognized by the
Senate.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)

If our guests would stand and be reccgnized by. the

Sepate. FWelcecme to Springfield. Senator J.J. Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JCYCE:
Thank you, Mr; President, I...I voted for this hill in

compittee but now I Tise in opposition to it. I think thingé
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have...have changed somewhat, I think that we are in a posi-
tion now where we ought to...before we pass this, we ought to
pass some other legislation that is on the Calendar and Z...TI
think +that this would put us in a weaker rpositicn tc bargain
for tbe things that would create real reform in the rate
making process in the...the State of Illinois. So, I would
no%* support this bill at +the present time. I think that we
need to...we don't need this bill passing and...and then
everyone saying, wvell, we've done something and...ana nowv
it's time to gc hcne. So, I would...I wculd oppose this
piece of legislation at the present time.
PRESIDING OPFICEF‘\: {(SINATOR DEMUZIC)

Any further discussion? Senator ERock.
SENATCE EOCK:

Thank you, ¥r. President and ladies and Gentlemer of the
Senate. I rise in oppesition to this, and for those who have
yet to take the tims, just take a look at what is gecing on
here. We are saying, apparently...mandating, apparently, the
creation of this «council from whose —recommendations the
Governor shall select., Even though he may reject the initial
list, wultimately, be's gct *oc pick who these folks tell hinm
to pick. And I have nothing against a plague of women vciers
but they're right at the top of the list. We got the Bar
Association, the Hunicipal League, the Department of Fnergy
and Fatural Resources and then the General RAssembly gets
A..-2 Wwhack at it, although we have the right to advise and
consent, I don't think that's taken ocut. I just think that
We are setting a very dangerous precedent, because if we can
do that for this agency, I suggest ' tc you that beating a
quick path to our door will be those whc are interested in
the operation of thé Department of Agriculture; those whc ars
interested in the operation of the Tepartment of Insurance,
and on, and on, and on. Anrd we will have nominating courncils

for every agency of State Gevernment, at which point, I sag-
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gest, we will either be a captive of the special interests or
government will grind to a halt. I think it's a lousy idea
and I urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE DEMUZIC)

Any further discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATICR WELCH:

Thank you...thank you, H#r. President. T, too, rise to
speak'in opposition to this bill. This bill very appfopri-
ately cam2 thrcugh the Agriculture, Energy ard Conservation
Conmittee because it dces have Something tc dc  with energy.
This bill should ke retitled, the Governor's Insulation Rct
of 1983, because what i+t does is insulate the Governor from
being responsible for the appointees to the Illinois Commerce
Comeissicn. e have a little group of people here taking it
upon themselves to deteraine who the nominees *o *he Ccmmerce
Compission should be. I think that responsibility should be
the Governor's. I +hirpk that he should take any credit or
any heat for whoever his nominees are. What this does is
allow for the Goverror to have a couple of his supporters
submit names of people he wants on the commission, This
doesn't say these people are going to think for themselves,
that they're all independents who are going tc come up with
the names out of thir air, blue-ribbon names. They are going
to come up with the names planted by the Governocr, or at
least one name planted by the Govermor that he wants, And
then after they reduce the number of nominees, or potential
nominees to four, they're going to say, Governor, here are
four people, chccse one. The Governor is going to end up
with the person he wants anywvay. So, Hhét's happening is,
later if that person turans out not to be a gcod commissiorer
or if there's some problem with that commissicrer, he's going
to say, "Well, don't blame me, my hands were +*ied, I .could
only pick cne of four that was given to me by the Legisiature

under +the npomipa*ing council, and so, it's not rea:ily my




Page 175 - MAY 24, 1983

fault.” T think, in addition, Mr. President, this takes away
some of tha powers of the Pxecutive, and I don't +hink that's
a good idea. I think that we should have +he Governor
responsible for his nominees, be it whether...whether it be a
Democrat governor or a Republican governor. I think that
this is a pseudo~reform bill. Tt affects the TIllincis Com-
merce Commission but not enough to really make a difference,
but it is a bill that affects it. So, it would seenm iﬁ the
hubbudb of reform that this does soeething good. In actu-
ality, it doesn't. It's...it's % waste of paper, and I think
it creates ancther commission and expands gevernment. Wetve
got enough commissions, we've got enough goverrpment, and I
+hink this is the speech that shculd be made from +this side
of the aisle, not from this side, but I think that we haie
enough commissioners in State Government and the +ime has
come to put a halt to it. So, I would urge a Fo vote on this
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR LINMUZIC)

Alright. Is +there further discussicn? Senator Pigney
may close.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, Mr. President, if anyone around here is willing +to
assume that this council would be in +the hip pocket of
the...of the Governor, I think they are casting scme shadowus
concerning such folks as the president of thas league of Women
Yoters and the president of the Bar Association, the presi-

~dent of the Municipal Leaguz, the type of people that would
be nominated by the leaders of the legislature. This ccmpis-~
sion in 1no way will be in the hip pocket of the Governor.
These are honorable people of great integrity who I am sure
will +take the business that they were assigned to very seri-
ously, and I think that they will inspire some confidence
thrcughout the State of Illinois in the quality of the people

that will be serving in the very important furnction of regu-
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are requiring some prequalifications to be a wmember of
the...the Commerce Commission, a brand new concept, but I
think one that 1is 1long overdue. I'm a little afraid that
we're going to leave here on June 30th without bhaving dcne
anything about +he gquestion of membership on the Illinois
Commerce Commissicn. And fraokly, I don't 1lcok forward +to
going tack and talking with the vo*ers back home vithout‘hav-
ing nade a good faith attempt to try to cleanup the Commerce
Commission, to bring qualified pecple into that mest réspcn-
sible body. I think it's good legislation, it's been tried
"in other states, it's been found to be workatle, and I ask
yOUr support.
PRESIBING OFFICER:. (SENATICR DIMUZIC)

Alright. The questior 1is, shall Senate Bill 426 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The veting
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 19, the VNays are 39, none voting Presernt.
Senate Bill 426 having failed to receive the regquired con-
stitutional majority is therefore declared lost. Sepate Bill
430 i§ on the rTecall 1ist, 832 is on the recall list.
Senate...well, still on the recall list, Senpator, whether it
failed or passed. Senate Bill 437, Sepator...Senate Bill
437, Senator Fawell. Pead the hill, Mr. Secretary. )
SECRETIARY:

Senate Bill 437.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICZE: (SENRTOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Fawell,
SENATCR FAWELL:
Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the

Assembly. This is a bill that merely puts the onus of who is
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responsible as far as a eighteen year old or under who
desires to drink. What the bill merely says is, any parent
of a person under eighteen years of age whc kncwingly causes
or permits such a perscn tc...violate this Act is guilty of a
petty offense and the Act is the Dramshop.

PRFSILING OFFICEE: {SEXATOR DENUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussion?
Senate...the. question is, shall Sepate Bill 437 pass. .Those
in favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? BHave all voted who wish?
Have all voted whc wish? Take the record. O©On that guestion,
the Ayes are 54, the Xays are nomne, 1 voting Fresent. Senate
Bill 437 having received the required constitutional majority
is declar=d passed. Serate Bill 43&, Senator Marovitz. tead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETIARY:

Senate Eiil 438,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATCE MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, ¥r, President and members of the
Senate. Sepate Bill 428 would wmake all aggravat=d kid-~
napping a Class X Felony. Presently, aggravated kidnapping
is a Class I Felony and aggravated kidnapping for ransom is a
Class X Felony. This would abolish the distinction and make
all aggravated kidnapping a Class X Pelony. It was suggested
by Judge Steigmann of Champaign. And I would ask for a
favorable roll call on Senate Bill 438,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEIMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senatcr Rloom.

SENATCR BLOON: -

Yes, Mr. President and fellow Senators, I see nothing
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wrong with the concept except the timing. This is one of the
bills that got out of Judiciary II before we geot the informa-
tion from Director lLane about how well Class X was working.
As I said, I don't think pow is the time and I would suggest
that perhaps we hcld off on this. I +think +that probably
it's...it's absolutely no reflection on the sponsor who sits
on the committee and he understands the problen. So, I
would...would ask that perhaps we hold this bill. I under-
stand the concern and I certainly understand the problem, but
at this time, I don't think now is the time.to be enhancing
penalties. Thank you, very much.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Any further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SERATCR BeANGElIS:&

Question of tha spensor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DERUZIC)

Sporsor irdicates he will yield.
SENATCE TeANGELIS:

How did this escape the fate of all the sentencing
enhancement bills ip Judiciary?
?RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMDZIOC)

Segator Marovitz.

SENATOR M2ROVIIZ:

I thirk your seatmate over there just +tcld yom. . This
bill came out of the committee without any opposition at all.
Judge Steigmann was there to testify. ~Subsequent to this
bill, bills were coming up that were enharncing penalties; and
at that point, we had sent many of those bills, perhaps most
of +those bills, *o the Criminal Sentencing Ccemission. This
bill came out earlier, it didn't escape the fate by any par-
ticular quirk or any design by the chairman of the committee
or any members of the committee. x
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Egan.




Page 179 - MAY 24, 1982

SENATCOR EGAN:

Yes, could I ask the spomsor, please, if,..if,..Sena%ter
Marovitz, because everyone else was treated likewise, all
their bills went back to thé subccmmittee and...which Sena-

tor...I think Senator Sangmeister is +the chairman, for

review, would you mind if we did the same thing with vyour

billz

éBESIDING OPFICER: (SENATCR DIMUZIO)
Senator Marovitz.

SEWATCR MAROVITZ:

I have no problem with it. This is nct...this is not
a...the pajor bill of the Sessior, I have no problem with it.
1 don't think this bill ought to be +treated any different
than anybody elsets bhill, T think it's a meritorious bill if
you take a look at what aggravated kidpappinge...Z...® will
defer to the wishes cf the chairman cf the committee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SIFATCR DINMUZIC)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATCR SANGMEISTER:

well, yes, just tc¢ wmake it c¢lear, which tha Senator
already has, this bill went owvt earlier before we got
involved in holding up all the enhancement bills, So, *his
one was not let out by any means because we wanited it tc go
cut. The role came down c¢n the commitiece, or +the
self-established rule that we put on ourselves after this
bill was...vas out and on 2nd reading. But unless there are
extenuvating circumstances, Senator Marovitz, I wounld like you
to hold this biil so that we are holding all bills in this
area and treating everybody fairly. So, if you would bold
it, I*'d appreciate it.

PRESIDIRG OQFFICER: (SENATOR. DEMOZIC)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOE BAEQVITZ:

I have no problem with that. I...I think we're probably
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going to treat the House bills the same way and it weuld
probably make it...improper to treat one bill differently
than +the House bills. ¥oald the proper mcticn then te %o
recommit the bill to the Committee con Judiciary ITI?

PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATCR BﬁHUZIO)

Senator Marovitz moves to recommit the...Senate Bill 38
to the Committee onm Judiciary II., 1Is leave granted? Leave
is granted. The bill is recommitted. Senate Bill 4&&, Sepa-
tor Netsch. Senate Bill 445, Senator Smith. Sepate Bill
448, Senator Jerome Joyce. FEead the bill, ¥r. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

{Machine cutcff)...uti8.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIXG OFFICER: (SENATOR DENDZIC)

Senator Joyce.

SENATCE JEEONME JOYCE:

Thank you, H¥r. President. This bill would prevent the
Department of Nuclear Safety from approving low-level nuclear
waste repository sites and sites for commercial spert nuclear
fuel facilities...this is for reprocessing cnly, nunless +the
specif%c site 1is expressly authorized by lav. This would
give the Geperal issembly siting over a 1low-level nuclear
waste site. It would also, before there were any...before
there was any reprocessing done in the State cf Illinois, it
would bhave +to have General Assembly approval. I'd be happy
to answer any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DZNMOZICQ)

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussicn? The
guestion is, shall Senate Bill 448 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Fay. The voting is opemn. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all voied who
wish? Take the record. ©On that question, the Ayes are 56,

the Nays are 1, none voting Present. Senpate Bill 448 having
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received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 450, Senator Bruce. Fead the bill, #r.
Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 450.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICZR: {(SENATCE DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.
SENATCR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and wmembers of +<he Senate.
Senate Bill 450 dis a bill that was passed cut of this Bocdy
last year and it is 5ack. It is a very simple measure. . 1t
has caused some degree of discussion within the field 6f
medicine between optometrists and oph+thalmologists, bot the
bill simply permits optcmetrists certified by the Illinois
Department of Registration and Education to 1use specified
pharmaceuticals for diagnostic purposes. This has been
allovwed in several s*ates since 1971, Thirty-six states
presently allow it by Statute, four states allow it by Attor-
ney General's opinion. In fact, every state that borders
Tllincis permits the use of topical pbarmaceutical for diag-
nostic purposes by optometrists. I would point owt tc you
that optometrists are the largest single scurce of referrals
to ophthalmologists. They are trained in cptometry school
and in colleges in the use of ocular pharmaceuticals by
pharmacologists who often teach in identical courses in
nearby medical schools. We had testimony in committee froa
two individuals who are medical dcctors who taught in schools
of optometry. The certification requirements are very clear,
there is no ona grandfathered in. Evaryone must zzke a
course, everyone pust take an exanm, evefyone pust be ocarti-
fied by the Department of R and E, and after that tiss;, -hey

may administer the...tcpical pharmaceuticals. The Star of
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¥isconsin is often used as a...as a test area. They have had
this since 1979, *hey treated a hundred and ninety-five thou-
sand patients in the State of Wisconsin with topical
pharmaceuticals, only twenty-seven had any kind of reaction.
We wrote +the State of Kisconsin, I have a letter from the
Department of Regulaticn and licensing in there. They said
of the hundred and ninety-five thousand patients to whonm
there vas admipistration, there was only twenty-seven people
that had any difficulty at all. They had =ild to moderate
reaction, and these reactions include discemfeort such as eye
stinging and allergy which lasted ten to fifteern mirutes, no
longer than forty-eight hours. Of the buopdred and ninety-
five +thcusand patients, +twenty-seven incidents, seven were
referred to physicians, and of those seven there was no need
for further medical treatment.  So, of a hundred and nipety-
five thousand treated patients in the State ?f ¥Wisconsir in
two years, thers was absolutely nc major incident. I'd ask
for you favorable support of this bill. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR LEMUZIC)

Rlright. s there any discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR HWATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in support of this
legislation, and as a pharmacist I have absolutely nc prob-
lems with this...this approach. In fact, if you go into +the
drugstore you can purchase many over-the-counter products
such as Dristar and...ard Dongel which have a greate% per-
centage of this drug in it than...than you bave used by the
optometrists. A lot of the...the fear that we hear and in my
apalysis here it says...under comments it says, "The ‘post
important issue in this bill regards the medical gualifica~
tions necessary to administer the drugs.® This was the very
point that +the ophthalmologists hronqﬁt +o the committee pf
their ccncern about administering and who's geing to be doing

it. But let me t2ll you a li+¢tle bi< about the process. An
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ophthalmologist...a patient goes to an ophthalmoloéist, the
ophthalmologist then writes a prescription for the drug of
concern here whereby the...the patient then takes that pre-
scription to the drugstore or the phgrmacy of his cheice, and
then vhat does he do, he takes it hcme and uses that partic-
ular prescription in his own home with...absolutely nc pedi-
cal care. So, I +think that tha* is an unfounded...raticnale
to oppose this particular pisce of legislaricn. Aﬂother
thing let me pake surs you understand is +hat +this is for
diagnostic use and not for therapeutic, so optometrists will
not be writing prescriptions, itt*s for diagnostic wuse in
their own offics. is Senator Bruce nmentioned, there's
thirty-cix states that...that passed this., They're going %o
be going through a very extensive course im pharmacologi,
they have to pass an exam, there's no grandfathering in. I
just...XI see no problems with this legislation whatsoever,
and I...and I‘urge its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Grotterg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill is not new so I will
only elaborate on something that bas not yet been spoken to
and that is that there are so many more cptcmetrists arcund
the State of Illinois, the geographical distribution of the
optometrists is general across these states...or across the
State of Illinois and in every community of anpy size has at
least one, and they are the primary caregivers for mcst
people for their ocular needs. And ore of +*he concerns of
the medical profession is pot spoken %*o in that the
ophthalmologists, however, ars a rarer species anc...you

inclined to find them in the bigger «cities, et cex

1

ra.
And...the average optometrists refers most every patien® *hat
really needs it to an ophthalmolcgist. The cross refarral

system works, it works good. But all I would remind st is
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that for Joe Citizen out there in the ccuntryside, this is
his first stop for optometric care and...ard eye sxaminaticns
and diagnosis. And this certainly would ke a great conven-
ience, saving and costomer cornvenierce and patient conven-
ience to the passage of this kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR LEMOZIO)

Any further discussion? Serator Egan.
SENATCR EGAN:

Thank you, ¥r. Fresident and members of the Senate. I
rise in oppositicn to this bill ard T just want to point out
some of +the falacies I think that have been expounded here.
I...I got pretty tad eyes myself and I see my gocd Dr. Blain
on Devon Avenue wvhen I...about annually. The reason I go to
kim, he's a medicai doctor, he's been through medical school;
he has seen, I think, twelve thousand to sixteen thousarnd
people and examired their eyes for medical defects and fcr
diseases before even he is issued a license to practice. In
comparisons tc Dr. Kafka who is downstaifs where I get my
glasses made, Dr. Kafka has seen about three hundred to five
hundred such people before he has a license tc practice. And
I thirk that in light of some of the statistics, for example,
there _have been Teports +that the risk c¢f significant drug
conplication is nine times that of discoverigg unsuspected
pathology dis just a warning. Nowvw, I...I...X think the bill
in theory has a lot of merit, becaunse what ‘you're. saying,
Senator Bruce, 1is, 1let +the optometrist discover ' these
diseasess but on the other hand, if his use of drugs, his use
of the...the...the drug is nipe tires that of what he will
discover, ve should take another close lock at it, 1In Dy
opinicn what we're doing is, we're expanding the...the prac-
tice of the optometrists rather +*bhan putting these
people...referring them tc the proper medical authority. I
pyself would rather go to Dr. Blain wvho has had the experi-

ence and he's got the medical knowledge and I would trus: Lkim
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more to do that than I would the optceetrist. I go to the
optomefrist to get those glasses made after the prescription
has been written ocut by +the medical doctor. It's sipply
that, I dcn't think that there is any incompatibility whatso-
ever. The optomstrists obviously want to invade some of the
territory of the msdical profession. I would suggest that
then they go on to medical  school and thsy carn do that.
There is really no need for this lazgislatien.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENUZIC)

Riright. RAny further discussion? Serator Chew.
SENATCR® CHBEW:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. There were a group of optome-
trists down here in Springfield, I talked to them, I got aill
the knowledge that they cculd give me on what 450 does. T
was absolutely satisfied tbhat they are nct attempting to go
into medical practice where they are not trained. On the
other hand, +these people will have to be certified by the
Department of Regulation and Education befere they're able to
start this referral. If ycu are a school +eacher and vycur
subject is history, before you're eligible tc¢ teach English,
it*s necessary to first go into an institution that will give
you an English course whereby you're ready %o sc perform.
So, this is not like pulling somebcdy off cf cne job and put-
ting +them into another. This 1is a profession and thesse
people must be trained before the referral takes place. i
find absolutely nothing with it, it has been around here, it
ought to be passed. It's somethirpg that we need, it's sone-
thing that the State needs. Hov can we continue to find
fault of legislation when all of our surrounding states do,
in fact, bave it, and if thirty-six states have tha* and
other states around us it's done b; executive crder, izt's
just disn't a lot you can fingd. Andialvays remember, if wa
should happen to pass legislation and it's signed into law,

if it's found +that it does mnot work properly and <o the
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advantage of those that it is designed for,...the patients,
then we have the right to rep=zal legislaticr. So, I support
it a hundred percent apd I would ask for an Aye vote on -it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

any further discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. Prasident. This is one of “hose classic
pieces of legislaticn where nonprofessional types, suéh as
we, are asked to make public policy in an arena that takes a
lot of expertise, and so we ternd to rely on the sxperts. 2nd
I remember in the Ixecutive Ccmmittee, either last year or
the year before wher this bill was up the last time, we bad
tvo experts that came in, an ophthalmologist who was a prac-
ticing ophthalmolégist, .uho ¥as also a teacher in a medical
school, who was adamantly opposed to the bill. We had
another expert cam2 in who was an ophthalmologist, a practic~
ing ophthalmologist, who alse taught ip a medical school,
that vas adamantly in favor of the bill. Rrd so, our ability
to rely on the exparts didn't sees to...it was not resolved,
the...the...the conflict wvas not resolved. VNow, what Semator
Bgan said sounded very good, I guess, in' the City of
Chicago, but I would tell you that in my legislative dis~
trict, which is six complete counties and part of a seventh
county, to the best of my knovledge, there are...pardcn me,
ophthalmologists in only one city, and that's the City of
Carbondale. There are optometrists in every little town. I
would submit +that +his bill is good for ophthalmologists
because if you allow an optometrist in some of these 1little
towns to adepinister this kind of...of drug, he may discover

something and tefer that person to an ophthalmologis* +hat

would never have happened otherwise. And then I would +ell

you finally, that ry ophthalmologist, an MD who practices in
the City of Carbondale, has called me and told me that he is

very puch in favor of this bill. He thinks it's good for eye
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care and he thinks it's good for his profession and he thinks
it's gocd for the patients. So, I am, once agairn this year,
going to vote in favor of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATIOR TEMUZIO)

Any further discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATCR HOUDSON:

Thank . you, Mr. President and Ladies ard Gentlemen of the
House. I*11l try to make this very guick.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENAIOR DENUZIC)

Senate.

SENATCR HOUDSON:

Twelve years is a long time, I agree.wholeheartedly with
+he last speaker. I would share with ycu an experience Itve
had in my own case of an ophthalmologist and an optometrist
that I have to dzal with orn regular...on rather regula¥ ccca-
sion. The ophthalmolcgist sometime back, a couple years

back, performed surgery on my eye, he has a fine reputatien

in our area. He is heartily in favor of *this, favors giving

the optometrist the right to administer these drugs, they‘re
trained to do so. And I feel that if we take that privilege
away or deny them the privilege, the optcmetrist, %he...the
right to administer these drugs, we are remecving from +the
optometrist the very tool that he needs most urgently to
properly diagnose and refer to the ophthalmolegist. In  my
case, my ophthalmolcgist, well-respected doctor in my area,
is in favor of this bill, recommends it highly. I really do
not think wve have anything to fear in supporting this measure
and would recommend that we vote...that ycu consider vcting
hye on it.
PRESiDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussior? Senator Johns.
SENATCR JOHNS:

Yes, I rise in support of this bill. In fact, I'm a co-

sponsor, I felt so strongly about it. I voted for it last
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.
time, worked hard for i+ lést time. This is a fight Dbatween
tvo segments of +the medical profession, and one wanting *o
retain all the jurisdiction it possibly can over tﬁe ‘other
one. But just a few days ago in Executive Comrittez wve
passed ou%t a bill that permits paramedics cr nurses or ENMT's
to administer a drug five time; as strong under simiiar
circumstances. And that proved to me that we had a double
standard here if we going to fight the cpicmetrists on one
hand and permit psople with much lesser training on the cther
to administer drugs. And that bill is on 3rd reading that
I'm speaking about. 2nd I just thiank that this is an excel-
lent idea, and if you try to understand that to get in tc see
an ophthalmologist that you're going to have +to wait for
avhile and with an optcmetrist you probably see him on a
regular basis and you'll get this medical treatment as  you
ne=d it, posthaste. I urge a favcrable vc?e for this bill,
and I think it's ore that merits you strict atteption.
PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Any further discuession? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATCE GEO-KARIS:

I...%r. President and ladies and Gentlemen o6f the Senate,
I have_ophthalmologists are divided on this guestion; how-
ever, keep in mind that under the Suprese Court rules...we
have paralegals th=sy can do...certain kinds of court work. I
think we're in the same situvation here with the optometrists,
with this bill, by giving thea the right +to use diagnostic
drugs I think they camn kelp humﬁnity more because if'fhey see
something radical when +they use it, I tbink they can refer
then, if they have a conscience, to the
proper...ophthalmologist. T speak in favor of thes bill an§ I
hope my own ophthalmolcgist will forgive me.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Rlright, cur final speaker, Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABERT: -
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Yes, thapk you, Mr. FPresident. RAll I want to say is that
I would like to be listed as a sponsor of Senate Bill &50.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE DEMUZIC)

Is 1leave granted to have Senator Vadalabene listed a§ a
sponsor of...cosponsor of Senate Bill 450? Leave is granted.
Senator Bruce may close.

SERATCR ERUCE:

Thank you...and...Senator Chev had asked to be joined as
a cosponsor, HWith leave of the Body, I'd like to add him. I
think we have debated this bill ip prior years, it appears to
me that the real question is...is the ability to license and
use...optical pharmaceuticals. B¥®e have put in a* the request
of almost everyone all the guestions of 1licensing, prier
testing, no grandfathering, severe penalties if i¢'s used;
The...the forty states in which they do use it, we don't ses
any difficulty, and I'd ask for your favorable consideration
to allow this to occer in the State of Illincis.

PEESiDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 450 pass. Ihoée in
faver vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted wvho wish? Have 511
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the RAyes
are 48, the Nays are 8, 1 voting Fresent. Senate Bill U450
having received the required constituticnal wmajority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 451, Senator Bfuce...ocp, Sena-
tor Sangmeister, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATCR SANGEEISTER:

Just briefly, I*'d like to introduce to the members of the
Senate from the Homer School in Homer Township in the gallery
t0 the rear. We'd like thea to be recognizéd by the . Senate.
Thank you. ’ .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
Would our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog-

nized by +¢he Senate. Welcome to Springfield., Senate Bill
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450...00p, Senator Marovitz, for vhat purpose 4o you arise?
SENATCR MAROVITZ:

With leave of the Body I'd like to be added...listed as a
principal hyphenated sporscr *o Sepate Bill...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEZMOZIC)

®¥ell, Senator, we'tre not on the order §f business right
now. Senate Bill...Senate Bill 450, Senator Eruce. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 451.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DINMUZIC)

451,
SECRETARY:

(Secfetary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESILCING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senatotr Bruce.

SENATCE BEUCE:

Thank you, Nr. President and members of the Senate. If I
might have the attention just to tell you that there ars two
bills that you should be looking at, there's another one in
the seEies here, 451 deals with teacher retirement and U469
deals with university retirement. Both of these bills, I can
save you some time, they...they deal with the early retire-
ment provisions. Under the present Statute there is a for-
mula set forth in Senate Bill 451 and 469 which states to the
point of early retirement there are certain provisions and
percentages taken of your last salary. Ter eiample, if
you're fifty-five and retire, rather than sixty-five, the
employee contribution is thirtnyive percent and £he employer
contribution is c¢ne hundred percent. In negotiations with
both the DOniversity Retirement System and the Teacher Retire-
ment System, both of whom support this legislaticn. The Pen-

sion laws Commission does not oppose 451, and with the amend-
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ment, it is approved by the Pension laws Commission, on 869.
The formula is changed to sta*te that there is a seven percent
add~on cost to the employee for each of the years that the
employec~member is 1less than sixty or has service years of
. less than thirty-five, and rather than a hundred percént cen-
éribdtion for the employer} i;'s a twenty percent: rate for
each year the npmember is vunder sixty. The bill, 451, as I
pentioned, is not opposed by Pension laws; 869 is, in ‘fact,
‘with that apendment, it is approved by Persicn laws., I'd ask
for your favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussﬁﬁn? The
question is, shall Senate Bill 457 pass. Those in...ir 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. O©On that guestion, the RAyes are
57, the ¥ays are 1, none voting Present. Senate Bill 451
having received the reguired constituticral majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 453, Senator EBruce. Eead the
bill, Kr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Sepate Bill #4E3.

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

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Bruce.

SERATCR BEUCE:

Thapk you, Mr. President and members of the Semate. This
bill is, likewise, approved by +the Fension laws Coemission.
It relates to the fact that a teacher car include a substi-
tute teacher who serves in the same teaching positiorn for not
less than one-half of the school year. There's nc added cost
to the system, but a school teacher vho ccmes in and teaches

half-time for the full year would receive a half year of
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credit time, and that meets with the permissicn and appfoval
of the Pension lLavs Cosmmission.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator Egan.

SENATCR EGAN:
-0nly a question, Xr. Fresident, if I may.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR DENMUZIC)
Sponsor indicates he will yield.
SENATCR EGAN:

Does...does this apply State-wide?
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENAEOR.DEHUZIO)

Senator Bruce.

SENRTCE ERUCE:

Senator Egan,‘ it does not, but I can amend it in the
House. For some reason I was told, and we‘talked about thai
in cosmittee, that the, I believe, the Chicago system already
does this. I cannot find it in my notes, hu; if i+ does not,
we can add it. |
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DEMNUZIC)

Senator Egatn.

+SENATCR EGAN:

Yes, I would appreciate that very much.

PRESILCING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Any " further discussion?. The questicn is, shall Senateff"

Bill 4853 pasé. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed voteff

Nay. The voting is open. BHave ali voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish?  Have all voted who vish? Take the'rebord;
The Ayes...on that questicn, the Ayes are 57, the ¥ays. are
none, Tnone véting Present. Senate Bill 453 having‘received
the required corstitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 463, Senator Dawson. Read the till, M¥r. Secre-
tary. v
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 463.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIC)
Senator ﬁavson.
SENATOR DRWSON:

Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
Senate Bill 463 as amended will require school districts
shall #urchase textbooks and waive all fees assessed for it
by children whose parents are unakle to buy textbooks aﬁdvpay
the fees, including to but not limited to children receiving
aid under the aid of the families with dependent children
article of the Public *rid Code. Some of the schoolvdistxicts
in the State charge textbcok rentals and deposit fees and
other educational fees to children of indigent parents. Anﬁ
in order to pressure their parerts into paying their fees,
they will hold up the child's records. Ogpen for any gques-
tioms. '

PéESIDING CFYICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? The questicn is, shall Senate
Bill 463 pasé. 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 vqted wvho wish? BHave all voted who
wish? Take the record. Orn that guestior, the Ayes are 36, .
the Nays are 22, 1 voting Present. Sepate Bill %63 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. . Senaté Bill 469, Senator Bruce. ¥2ad the bill, #r. -,
Secretary. -
SECFETARY:

Senate Bill 469.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIQ)
' ‘Senator Bruce.

SENATCR BRUCE:
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Thank you, Mr. President. This is the identical bill to
451, It's approved by the Pension laws Cogmission for the
Oniversity Retiremeﬁt System relating to sarly retirement,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEINATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question.
is, shall Senate PBill 469 pass. Those in. favor Qote: 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 recérd. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56, {hevNays
are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill u6§ having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 474, Senétor Bruce. Fead the bill, ¥Mr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill &74.

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

Senator Bruce.

SENATCR BRBCE:.

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Serate.
Senate_Bill...Q?Q anends the Uriversity Civil Service...the
University Civil Service System Act relating to negotiationms
vith emrloyees on universiéy campuses and just states ' that
there should be wuniformity throughout the Upiversity Civil
Service System with regard to those negotiations. Presently,
the Oniversity Civil Service Merit Board pronulgateé rules
covering almost every aspect of nuniversity civil service
emnployment but there ate no rules spelling ocut +he procedures
vhen emplcyees are representsd by an emplcyee organization.
There is no consistency. ZEmployees with the same job title

. on two different campuses are treated completely differently.
The rules are changed frequently, ¢there are nc rules én_eléc-

tion procedures. They are sometimes changed, decertification
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elections have occurred that has bred confusicp ard wunnec-
essary tension between the parties to collective bargaining.
This is not a collective bargaining bill. fach university
employer is pfesently allowed to and is negotiating under the
law with employee organizations. It dces rot mpandate any
7 specific set of rules that the merit board wmust adop+t, and
all it says is that vhatever thef adopt that it should:apply
to all universities. Both the...the Oniversity Civil Sérvice
Merit Board bas endorsed this bill, and they were the people
that will bave +to draft the rules end regulate the sysiesn.
They are in favor of the legislaticnh.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICEAS)

Is there any discussicen? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 474 pass. Those in faver will vote RLy=2. Those
opposed vote ﬁay. The voting is cpen. Have all vcted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. ¢Cn that
question, the Ayes are 42, the Nays are 17, hone veiing
Present. Senate Bill 474 having received the comstitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 476, Sepator

Etheredge. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

END CF REEL
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REEL #7

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill Uu7€.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVECKAS)

Senator Etheredge.
SENATCR ETHEREDGE:

. ¥r. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the Sehate,

this piece of legislation was introducsd at +the réquest of
JCAR. ¥hat it does is to make the...the law and legislative

intert...or it...it pakes the...the practice of the Depart-

ment of Revenue ccnform with legislative...intent and also

the law.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there any discussion? Senatcr Marovitz.
SENATCE MAROVITZ:
Well, I...I%'d...I'd like to find out a listle bit more

about what this...what the impact of this is going to be. Is

there a revenu2 impact on this? What does +his pean to the

operators? Will this be an additional tax, a different way
of taxing them? Can ycu explain that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICRRAS)
Senator Etheredge.
SERATOR ETHEREDGE:

There...there 1is no impact. The tax that is levied now
is ten dellars per slot. And in the future, with this bil;
passed, +he tax 1levied would be ten dollars per slot. So,
there is no fiséal impact whatsocever.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOE MARCVITZ:
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Well, then what are we doing?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SERATCR FTHEREDGE:

Dkay~ The department...the department currently ‘faxes
ten dcllars per device, and *bat has been their practice.
The law says ten dcllars gper slot. The legislative intent
was *en dollars per device which is what the departmeﬁt has
been doing. So, in crder to...*to make the practics conforn
vitﬁ...with the law, that is the reason for *the...the intro-
duction of this...this bill.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SERATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SERATCR MAROVITZ:

Are wa cyanging +*his then %o ten dollars psr slo*? Isg
that what we*re doing?

PRESIDING OFTICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Ethersdge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Ten dollars psr device.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR !ARQVITZ:

Is it now ten dollars per slox?
PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredgse.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
Yes, it is teﬁ dollars per slot in law but not in prac-
tice.
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:
Thank you.  Senator Ziheredgs's explanation, although

confusing, is absolutely correc<. The law currently provides'
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that +the ten dollar fee will be assessed per slot. The
department has...of Hevenue, has long main“tairned that it is
virtually impossible <*o adpinis<er a per slot fse because
it...there are so many diffarent definiticns...definitions of
vhat constitutes a slot. For example, a change-making slot
or whatever, and so, for some period of time, years at least,
+hey bhave no%, in fact, carried out the...the in haec verba
of the law which says per slot, They have charged <+he +ten
dollar assessment per wachine. The...as Senator Etheredge
pointed ‘cut, the Join*t <Committee on Administrative GKules
pointed out this discrepancf and asked tbat it be corrected.
And the department's recommendation and our recommendation is
that it be corrected in accordance with +he department's
long-standing practice. I+ will ke ten dollars per rachine
which is essentially the way it heas been adpinistered for
some pericd of time.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KAEIS:

Would the sponsor yield to a question?
PRESITIING OFFICER: {SENATCR SRVICEAS)

He _irdicates ha'll yield.
SENATOBR GEO~KARIS:

«+2if I understand you correctly then, the law that has
been in effect provided fer +*en dcllars per slot bﬁt it
wasn't collected that way, it was collected with ten dollars
per machine sc to speak. =So, what you're tying to' do is
carry out the legislative intent bty “his bill since it...that
was mnot +he intent <¢hat was desired of prior law that was
passed. 1 speak in favor of the bill ir +that case. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENRTOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*or Hall.

SERRTCR HALL:

Well, T...I hope I am understanding this. I knov when
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you had it ©before, Sepator, and like Senator HMarcvitz, if

Itve got a machine and it's got nickels, dimes and quarters

on that machine, T might have three slots but I'm still'just
going to pay for that one .machine, is that correct?
PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepator Etheredge.
SENATCR BALL:

I...I vant to be sure.
SENRTOR ETHERELGE:

Yes, yes, that is correct.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the gquesticn is,
shall Senate Bill. 476 pass. Those in favor will voie Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. ¢Cn
that guestion, the Ayes are 54, the ©YNays are none, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 476 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. The next thres
bills are' on rscall, so we'll go with 889, Senator D'Arco.
Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETAFRY:

Senate Bill 489.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATCRISAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATCR D*ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1If you'll nctice, I passed out

3...an article fros the Chicago Tribune indicating +their

endorsement of +the bill, ard in that article they do list,
somewhat specifically, the provisions of the bill. Rhat <the
bill does is provide that the term of a commissioner would be
shortened from five ‘years to three years. The reason'for

that is to Kold the commissioners more accountable <o the
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publi¢ and also, of course, because of our statutory duty to
advise and consent accountable to the Senate. The bill also
provides, and I +think this is an important provision; that
all supervisory psrsonnel and all other perscrrel including
the auditing position and the accounting position must take a
merit examination to determine their qualifications to hold
that particular office in the department. It also provides
that the position of accountant and auditor must be £illed by
a certified 'public accountéﬁt and that the merit testing
procedure shall be for a term of +three years, ancther
accountability mechanism put into the bill. We also lower
the salaries of the commissionsrs to thirty thousand dollars
annually and of ths chairgan to forty thcusand dollars annu-
ally vith the proviso that they can have outside epployment.
I want you to understand that there is a big distincticn frem
considering this és a part-time job and allowing these
commissioners.outside employment in other areas in the pri-
vate sector, because it is from those arecas *that we wanpt %o
attract a type of people that will serve as ccmmissioners on
the ICC. #e also provide that each hearing examiner must be
an attorney, and the reascn for this is because when you have
these rate...rate hearings at the ICC there are rules cf evi-
dence that are attempted to be introduced as...evidenfiary
facts by either side in the proceeding; therefore, it is
necessary that the hearing officer have the legal capacity to
understand the rules of evidence in order to make rulings c¢n
the facts before him in the case. We also provide that there
shall be at least fcur commission hearings a month. Ard %hat
really is the situaticn presently, the commissicn does neet
four times a month, and we are just putting it in the Sta-ute
as a requiremenf. We are also providing, and I think this is
very important, not later than thirty days after receiving
a..;a report, the annuval report of a public utility, the:

commission $shall issue its own report disclosing the ¢=ili-




Page 201 - MRY 24, 1¢983

ties' revenues, expenses, rate of .return ¢n rate hase and
capitalization. Now, why do I...why do I put +*his in - the
bill? The rteason for this is, when a ufility has a rate
hearing and they're granted a rate increase, 1let's say
Coamcawealth Edison 1is granted a nineteen percent rate
increase for residential customers, they come back +the
following year and they ask fcr another rate incrszase. The
reality of the situation, and this is true, believe ft cr
not, the cormmissicn does not ask the utility if, in fact, it
abided by the previcus:ra*e increase of nineteen percent.
Did it charge the customer more thar nipeteer percent? Did
it charge the customer less than nineteen percent? Those
facts are never elicited in the new rate hearing increass.
The oply facts preéented are the facts te determine if a new
rate increase shculd be granted. Whether cr not the old
increase was abided by prcperly cr mnot is nct considered :by
the compeission. This would provide ir...that the ccmpissicr
in issuing its own report iteerize whether cr nrot the wutility
did abide by thz previous proceedings in that rate increase
hearing. The cther provision provides +hat in short-tere
borrowing they «can only borrow up to one year on shert-term
notes before the...they have to go back to the ccmmission and
get consert to borrow again. This is to prove their finan-
cial sclvency atnd not allow them *o borrow up to tvo: years
and then be in a posture to ask for a rate increase because
they started constructipg some new building and the cost of
that building is necessary for them to bte granted a néw
increase. This would limit that to...%to one year for short-
term borrowing. %e also provide that no plant would be ‘con—
structed unless a certificate of public néed is granted by
the ccmmission. This is in response to the CWIP amendment ir
187. W#e...I don't believe in CWIP, I don't think it's a good
idea. I think if you...if yéu eliminate the cecst of “com-

structicen and the rate base, the utility is going tc¢ ke in a
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very financially precarious situation and stockholders will
take notice of that and they won't buy the stock ip utility
and you'll have utilities going under in this State. So, I
don't believe in CWRIP ard I don't believe in CUB either,
because you know what happened in Wisconsin w&ith CUOR? CUB

turned into a politically...a political lcbby against the

utilities in the state Legislature. Right outside the Chanm-

bers in Wisconsin every day are CUB merbers lobtying the
Legislature for utility bills. Now, maybe youn want that in
the tate of Illinois but I don't. Ladies and Gentlemen, I
think this dis a good pieée of legislaticn. Ixts a
well-thought-out piecé of legislation and I think it merits
your support and I ask for a favorabtle vote.
PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussicn? Senator Joyce.
SENATCE JEROEKE JQYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I was...I have pixed enmcticns
on this bill., There are a lot of good...goccd...good paris cof
ix. But I...I just...after hearing the spensor say <hat he
was nct for CWIP and he's not for CURB, and there ~are 1lcbby-
ists outside the Wisconsin Chamber for CUE, God forhid that
there'd ever be a lobbyist out here from Commcnwealth Zdiscn
or Illinois Power or apy of fhose cther folks. I've never
seen them around this Chamber, have you? So, ycu know, T...Z
just wonder...I'm not going to support it new. T...T was
going +*c and I had.nixed emo*ions, but I'm not goirg to ncw,
and I vwonder what we'll see with this ope come June 29th.
PBES_IDING OFFICER: (SERATOE SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzic.

SENATOR DEMUZIC:

Yes, thank you, very much, Mr. Er;sident and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. . I must also iﬁdicate'that therefafe
some very, very dgcod parts of this bill that are very

tempting for us, at least for me, to...to vote for. I ~think
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for the mest part that it, frankly, has been
well-thought-out. I obviously think it came from someone who
formerly had worked for the Illinois Commerce Commission who
knows a little bit more about the process than what you and T
do. The part that I object to is the fact that we are now
going to mpake part~time the members of the Illincis Ccmnmerce
Comamission...in addition toc cutting their pay. 7T said the
other day, and I think that...I very firmly believe tha{ the
members of the Illinois Commerce Commission ought to be out
doing their job on a full-time basis instead of dispatching
hearing officers to various parts of Illincis to hear testi-
mony about various...from various individuals about various
utilities and then coming tack with the infoématicn, and +hen
for the @most paft, I don't even thiznk that they even get a
carsory look at the information that is beirng prcvidedAfcr at
these...at these hearings and the commissicners, frankly,
just simply 4o not look at it. So, if 4his is the refornm
that is going to pass the Illincis General Rssemlby, I thirnk
that that portiocn ought to be struck. I think that the
commissicners ought to be full-time. I =®ust, in all
fairness, rise to oppose that portion of this bill, although‘
I do think that there are some of +the other sections that
Senator D'Arco has meniioned that do, in fact, merit c§n-
sideration. But at this particular point, I rise in cpposi-
tion to this kill. Thank you, Hr. Chairran.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Johns.
SERATCE JOBNS:

Well, on an eyeball-to-eyeball ccnversatioﬁ a few noments
agec John Jjust about had me ready to go with him because he
said it ‘meant a lot to him and...and all the past expressions
by this Sepator against cutting back on the times for oper-
atior and so forth by the Illinois Commerce Commissicn mem-

bers, and I talked about how desperate we were for their need
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to pay attention to the issues at hand, and I was going to
give all that in to him till he started coming in on CUB and
QUIP and all those things I worked for years for.  And it
really hurts, you know, now to go againmst an old friend,
bescause here's the deal, we needed you on CWIP andl COB  and
you're against it. So, you see what I'm talking about. T
wish you would Senator, He's going *to explain it. Sox cub,
not *the bill. V
PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Does Senator D'Arco yield to the question?
SENATCE D'AECO:

Yea, I will...T will yield to the gquestion. Senator
Johns, I'm not, you kncw, really against CUB -or CWIP, and
maybe...nc¥w, wait a w@minute, and maybe...ycu kncw, maybe-I
overreacted to the sitvation. You knecw, you get invelved in
these issues and sowmetimes...sometimes you fcrget why you're
hsre. So, you know, I...no, really.I‘m not, . but it really
doesn't have anything to do witd this bill, and I...I'm pre-
pared %60 vote for Semator Joyce's bill, and, vyou know,
I...it's unforturate he's not prepared toc voie for nine
because I think I have a good bill toc.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENRTCR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SERATCR JEBGME JCYCE:

Well, as you say, Senator, sometimes we get carried awvay
in the heat of this, and I might reconsider also.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ESAVICKAS)

Purther discussion? If not, Senator D'Arco may close.
SENATOR D' ARCO:

Well, T...X think I've explained the bill, Mr. President,
and I...X...elicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICRAS)
The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 489 pass. Those ' in

favor will vote 2ye. Thos2 opposzd vote Kay. The voting is
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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 34, the Nays are 22, 1 voting Present. . Senate
Bill 489% having received the constituticnal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 490, Senator Kupp. Read the
bill, ¥r. Secretarye.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 490.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Hupp.
SENATOR EUPP:

Thark you, ur.thesident. Senate Bill 490 provides that

a drivers licens= shall expire every four years, compared to

the present three year. ©By...just bty doing this it will save.

approximately five hundred thousand <+ransfers or processes.

during the year. Theret*ll be five hundred thousand fewer
applicants that will have to be handled each year. Thers
were three anmendments +that vwere put on the bill, +hey were
-technical, basically, did not change the thrust of the bill.
The lgcense fees are changs not +too much. The initial fee
for the first license, or +he original licensé, is £en
dollars compared +o eight, and the four-year licénse now is
ten dollars, the three years was eight. Actually, it aver-
ages out now on the four-year basis two deollars and.a half a
year apd it was two dollars and sixty-seven cents a year.
Thirty-two other states have gone to this particular term,
and I ask for a favorable vots on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENRTCR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill %90 pass. Those in favor will vote Ays. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who

wish? Bave all vected who wish? Take the record. ©n that
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guestion, the Ayes are 59, the Nays are mnone, none vo*ing
Present. Senate Bill 490 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate PBill 498, Senator
Rock...Philip, I'm sorry. Senate Bill 502 is on recall,
Senate Bill 503, Senator Vvadalabene. Read +he bill, ¢¥r.
Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 503.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICEAS).

Senator Vadalabere.
SENATOR VADALABENZ:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Fresident and memkers of the Sepate;
.Senate Bill 502 doces exactly whkat <*he syncpsis says.
Increased costs invelved in recording documepts have made it
necessary to now require State agencies to pay +the standard
fees for recording. The bill is proposed by the Illincis
Association of County Clerks and Recorders. The amendment,
requested by the Secretary of State, makes the effective date
January 1st, 1685. Aﬁd I would request a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SaVICKAS)

Senator, was this amended today?

SENATOR VALALABENE:

It...it was on the recall, amended today to make...
PRESIPING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

5032 Are you talking about 502 or 5032 We have 502 con
the recall.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

I'm talking about 502.

PREZSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

No, wetra on 503, Senator.
SENATCR VADALRABEKNE:

Alrights I 4id pass a wrong bill one +ime doing it <iis
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way. It was over in the House and it was 165 to nothing.
Alright, 503, again, it's exactiy the same. The bill is pro-
posed by the Illinois Association of Circuit Court Clerks who
claim that.-it is no longer firnancially feasible for thesm +to
provide that this service without being reimbursed by the
cost incurred. And I would move for its favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the guestion ig, éhall
Senate Bill 503 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all vocted vwho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are 1, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 503 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. #ith leave of the Body, we'll
go back to Senate Bill 498 for Senator Phiiip. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. (Cn the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading, Senate Bill 498, Senator Philip. Read the bill, nr;
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill uSe.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3ra reéding of the bill,
PRESILCING QFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philig.

SENATOR FHILIE:

Thank you, Er. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Sepate Bill 498 is the appropriatice for the Judi-
cial Inquiry Board. There's one committee arerdment knocks
out the eight percent pay raise, some twelve thousand eight
hundred dollars, brings it down to two hundred and eighty-ore
thousand nine hundred dollars. Be happy tc answer ary gues-
tions, I ask for a favorahkle vote,

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRS)

Is +there any discussion? If not, the question is shall
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Senate Bill 498 pass. Those in faver will vote Aye. Those:
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all vcted who wish? Take the record. Oon that
guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are 2, 1 voting Fresernt.
Senate Bill 498 having received the constitutional majority.
is declared passed. Senate Bill 507, Senator Luft. FERead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 507.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Luft.
SENATCR IUFT;

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 507 changes the
provision in the State Teachers...retirement System regarding
the mipimum lump sum payment payable upon the death of a
retired member. It provides that such payment shall be the
greatest of either one-sixth of the deceased members' salary
as of the date c¢f his service was terminated, the contribu-
tions made by the member for surviver benefits less interest
or +*hree +housand dollars. The changes are, changing from
- one thousand which the death benefit is now, which was es%tab-
lished in 1959, to three thousand, and the other seﬁticn, the
contribution made by the member for surviver!s benefits.
This guarantees +that he at least gets back whkat he contrib-
uted. The ahnual cost om it is two hundred and twenty-five
thousand dollars, and the consultant actuary, Mr. Goldstein,
approves the change in this systesn.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRTCE SAVICERRAS)

Is there any discussicn? If not, the gquestion is, shall
Senate Bill =507 pass. Thoée in favor will vote Rye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all vcééd vho

wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are %59,
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the FNays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 507 hav-
ing received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 517, Senator Kelly. TFead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.
SECEETAEY;

Senate Bill 517.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Kelly.
SENRTCR KELILY:

Thank you, Mr. Presidert and members c¢f +tha Sepnate.
Senate Bill 517. raises the school employces minimum sick
leave days from ninsty to a hundred and eighty days vwhich
they car accumulate. This would be based ten sick days per
year which is the current law. So, therefore, it would take
seventeen years in order to m@et .this requirement. Hany
school districts ars presently allowing ccmparable figures
and the University Retirement System does provide right nov a
one bhundred and eighty day accumulation. With that, I would
say that this is supported by the IZA Teachers! UOpion and I
would iust ask for your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAViCKAS)

Is there any discossion? Senator Maitland.
SERATCE MAITLAND:

Thank you, Hr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to Senate Bill S17. The fiscal
note we have on this bill is...is sixty thousand dollars, and
I think that's the first issue you have *0...%C consider.
And I think then going beyond that, doubling the...the accu-
melated sick days, I...I think the thing that concerns nme
most about it is the very broad area that we.cover...the very
broad area that we cover with 'respect to what really

iS...What constitutes sick leave., And clearly...clearly, it
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will be possible for an ipdividual to...to teach one day of
school and take sick leave, retire and that school has been
without that teacher that whole periocd of time, and I think
it's a tremendous cost to the, obviously, to the system, *to

say nothing for...for what we've done once again atfecting

children. It's been pointed out that <his is done in a

nurber of areas, I believe i+'s a bad concept, I think
We...Wwe should just vote against Senmate Bill S517. »
PRESIDING éFFICEE: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATCR LCeANGELIS:

Question of the spcnsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

He indicates he'll yield.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Kelly, could not a teacher actually retire a year
earlier by simply accumula<ting these sick days? In cther
words, go in and actwally be retired by using yocur sick
leave, drav the pay, and you're actually on retirement?
PEESIDING OFFICEER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENRTCR KELLY:

I think you...you know that answer very well, Senazor.
Yes, 'tﬁey can, and under current provisions school dis-
tricts...and I wouldn't doubt your school district already
allows similar benefits to the teachers.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Well, +to the bill. You know, we are locked in here in a
battle to generate .revepues for the State cof rlliceis. There
are a lot of us that feel very strongly that there is a
recognized need of additional 'revenues. But I have  been

looking at how many bills have cowe in that f£ly in the face
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of doing a responsible job for raising those revenues because
of certain benefit programs that are being put in, and, Serna-
tor Kelly, for whateveyr purpose ycﬁ‘re trying to do this, T
really believe it's the wrong time to do it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKRS)

Senator Lenke.
SENATCR LEMKE:

Sepator Dekingelis, I think you're wvrong. There's‘ been
some studies on this that if pecple do not use their'sick
leave, actually ip some states they reimburse them at the end
of the year for the days they don't lcse. The reascn bheing
is, by every day you enéourage scmebody *o ¥ork, you...you
dont*t lose as much money if he takes off sick, in government.
And this is the idea of‘this...of...of sick leave. So, if a
guy does accupulate sick leave and he geis...early retiremen:
after...a Yyear earlier, he has coniribuzed to that school
district gquite a bit cf morey by not being sick. 2and I think
it*s...this is a good concept; until we in Illinois approach
the concept of rewarding public employees fer rot taking sick
days, because...and if we do, ve'll encourage savings in...in
governnent. And I think this is a concep* that needs to be
approashed and we're going to approach it shortly.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKRS)

Senator Schuneman. »
SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you,.Mr. President. Question of the sponscr.
PRESILIRG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He ipdicates he'll yield.

SENATOR SCHONEMAN:

This...this is another maﬁdate on schoecl districts. In
this case, we're mardating that they increase the benefit
tha*t they're allowvwing tea;hgrs. ¥ho's going to pay for +he
cost of this mandate?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Sepator FKelly.
SERATCR KELLY:

Well, we had a fiscal impact figure of sixty thousand
dollars, and I think whether it¥s the State o¢f Illinois or
the school districts, that...that figute..;and even ' if it
jHent up, would certainly be small in proportion to what some
of +the school districts or the other problems we have in the
State.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
¥ell, Senmator, you didn't answer my question. I asked

who was gcing to pay for it, pot wha®t the cost was. One...as

A

lorg as...as we're cn +hat point, I ¢hirk that the sixt
thousand dollars is the pension cost; however, and...and the
cost of...of sick 1§ave is sow=2thing else again that will
have to be horne‘by scmeone, Now, I presume that unless
there's a S+tate mnandate's exewmption on this bill; +hat the
State is going to have %fo pick up the salary for any teacher
in this State whose sick leave may extend beyond ninety days.
I simply want +to mnmake this poin%, we'rs all sonme kindvof
politicians around here, and I hear statements during cam~

paigns about kow we should stop mandating...programs on local

units of government, we should allow school boards to be run.

by people in the localities. H#He...we all believe in 1local
control of school boards; and ye:, we constantly ipvclve our-
selves in the negotiaticms betveen,managément and labor and
the school board. And here!s one more example o0f our...of
our doing this. I have no problem with a collective bargain-
ing procaess that wmight win +his righ%, but should ve be
mandating this upon our local units of government vwhor we
constantly reassure +that we want té have ccntrol of our
schools? And I suggest that it's a bad idea, particularl- at

this tiame.
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PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Serate. I
hope that you have listened - to Senator lemke's comments
because I...Z agres with him, and I think that we have been
spending a good deal of time in the State Employees'! Group
Insurance Commission *rying to find out emplcoyee benéfits,
and one of the banefits that private industry has taken a
very good look at is...is nct only allowing the accumulaticn
of sick time but paying for it. ©Pecause every time a “eacher
accumulates ten days of sick...days, some of those teachers
go ahead and *ake them at the end of the year, and you actu-
ally pay the teéchex's salary and you pay the substitute's
salary. And this bill, rather thasn costing money, counld very
well save the State of Illinois significant amounts of money
and school district mon2y by simply saying *hat after you get
ninety days, you can continue to accumulate. Under the
present Statute, to accumulate all...all of the days it would
take seventeen years of service tc a school district, working
every year, coming to that .school building, staying there and
never éaving a sick day in seventezn years to accumulate this
kind of time. VNow, after a teacher has iaught that amount of
time, what's going to happen? First of all, I don't know
vhere any cost is incorred. The teacher was there all year
long, if they don't take a sick day, no cost is incurred. 1If
they retire with a hundred and eighty days of sick daj, they
don't get paid for one of those. And when your pension is
computed, if you have thirfy—four years of teaching, and din
that amount of time you would have accumulated three hurdred
and forty days of sick leave, three hundred and forty days of
sick leave, we now-give you credit for £inety. That doesn't
cost the school district anything. If we give you credit for

a hundred and eighgy, it doesn't cost the school disxrict
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anything. What happers? You can retire a year early and
that is computed on your service credit time, not on your
pension base, cnly on your credit time. And I don't see that
any cost is incurred by any district by 'saying <hat scheol
teachers who have taught more than seventeen years in a
system are entitled tc a hundred and eighty days accusulated
sick time to be <credited toward a pensicn. That's all i+
says. V
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SEVICKRS)

Senator DeAngelis, for the seccnd time. 1Is there further
discussion? If not, Senator Kelly ray ‘close.
SENATCR KELLY:

I would ask your favorable support.
PRESITING OFFICEFR: {SENATCE SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 517 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Kay. The veiing is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all veted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the...the Ayes are i1,
the Nays are 16, none voting Present. Senate Bill 517 having
received the constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 518, Senator Lemke. Eead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary. »

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 518.

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

Senator Lemke.

SENATCRE LEMKE:

What this clears up is a problenm. Last...couple years
back we passed a clause which says that no employee's group
insurance could be used for aborticn, tﬁis just simply adds
the HMC programse. I think it's a good bill, conforms our

laws. I ask for its adoption.
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PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 518 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all vcted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 50, the Xays are U4, none voting
Present. Sepate Bill 518 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Did someomne mpove 1o adjburn?
was that the mo+tion? Senate Bill 520, Senator lemke, Eead
the bill, Nr. Secretary.

SECRETREY:

Senate Bill 520.

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

Senator lerke.

SEXATCE LEKKE:

¥hat this is, is it adds to the definition in the 1Abor-
tion law of 1975, intc the definiticn of person, it...it adds
the species Homosapiens. I thipk it's a gcod bill, it clari-
fies the law as to what a person is and I thirk it's a...
PEE‘SIDENG OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any further discussicn? If pot,...ch, Senator
Fetsch.

SENATCR RETSCH:

{(Bachine cutoff)...hadv one guestion fc pose +t0 the
SponRSoOr. How many non-Homosapiens have you encountered that
have had an abortion receptly?

PRESILING OFFICEER: {SENRTOR SRVICKAS)

Senator lenke.

SENATCR 1EMEE:

Well, you know, we can talk about silliness and every-

thing e€lse, but I can only go by the guidelines of what

Our...our Federal courts do, and this is wording to clarify
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in +their wminds what a person is, I mean, I 40 not think of
these ideas just for the sake of thinking of them. But these
are the words to clarify and clear up, and this gives a...a
scientific definiticn that is...is...clears up a problem in
the Act that_ve havea
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.
SENATCR GRCTEERG:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow members. Where I can
I try to be supportive of Senator lemke's concepts on éome cf
the things that are going on in the abortion field. BRut this
is a...the...this Body wasting its <¢ime +to substitute +the
word Homosapien for human being, if it's in the Cons<+itutien,
or iﬂ the law, or in an amendment, or anything is so
tlatantly unnecessary that it...it...it...to me itts an
insult on my intelligence and I'm going tc vcte ¥No.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SINATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATCR RELLY:

Yes, I just wvanted to add that this bill makes a perscn a
buman being from the moment of conception unto death, at
least it's in that particular Rct, and it dces add on, as the
Senator pointed ocut, that it is a member c¢f the species
Hogosapiens and it...it is needed because that is what our
courts are getting into in these areas and we're following
the guidelines explicitly and, therefore, it should be even
more of a...less of a constitutional problem with some of you
who may have been favorable to pro-choice. So, If'm going +to
support the...the Senator's kill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If rot, the guestion is;
shall Senate Bill 520 pass. Those in favor will vyote Aye.
Those opposed vote Yay. The voting is open. Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. ?Gn
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that question, the Ayes are 37, the Fays are 1%, 2 voting
‘Present. Senate Bill 520 having received the constitutioral

majority is dzclared passed. Senate Bill S21, Sena-
tor..lepke. Read the bill, Mr. Secrstary.
SECEETAEY:

Senate Bill 521.

_ (Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PEESILING OFFICER: (SEN‘;‘JIOR SAVICEAS)

Sepator Lemke.
SEﬁATCR LEMKE:

What Senate Bill 521 does, requires that parental notics
be given before an abortion may be perfors=d cn an unemanci-
pated minor or incdmpetent. I+ allows for +he waiver cf
notice requiremen*s vunder judicial determination that the-
minor or incompetent is mature or that notice would not be in
her bhest interest. The bill has...as amendeé to meet spe-
cific objections tegarding situations where the minor's
incompetent parents...minor or ipconpetent's parents
have...already beer notifisd. The State protection of paren-
tal rights, +the Supreme Court has recognized the ipmpature
minors often lack the ability o make fully informed cheices
that they take account of both iImmediate and long~range
consequences. Accordingly, the court bhas recognized +the
rights of parents +to protect their minor children from the
improvidences of immature decisions by receiving notice of
their daugﬁters impending abortion. Moreover, parents ordi-
narily possess information which is essential to a
physician's exercise of his...his best medical judgement con-
cerning a c¢hild prior toc an abortion. In addizion, parents
wvho are aware that their minor daughter has had an abortion
may bet+ter ensure that she receives adequate medical atten-
tion after her abortion is...is performed. Constituticnally,

the U.S. Supreme Court specifically upheld in a Utah Parental
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Notice Statute by a 6 to 3 vo%ie im H.L. versus #atheson £E50-
U.S. 398, 1981 with two of the justices who jeoined the major-
ity opinion wrote separate to indicate their belief that a
notice Statute must contain a judicial vaiver mechanism simi-
lar to the...that provided for in the Bellctti versus Baird
443 9.S. 622, 1979. Senate Bill 521 meets the...criteria of
both the H and L and Bellotti...second case. Horeover; it
provides for specific procedure in Section 5 which eﬁsure
that the judicial prcceeding will be handled in confidential
and expeditions manner and that an expedited and confidertial
appeal is available *o the minor or inccepetent. Pareantal
notice Statutes which have...vwhich even less...specified have
been upheld by Pederal district courts in Indiarna and Minne~
sota din Planned Parenthood versus Pearsor, No. IP 82-1766-f
sD, Indiana, October 11, 1€82; in Hodgson versus Minnesota,
No. 3-8%...538 D,...Minnesota, March 23rd, 19282. T thigpk
this is a gooa bill, I think it's time that we start proiect-
ing the family struoctore in the State of Iilincis.
PRESIDING OFFICEK: (SENATCR SAVICKRS)

Is there any discussion? Sepatcr Egac.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank ycu Mr. President and members cf <¢the Senate.
Those of us who can remember back to 1975 shen we vere meet~
ing in the Centennial Building, can remember those adverse
conditions under which we pass=d the basis of parsntal con-
sent, and we remesber +hose that stocd in opposition by
saying how dreadfully unconstitutional the provision is; knd
to make it crystal clear and send the message forth, I think
that we ought %o ask and answer the basic gquestions that
arise as a result of that question on constitutionality. ¢So,
Senator lemke, I'd appreciate it if you would apsver abcut
five or six questions for thé record.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SINATCR SAVICKRS)

Senator lemke indicates he will.
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SENATCR EGAN:

Alright,...Senator, dgquestion number one, are there any
exceptions to the requirement on notice?
PRESIDING OPFTICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lenke.

SENATCR LEMKE:

Yes, there is. Section € states that the Act shall  not
apply if a medical emergency exists. Section 7, amendatory
versicn, states that the Act shall not apply when the parties
to vhom notice must be given already bave teern notified and
they/accompany their minor incompetent...mincr or incompetent
daughter +tc the place where the abortion is to be performed,
or submitted a signed, notarized statement indicating that
they have been notified.

PRESIDING OFFZICER: {SENATCE SAVICEAS)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Alright, thank you, Senator. Number *we, are both of the
parents required to be notified in every instance?
PRESITING CFPFICER: (SEINATCR SAVICERAS)

Senator lemke.

SENRIC% LEMKE:

No, they're not. Section 4B allows for the notification
of one parent only when the parents are diverced or one is
not...or one is not available. If the pregnancy is a result
of an incestuous r=lationship with the father, the minor or i
Secticn &C on the basis that it would mnot be in her best
interest.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eganm.

SENATCE EGAN:

Thank 7you. Nusber three, is there a statutory waiting

period?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SINETOR SAVICEAS)
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Senator lLemke.
SENATCR 1LEMKE:

Yes, there is. The Statute tequires that notice be given
twenty-four hours prior tc the performance of the abortion.
If actual notice cannot be given forty-eight hours, construc-
tive notice by certified mail mus*t be given,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Egan.

SENATCR EGAN:

Alright. So that 1i%'s crystal clear, is this vaiting
period constitutiénal?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR SAVICKRS)

Senator Lenke.

SENATCEK LEMKE:

The Supreme Court has nrot addressed that specific ques-
tion. It did, however, indicate in a footnote in its deci-
sion in H.L. versus Matheson, that several states have
enacted parental notification <Statutes ccntaining brief
mandatory waiting periods without casting ary doubt as to
vhether these Statutes were...uncenstituticral. Both the
Indiana and...and Minnesota Statutes contain waiting periods.
Indiana was twenty-four hours, in Minnesota it was forty-
eight. Both of these Statutes were upheld with their manda-
tory waiting pericds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Egan.

SENATCR EGAN:

Thank you, Senator lemke. Is the constitutionality cf
the parentél notification presently an issus before the
United States Supreme Ccur:?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lenke.

SENATCR LZIMKE:

No, it is not. Both the 2kron and Ashcroft cases...dealt
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with parentalvconsent. The ccurt does no*t treat notice and
‘consent provisions in +the same manner, Bellotti, II which
dealt with the parental consent was only a plurality deci-
sion, while H and 1 versus Matheson was decided by a 6-3
vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Egan.
SENATCR EGAN:

Alright. ©Now, one more gquastion, Senator Lsamke. So that
everybody knows that we are being specific in the language,
have vé rehearsed those gquestions and answers?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

IS...1s there further...Sepator Iemke...0r Scnator...
SENATCR LEMKE:

Senator Egan, in answer to that, I think all the gues-
tions and ansvers so that ve...we can meet the requirements
of the 2Attcrney General when the ACLU tak;s this to court,
and before we have been criticized that there has not been =a
tecord. This is an attempt to give a valid record that in
the State of Illinois we concernm the family before...so it's
not split up by some do-gooder that wants to come in arnd
influeece our minor children. I think it's a...this is a
good bill, and T think it's time that ve start doing some-
thing to pull the familie§ together im Illinois and I think
this bill will help us.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATCR COLLINS:

Questicn of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATCR COLLINS:
Yes, Senator lemke, I%mr trying to make sure what this

bill does. Are you saying that it only regquires a minor

o
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to...soneone vwho 1is qgoing tc perform an abortion on a minor
to notify the parent prior to the abortion taking place?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRAS)

Serator Lemke.
SENATCR LEMKE:

This provides...there are certain provisiors if you spe-
cifically 1listen. This provides for a notification cr con-
structive notificaticn or a do process procsdure 'where‘ it's
to the best interest of the ﬁinor to get the abortion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATCER CCLLINS:

Well, Jjus* simply ansver the question, vhc's resporsible
for giving out the notice?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICERS)

Senator lemke.

SENATCR LZMKE:

The party that's going to perform the abortion.
PRESILING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senatcr Collins.

SENATCR CGLLINS:

What is the age lipit?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SRVICKRS)

Senator lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

, It applies to an ﬁnemancipated minor or an incompetent.
So the age could be different in the...ip the case of an
incompetent and...and also on...ob...on unemancipated =minor.
PRESIDING OFFICZE: (SENATOR SiVICKAS)

‘senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Once ¢the notice is given, does it...and the parent dis-

agree, does that take away the right of the miner to haveithe

abortion?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATCR LEBKE:

No, it does not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, +he Gquestion is,
shall Sepate Bill 521 pass. Those ih favor will vote Aye.
Those oppesed 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 44, the Nays are 8, 2 voting
Present. Senate 5111’521 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 531, Senator...feor
what purpose does Senator lemke arise?

SENATCR LEMKE:
In +*alking to my seatmate, Senator Vadalabene, I...he

tells me that I failed to vote on 518. If I had pushed my
svitch, I would have voted Ay=e, so let the record show.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

The record will so indicate. Cn the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 531, Senator Smith. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETIAERY:

Senate Bill 531.

. (Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDiNG OFFICER: (SENATOﬁ SAVICEAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATCR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I stand hare this afternoon to present to you Senate
Bill £31 which increases the minimus hourly wage .in three
period increments ending the first January 1, 1985; reduces

the percentage of the minimum hourly wage attributable <o

gratuities in two increments; decreases the number of honrs
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required for restaurant workers to qualify fcr time and a
half in two increments, and eliminates the exception for stu-
dents employed in the motion pictures and in *theaters and
restaurants. This Senate bill is currently +he rate...the
Illincis minimum rate currently is two dollars and <hirty
cents per hour and we wish to change it to +two ‘dollars and
Sixty-five cents per an hour for the remainder of 1983, to
three dcllars on April the 1st of 1984 and to three ddllars
and thirty-five cents cn January 1, 1985. The current Fed-
eral minimum rate has been three dollars and thirty-five
cents per hour since 1980. Thus, even with this increase in
the Illincis minimum rate it would still ﬁe more *+han five
years behind the Federal rate.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOX TERUZIC)

Is there ary discussion? éenatcr Grotberg.
SENATOR. GROTBERG:?'

Thank you, Mr. President. For the electrician, my light
is not working all of the sndden. I would ask to...to know
whether I was recorded or 531 for one thing, Mr...I also want
to address this bill.

PRESITIKG OFFICEE: {SEKATCE DENMUZIC)

-We are on 531, so w¥e haven't had a vote yet,
SENATOR GECTBESG:

_I...I mean the previous bill, the lemke bkill, I'm sorry.
You can check that out. May T proceed <4hen, HMr. DPresi-
dent,...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIC)

Yes, your time is running.
SENATCR GROTEEBG:

«-.with my opposition...with my oppositicp to this apnval
event. I+ seems to me, Ladies and Gen:lemen cf the Senate,
that of all of the years with all - of “the upemployaent in
these United States, all of the bills in cerngress ahd about a

dozen or twenty of them on the other side of the aisle to
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enhance business and industry and get jobs for the unemployed
entry level people and others, that here comes a bill that
will immediately furnish a few more empty slots around the
State of Illinois in the hotel and restaurant business, a
business that is pervasive with bardship in trying to make a
living, one of the most difficult businesses there is, The
hotels are running just about fifty percent occupancy State-
wiﬁe, the convention business is down, people are being‘ laid
off, kLanquet facilities are runring at less than uhai their
capacity was rated to be, they are losing money State-wide in
most cases, wvwaiting for the economy tc reccver. Yow comes
the distinguished Sepatcr from Chicago with the oldest bill
ip the General Assembly, and God bless Seratecr Smith as a
freshbman, I don*t krnow that you are aware of that, tut there
is no clder effort around here than tc try to change the base
structure of one of the base industries that keeps the econ-
ory of Illinois gcing for thoﬁsands apon tho;sanas of people.
The waitress tips are generous and the wvaitress and vaitor
hourly rate has besn lived with lo these many yeérs. I could
go op and on or bring out my last few years®' speeches, Lut
this is neither the time nor the place to enter in to more
uneemployment by virtue of a good will concept that the
sponso; of this bill espouses. It's doing just the opposite
and the State can't afford it,‘its populaticn can't afford
it, the industries can't afford it and especially those who
will lose their jobs cannct afford it. I recommend a ¥No
vote.
PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Grotkerg, I am to0ld that ycu are recorded im the
affirmative on the previous bill, Senator Reats.
SERATOR REATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Geptlemen of the
Senate, 1 would ask your negative vote on.this bill. This

almpost identical bill vas introduced in 1981 and defeated
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then, so thers are npumercus menbers on both sides of the
aisle who have voted against or at least laid off this bill
in the past. Maybe a laid off is an easier vote for some of
you. But just so you get a feel for it, these hikes in +the
minimum wage are basically fifteen plus percent and within
less than two years it's a forty-six percent hike. I don't
care how ve rate inflation, there is no way “hat in two years
wve'll get a_forty'six percent hike. So, what I'm sayiﬁg is,
betveen now and Janrvary of '85 it's a forty-six percent
increase. I mean, if there's one industry, it's the service
industry that needs some help to get cut cf thi; recessicn.
Something else as an example, we are substantially raising
the minimum wage for people who are full-time students work-
ing in wmovie theaters, whatever. These are people wvho are,
you know, say, choosing nct tc be in a more lucrative profes-
sion as full-time students. And I just‘ccnclude by saying,
you kncw, after Juiy 1st of 84, wefve brought everything
down to a forty hour work vegk. Well, anycre whbo's scrked in
som=awhere like movie theaters and stuff, I den't know about
you guys, but I never thought working in a mcvie theater wvas
necessarily work, and to be sudderly paying scmeone overtime
so they can watch The Return of the Jedi mcre times in one
day, I just think some of these are...are perhaps a 1little
excessive. But - the biggest thing to remember is, in less
than twenty-four months it's a forty-six percent hike. Re've
defeated this bill before and I would certainly agppreciate
some of you, particularly on the cther side of the aisle,
helping us do it again. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR ﬁEHUZIC)

Further discussion? Semator Tawscn.

END COF REEL
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REFL 48

SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen cf the Senate, I
feel that Senate Bill 539...there has not been an increass
since 1977. M¥aybe Senator Keats dscidas weorking in a nmovie
theater is somthing else as a merial task, but when péople
are forced to use that as their main salary and suppcrt fam-
ilies and +hat on +his kind of dincome, I'd like to see
somzbody here try to live or it...tbhat kind of thing, and I
ask for support othhis Sepate bill. Thank ycu.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCRE DENUZIC)

Further discussicn? Senator Lemke.
SENATCR 1EMKE:

Senator...Senator Grotberg, I bave sponsored this bill
every year, but Senator Smith is sponsoring it this year. T
think everybody in +this Assembly should know +that the
late...the former Senator Fred Smith, her husband, was cne of
the initiatives on mipipum wage; and, Senator Kzats, when fou
say that it*s enjoyable to be an usher in 2 mevie theater and
it's not work, I dare you £c go in some of these movie
theaters, especially ian the Cify‘of Chicago where you have
all these drunks and sex deviates that attack ushers and beat
things up, if it's not work, it surely isn*t fun, anpnd, I
mean, I don't think that had this»bill passed about six years
ago, we wouldn't have this problem, it would have been phased
in. T thirk you're doing a disservice +to the employer
because what's happening is one day we're gcing to wake up in
Illinois and we'rs gcing 4o bammer in a big increase cn mini-
mum vage and then we're all going tc look like...like £focis.
This is a phase-ip which phases it ipn ard complies us with
the Federal law, which most states have done, and I tiink

it's a good bill apnd I think we should adopt it, and I zsk
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for your...favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Any further discussion? Senator Kenneth Rall.
SENATCR HAIL:

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. It*s vary interesting that these people who have
never worked in these type of jobs can tell ycu all about how
good and how...I listen to the designated hitter cver there,
Senator Grotberg, saying that we got such gracious tigpers
and all these fellows...the fellows who have got all the
money are +the vworst tippers in the world. I...I've worked
on...on trains and...and as a waiter and the guys +that have
got all the big bucks, they're the worst tippers, This is a
very, very good bill and...and take my cther designated
hitter over there, the bark...the banker...any...any of you
knovw bankers? Even the people that work ir the banks are the
worst...they get the least pay...all these g;ys got all +his
money and never want to take care of the little individual.
Senator, I want to congratulate you on this., There should be
fifty-nine green lights up on that board, and I ask everybedy
to support this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENDZIC)

Any further discussior? Well, Sernator Collins. Senator
Grotberg, we have you and Senator Keats cn the...ancther
list. Sepator Collins.

SENATCR CCLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of thé Senate.
T...I do think I have +*o rise in defense of the minocrity
spckesmpan on the labor Commpittee +his year because they
worked very closely and pany times we thought they were all
Democrats, and I want to congratulate Senator Keats for
allowing this bill and other bills to come cut of the commit-
tee. And I have to admit there are somz legitimate concerns

about the...the timing of this particular piece of 1legis-




Page 230 - MARY 24, 1983

lation. It is fair, it is a good bill, however, and I would
just ask all of you to support *he bill. If...it is a phase-
in and ve do have a chance..,if we have some negative impact
as it relates to the actual employment of youth, and +this is
basically the concern that some of the people may po%t hire
youth at all. 3If we find that we are having negative impact,
we can always come back and amend this bill, but I think
right now it is just basic fairness, and I will ask for a
favorable vote.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENARICR DEMUZIC)

Any further discussion? Senator Eruce.
SENATCR BEUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of +the Senate. This
is the kind of bill, I believe, it would be the casiest thing
in the world to oppose. I think that each of us when we
stand here and +ry to decide what cother pecple are going to
pay in the vay of wages, be it at the State Senate salaries

or judges pay, or pay of the various directcrs, it's easy *o

say no, bu%t the people tc whom we are going to say no today

if this bill goes down in defeat are pecple for vhom we
aTC...¥& are uniquely qualified to represent, and those are
the people in *the State of Illinois who really are not repre-
sented by the Illinois Manufacturers Association nor by the
AFL-CIO. These are not unionized employees, neither are they
those corporate cap<ains of the...of the various industries

in the State of Illinois. They're not worried +that...th

[t}

president of John Deere is not going to be affected by +his

bill and neither is Bob Gibson, and it's the people in the

State of Illinois that since 1977 basically who have not had’

any increase, and for those of you who have worried abcut it,
you know, if this bill passes we will go eigh%t years bsiucsen
1977 and 1985, bo<h bills began in January, and we will have
increased the wages of these people a total asmount < a

dollar ard five <cents an hour in eight years. MNow, -hat
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doasn't seem %o be outrageous %0 m=a. They =started ét t¥o
dollars and <hirty cents in 1977 and by 1985, January,
they're going to be making it a grand total of three dollars
and thirty-five cents, an ex%ra forty dollars in the paycheck
a week, and I.think that this State and the employers of the
State of Illinois certainly can afford it. As puch as I
would like to think that this is going to cause all the prob-
lems +that bhave besen suggssted, I don't kelisve theyiwill.
And the people that werk in a McDonald's, and work 3in +the
movie +theaters have a right %to...earn nog even a living wagse
at three dollars and thirty-five cents an hour, but they cer-
tainly deserve to be earning more =hana two dollars and
thirty-five cents an hour, ard I would ask for a favorablg
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICEZR: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Any further discussion? Alright.

]
o]
2]

a second time,
Senator Keats. )
SENATCR KEATS:

I am not a convicted child molester; I don't care what
some of you guys say- I do want tc correct a couple cf
things. If I might say to Senator Hall, I say.in humor, you
say tough job, I've stood in the back of a...moving truck,
and I:ve been told to clean-up my language, so I'm saying,
I've stood on the back of a moving truck and shoveled manure,
sometimes I use a different phrase, for less than the minimunm
wage. So, vhen ws télk about all the good jobs we've had,
I'1l bet you =no one else- irn +this...this place has ever
shoveled...shoveled manure for less than minisum wage and I
was glad for the job. I'm referring to with a shovel, you
guyS...and...and in ancther thought, I don'*t know what nmovie
theaters you go to, I know there!'s some deviates in some
movie theaters, but I also remember as being an usher, at
least we did get to watch the mcvies; and remember, *talking

full-time students' exemption involved that we're doing =way
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with this full-time students who are working in these posi-
tions, so that's the exemption. W®e're not talkirg aboumt, you
xnow, someone who necessarily has five kids apd is struggling
along in a prine job, the exemption is specifically full-time
students that's being removed. So, I say, despite +he kind
and loving comments froer some of my brethren on the ofher
side of the aisle, the key factor is it's a forty-six percent
hike in less than two years.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Allright. For a second time, Senator Grotberg.
SENATCR GROTBERG: .

Well, thank you, Mr. President. HBaving my name wused so
generously by Senator Hall in debate, I feel that I can ornly
respond by saying that T shoveled manure wuntil I was old
enough +to0 go to high schocl, and +hen I gct the great cpper-
tunity of going fifteen miles and 1living in town, like you go
awvay to college, I went away to high school and worked all
vinter and came back home and shoveled manure all summer and
vent to school, but I worked in a restaurant and I worked in
a restaurant until fifteen years ago, and now I am paftially
in charge of a restaurant and we pay minimum wage. EFmplcyers
can pay pminimum wage. Théy're not locked into this. The one
thing'ip this field of endeavor is that there is a jchb there
for you, if you want a job. Nobody is mandating anrybody to-
take those jobs, it's still free enterprise. And...so, that
anybody that's been beaten over the head by lowvw vages,...T
will bow to no one in my whole existence, btut the facts are
ve are picking the wrong time, the wrong place %o get this
activity going when the President and the Congress and others
are bﬁsy trying to find a vay to employ the same pecple for
about the same price. I s*ill recommend a No voie.

PRESITING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIC) .
An} further discussion? Senator Vadalabene is t§é last

" speaker. Senator Vadalabene.
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SENATOR VADALABENE:
Yes, just briefly, everyonz is saying vhat they used o
do. They used to shovel manure and they used to do this and
they used to do that. All I want to say, as a member of the
Senate and a Senator of the 56th District, I am still
shoveling manure.
PRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
Any further discussion? Senator Smith may close.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and to my colleagues assesbled
here. I merely want to bring to your attention that even at
two dcllars and sixty-five cents, as proposed in +his bill
for the firs* period, +the vweorker employed full tims would
earn an annual wage of only five thousand €£ive hundred and
tvelve dollars, less than a third of what the Federal Govern-
ment says a family of four nszeds for even the lowest sub-
stances on their budge*. I want you to think about that. W®Re
need an increase in the Illipois minimum wage,‘the:e kas not
been one since January, 1977. 1Yes, infla*ion during this
four-year period has seriously reduced the purchasing power
of those at the low end cf the pay scale, So, I come to you
out ‘of the mittage of my heart this aftermocn and ask that

.you please think in terms of passing this bill so that many
of our constituents Hﬁo cannot com2 in these halls and who
cannot speak for themsslves, but we can go home and +ell them
ve've done our best by voting for Senate Bill 531. Thank you
and God bless you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATQOR DENMUZIC)

Rlright. The guestion is, shall Serate Bill 531 gpass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppesed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vcoted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all votéd who wish? Take the
record. ©On that question, the Ayes are 32, the Nays are 22,

none voting ©Present. Senate Bill 531 having Teceived the
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required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Grotberg, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATCR GRCTBEERG:

I sought recognition to verify the roll call before you
rang it down. I ask for a verifiéation of the affirmative
roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENKATCR DEMUZTIC)

Senator Grotberg has requested a verification. Will. all
the Senators be in their seats. The Secretary will read...Tl
assume you want the affirmative votes...the Secretary will
read the affirmative votes. Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Bruce;
Buzbee, Carroll, Céllins, D'Arco, Darrow, Dawson, Degnan,
Demuzio, Egan, Hall, Holmberg, Johns, Jones, Jeresmial Joyce,
Kelly, lechowicz, leszke, Luft, Marovitz, VNedza, Netsch,
Fewhouse, Rupp, Savickas, Smith, Vvadalabere, Watson, Zito,
¥r. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENLTCE DEMUZIC)

Senator Grotberg, do you gquestion the ©presence of any

member?
SENATC§ GEOTBERG:

No, thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Alright. The roll call has been verified. On that ques-
tion, the Ayes were 32, the Nays were 22, none voting
Present, and Senate Bill 531 is declared passed. Senator
Johns, for vhat purpose do you arise?

SENATCR JCHNS:
Having voted on the prevailing side, I move to reconsider

the vote by which Senate Bill 531 passed.

PEESIDING OFPICER: (SENATCR DEMNUZIC)

Senator Johns, having voted on the prevailing side, mcves

to recopsider the %ote- Sepator lemke moves to Table. All
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in favor signify by saying Aye. Cpposed. Ayes have it.
Motion is Talbed. Senator ¥acdonald on 533. Read the Ekill,
Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 533.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENUZICQ)
Sepator Macdonald.

SENATOR KACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen cf ‘the
Senate. I understanpd that within the last forty-eight hours
my name has been published in a prominent pewspaper as being
one of the bleeding hearts on the side of the Republicah
Party in the Senate, and I must say that if...having a con-
cern for the handicapped, if bhaving a ccncern for mental
health, if having concern for people problems qualifies ‘you
to be a bleeding heart them I accept with honor that title.
Senate Bill 533 could be categorized as a bleeding - heart
bill, I suppose, but it's_one that's very necessary and cne
that I kave had to try to .address, at least, for several
terms and not been able to satisfactorily find ansvers to.
There are any number of people, handicapped people, s=zverely
handicapped people that have contacted my cffice and have
contacted other celleagues! offices as well cemplaining about
the fact that they cannot get to their places of work, or
they cannot get to places of‘amusement, cr shopping centers
as well to get their groceries, or to shop for their qlothes,
or to take their children or their families to the doctors
Because those handicapped parking places are alvays occupied
and, therefore, there is no place for them to park. ¥e have
tried many solutions and for those of yom whc are looking at
your synopsis, at least on my side of the aisle, it is not

corrects We have stricken by two amendments basically what
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this synopsis says. We are raising ths...fine from five
dollars +to fifty dollars for +those parking illegally in
handicapped parking spaces. We have also discovered in
drafting this bill that there is...a legitimate ignorance by
the public of who is entitled to park imn those handicapp=d
parking spaces. ‘Hany who fee2l that they bave a temporary
broken legs or ankles or wvhatever temporary disability, they
feel that they are entitled to park in thcse spaces and pos-
sibly they are. If they wogld go to their local municipality
and get such a sticker, under this bill currently they would
be qualified tc park irn that parking space, but they wculd
have to have some kind of a sticker or some kind of...of

designation that they are gualified to at least temporarily

park in such spaces. While the peralty is a substantial

increase, we think that we do have to have +kis kind of pen-
alty to...to assure that these...handicapped parking spaces
will be reserved for thoée handicapped. ¥e have also
required that posting by the handicapped logo sign be nade
that...that it tells who may park in these parking spaces.
An additional amerndment was added that says that the entrance
to each parking area, and that would be the' municipality
or...pgblic building or else at...in a parking center, that
at the entrance there would have to be a posted sign that
would say which of +the the municipals or county or what
authority would be used to enforce the ordinances that would
be on the books and...and collect these fines, and...and

notify the people that they will, in deed, te enforced very

strictly. I feel that this is a much needed bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATCR DEMUZIOQ)

¥ell, Serator, could ycu bring your regarks...
SEFATCR EACDCNALD:

There is an additicnal amendment tha%t was put on on the
Floor that expands...that could expand the word handicapped

by virtue of the...decision of the Secretary of the State.




Page 237 - MAY 2&, 1983

This vas Senator Fawell's amendment and it certainly is true
that <there are people who have severe cardicvascular ccndi-
tions or they are emphysemacs, or they do have other condi-
tions +that would not be visible but who would also probably
qualify to park in these gparking spaces..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

¥ell, Serator, could you bring your remarks to a close?
SENATOR MACDONALD: '

sesY2S, ¥e...X think that about covers the reason for
this bill and I would urge your support for this needed piece
of legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICEZR: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussicn? Senator Chew.
SENATGR CHEW:

Thank you, Mr. President, 1ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill has gone far +oo far to be of any service.
The origin of'physically handicapped parki that that person
because of his physical handicap would be granted not by law,
but granted the right to have a space in close proximity to
his emplcyment. ¥e expanded it fror time %c time' and +there
are oﬁe or two areas in a downtown area +that's reserved for

‘handicapped parking. This is not a privilege that's given to
anybody, and what it says here, if ore is convicted or ' the
Secretary of State has the right to suspend one's license for
parking din ‘a handicapped space, why, you don*t have a right
to get a license susrtended if you park on top of a firepluog
or in a bus zone or arything like this. I dcn't know of any
parking requlations that would require cne's licepse to be up
for grab simply because that car bas been parking - in that
space. The other wrong thing about it is that the Secretary
of State is the one that would...decide what is a physiczlly
handicapped person. The Secretary of State is not a dector,
nor is he in a position, nor does he have the traiminc to

ascertain vwho is handicapped and who is rct handicirwed.
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Suppose one can't speak, is that handicapped? Suppose he has
the use of only one arm, is that handicapped? Why cculd the
Secretary of State determinz whether he is handicapped or
not, that is not his position. The other thirg is the Secre-
tary opposes this amendment. The Secretary opposes this
amendment. This is to say that if a citizen drives a car and
parks in a physically bhandicapped park any hour of “wenty-
four or any five minutes of twenty-four hovrs, bhe's subject
to arrest, taken to Jjail +to post bond; and on the second
offense, he loses his license. This legislation goes abso-
lutely too far and suddenly we bhave made it possible o even
furnish license plates to the physical handicapped veterans.
I think the courtesies are paid everywhere in the State of
Illincis to handicépped people. We've made ctber provisions
for them, but this goes toc far. This gives...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator, can you bring your remarks to a close?
SENATCR CHEWN:

aee¥8S,  Sire. This gives them...it's not giving it %o
them because khey'fe nct asking for it. This is some thought
that came irto someone's mird with a good intention that
they'vg carried it so far row it has become obsolete to even
think about it, and I would certainly urge a No vote. If you
read the bill and you read the amendment, you will £ipd that
it is not the kind of stuff that we want to pass out of here.
Thank ycu.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Any further discussion? Senator- Rock.
SERATCR ECCK:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident ard ladies and Gentlemen of ihe
Senate. i was about to guarrel with the language on page 1
and then I find out that it's been ameﬁded out; but just for
fun, let me read this to you, that when we were talking about

a second or subsequent violation, "The judge of the court in
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which such conviction is had shall require the surrender to
the clerk of the court of all driver's licenses or pernits
held by the convicted person." I‘suggest to you, if hets got
gore than one, he ought to be held in perscn. Let me say,
f...I rise in opposition to Senate Bill 523, It is
well-intended, as I'm sure the bill was...just take a look at
what it reguires. t+ will require at a minimum for literally
every handicapped parking sign now in existence three new
signs, so that every municipality in +this State and every
private authority it appears, airport authority and sc forth,
is going to have to put up three new siges for every handi-
capped spot. And in addition to that, them to finally top it
off, we absolutely emasculate the Motor Vehicle Code in
Section...Chapter 95 1/2, Section 1.159 where we dz=fine who
is a physically handicapped person. “"Every nrnatural person
who has permanertly. lcst the use of a leg cr both legs, or am
are or. both'arms, or any combination therscf, or any person
vho's s0 seaverely disabled as to b= unable tc nove withdut
the aid of crutches or a wheelchair." ' At the time that vas
put in, we, frankly, thought it was a pretty good defirnition,
vwe just cut that out totally. 2And now we say that a handi-
capped person is one who is so defined by the Secretary of
State. I think the...the bill is misguided and oughé to meet
with a timely death, right now.
PRESITCING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Further discussicn? Semator Fawell.
SENATCR FAWELL:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ity afraid I inadvertently
caused some prcblems with this biil. I had originally called
up the Secretary of State's office and told him about an
incident where I had received a fev letters from people in my
district vho have emphysema or heart conditions and pariic-
ularly where we have these large shopping centers, sucht as

0ak Brook and York Town, which may require that they have %o
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valk a couple of blocks in order tovget into a store. They
cannot physically do this, so they, therefore, cannot get out
duriprg the wintertime. I specifically asked the Secretary of
State's office if there was a uay-ue‘could solve +this prob-
len. He teferréd me to the Department of Public Health. I
talked to Bill Rempner. Eill Kempner told me that he could
not do anything unless this language was in the Statutes.
After the language was in the Statutes, the two of 'fhem,
after conferring, could set up a Medical Pdvisory...Committee
to...to define what this meant. FKow, I gather there is'a
bill over in the House where they have already done this
without this Statute. I'm sorry but that's what I was tecld
originally and I asked Serator Macdonald tc put this amend-

‘ment on, and I...and T apoclogize if I goofed your bill up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Alright. Any further discussion? Senatoer Macdonald, you
may close.

SENATCR MACDONRALD:

Well, first of all, I would 1like to address my remarks to
Senator Chew and also to Senator Rock. Senator Chew, I
explained as I opened =my remarks that the apendment had
totallz changed the bill, that we do not require a revocation
of 1license with +the amendments, that the...really the only
fine now is certainly a stiff fine as it...it is a fifty
dollar fine. In addition, we are requiring and, Senator
Bock, I would suggest to you that it will nect reguire three
signs, that we would require one sigp under the logo that is
already there, an additional sign; and into a shopping center
or into any area where there are handicapped parking signs,
there would only be one sign posted going into that area,
+elling about who would enforce...this hanrdicapped parking
legislaticn. S0, TY...I think...I hope that that has clari-
fied some of the objections that you have heard. In refer-

ence to saying that the Secretary of State cpgoses this, T am
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in confusion if they have...possibly, originally they would
have objected to this legislation, but my urderstanding is
novw that they do not cbject to this legislation, and if we
have to take out this one amendment over in the Senate, if
Senator Fawell has no objection to that, possibly that.;.tﬁat
could be done. That...that would have to be done in the...I
mean, in the House, and so if that is a ©possibility, maybe
this bill can still be-saved. I think it is necessary..;
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Senator, your time has expired.
SENATCR BACDCNALD:

«e«I think the bandicapped deserve this legislation and
it, I believe, is a piece of 1egisla{ion tha% is overdue and
I would ask for your Yes vote on this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DEMOZIC)

¥ell, Senator Tock, she was clcsing, what pur-
pose...Senatot Pock.
SENATCR RCCK:

Just a peint of order. If...if you read Amendments 1 and
2, there are three nev signs, and I don't sSee any way arcund
it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCR LEMUZIC)

Senator Chew, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATCE CHEW:

A point of personal privilege, the name was mentioned,
sir. The Secretary of State's Office is opposed to the
entire bill, so says the Secretary of State, Jim Edgar. He
cannot and he does not want the responsibility to ascertain
who is or who is not physically handicapped. This is a bad
bill that should die right here. I1f my colleague, H4rs.
Fawell, would have come to motor vehicle laws with this, we
would have saved her all of this time. It is a nothing bill,
it's a respomsibility that should nct be placed on anyone.

and otber motorists have rights too because there'’s nc statu-
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tory provision that prevents a handicapped motorist *o park
in any available spaca. He've just made +his available
because of the handicapped, but l2%t's not make *hem Gcd,
let's kill the bill.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR LCENMUZIC)

Senator...Senator Macdonald, do ycu wish to proceed?
SENATOR MACDCNALD:

I just ask that we have a vote on +this bill aﬁd it
will...everyone vote their conscience, it will go up or down.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATIGR DEMUZIC)

The question is, shall Serate Bill 533 pass. Those ixn
faver vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.. The votirg is open.
Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Téke the record. 0On that question, the Ayes
are 25, +the Noes are 21, 9 voting Present; Senate Bill 533
having failed to receive the required constitutional majority
is declared lost. - Senate Bill 537, Semator Holmberg. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:
Senate Bill 537.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reéding of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICERE: (SENATOR DEMDZI()
Sepator Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBEEG:

This bill basically redefines the types of businesses
that may receive money for job trairing from the Deﬁartment
of Commerce and Consumer Affairs. ;ight no% we are limited
to industrial, +his would expand i* to commercial and busi-
ness as an option by +the director and would include such
businesses as slectronics, computers, engineering or high
technclogy fields, certainly things that we need to be moving
into today. It also requires the director to give preference

to metropclitan areas that are experiencing at least fifteen
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percent unemployment, and it alsc further defires job train-
ing as retraining which is a hitch sometimes when the funds
are abhout to be given.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATICR DEMUZIC)

Alright. Any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATCR KEATS:

I...I thank you, Mr. PFresident and I...I appreciate all
the support some of the other people have given us in‘terms
of some of these bills today. In labor and Ccamerce Commit-
tee this bill came ou*t on a partisan roll call, but initially
some of +the members from a large.metropolitan area scuth of
By district raised scme interesting objections. This  bill
sets a guideline of,..o0f fifteen percent uremployment in
terms of priority. Well, we may have <thirty glus percent
unesployment in parts of that major metrcpclitan area, but
city-vide it's under fifteen. So, what you've just done is
taken priority away from an area that basically represents a
gquarter of the citizens of the State, and tkey suddenly have
just dropped to being a low priority. I...I mentioned
that...one of my Republican colleagues just said, vhy are we
against the bill +then? But what we bhave here is a
list...vwhen you look at scme of the cities who have serious
unemployment problems, and it's long-ters unemployment prob-
lems, they're all substantially under fifteen percent.’ He
only havé a few, thank God, we only have a few cities over
fifteen percent. What T say is by targeting that direction,
targeting, we are really sticking it to, im terms of the
order of priority, some very major cities that have bad long-

vterm problems that presently are areas with, ycu know, twelve
percent, elever and a half, areas like that, 11.3. Sc, vhat
I'n saying to you is the thrust of the bill is not wunrzason-
able. I...in cosmittee originally when it was held th= first
time, I thought it was going to be amended to clearcn that

fifteen parcent direction. Tt was cleaned up out of =zlcther
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bill that the spcnsor had taken care of the fif+cen percent,

but it's left in in this bill aprd I...ycu kpow, I...I...since.

we haven't been too succassful stoppirg some kills.teday, but

I say, hey, soms of you guys from some of my southern suturbs
down there, southern suburbs of my district, Chicago, I'm
talling y§u, this is hanging some of you guys. If you don't
care, go ahead, but sometimes we got to stop a couple cf
bills. and: I would say the spomsor is well-intentioned but
the till bas some serious flaws.

PRESIDIRG OFFICZIR: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)

. Further discussicn? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATCR DeANGELIS:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OPFICBR:' {SENATOR DZMDZIC)

Spensor indicates she will yield.
SENATCE LeANGELIS:

Sepator Holmberg, ycu are aware there is a limited amcunt
of money in this particular fund. What wculd bappen if =
company would choose, would choose by its own preference and
for very important economic reasons, not to locate in this
.particular area, would you no%, in fact, be discouraging
industgy froe moving into Illinois by targeting wmonies into
areas that have higher unemployment...and I...I know vhy
you're doing this, but what you'Te really doirg is providing
a disincentive for companies that want to move into areas
that don't gqualify under the category that you're creating.
PEESICING OFFICER: {(SENATCR DEMNUZIC)

‘ Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMBEERG:

Upder +his ill, and I...I've talked *c the department
about this, we are asking that the department, in cther
words, show...as 1if a real estate agent were taking a pros-

pective buyer on tour, that the dowr areas would be the ones

to be copsidered first, +that vwould be the first opticn
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offerad to the inccming industry.

PRESICING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIC)
Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

¥ell, you know, it isn't that companies are breaking down
the...the boundaries of the State of 1Illinois to ccme in
here, and +to then impose upon them as part cf their prefer-
ence that they be shown lccations that the State choosés to
show them rather than locations that they may choose them-
selves...you know, it's like trying to buy a house and you
tell the person what kind of house you want ard then the
realtor says, well, before I show ycu the hcuse you want, I
am compelled by law to show you these other homes first.
Yow, if you tell me you don't want them, then I'1ll 1le:t you
buy the house you want but first I must cshow you. And I
think ycu're going to not help the State of Illinois and I
don't thipk in the long-term you're going to help the areas
you're trying toc help.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIC)
‘ Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I have a gquestion of ‘the
SPORSOr.

PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Sponsor indicates she will yield.
SENATOR WELCH:

Senator Holmberg, in your bill it refers tc metropolitan
areas. Ip my Senate district we don't determire unemployment
based on metropolitan areas but by counties. Is this bill
going tc exclude counties who have unempleyment from the
scope of the bill?

PRPSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Holmberg.

SENATCR HCLMBEZG:
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NO<.anO.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator Welch.

SENATIOF WELCH:

I...the bill specifically says, “Which will directly
benefit metropolitarn areas...experiencing at least fifteen
percent uremployment rate."™ I don't see hew it doesntt.
RAeead metropolitah area seems to me to be a term of art pean-
ing some particular city with dits suburbs. I...I don't
understand why this doesn't exclude counties. It would seen
that it would need a simple inclusicr of reference to a
county area where the county does not have indivigdual city by
city unemployment breakdcvwrus. .
PEESIDING OFFICEB:V (SENATOE DEMUZIC)

Senator Holmberg.

SENATCR HOLMEERG:

¥othing is excluded in this bill. It ju;t gives a prior-
ity lcok at areas of the State. It still...all places are
available for locaticn. It expands rather than limits.
PRESiDING QFFICER: (SEKATOR DENMUZIC) -

Senator Welch.

SENA!OE RELCH:

But...but the purpose of the bill is tc help cities that:
have unemployment as opposed to areas of just counties which
have bigh unemployment, is that...is that right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMNUZIC) .

Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

That is the intent of the legislation.
PEESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEZNMUZIOQ)

Alright. Any further discussion? Senatcr Bloom.  Sena-
tor BRloosnm.
SENATOR ELCOM:

How does this bill dovetail with the Enterprise Zone Act?
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PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates she will yield.” Sena%or Holmberq.
SENATCR HOLMBERG:

Would you repeat the question, I...I didn't .hear it on
the lcudspeaker.

PRESIDING OFFICZR: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Sepator Bloon.

SENATCR BLOOH:

Certainly. How does this bill dovetail with the Enier—
prise 2omne Act?

PRESIDING OFFICIR: (SENATOR DIMUZIO)

Senator Holmberg. .

SENATCE HOLMBERG:

I den*t believe that it does. Enterprise zone gives tai
forgiveness and some other kinds of things. This is just job
retraining. Justee.it...it is a narrow arsa of...of that
whole aspect.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator EBloonm.

SENATCR BLOOMN:

I asked you the questicn to iry and help you .actually.
The only concern I could see with this thing is that it does
take away a substantial amount of discretion with the direc-
tor of Commerce and Community Affairs. I notice you delete
new or expanding, have you explained why yocu're taking +hat
language out?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIC)'

Senator Holmberg.

SENATCR HOLMBERG:

Because that was very limiting, with *he new or expanding
industrial, we think all aspects of industrial ought to be
able to qualify for fundirg, and we want definitely tc expand
it to other kinds of businesses, as I mentioned, 1like elac-

tronics, computer, engineering. often when we go for *his
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funding, we are told ve do rot gualify:

PRESIEING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)
Alright. Senator Bloom.

SENATCR BLOONM:

Maybe I didn't state the gquestion clearly. ¥o, I...I
fully understand and am in sympathy with the ianguage ycutre
adding. I am .asking, why did you delete the phrase after
"programs gith," you delete the phrase, "new or expanding?"
To a degree this removes a carrot that DCCA can use to
attract business. Could you explain why you omitted that
phrase. I fully understand and agree with. the additional
language. This dovetails with something that Senatcr Scmmer
and I did a couple of years ago to atiract...but go ahead.
PRESIDING OFFICER:' {(SENATCR DEMUZIQ)

Senatoree.

SENATOR ELOCH:

¥hy...why do you take that away?
SENATCE HCLMEEIRG:

%e felt that it was limeiting and...and vere...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Senator Blooe.

SENATG% ELOOHNM:

How?

PRESIDING OFFICEER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Serator Holmberg.

SENATCR BLOON:

How...how vas he...hovw was he...how are they linited? I
pean, let?s give them a carrot to use.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DIMUZIC)

Senator Holmberg.

SENATCR HOLMBEEG:

It 1limited him tc new or expanding rather tham just

existing, and also that adjective ahead of the cther cate-

gories would have limited each one of those categories in the
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same way.
PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Senator Bloon.

ENATOR BLOONM:

Yeah, bu+ now it appears to be tied down to existing, or
is it just any? Are you saying that by taking *hat out it's
nov everything? ®ell, okay.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR DEKUZIC)

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOE MACDCNALD:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of this bill. I think when Illi-
nois has eight of +the ten cities with the highest rate of
unemployment within our borders, that it is irndeed importanf,
Rockford being one of the most critical areas, Peoria, cther
areas of our State that are critically in need of this kill,
T think it is a very good answar alomg vith the enterprise
zone bill. I think that it is a...a very, very fine ccrncept
and I stand in full support of this legislaticn and I hope
that others on my side of the aisle will consider this, not
in a partisan vay, but will look at it for what it is 2S...3as
offering an opportunity to expand the eccpcmy of Illinois by
a job training prcgram that could be of invaluable service to
all of us.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEWATOR DIMUZIC)

Alright. Any further discussion? Senator Holmberg wmay .
close.

SENRTCR BOLMBERG:

In respect to the...the comments about <Chicago, 1let =me
enumerate the fact that we're talking primarily about the
downstate areas, because those industrial areas, with their
unemployment, lock in their unemployed people because of the
fact that they typically are at least a hundred miles avay

from another emplcyment area. this is &nct true in your
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multimillion population areas, there are cther areas of the
city approachable by EL or some other public transportation.
These downstate pockets are very much locked in with their
unemployment. The unemployment rate in Rockford has hovered
around twenty-five percent this year. Over - twenty thousand
people have been out of work. Because of high interest rates
and the policies cf thé Federal Government, these copmunities
that rely on housing, automobiles, large agricultural machin-
ery have been victims of a disaster as surely as if they had
been hit by an earthquake, a torrado or a flcod. Yet, they
are still awaiting disaster relief. Time and time again when
ve apply, we are told we don't qualify cr somecne else has
come first. 1Let's serd a message lcud and clear tha*t this
State of Illinoié, unlike FWashington, believes in disaster
relief. I ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIG)

Alright. The guestion is, shall Sepate EBill 537 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those oppcsed 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. Cn
that gquestion, the Ayes are 41, the Nays are 18, none voting
Present. Sepate Bill 537 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. angratulations.
Senate Bill 543, Senator Coffey. Fead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.
SECREIRRY:

Senate Bill 5&43.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIO)

Senator Coffey.
SENATCR COFFEY:

Thank you, HMr. President and members of the Sepate.

Onder the Illinois driving under the influence laws, a person
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who drives in Tllinois is deemed to have given implied con--

sent to tests to determine the alcohol or drug content in his
or her blood. Pefusal to take such a test results in the
loss of drivers license for six months in the first offense
and twvelve months for the subsequent offense, unless withinm
twenty-eight days of the circuit clerk's notice a court hear-
ing...for a court hearing is requested. Under Senate Bill
543, this bill elimirnates the court hearing provided tﬁat an
administrative hearing on probable cause shall be held ir
either Sangamon County or Cook Ccunty unless both parties
agree that such hearings tc be held elsewvhers. The license
shall be suspended twenty-eight days after the initial notice
unless the Secretary of State, in his discretion, delays it.
Three specific issues are %o be considered at the hearing;
Hupber one, whether the driver was placed under arrest for
the DUI; two, whether the arrested officer bas...reasonable
grounds to believe that such driver was...was driving while
under the influence; and number three, whether the rpersce
refused to submit to a complete...submit to and complete the
test or tests regquested. It also...the bill also grants
immunity to persons administering the test except in case of
pegligence. I'd be glad to answer cther questions that you
might have.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENLTCE BRUCE)

The gquestion is on the passage of Senate gill S&3. TIs
there discussion? Senator Collins, you're the first one wup.
SENATCR COLLINS:

Yes, and I...I...question of the sponmsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENARTCR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Collins.
SENATCR COLLINS:

Yes, Senator Ccffey, on your very last statenment...the
bill bad a lot of other problems befores, but on your very

last statemént you said you grant impunity to the person
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adninistering the test? For example, the blocd test or what-
ever they do and...and the person has hepatitis because the
needle is somevhat unsanitary or something
OCf...JOU...¥yOU...youU grant them total immunity?

PRESICING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE}

Senator Coffey.

SENATCR COFFEY:

I'm sorry, with exceptions of gross negligence, in .vhich

.that would be gross negligence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Semator Collins. Further discussion? fhe follcwing

.Senators have...S2nator Collins.

SENATCR COLLINS:

gnder what conditions in the bill would they be 1liable?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRICR ERUCf)

Senator Coffef. Senator Coffey.

SENATCR COFFEY:

Well, in cases if they wvere =not certified, but by
the...by the bill itself, it requires £hat they be certified
t0 give these tests.

PRESITING OFFICER: {SENATOE BRUCE)

Seeator Collins.,

SENATCR COFFEY:

But that would be one reason.
PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

- 2lright, +the following Senators have sought recognition:
Senators Sangseister, Rock, Egan, Berman, Geo-Karis,
Grotberg, Davidson. Alright, Senator Sapgpeister.

-SENATCE SANGMEISTERS

Thank you, Mr. President. W®ill the spomsor yield for a
question, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Sangneistér.

SENATCR SANGMEISTER:
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What is the rationale or the reasoning behind removing
the authority from our local courts and giving it to the
Sécretary of State?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SERATCR CCFFEY:

Well, two...two things, to speed the process is...is one.
2nd then during 1982 there vwas five thousand tve hunared> and
forty-two drivers who had been arrested for DUI's and refused
to submit to chemical testing, and they requested and
received such hearings. 1Ir these hearings it vas determined
that seventy-five percent, or three thousand nine hurdred and
sixteen, of these drivers did not receive any suspensions feor
their license. This is the reason.

PRFSITING OFFICER: (SENRTCR ERUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMTZISTER:

¥ell, if I understand that correctly, that's presupposing
that +the judiciary did mnot give good attention tc those
cases. There might bave been a very good reason 'as to why
their 1license was not suspended. I domn't think #e can just
automatically assume. And as I understand the structure of
your bill now, that's going to go fror a persor vho is an
elected judge or at least appoirted by an elected dJudge " to
hear these procsedings to a representative frem the Secretary
of State's Office who's an appointed official is going to
make these determpinations, is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATCR COFFEY:

No, that is nct true. Under the administrative revisw
for the judicial relief that you're evidently concerned with,
under administrative review appliance...compliance, they have

the rTight to appeal on an adsministrative hearing tc¢ the
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courts. So, they still have that...
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATCR EBRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, what I'm referring to is the original hearing 1is
still going to be before a nonjudicial officer. But leaving
that for a moment, d4id I understand for you to say ‘that
everybody that’s going to have these hearings now instéad of
going to their local court is going to have t¢c gc to one of
two counties, either to <Sangamon or Ccok Ceunty to get a
hearing?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENKATOR ERUCE)

Serator Coffey.

SENATCR COFFEY:

T+t1l be done on a regional basis.
PRISIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

...Senator Sangmeister.

SENATCR SANGNEISTIR:

...Rell, those are...all I can say is those are two
awfully big...big regions in the State of Illinois. TYou
know, there ﬁay be some merit for the bill but' I, fraokly,
feel, -Senator, the way 7you've got this structured, T sure
don't want to have, even though Will County is next to Cook
County, I don't think 21l my people vho justifiably feel they
ought %o have a hearing have to rup in to Cock County, and I
wonld say somebody frem Rankakee running down to Sangamon
County, it just doesn't pmake sense.

PEESITING OFFICER: (SENRTCR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATCR ECCK:

Thank you, ¥r. Fresident and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Unlike Senator Sangméister, I find nc merit in this
bill at all, and let me walk you through this. From tisme to

time arcund here, and this was obviously a great cappaign
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jssue for both candidates, I might suggest, of the office,
because the issue has some sex appeal. This ore goes,
frankly, much too far. There are npine or ten bills that deal
with the subject of driving under the influence. There is no
one of us here who does not wish to get those who are that
irresponsible off the highways, but. take a look at what
you're doing here. Ons, you are sayiné ir nc uncertain terms
that any person who drawvs blood or urine or ary person making
an exapination of any blood or urine under tke section shall
be immune from any liabilities, civil or crimiral. So, even
if the poor victim who is not yet guilty, convicted at least,
contracts hepatitis, there's no reccurse, absent gross regli-~
gence, vhatever that pearns. That's one part of the bill.
You can go s2itber way on that. Igdemnification for those wﬂo
draw a blood sample opn the highway is suspect. I'm not sure
our Departmént of Law Epforcement encourages the officer; cf
+he State police to do that at the moment. But from time to
+ime around here we get drum beaten into scme of these
issupes, and I suggest to you, this is a perfect example. In
1971, the implied consent law or concept was foisted upon us
because prior to that our citizenry had a right to refuse to
subjec{ themselves to these kinds of tests. In '71 e
foisted upon the citizenry because i+ was foisted upen us by
the Federal Govérnment gnder threat of loss of highway funds
that we had to enact this Statute, and we did, and ve put
some serious, serious constitutional and duve process safe-
guards around vhat is‘admittedly a privilsge, bot it's a
darned important one, and that is the right to drive an auto-
mobile to get to your place of vork and back. And ome of the
things we put in place was 2 hearirg by a...by a judge so
that the police could not act in an arbitrary mannera Andvas
Senator Sangmeister so rightfally pointed cut, we are now
abandoning that process altogether ard we are suggesting

instead that +he hearing ought to be at the adminis*rative
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level. So, some appointed representatiye of the Secretary of
State, pursuant I might say to Secticn 2-118 of this codse,
vhich is the Motor Vehicle Ccde, which says in no uncertain
terms +that if I request a hearing, and this bill says I have
a right to request *ths hearing; however, at the discretion cf
the secretary, he cap hold the hearing after I'm already sus-
pended, at his discretion. I'pm not suggesting he would do
that but he has that discretion. But thep the hearingAis to
be conducted in accordance with 2-118 and that says very
plainly, "Rither the County of Sangamen cr the County of
Cook, unless both parties agree that such hearing may ke held
in som2 other county.™ So that if I have +he unfortunate
circupstance to be arrested by +the sheriff's police in
JolDaviess County vﬁen I'm on my vay to Galena, I wmight well
be required to come to Sangaeon County, and that's bad
enough; but in order to have the kind of h?aring I should
bave, in order *o have the kind of hearing that's specified
in 2-11¢, vhere I have due procesé cf law, I bave a right to
have the police officer present. So, I'm going to take the
sherifft's policeman, or the Secretary's going to require the
sheriff's policeman to come to Sangamon County. He better be
there._ Yow, T .am wvell aware that when this was propesed, the
superintendent of the Chicago Police Department vas not in
favor of this, and why not? Because there are eleven huundred
DWNI arrests a month in the City of Chicago by roughly a thou-~
sand different police officers, and so we would have the
police officers, under +he +terms of this bill, literally
rupning from the traffic center over to the Secretary of
State's designated office to testify in two different hear~-

ings, one administrative and ome judicial. I think this bill

just sieply, simply goes much too far. The right to a bear-

ing before a judge in accordance with due process of lav is a
right that we all enjoy, and to suggest that it can be better

done at the administrative level, so we are draggirg defend-
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ants, accused, these persons aren‘'t convictzd yet, this is
twenty-eight days from the receipt cf the notice
you're...you're suspendsd, period. And you cap have a hear-
ing, if the Secretary so decides aed he can delay the suspen-
sion so you can have a hearing, but you're not convicted yet,
So, e are talking about accused people, innocent people, who
are now being dragged from county to cousnty, police officer
in tow, to fird out whether or not they were afforded .their.
rights vunder the Constitutiom. I think ycu've gone too far.
I urge a No vote on Semate Bill 543.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCR ERUCE)

Sepator Zgan.
SENATCR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senaté.
I totally agree with the comments of Senatcr Sangmeister and
Senator Rock, and I just want to cagtien evern further the
question of probable cause. why, Senator Coffey, do ycu want
to remove +ha+t which is a justiciable issue if you...you cer-
tainly...driving is a privilege, but to protect yourself an
answer to a crime is a right. tnd if 7you take a...a
justiciable issus like probable cause away from the judicial
branch, don't you necessarily violate the separation of
powars? And arsnt' you getting into an area where you are
going to cause all kinds of havoc to the already stable
drunken driving laws that we have? Yes, make them tough, I
agree, but don't weaken *hem a§ you are doing here. And if
you want to do that, tell us, why? The courts are adequately
established in their clerics...their clerks, im their loca-
tiops and their venue are well established...why do you want
to change +that? I thope that the Secretary of Stafe isntt
that ambitious that he wants to usurp judicial powers.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE BRUCE)

Senator Berman. Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
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Would the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR PRUCE)
Indicates he will yield. HMay we have some order, please.

Senator Geo~Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KRRIS:

1 understand that in this bill there's a provision fer
the hearing before the Secretary of State's designated offi-
cer. Does this preclude ary appeal from this hearing to the
circuit court, can you tell me?

PRESTICING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Sepnatcr Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:
No, it does rnot.

PRESIDING OFEICEE:. (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KARIS: .

so, in cther words, although the Secretary of State's
office will have, yom might szy, the prelipinary determi-

nation as to whether to keep the licemse suspended or not,

there still can be an appeal directly to the circuit court

just like we have in the Tndustrial Commission ¢ases from the
arbitrator?
PRESIDIN¥G OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis, have you concluded? Senator Coffey.
SENRTCOR COFFEY:

Yes, the...the appeal provision is s+ill there. The per-
sons holding these hearings, there will be, as I understand,
fourteen, and I maybe made a mistake there earlier,. there
vill be fourteen different regions where these can be held
throughout the State and they will be held by attorneys, they
will npot be held by tke Secretary himself, and they'll be
designated attorneys in those areas wiil be going through
these proceduresa.

PBRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SEFRATCR BRUCE)
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Senator Grotberg.

END OF REEL
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SENATOR GEOTRERG:

Thank you, H4r. President. I'pm in xind of a guandary
because, to this bill, I'm very much a part of the stiffening
of the DUT laws. And we've got projects going on up in Kane

Courty and the concept of a hearing officer has been sug- J

gested, and T see the letter from the Secretary with all the
good organizations that are helping with this as being in
support. I did no: know, however, Senator Coffey, until your
last response that the hearing officers would be attcrneys.
It've npoted that to a person, those who have testified sc fax
are attorneys. Dﬂi is big business in the 1legal field and
I'm avare of that, that doesn’t make it wrong. But the con-
cept of the court being involved is one t?at I think is
pretty preciocus, and you're suggesting then that the...in
this legislation that I will go either to Sangawon or I'll go
to Chicago or some nebnlous one of fourteen areas and make oy
case with an attorney talking to an attorney, right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

I¢'11 be done on a...regional basis and the attorney will
be t+he hearing officer, the other attorney cr attorneys that
pight be there would be...if the person vith the claim DOX

brings an attorney with him.

Senator Grotberq.
SENATOR GRCTEBEERG:
well, just to conclude, I think that we're going cp @

lit+tle long, but nowhere in the bill does it say you're going

to have ap attornay performing this functionm. Ilvould pre-

sume that you would be foolish not %to. But the...the
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bill...the things that are pot in the bill are vhat scars me.
They don't say where the places are going tc be, who it's
going to be, the qualifications of them, and I've got a lo%
of 'gcod judges and attormeys in Rane County vho have worked
up this DUI thing and have been supportive of what I am
trying to do and we're stiffening the backs qf the whele
judicial system on the subject. I don't kncw what to do, but
it...itts not what it should te.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. The following Senators now have been added:
Senators Davidson, Chew, ¥elch and Barkhauser. Senator
Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I rise in sué-
port of this legislation. This is legislaticp that came out
of one little big item or a big 1little iten, either way you
want to say it. ¥®hen you get -one cut of every four people
who had been arrested for DUI, when they went +o0 the court,
the court found reascns not to suspend +heir license or
pursue the...DUT, which means three-guarters of "~the people
immediately were back cut to do the sape thing. Pach and
every one of you, either yourself, your family, friends or
neighbors have besen a victinm of repeat DOI. And I have to
admit I'm a little prejudice in. this legislation. I have
been the inpocent victim in five major automobile accidents,
three head-ons and two rear-ends of which three of them were
drunks rTepeatedly convicted drunks for drivirg cn a 1i-
cense...or driving an automobile when they were intoxicated.
Now, a few things haven't been remadé about this. Je're all
concerned and precious about avarybody's right. One,. a
person has the right to go to the Circuit Court if he doesztt
like the hearing. Two, each and every one cf you know =he
administrative laws and rules procedure are going to gov<rn

how +he tTules and ragulations happen. Three, the hearing
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officers that hold these hearings in éhe Secretary of State's
Office, to my knowledge, each omne of thep is a licensed
attorney in the State of Illirois. This is supported by the
National Safety Council, tha Illinocis Traffic safety Council,
which wused to bea the anen's Council for Safaty,
the...National Uniformity laws, the Illincis Chief of Police,
Department of Transpor+ation, which bas probably some
mopitary interests, in fact, a big monitary interest.v if
this becomes 1law¥, additional funding fer treatment of DOT
people will become available through the Federal Alcohcl Tax.
A numbter of other law enforcement groups which have been in
support of this. This was one of the number onge items we
heard when ve had the motor vehicle laws public hearings was,
get that drunken driver off cf the road. That's what we're
trying to do. Maybe we do infringe on scmecne's ability %o
drive the antomobile, maybe we do infringe cn his abilit ‘o
get back and forth to work on his cwn if he's suspended, but
by golly, it's bettsr than that poor devil whe's dead and the
ipnocent devil that's dead because some drunken driver went
to court, has been in the past, and three-guarters of then
gere thrown out, werent't suspended and the guy is right back
cut on_the road doing the same +thing with 1o punishment.
Now, if you want to talk about concerns abcut the citizens of
this State, this is cne of them. Vote Aye.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Chev.
SENATCR CHEW:

Thank you, sir. Ladies anrd Gentlemenm, I rise irn favor of
the bill. Here is cne of the reascns; here's a letter froa
the U.S. Department cf Transportation, the ¥a+ional Highway
safety...Traffic Safety administration vhicﬁ is located in
Chicago Heights, Illinois. And it says, +he State of 1Ilii-
nois could become eligibkle for ar additiqnal twe million

three hupdred and twenty-four thousand dollars if...if we
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give considerationr to 53, Nobody here carn dispute it, it is
iz black and vhite, it gives the numbers, and it designates
what should be fcllowed. And for those friends of mine that
are trial lawyers, we d4id rot, and let me erphasize, ve did
not take away anything pertaining tc your practice. You
still have a right to represent clisnts, you also have a
right to represent them in the hearing. And we are fourteen
regional areas where thess hearings will be held. It is
pot Chicago and Springfield, you have twelve additional loca-
tions where the hesarings can be had. Let me cite you many of
the organizations someone mentioned that ars supporting i%.
These are people that have studied this kind cf legislation,
and if I get into individual names cf orgariza*ions that have
established themselves because of fatalities in their fam-
ilies because of drunken drivers, I'm glad to mention them.
The Chicago Council cf Commerce and Industry, Illinois Motor
Vehicle laws Commission, Rational Safety Ccuncil, 2lliance
tgainst Intoxicated Motorists, 3%emove Intoxicated Drivers,
I1linois Department cf Transportation, the Fational Committee
on Uniform law and Ordinances, Illinois fraffic Safety
Leaders, Students Against Driving Drunk, ¥aticnal Association
of Indspendent Insurers, Fational Highway Traffic safety
rdministration, Allstate Insurance Coapany, KRemper Group
Insurance Company, State TFarm Insurance Co®?pary, Illinois
Church Action on  Alcohclic  Problems, Illineis hlco-
hol...hlcoholise and Drug Dependents Association, Illinois
Alcohclic Counselors...Certification Poard, Illincis Associa-
tion of Chiefs of Police. #We are not irp this legislaticeo
atteppting to prevent trial lawyers from having *heir day. I
don't think legislation could go through +his Senate if therz
were an attempt to prevent lawyers from represetting cliziis.
That's not the aim of this bill. The aim of +his bill is *to
tie up the ioose ends where most of these drivers are

arrested, that is in Cook County and in Madison County 2nd
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heavily populated counties. People are going to continue to
drink and drive an automobile until you bring forth the pen-
alties to prevent that gas ard alcohol from going together,
it's just that simple. It's a lorg-studied bill, we need it
in Illinois and certainly we cén use the two million dollars
that will coming forth if this bill is passed. It...1it means
a mighty lot for the State of Y1linois. I urge you to vote
Aye on 5&£3 because it's an excellent piece of legislatidn.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENRTOR ERUCE)

Purther discussiocn? Sepnator Barkhausen.
SENATOR EARRKHRUSZEN:

Thank you, ¥r. President and members of the Senate. Two
years ago the...Illinois General Assenbly passed ore or more
DUT lavs that got very tough with those whc vere convicteé df
pUI or <+hose who refused to take the Breathalyzer test. We
increased the penalties, the...the time for which a 1license
would be suspended, I believe, from three months to six
ponths for the first offense and frem six wmorths to twelve
sonths for +the second offemss. The problem is, as has been
pointed out by a couple of those spéaking ch behalf of this
bill, +hat those sanctions, those very tough sanctions, are
all to and freguently felt, because in sost cases when these
hearings are...are handled by the courts; and really, before
the hearin§ even takes place as a practical matter,
and...and I know because as a lawyer T occasiopally represent
these people, as a practical matter, what a court will most
often do is enter a finding of what's called, "no protable
cause" to believe that the defendant was driving while
intoxicated as a result of his refusal to take the
Breathalyzer test. So, in most cases, these refusals never
reach the hearing stage because the prosecutor vill
either...either dismiss the fact that the defendant has
refused to take the test or the court will make a finding of

no protable cause. The result is that...that by <+olerating
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this, we here in the legislature are sending a message to
drunk drivers and potential drunk drivers that when they get
picked up and are asked to take the test, do rot take the
test because...because the courts will be lenient on you if
you don't take the test. Rnd if we want...if we want this
pattern of behavior by prosecators in ccurts to continue, if
we want in three-quarters of the cases, as Sepator Davidson
has pointed it out and as...statistics attest, if ve' want
these refusals to be ignored and treated leniently, then ve
should let the status gquo prevail. But thircty-three other
states have reccgnized that this situation should not con-
tinuec. They have moved to a systen of
adpinistrating...adpinistrative hearings as this bill
would...would set dp. rnd what we are trying %c do is
t0...%0 foliou the experience of these...the successful
experience of these states to get...to really crack down for
tbe first time on those who do...uilly-niliy refuse to take
this test, and we are alsc...I don't know that it's been
pointed out that...pointed out that one cf the reccmmenda;
tions of the President's Compission on Drunk Driving wvas +*o
move +to a system of administrative hearings apd to...to take
these bearings out of the hands of the courts. As Senator
Chew pointed out, we're not denying anybody a hearing, thers
will still be a hearing and a probable cause deternmination
vhere a defendant requests it. What we are trying to get
away from though is the...is the routine findings of no prob-
able cause and the dismissal by prosecutiors so that there
will be an incentive to-take +he test and to iake these pen-
alties that we've already put on the books %o take them seri-
ously. I very strongly...strongest possible terms urge your
support of this bill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE BRUCE)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
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Thank fou, Mr. President. I rise in support of the bill.
Just going to make one guick point. When we passed the drunk
driving law %wo 7Years ago, I think we all believed that we
were going to get tough on drunk driving. I think some
people in society have gotten +hat message, but there is a
large body of people out there who know that if they can find
a sharp lawyer, they refuse to take the test and find a
sharp lawyer, go into court, that somehow or arother they can
stay orn the highway, and I think the...the thrust of +his
bill is to see to it that that situation will not prevail in
Illinois. Apd I think as we pass legislation of this kird
that pore and more people will get éhe message that you're
not supposed to drive when you're drunk. And after all,
that's what we're trying to do I believe, and I ¢hink this ié
a reasonable approach, it's something that needs %o be done.
I support the bill.

DPRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senatcr Lemke.

SENATOR LEMEKE:

You Xxnow, I have nc probless with the administrative
process of the bill, because that process is...as a lawyer, I
can see myself becowming finarcially wealthy because you're
not going to have an immediate hearing. What's going to
happen is we're going to take a writ of certiorari, go to
circuit court and the judge is going to rule on it; and from
that point, the Secretary of State is going to appeal to the
Supreme Court so that the guy ve're defending is going to pay
a higher fee. But the part that is really cbjectionable is
that we give a quy who sticks a needle in tﬁe arm complete
impunity, yet in this State if a doctor does that and the guy
ends - up getting hepatitis wve sue kim and we collect from a
medical man or any guy that's schooled.b But we're going to
allow amnother guy that never wvent to medical school, doesn't

know anything about medicine, to pop needles in peorle's
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arms, maybe bhit an artery or something, and these are the
problems you have. Tn...in looking at the Secretary of
State's letter, in looking at the letter of the people that
endorsed this bill, no one endorses <that provision. They
talk about the administrative hearing but they don't endorse
that provision, and I'd like to know where +that prcvision
came from. Because if they're not keem on it, where did that
provision come frcm, who wants that provision?
PRESILCING CFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

senator Coffey.
SENATCR COFFEY:

That provision was in the bill when the erdorsenmants cape -
from the organizations that was given, and I would %hink %hat
those people are intelligent enough that's made the endorse-
ment of the bill to also understand all parts of +the Pbill.
So, when they endorsed <he bill, they endorsed the total
bill. )

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR ERUCE)

Senator lemke.

SENATCR LEHKE:

But that part of the...my understanding, tha*t part of the
bill isn't the part even the Federal Govermaert vants.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

. SENATCR COFFEY:

I don't knev wvhether it's the part the Federal Government
vants or not, but it was in the bill, it was in the hearings,
it was discussed, and the endorsements came after the discus~
sion, the debates and the hearingé on these bills,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator lesnke.
SENATCR 1EMKE:
Well, you know, I think that...I don't see our Illihois

State Supreme Court even looking at this bill as comstitu-
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ticnal, and as far as the‘imnunity provisicns, I'm...I have
no fear with the administration and I would vote for the
bill, but I can't see giving a nonmedical person immunity,
immunity, more than a doctor. I mean, we don't immune a
doctor if he makes a mistake and puts a needle in and give
you hepatitis or hits am artery or that, we can...we can ccl-
lect  from them for negligence, but we make a guy...this is
strictly a provision, strictly a provision, to proteét an
over-zealous law officer who might not know what he's doing
and if...in...and in confusicn will get needles mixed up and
take a blood test from one perscam, use the same needle to
take a blood test from ancther person, you know what I w®mean,
and we can end up with hepatitis, blood disease, you can end
up with all these differemnt blood problemrs and infections
that are running around. You kpow, you could even end up
maybe with herpes, I mean, ¥...T don*t know.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator...any Senatgor wish to speak
a first time on this matter? Those wishing tec speak a second
time, Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMRISTER:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Presidenmt. I apologize for rising a
second time, but I want to serd a message ¢ Mr. E=dgar, our
Secretary of State, of what's happenirg here if this is actu-
ally what's going on. My Secretary has ncw brought me four
phone calls from four people in my district that are descend-~
ing upon me because the Secretary cf S+tate's Office has
called them and said Sangmeister is against this bill, you
ought to call him and tell hims to go otherwvise. I want +to
tell you, M¥r. Edgar, if that is happening, T tTesent 1%, I
resent it extremely. If ycu don't agree with the wvay I fzel
on the bill, that's one thing, but to call constituents of
mine who have no idea of what we're debating'dcwn here. By

opposition to this is not as a lawyer, I presented -he
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reasons I feel this is a bad bill and it doesn't change =ay
vote one iota. But I'11l tell you, I resent this kind of tac-
tics and there'll be...yes, there will.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.
SENATCR EOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As I said when I opened my remarks, the drumé are
obviously beating. This issue has a great deal of sex appeal
and we have heard all kinds of rhetoric but ve have not dealt
with the issue. The issue is you...in...in this State and,
frankly, in this country, one is innocent until one is proved
guilty, and what we are doing by virtue of this bill is we
are remcving from the judicial system to the administrative
appointive system the right of one accused to have a hearing.
It is a terrible pisce of legislation, and‘today, I'es teally
racking ‘them up. I've been up against the iandicapped, Itye
been up against the senior citizens, I've been up against the
private schools and novw I'm up against driving under the
influence, sobeit. This is a bad bill, and rewember, you are
trampling upon, literally traepling upom, and Y.don't care if
there's two millior or six million, you are trampling upon
rightsnthat we as citizens of this State enjoy and you ought
not think so lightly of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Jeremiah Joyce. Senator Chew.
SERATCR CBEW:
Thank you. For the President of the Semate om his pri-

vate school bill, which I assume he thought was bad, I . voted

for that. I happen to think this bill is godd and I'd hope

" hetd vote for it. Now, I...IAeiplained and I...I explained
that it does not take away the right to ccunsel. I don't
knov nothing about the Secretary having-nohody‘to call any-

body, I don't know nothing abcut that. Bat I know ore thing,
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Tllinois needs the two million dollars and it's not jeopard-
izing anybody's rights because you get into the constitu-
ticpal question, and you know very well, if this bill is not
constitutional, the courts will so say so. ¥®e knov it, we
all know it, +that's why the courts are there to interpret
ghat we do. Wefve had many bills here declared unconstita-
tional. So, if you talk on the constitutional gquestion,
that's a mute statement. This is a good Dbill, long-tine
studies. Let's take the two million dollars and fight alco-
holism on the highﬁays and anywhere else it occurs.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Kenpeth Hall.
éENATOB RENNETH BALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and 1adies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to this bill and I'li tell you
why. The point is that everybody is...the hidden thing
that’s in this bill...sure everybody is against drunken driv-
ing and everybody, but it's %o promote. You're up here
taking the rTights, as the President has alluded to, the
rights of people. The point is that the...the hidden thing.
ﬁhy should you want to remove something from *he courts and
let sope driving license, wbatever they are and whoever they
are in the place, so it says in here, have the right. Imag-
ine that youm're going to give a fellow a tight to drav blood
from you and do all of this and +hen you’re going to give him
impunity if he...if he said...you better give some serious,
serious thought to this thing. This is a very, very bad Bill
and I should ask everybody...this should be defeated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Coffey may close.

' SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
There's been a...been a lot of talk on this bill. I'm no*

sure that they're discussing the issues, but I would like to
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say in closing some copRents pade by Senator 1Lemke in
addressing the...the testing procedure of...of this bill.
And I think what he was addressing is when there's gross
pagligence, and this bill specifically says if there's gress
negligence, that the person is responsible. And under
Sectior 11-501 of the existing law requires public health
certificates for a person taking the bloed cr any other tests.
So, these people are certified to take this blood. ind b
sould like to point out, it was also mentioned that this must
be politically good to support this kind of legislation, I'¢&
like to think that that's exactly true, that the constituents
in OUT...in our districts do care about the lives that are
being lost fros drunk drivers on our roads. And I'd just
like to point out, and some of +he rest of you'll have the
opportunity maybs in your counties, that just a few short
weeks ago ve were called to ay district during a legislative
Sessiom day of =night, in the everning, to~participate in a
panel, and ¥e weren't called there by...necessarily by other

public officials, but ve were pressured there fron the...the

news pedia which reguested a hearing and an answer to what-

was happening in a county in &y district and that is
Vermillion County. The judges wvere asked to be there, the

state's attorneys vwere asked to be there, the legislators

vere asked to be there, the sheriff's department, all the

local police...police in our aréa vere asked to be there and
the media wanted an answer. Why in Verzillion <County, when
the Illinois State Police had made ninety-cme DUT arrests and
only less than five percent of those people actually ended up
with a DUI conviction. And that's because they were plea
bargained and they vere released and they were put back cn
the streets, and some of them for the second and third time.
And there's where we're losing the lives and that's the
reason it's necessary for a bill like this. There's a lot of

other reasons, as Senator Chew pointed out, there's loss of
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revenues. But that'!s not the most important thing, the nmost
important thing is the loss of life, and that's the reason
ve're here today with this bill trying to tighten the bill up
where we can have safety on our highways. And I'd ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESICING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

The guestion is, shall Sernate Bill 543 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Kay. The voting is.open.
gave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ryes are...38, the Nays are
19, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill S83 baving received *he
required constitutional majority is declared passed. For
vhat purpose does Senator Chew arise?

SENATOR CHEW:

Having voted on the prevailing side...
PRESIDING OFFICER: - (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Chev having...voted on the prevailing side, Sera-
tor Chev moves to reconsider the vote. Senator Davidson
moves to Table that moticn. On the motion to Table, those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it, FMotion to
reconsider is Tabled. Senate Bill 549, Senator Davidson.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECEETARY:
Senate Bill 549
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)
Senator Davidson;
SENATOR CAVIDSCN:

mr. Dresident and members of the Senate, this bill is to
try to get some fair distribution back to those counties
which the «coal is taken fro=a. In a number of areas in
OUTe..in this part of the State the central shaft is in one

county, the majority of the tons of coal is mired out from
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another county; but the county where +hat central shaft is,
where the coal comes up, collects the sales tax. Example is
Commonwealth Edison Peabody Mine at Pawnee, they took five
hundred thousand +toms, five hundred thousand tons, from
underneath Montgomery County, went up the pain shaft in
Christian County. That county which is losing its natural
resources is getting no return on that one cent sales tax
which it should to help pay their costs, their part. This is
just a fair distribution of the money to back to the area
from where it came from, ard I'd appreciate a favorable roll
call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATCR NEDZA:

Question of the spcmsor.
PEESILCING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Nedza.
éENATCE NEDZR:

Sepator Davidson, as this bill was before our coamittee
it was...there was an amendmert that was to be put omnto the
bill and you so graciously put that amendment to the bill,
but in_the...in the changing of the wording from nextracted"”
to ‘"severed,"” were you aware of the complexities that wvere
involved in the entire bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCR ERUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR D2AVIDSON:

Well, I...I'm not a mind reader and what you wmean by
complexities of the word severance, I do not what your inter-
pretation of severarnce is. since it deals with cocal ornly,
ve're only talking abcut coal.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator Nedza.

SENATCR BEDZA:
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Hell, we're talking about a shaft, we're talking about
severed, we're talking about nmany things. I just want to
make this comment on the bill, While the Senator's efforts
to correct a injus*ice is very laudable, I'm afraid that the
énd result is not as laudable as his efforts. It createés a
problem in...in...in solving a problem it creates ancther
problem, and, Doc, I think it's...perhaps we should need more
work on it or maybe perhaps in the House you can do a iittle
more to it to get it into posture that everybody is happy.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Weaver.

SERATCR WEAVER:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. rresident. Senator
Davidson, there is a mine dovn in southeastérn rllinols that
goes over into Indiana, underneath the Wabash and over into
tndiana. What...what would you propose %o do there, pay
Indiana a severance tax?

PRESiDiNG OFPFPICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR LAVIDSON:

Since we have no jurisdiction over <he State of Indiana
ve would have...it would not apply to this, but if +that
coal's coming up from Indiana now and going up the main chaft
in TIllinois, <hat county is reaping the sale tax off of that
novw.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR REAVER:

¥ell, I just think you probably ought to address that inm
the bill because it's happening and...and half of +he produc-
tion of +that mine is coming from under indiana, undermneath
the Wabash and coming up the shaft in Illineis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE BRUCE)

Senator Davidson.
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SENATOR DAVIDSON:

That's a concern to those people in Indiana, I think they
can take it up in their legislature.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRATOR EBRUCE) -

Senator Savickas.

SENATCR SAVICKAS:

Yes, I've got a question I wish the 'spcmsor %o yield to.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senater Savickas.

SENATCR SAVICKAS:

Senator Davidson, wouldn't this remove the taX...Sales
tax from the Chicago area in Cook Ccunty where many of the
sales are transacted? Is +this wvhat you're getting at %o
bring that money déwn to where the coal is taken out of?
PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Sepator Davidson. May we have some ordef, please.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

My understanding, Senator Savickas, is +he sales tax
applies from the...at the...vwhere the mine...vhere the coal
comes up from the area, not from the point of sale as you may
intipated in the City of Chicago.

PRESID;NG OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I'n hearing...my assistant down here in the second iou is
telling me omne thing and it sounds that it's contradictory of
what Senator Davidson...let me get that clear again. If - the
money you want to put on the sale.i.at...not on the sale, you
want to take the coal vhere it's extracted no matter where it
is sold. If the trans;ction happens in Chicago and the tax
is added on in Chicago and goes to the municigpality, wvhether
Chicago or in the suburbs, Oakbrook or wherever they may bhave
their corporate offices, this tax would be elimipated in

those areas for those municipalities and thcse counties, such
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as Cook, and brought back dovn to the county where it was
mined.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENRTOR ERUCE)
Senator Davidson.
SENATCR LAVIDSCN:

Well, apparently we have two different interpretations.
¥y intefpretation of the law was that presently the sales tax
went back to the county vhere the main shaft was vheré the
coal <came up from being underground. Eut if the City of
Chicago cr Oakbrook, as you say, is collecting sales tax on
coal that's nwmined out from underreath Sangamon County which

+here is a number of tons, I +think that’s grossly unfair.

That...if itfs our asset that's being mined out, we're not

going to get it back, then the sales tax should come back fo
our county or whatever county is involved. That's the only
fair way to do it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCK)

Further discussion? Ssnator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yes, thank you, very puch, Mr, Fresident arnd ‘Ladies and
Gentlemen. This is the old continuing ballgame that's played
around hkere each year. Senpator Davidson bhas indicated only
part of the problem. Obviously, the coal mines in Maccupin
County that butt up against Mcntgomery are in the similar
position, and I think Senator Weaver has put the problem to
Senator Davidson very well. How is the Departament of Pevernue
going to ba able %o determige precisely where this tonage is,
where it is mined, where it is severed? How many additional
.revenue people are ¥e going to have to put on *o verify pre-
cisely where this coal was...was severed? These are ikhe
xinds of problems that are encumbered with this...with this
piece of legislation. I would simply suggest that it's qoinq
to take several hundreds of thousands of dollars awvay from uy

home county, it's going to take thousands cf dollars &::y
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from those counties to where the mine...where the wmouth is
really at this particular point. And I would suggest to
you...ho¥ many...additional geologists are we going to have
to have in the Department cf Revenue? How much additioral
cost is going to be incurred here with the coal compﬁnies
trying to determine precisely where this mine...whers this
coal was coming from, what particular coanty? I would sug-
gest +hat my colleagues on this side of the aisle wculd lay
off this bill or...or simply not vote for it. I think it's
Que.it's a bill...it's Just...it's been around here for a
long period of time, it involves =y home cconty, I don't
think +here's any equity in vhat we're about to do here
this...this afternoon, and I vould suggest that this is an
ill-conceived idea;and one that ought not to be passed.
PRESIDING OE:FICEE: {(SENRTCR ERUCE)

Further discussicn? CSenator Davidson.may close.
SENATCR DEVIDSON:

Well, as the 1last speaker said, he apparent;y isn't
aware, apd since he does have a couple of ccal mines in his
county as well as in other parts of his district, he should
be very much aware, and if not, I will so informing as pres-
ently,_as you well know, the Departoment of Mines and Minerals
get a monthly report from each and every coal‘mine as to the
tons that are mined and what part...and vwhere at and what
part of the county and vhich county, and they make monthly
reports on their sales receipts now. There wouldn't be one
other person added, there would not be ancther revenue person
added, there's not another geologist requirement because,
vhere do you think I got the report kxnowing that five hundred
thousand tons had been mined out from wunderneath Mentgomery
County <tha%t came up the shaft in Christian? That doesn't add
to the other over five hundred thousand tons that came ou{ of
Sangamon <County. And I'm well-avare that two mines set a

quarter of a mile inside Macoupir County from Mcntgcmery
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County. The vast majority of the coal comes from Montgomery
County. It's their asset, that's where the money ought to go
back +to, and part of that county happens to be now part of
your district also, as youw well know, I -was sorry to lose it,
But this is a fair...if you believe, and all of you told me
you believe in fair taxation, that the amount should go back
to that county that's losing its assets, its irreglaceable
asset, then let's put the money back to +hat ccunty where . it
comes from. T urge you to vote Aye on this bill.

PRESILDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 549 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. These 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 question, the Ayés
are 24, +he ©Nays are 21. S=nate Bill 54¢ having failed to
receive the reguired constituticral majority is declared
lost. Senate Bill 551, Senator XYetsch. read the bill, Hr.
Secretary, please.

SFCRETAEY:
Senate Bill 551.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Netsch.
SENATCR RETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. last Session ve passed a bill
which provided for purchasers = of motor vehicles on
installment a one-time right of redemption wher they had paid
at least thirty percent of +the purchase price and crly if
they had paid all of +he charges, the unpaid payments, the
late charges, the cost of repossesion and so forth. What has
been determined since then is that not surprisingly a good
many of the consumers are not avare that -hey do have this

one-time right of redemption. House...or I'm SOrIIry, Sznate
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Bill 551 sieply provides that notice will be given of that
right, ard it sets forth in the amendment the exact fecram .of
the notice. There was no objection to the bill in committee
and it was approved twelve to nothing. I wculd solicit your
support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Is +here discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill
551 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
55, the Nays are 2, none voting Present. Senate PRill 5517
having received the required copstituticnal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 563, Semator Jeremiah Jcyce.
Read the bill, ﬁr. Secretary, please...Senator Jeremiah
Joyce, if your bill is or recall you have the option of
either running it right now without the ane?dment or putting
i+t or the recall 1list and hoping that we will get back to it.
Sepate Bill...564, Senator Jeremiah Joyce, do you wish tc run
with...Serator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JCYCE:

Alright, let's go vith 563.
PRESID%NG OFFICEER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

senate Bill 563, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 5€3.

(Secretary reads'title of bill) .

3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDIKG OFFICEE: - (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATCR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

There are a number of problems with 563 as it is right
nowv. We have worked for approximately the last three weeks
on this bill on an amendment. It was going tc be brought

kack, recalled to 2nd for that purpose. I will put it in
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front of the Body with the idea that we will amend it in the
House. Basically, 3563 sets up a procedure for reporting
sitoations where disabled childrern are not beirg given food,
nutrition, recessary medical treatment. There are scme prob-
lems with the bill before us with respect tc necessary redi-
cal treatment. We think those problems have been worked out
in the amerdment,. The bill as it is amended, or as...as it
will be amended has the support of the Spipal Bifida Assﬁcia—
tion of America, the Council for Disability ETights, the
United Cerebral Palsy, Doctor David Nicloan who is the chair-
man of neurosurgery at Children's Memorial, Poctor Goldberg
vho is the director of rehabilitation care at Children's
Memorial, the Chicago Association <for Retarded Children,
I1linois Association of Retarded Ccitizens, the Illincié
Spinal BRifida Association, +he VNational Association for
DPown's Syndrome. The changes that were made...or that will
be made, excuse me, When...with +he...when the arendment goes
‘on deal with the concerns for reporting, deal with the gocd
faith standard which was set out for reporting. I ask for =a
favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Ts there discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, Senator Joyce, we had a fairly good heating in
conmittes and there were a wvhole number of problems across a
broad spectrum brought up vith the bill, not the least of
which is some extremely offensive language ir the front +that
indicts every medical provider as a child...a baby murderer.
To pass the bill without the amendment is an act of faith not
necessarily in you but in the other Chamber that streckes =my
1imit of faith. I believe wbat you're trying to do is uight
but the bill, you kncw, let me count the vays it needs to be
amended. I...I +think the basic concept cculd go forward,

but, wow, without an amendmant it's a very difficult thizg to
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do. I m2an, I...I know we say send it over to the House,
but, wow, this is a real abdicaticn of any form of legis-
lative responsibili<y. If you want to dot an "i" or cross a
wgn  oyer there, fine; but to toss a concept in this shape at
them at this point, well, I just...I'm afraid I've run out of
that such faith.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen cf . the
Senate, 1 moved for the passage of this bill in committee
based on the fact that there would be a substantial amendment
and T...I feel that the spomnsor's word is good except that I
wish he would téke it out of the record and lett*s bring it
back tomorrow with the amendment. FEecause under this bill,
the depariment...the Federal regulations are...are going *o
be enjoined and...which means if +hey're enjecined, then we're
not gcing to get Federal funding. You know, we've got prob-
lems and I don’t know what to tell you, Jerry, but I wish you
could pull it ocut of the record and put +he amendment on and,
you know, recall it tomorrov.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE}

Sepatcr Marovitz. Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
éENATCR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Would the Chair entertain a motion to...to...leave of the
Body to return the bill to 2nd reading and try to put the
amendment on?

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENFATIOR BEUCE)

Well,...Senator Jeremiah Joyce, we have almost twenty
bills on the recall list for tomorrow and...alright, take it
out of the record. Senate Bill 56&, Senmator Jereniah Joyce.
For what purpose doss Senator Grotherg ariss? v
SENATCR GECTBERG:

On a point of order. Fot to belabor +he proceadings, but
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earlier on just being on the recall list rolled me over a day
even though my bill was not amended, and the fcrmer person in
the Chair ruled thate..I don't think it vas
you...Senator...just being on the 1list rolled...rolled it
over @a...probably what's fair is fair if there are
others...if +there are others on the list. Yeah...oh, you
weren't on the list, *the Chair stated that you were.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotbsrg, the...the...the rule of...of the Senate:

is that a bill that is amended canrot be called cn that same

day, +*that's...those are Senate rules, not rules of recall.

®yvidently, there was...there may have been a minor misunder-

standing, and had the bill been on the recall list and amend-
ment not adopted, we have geperally...allowed those bills to
go on since there was no changs. Senate Bill 564, Senator
Jersmiah Joyce. =Read the bill, #r. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 5&4.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2rd reading of the bill.
PRESITIKG OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce. .
SENATOR JEREEIAH JCYCE:

Thank you, #r. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 560 provides that a jury trial has to be vaived

by both +the defendant apd the State to be effective. Hetve

bhad this bill before us before, it was out here...out of here

last year, we passed it out of here with bipartisan support
on a pretty overwhelming roll call. I can't rzcall exactly
what it was. I think we also had it in here the Session
before. T+ seeks to address a problem tbat marny of us are
familiar with. I ask for a favorable roll call, answer any
questions.

PRESIDING OF§ICBR: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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1s there discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATCR D'AERCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Will the sponsor yield for a
gquestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

May ve have some order, please. Indicates he .will yield.
Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

The State system apparently provides...presently provides
that the defendan*t has the right to ask for a jury trial and
the . State does not. ®hy do we...or do you intend to change
the structure of that procedure?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Jeremi&h Joyce.
SENATOR JZREHIAH JCYCE:

Well, in all honesty, John, there is a pfoblem in cases
involving judges where the State feels it cannot get a fair
trial from a judge and yet is precluded frce doing anything
about that after they have...is precluded fromn doing anything
about that.

PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATCR EROUCE)

Senator Dtirco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Mr. President, I rise in opposition to the bill...there
is a constitutional protection in <he law the way it is in
the State at this time, because at ghis +ime, the defendant,
the accused, the person who is on +rial, bas the right to
determine for himself if the judge or the jury will hear the
matter and the evidentury facts presented im the case. we
all know that juries can be swayed by emoticpal appeals, and
a judge who understands the law and the ramifications of the
law and has more knowledge about the law, and in certain emo-
tional cases where a defendant may be accused of child abuse

or a defendant may be accused of a beinous murder, sometimes
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jt is in +the best interest of that defendant to have the
judge determine bhis guilt or innocence. That right would be
denied a defendant wunder this legislation. So, I think we
should look at this very closely before we assess the nperits
of it.

PRESIDING OFFICZR: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Further discussicn? Senator Jeremiah Joyce may close.

" SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE: ‘
well, this...what we are trying to do kere and what we
passed out of here last year is presently what the law is inm
the Federal system. The defendart is not denied any rights
that be presently has. We are trying to address a very real
problem in some of our courts in T1linois, particularly
courts in Coock County, and I ask for a. faveratle roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate pill 564 pass. Those i=m
favor vote Aye, Those opposed vote Kay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 41, the ¥ays are 1%,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 56% having received the
required coanstitutional majority is aecla;ed passed. Senate
Bill 565, Semator Jeremiah Joyce...read the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary, please.

SECRETARY:
Sepnate Bill 565.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR ERUCE)
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAR JCYCE:

Senate Bill 565 is also a bill which we passed out of
her=. I +hink ve passed it cut of here 57.+to 0 last Sessicn.
It comes from the Illinois legislative Investigating Commis-

sion study on fencing. It provides that a person who is a
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victip of theft may sue the person who...may sue the person
and recover trouble damages against the person who knowingly
has his stolen property. I ask for a faveralle roll call,
ansver any gquestions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Ts there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall
Senats Bill 565 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is oren. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, nons vctirng
Present. Senate Bill 565 baving received tbe required con-
stituticnal majority is de;lared passed. Serate Bill 568,
Senator Holmberg. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarys please.
SECEETARY: ‘

Senate Bill 5&8.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATCR SRVICKAS)

Senatoxr Holmbefg.

SENATOR HOLMEERG:

This...includes unmarried dependent persons of any age
with a~qua1ifying disabilisy within the definiticn of eli-
gible «child for survivor's benefits purposes. As amended at
the suggestion of the coamittee, it does eliminate those
children that are already under care under public aid in
State institutions and would only ccst about five thousand
dollars a year.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 568 pass. Those in...Senator Deingelis.

SENATOR EeANGEiIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Holmberg, our analysis
ipdicates that the cost is substantially beyond five t@ousana

dollars. Can I ask where you got ycur infcrmation from?
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PRESICING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberg.

SERATCR BOLMBERG:

From the...the Teachers Retirement System said this only
comes up once OT twice a year, and the total cost would
amount, in benefits, about five thousand dollars.

PRESILING OFFICER; {(SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATCE DeANGELIS:

#ell, the..the information we have cobsas f;om the Pen-
sions laws Cepmission and I think that's a little mcre reli-
able source.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:

Thank you, Er. President. The sponsor has amended the
bill, and as I recall this ore, the Pension laws Commissicn
is po lenger in opposition to the bill. I believe this is

the one, Senator, correct me if I'm in error, but that

affects payment of pension berefits *o disabled chil-

dren,...disabled dependents and also cortains an amendment
vhich would provide that if that dependent is bsing supported
by the public aid system that the funds would not come out of
the retirement system, and it's uvnder those conditions that
the TFension lLaws Commission withdrew their oppositicn tc the
bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE SAVICRAS)

Ts there further discussion? If not, Senator Holmberg
may close.
SENATCR HCLMBERG:

I move for favorable passage of this bill.
PRESIDIKG QFFICER: (SENATCE SAVICKAS)

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill £68 pass. Those in

favor will vote Aye. Those cpposed vote ¥ay. The voting is
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open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that questiom, the Ayes are 51, the Nays
are 5, none voting Present. Senate Bill 568 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
565, Senator Holaberg. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 569.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: - {SENRTOR SAVICKRAS)

Senator Holmberg.
SENATCE HCLMBERG:

This bill allows one year of credit for unused accumu-

lative sick leave under the Teachers Retirement Article, but-

established with cne more...with more thap one epployer. If
the teacher has been =mployed in two dif?erent places, it
vould be cumulative.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Ts tbere any discussion? If not...if no%, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 569 pass. Those in faveor will vote
rye. .Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. B#ave all
voted who vish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
on that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays aré 7, none
voting Present. Sepate Bill 569 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 273,
Senator Nedza. Read the biil. Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Sepnate Bill 573.

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

Senator Kedza.

SEWNATOR NEDZA:

Thank Yyou, Mr. president and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
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Senate. Senate Bill 573 removes the Qrcvision for...which
suspends the authority of the sanitary district toc levy taxes
for construction purposes. Prior to 1969 the Metropolitan
sanitary District financed construction on a pay-as-ycu-go
basis with the use of a construction levy. This methcd of
financing becane Qdequate for small-scale construction but
became unrealistic when the district embarked on a major con-
struction program in 1963. At that time, the General #ssem-
bly authorized a nonreferendoz censtruction bonds
+0...amortize the cost of such constructior. The district
;oday notes that there is considerable savings in interest
whick would be realized by returning <*o the use of the
pay-as-you-go methoﬁ for censtruction work involving rela-
tively small amounts. Now, this would have...the bill irp ité
original form wculd have been an inrcrease in taxes, and the
Civic Fedsration wvas graciocus enough to give me the awount
that it would have entailed, and on a sixty thousand dollars
home it would have been an increase of forty-six dollars. To
rectify that, the amesdment that was put on the bill
dscreased the assessed valvation for the district from .26 to
1.0, thereby eliminating any tax increase to the residents in
the Metropolitan Sanitary District's authority. If there's
any guestions, I would move for your favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICKRAS)

Is there any discuossion? 1f not, the gquestion is,
shall...Senator Mahar.

SENATCB MAHAR:

Thapnk you, HMr. president and members of the Senate.
¥hile what the gentleman says is correct, jt still allowvs for
a tax increase without referendum which I think ought tc ke
called to the attention of the Body. Although the...the...as
I understand, the amendment, Fo. 1 that was adopted, ther= is
a trade-off and...and...as far as dollars are concer =4,

right?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZ?:
It*s a wash, Scnator.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKRS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question

Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all

Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY: '
Senate Bill S57t.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading ofAthe bill.
PRESIDING QOFFICER: {SINATCE SAVICEAS)

Senator dJoyce.

END OF EEEL

who wish? Have all voted who wish?' Take the record.

is,

shall Serate Bill 573 pass. Those in favor ¥ill vote Aye.

voted

On

- that guestion, the Ayes are 39, the Fays are 12, 1 'voting
Present. Senate Bill 573 having received the constitutional

pajority is declared passed. Senate Bill 574, Senator Joyce.
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REEL #10

SEN2TOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Nr. President. This 1legislation is essen-
tially intended to protect the real estate developers fron
rising assessments vhich result frem initial platting and
subdividing farmland for real estate development. It's not
urcommon for a real estate developer to purchase farmlard for
development site andr +hen see the assesseent dcuhlé or
triéle. What this does is says that they will not be...will
not have that raice even though they may put in curbs, ‘and
gutters, and...and sidevalks until they bave sold the...the
plat. §e have seen vwhat is happened to real estate

developers in thes past couple of years and...they are unable

to sustain this...cheir development because of the increased

cost of taxes and this would hcld that until they sold the
property. I'd be happy to answer any guestions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICEAS)

Is there any discussion? Serater Grotherg.
SENATOR GROTEBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1 questior of the sponsor.
PRESIDIﬁG OFFICER: (SEIRATCR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he®1l yield.
SENATCR GECTBEEG: 7

Senator Joyce, is this the home builders concere? Is
this one of the bills that they've been vorking omn and work-
ing well on, I would like to speak to the  bill then. Hr.
President and fellow Senators, as we come out of this homé
building market vith inflated perchandise prices and prébably
a rollover on the inflation of the value. of underdeveloped
and wurndeveloped 1land that was formerly assessed at fara
values, I see nothing wrong. I presume there will be a .pen-

alty to some local governments at the lower tax level, but it

i
i
i
!
i
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vould have %o ccme one plat at a time and only after filing
and...and appropriate action. I...I would recommend an RAye
vote.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any further discussion? If mnot, Senator Joyce
Bay close.

SENATCR JESOME JOYCE:

Thank you. I would ask for an Aye vote on this..;this
bill to help the home builders.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senmate Bill 574 pass. Those in favor
vote A}e. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. ©On that gﬁestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are
none, rope voting Present. Semnate Bill 574 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. For what
purpose doss Sepator DeAngelis arise?

SENATCR ‘DeARGELIS:

A point of persomal privilege, Hr. President.
PRESITING OFTICER: (éENATCR SAVICEKAS)

State your point. ) '
SENATGE DeANGELIS:

Secated on the Semate Floor and g:acipg us' vith her
Joveliness, and hopefully, influencing her husband into a
better voting reéord is Susan Watson. I'a like to have her
stand up and be recognized.

PRESICING O?FICER:. (SENATIOR SXVICKAS)

Susan, would you stand. We all thought it vas his daugh-

ter. Senate Bill 576, Senator...Jerome Joyce. Read the bill,'

Mr, Secretarye.
SECBETARY:
Senate Bill 576.
(Secretary reads title of Eill)

3rd reading of the bill,

1
1
i
i
i
i
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATCR JEROME JCYCZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill merely reenacts the
Veterinary...Practice Act pursuant to the sunset reviev proc-
ess. There are a couple of added things tc this bill; one
+hat two public membeTs are added to the examining committee
in the cause for disciplinary action has been expanded from
sixteen to nineteen and most of ‘these procedural changes
recommended by the Depariment of Fegistration and Education
have been incorported into this legislation. The veteripar-
jans and all of the people that they treat, I woculd ask for
an Aye vote on this piece of l=2gislation.

PRESITING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you; Mr. President. A gquesiion ¢f the sponsor.
DPRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he will yield.

SENARTCR KUSTEA:

Senator Joyce, can you *ell me if there is another sunset
bill on this subject alive and well over in the Houss which
is the Sunset Committea’s counéerpart to *this bill?

PRESIDIKNG O?FICER; (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATCRE JEROME JOYICE:

Senator Kustra, I'm...I'm not awvare of it if there is. I
don't khov.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

...S8cnator Kustra.

SENRTOR KUSTRA:

0ur...our staff analysis says +that there is a Sunset

Committee bill which is a similar piece of legislation, with

sope differénces and...ard ¢o +those differences, a second
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guestion, do you know if your bill, and I think your bill,
continues the 1licensing or the protected title of an animal
health technician?
PRESIDING CPFICER: (SENATOR SRAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JZEOME JOYCE:

Yes,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.
SENATCR ERUSTRA:

let me speak to the bill, Mr. President., For the last two
years I've served as a member of the...of the Sunset Commit-
tee. It's a committee that was created a few yearsrago
destined, I supposé, +o do great things. frarkly, I think
the =sun has set on the Sunset Coumittee and the sunset proc-
ess in the State of Illinois, ve?:e probably wasting our
dollars funding it and appropriating it at all. And T call
your attention to this bill because it*s ar example of what
happens every time the Sunset Comnmittee tries to deal with
burdenscre governmant, more regu}ation, all +he +things +hat
we all go back home and rup again. Because what happens is
that those special interests find there way to this General
Assembly ard introduce their own bills alongside of <“he
Sunset Committee bill, and sometimes those bills, most of the
time I would say, those bills finrd their way to passage and
+he Sunset Ccmmittee bill ge+s lost in trarsla*ion. FKow this
may be a small point but I thimnk it has *o be made, that in
this bill there is a continumation of a protected title called
an arimal health technician. Now that's...that's no more than
somebody who...who helps veterinarians do their job, and the
Sunset Commit+ee in looking over the protected title of ani-
mal health techpician decided that there was really no reason
vhy the State Depariment of Registration and Pducation skould

be in the business of Tegulating pecple whc want to get rired
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by veterinarians who carry paper back and fcrth to one end of
the dog kennel to the other, or whatever else they do. There
is one'college ir the State cf Illicis which produces animal
health technicians and they've lobbied long ard bard to keep
this a protected title. But by keeping it a protected title,
if I could turn to page 21 of the bill, what you're doing is
giving bureaucrats in the Department of Registration and Edu-
cation 1lots of work because th; Department of B and E is now
anthorized to hold hearings prescribed by rule, reprimand,
suspend, revoke or refuse to issue a new certificate, perform
other acts as mpay be necessary o regulate animal health
techoicians. We don't have to regulate animal health
technicans in the State of Illincis, and it's one of the few
things that the Sunset Committee was able to come +to agree-
pert on and reach some conclusiorn. But this is not <he
Sunset Commit<es bill. The Sunset Committee bill lies over
in the Houss, sponsored by Representative Piérce, and it will
come over here and you will have a chance to vote oR 2 bill
which has gome through a long and difficult process of hear-
ings by the committee and its members. So, I would just can-
tion those of you left in this Gensral Assembly wbo might bLe
concerned about Sunset and what it once meant, vhat it wvas
supposed to do, trying to get rid of that trurdensomre. govern-
ment, unnecessary regulation, I would suggest to you that
you're looking at a bill that the veterinarians want; and for
vhatever reason, the animal health technicians sold ther a
pill of goods, so they're back in the bill, we're ‘keeping
éhis particular protected title alive but there really isn't
any reason for it. Testimony after testircny before that
committee showed there was...po health, welfare or public
safety threatened in any way by abolishing this protected
title. We wish all those people well who want to be in this
business, but they can do so without this particular piece of

legislaticn. I would ask a No vote on this bill and wait for
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the Sunset Committee bill to come on cver. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senatecr Joyce may
close.

SEXATCE JEEOME JOYCE:

Senator Kustra, the Sumse* bill died in the House commit-
tee. I'd ask for an Aye vote.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 57€ pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed'vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted vho wish? Take the
record. On...on that gquestion, the Ryes are 45, the Xeays are
6, none voting Present. Senate Bill 576 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. "Senate Bill 578}
Senator Demuzio. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECREIA#Y:

Senate Bill 578.

(Secréta:y reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENRTCR SAVICKRES)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very nuch, W¥r. Fresident and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the...of +he Senate. Senate Eill 578 addresses
jt+self to a specific problem in the EPA. It will open up and
give . greater information to the public as to what goes into
landfills and hazardous waste of the landfills throughout the
State of Illinois. It's a very simple bill. It says that,
"Notwithstanding the...it simply says that the quantity and
the specific chemical identity of substances that are L=zing
placed in landfills or hazardous waste treatment stcrage arnd
disposal facilities and will also name the generator of such
substances. It gqgives that information as a matter cf...of

information within the Environmental Protection Agency. 1%
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is simply opening up the process to provide for more informa-
tion that is vital to provide for comnmunities to have in
response to planning, their problems, or emergencies or cther
kxinds of potential health protlems that ®ay arise. There
vas...the Environmental Protection Agency director and their
staff are in favor of this legislation and I would be happy
to respond to any questicns that anyone may have.

PRESITING OTFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If...if not, ‘the gusstion is
shall Sepate Bill 578 pass...Ssnator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

I would think, just fcr the record, ¥r. President and
fellow Senators, +that there's a Commit;ee Amendment No. 1
that should be elaﬁorated on. I don't have the...anything but
the staff analysis, but it deleted nlandfills or hazardous"
and it makes it applicable to all waste treatment storage or
disposal facilitiess, and +he magnitude of all is rather
overvwhelming. How w®many identifiable...in specific waste
lines and chemicals-are ve going to +race through this
system, Senator Demuzic? Dc you have numbers on that?
PRESITCING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICRAS)

Segator...Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIC:

1 have noO...nc idea as o the...to the nusmber.
PRESIDING OFFTICER: (SERATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

I is By understanding +hat it's in +the thou-

cands...because there's nc cap on which specific chemicals
there are and itfs...it's a tremendous npdertaking and a
tremendous burden. ®What is the effective date of the Ekill,
Senator?

PEESIDING OFFICZIR: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.
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SENATCR DEMUZIC:

Well, the effective date is Janvary the ist, of 1984,
Would point out that the Environmental protection Agency, the
agency itself, is in support of this legiglation and...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senatcr Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBEEG:

I understand that...it's my Governor's guy, but ue. must
talk about what this is doing. Now, the next guestion is, if
I'g in business, it's in my own well...or my oun on-site dis-
posal. Do we still have to perform the cherical analysis and
track every chemical, or only in the fills or facilities?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Seﬁator...Senator Demuzio.

SENATCR DEMUZIC:

It...it pertains t& waste treatment disposal ard...and
disposal facilities, yes.

PRESICING OPFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Grotherg.

SENATCR GROTBEERG:

Then it specifically does not exempt on-site...on the
generator's own property, he's got to do the same thing you
do in...in a facility or site...landfill.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SEWATCE DEMUZIO:

He applies for a permit, The information is in the
Enviromental Protection Agency in their offices, that's where
the infcrmation is disclosed. Yes.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Gretberg.
SENATCE GECTBERG:
I think I'm going to shut up.

PRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Sepator Demuzio, some of us have been approached recently
about ancther bill that you're sponsoring, Senaté Bill 168,
and I wonder if 7ycu cculd explain tc the members the
similarities or differences betveen this bill and that ocne.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIC:

¥ell, there are none. This bill sinmply addresses itself
to trade secreis. Thers has been cover the years a perjod of
time, since I*ve been around here, a rroblem in the
Enviromental Protecticn Agency in securing informaticn about
the specifics about the chemicals. We've been concerned about
the generators as to who they are. The permits are not

explicit enough. This...this bill right here only addresses

itself to those permits that have been filed in the EPR,.

the...the specificially spell out the specific quantity and
specific chemical identity of suhstances‘ that are being
placed in landfills and also the name of +the generator,
thatts all it dces.
PRESIDEKRT:

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR ERRKHAUSEN:

Tf I understand then, this is a disclosure bill rather
than one that governs whether or not certain types of wastes
may be disposed cof or the manner im which they may be ‘dis-
posed.

PEESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATCR DENUZIO:

That is ccecrrect.
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Senator Gec-Raris.

i
i
!
i
1
.
i
I
!
i




Page 299 - MAY 24, 1983

SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of <the Senate,

considering scme of the tactics used by sone of the landfill

' companies or what have you, I thipk +this is a good bill-

because Wilsonville, as an example,...v¥asS...a disclosure, and
I certainly support it.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schurneman.
SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

V Indicates he'll yield. Senator Schunepan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAR:

Senator, with a...with a hazardous waste lardfill in iy
district, I'm particularly interested im this bill. ¥or a
long time I received copies of the pernits that were issued
by EPA, and many times thcse permits wera couchked in rather
general language apd T don't kpow that I cap...repeat them
nov, but it might be a paint studge or some t=rm such as
that. Is your bill intended to get more specificity as far
as the chemicals, is...is that what you're trying to éo hers?
PRESIDERT:

Senator Denmuzio.

SENATOR DENUZIC:

I+ is: however, the nctice provision as <“o which you
refer, that may come about by rule of the Environmental Pre-
tecticn Agency. We did not specify this in this bill. This
provides that if you go over to the EPA to get information,
you will, in fact, get the amount, the quantity, the specific
chemical name ard you will get the name of the generator for
which that permit has been issued for a specific hazardous
vaste landfill.

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeRngelis.




Page 300 - MARY 24, 1983

SERATCE DeANGELIS:

Well, Senator Demuzio, that's well and good, but what
purpose does that serve beyond harassment or litigation?
Right pow that material bas to be identified before it's
placed in that landfill, the generator has to be identified.
ATe you saying now, that you wamt to pake this a matter of
public record so that the whole world can look at it even
though it's approved, so that we can harass wheever - these
people are?

PRESILCENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DENUZIO:

¥ell, +the answer to your first part of your guestion is,
yes, that it vould; in fact, make the infcrmation available
to +the public. Second, in repomse to your second part...to
the answer, it is not by intent to harass anyone.by virtue of
this legislaticn, it's simply a disclosure.

PRESIDERNT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR LeANGELIS:

well, I still can't ﬁnderstand vhat purpcse it ~serves.
The pgople +hat are doing this are doing this legally. The
EPA knows what this stuff is. They know where it's going and
where it's coming from. How, you're saying that perbaps sone
citizen out on the street might be btetter infcrmed ~than the
EPA on what should be im thére?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Bt first in +this State you couldn't even get the...the
informaticn made available to any member, including a legis-
lator, as to what went into hazardous landfills in tkis
State. fThen that was modified to the extent tbat they would

give you some +echnical name *hat you nor I Oor Bany OThers
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would not be able tc identify without having access to a spe-
cific person who was an expert in chemicals cr a chepical
jdentification. All we're saying with this specific peice of
legislation is that when you go over to the EPA, .you car, in
fact, have information available as %o the gquantity anpd spe-
cific chemical identity of the substances and also +he name
of the generator. There are places in...in this State, in
SCA, or waste management, whatever sites that they have
throughout this State that when you go over the fire depart-
ment has no idea as to what 1is being buried in those
landfills. The...the notice provision thatbgces from the EPA
to the municipality doesn't really contain any specific
information wvhatsoever and in mo;t instances bas been wcrith-
less. .
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATCR DeANGELIS:

Well, Senator, these are...I'm mot so sure you're better
inforred. You know, if I were to say to you rpotassium chlo-
ride, can you understand better...that better than salt? I
mean, you're asking for the specific identity, and I +hink
you're going o caught up more in lack of identifica+tion than
if you called it wvhat it is.

PRESIDENT:

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

SENATOR DEMUZIC:

Well, very briefly, ir fact, this is a disclosure piece
of 1legislatice. I+ would take precedence cver any trade
secret, any privileged judicial proéeedings information, or
any type of internal communicaticns or any secret manufac-
turing process, and I would suggest that this is a good piece
of legislation. It has been supported by the Fnvironmental

Protecticn Agency itself. They, indeed, have come a long

'
H
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vay since we first started this process, and I would urge a
favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 578 pass. Those in favor
will vote 2ye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. gave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are U6, the Nays zre 8, 2 voting Present. Senate
Bill S76 having received the Teguired constituticnal majority
is declared passed. 5B2, Senator Bloom. OGn the Crder of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Serate Bill SR2. fead +the Dbill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 582-

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

Senator Blooa.

SENATCE ELOOM:

Thapk you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. I'1) try
and be brief. This is a technical bill. Escentially it's
the clean-up in the wake of the abolition of the Illinois
Inheritance Eax_kct and does amend the inheritance tax and
trapsfer law in the State Finance -Act. It was drafted by the
Chicago Bar Association with technical assistance from the
Pstate Tax Division of the Attornsy General's dffice and is
supported by the ISBA. If you have questions, I'11 answer
them; othervise, I'd ask for a roll call.

PRESTILENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATCE NETISCH:

Thank you, Kr. Eresident, simply to ccnfirm what Senator
Bloom has said. The arerdments were...the changes...excuse

me, amepdments vere technical and ve did have the help arnd
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inpu§ of the Attorney General's Office and cthers. I think
it*s in good shape.
PEESIDENT:

Question 1is, shall Senate Bill 582 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. Cn that gquestion,
the Ayes are 53, +the Nays are none, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 582 having received the requireé constitutional
majority is declared passed. On the Order cf Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 588, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SICRETARY:

Senate Bill 5E88.

(Secretarj reads titl2 of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDERT:
Senator EBruce.
. SENATCE BHUCE:

Thank you, Mr. FPresident and wmembers of the Senate.
This...this bill arises out of the problems ‘and difficulties
that several counties around the State of Illinois are having
concerging the levies that they bhave had =against gerer-
ating...public generating stations, be they quclear powered
or coal fired, and the problems that have risen in various
lawsuits around +the State of Illirois on paying back in the

event that some of these lawsuits are lost. In discussions

with <Chapman and Cuttler they indicated to me that the Tort .

Iopunity Rct which vas given to local government after - the

Kanelapd...decision in which several students were injured

in...in a bus accident that that particular school district-

and +then that was extended to all the school districts and
then all the local governmental units could levy bonds to pay
off a judgment. Since the lawsuits *that are involved ir a

fiveea.five wutilities here relate to judgments not acainst
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the taxing body but against the treasurer and the assessor,
it was the suggestion of Chapran and Cuttler
that...legislation be introduced which would incover that
situation, so that the judgment would lie against the treas~-
urer or the assessor but the varicus bodies that are receiv-
ing agencies under that county treasurer or assessor would te
able tc...in an event of a loss of the lawsuit, be able to
levy and...and issue bonds to pay off that judgment. The
Kaneland case was a matter of a couple hundred thousand
dollars. In the...in Kane County, for example, we're talking
about sixty-six milliom dollars and it's...in lost assessed
valuation. I think it's a fair...fair bill. It's a way for
some of these units of local government whc are going *o lose
upwards of ninety percent of their total levy to catch their
breath and pay back on these judgments.

PRESIDENT: '

Any discussion? A lot of discussion. Senator Schuneran.
SENATCE SCHUKEIMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Question of the spcnsecr.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yield, Senator Schuneman.

SEKATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, I understand your explanation and the reason why
the bill was introduced, but I bave a concern tha*t it may go
way beyond <that. Seems to me that if...if we need to'pass
some legislaticn specifically for the gqguestion of mis;akes in
assessment on nuclear power plants that maybe we ought to
be...our...our legislaticn should be more narrowly defined.
fhis particular Act, the Local Governmental and Governmental
Employees Tort Immunitf Act, appears to grant immunity by way
of...a tax levy to pay judgmernts both for the unit of lecal
government and for the employess. And of course, it was
intended to cover tort liability where...in which case some

unintentional irjury would be caused. It seems to =e that



Page 305 - MAY 24, 1983

the wording of 588 escaped proper concern in committee and
that it may go beyond what vwe interded. In thate..l...T
would c¢ite and exanmple *o you of an assessor, for exaaple,
who incorrectly assesses a lot cf property in a coﬁnty. He
assesses it too high or too low, and as result of that is
sued, a judgment is rendered, and i£ seems +o me that in that
case, if the local government suffers a loss of revenue:that,
under this bill, they have an automatic tax without refer-
endue to pay any loss that might accrue as a result of that,
and...that's By concern, I...I wonder if ycu'd respond to.it.
I see you shake your head, no. I'd like to hear your lecgic.
BRESIDENT:
Senator Bruce.

SENATOP ERUCE:

They would not, unless you challenged your assessment of
your house; you lost it at the...at the assessor 1level; you
took it to the property tax appsal, you lost it there; you
take it to court, ycu lose it...and then the city 1loses or
the assessor loszs and a judgment is entered. At that point,
if the difference between you two is two hundred dollars, you
probably spent six thousand dollars in legal fees, they will
have tge cpportunity to levy and issue bonds to pay back the
two hundred dollars. I don't think *hat is avproblem. This
requires an illegal act and a judgment in a court before they
can levy. ©Now this does not speak to and...and for the
record, that is being developed on %his bill, it does not in
any vay address minor errors and omissions cf assessors and
county treasurers. It speaks to the question of judgments
and the illegal collections based on incorrect assessments of
property after a court hearing and Jjudgment 1is entered.
Judgment is a term of art following a judicial proceeding,
and so, I don't think that the case you <cited would cccur
urless both the city and the individual preperty owner wished

to take it to «cour%t, go past the board of review, go into
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\
court and get a judgment, and I...I honestly did not assume

that would occur. Y...my statement is here, it would not
occur but there's that outside possibility that some taxing
body somewvhere would want to push it all the way to court and
spend six +hcusand dollars to ccllect two hundred.
RESTDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUREMAN:

Just one additioral rpoint, Senator, and I...part of this,
I guess, is for the record, but in...in cne of my counties
there was a class action suit dealirg with the reassessment
of property and, as I recall, the...the assessor lost that
suit, and as a result, there will nc doubt will be a loss of
revenue to the county. Do you see this bill as in any vaj
alloving the county in that instance to...%to0 levy a tax with-
out rzferendum to replace those funds?

PEESIDENT:
.Sénator Bruce.
SENATCE ERUCE:

Well, Sena*or Schumesan, I...I'd like to say, no, and
I...and I don't believe that I can.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Hell, +thank you for your truthfulress and Y...T think
that under those circumstances, we probably should .noct vote
the bill out in its presen+ form then. I think that would
represent a real concern to a lot of us who have consistently
opposed taxation without refererdusn.

PEESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE: 7

Does this apply tc Cock County?

PEESIDENRT:
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Sepator Eruce.
SENATCR BRUCE:

Yes, it does.
PRESTIDENT:

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

bYou've...you have me confused ard...and, you know, T
thought it was just another nothing bill, but let me ask you
this, as...as I repember Moclitor versus Kaneland Coununity
School District that you?ve alluded to ard Justice Schaffer's
interpretation of gqovernmental +tort of immunity of the
father-in-lau,v I +<hought you could irsure against - anything.
#hy...why can't instead of all...why can't governmental enti-
ties, whather watre talking about a park district, or a
school district, or a county board, why can't they 3Jjust go
out and secure insurance against <hese types cf things?
PREESIDENT: )

Senator Bruce.
SENATCR BERUCE:

Because I don't believe +that there is any insurance
company that will insure against illegal acts of public cffi-
cials, and what we're +alking abour is, for example, in
Grundy County where they're going to lose about ninety per-
cent, in. my district where wve're gcing to lose about ninety
percent is, these guys vere told tc go out and levy based on
Tules and regulations provided by the Department of Revenue
as they relate to public uvtilities. They did so and nov we
find out they may have made a wmistake. FWhat this bill
addresses is that problem and I dont*t see...for example, one
of my townships is going to loSe ninety percent...not only
their...cf their levy...nct their assessed valuation, ninety
percent of their levy if this...if théy prevail in their
lavsait, and I dontt think that any insurance cozpany

vould...could insure against that kind of act, Senator Joyce.
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If vwe could, I...I'11 tell you what, they would have bought
it three years ago...if they...if it were on the market,
they would have paid for it and dearly.
PRESIDENT:

Fyrther discussion? Senatcer Grotherg.
SENATOR GROTEERG:

Thank you, Hr..President. A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT: .

Indicates he will yield, Senator Grotberg.

SENATCR GRCIBERG:

I +thought I was having trouble when I was trying
£0...impunize the regional school superintendents, but
the...ny question to you is that this only =says incorrect,
not over or under but incorrect, so it can go both...it cah
cut both ways as...as far as the intsrpretation of your lan-
guage 1is concerned and, of course, without any secret at all
when you said Kane County, sixty million dcllars, I turned my
light on...or six millicn or six decllars, can ycu erlighten
me on that figure and where you're getting it from and what
is the case?

PRESITENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATCER EEUCE:

I thought I said lake County, if T misspoke, it 1is Lake
County. Onder ' the legislation which we passed out of this
Body changing the mapner in which public utilities are
assessed for their generating facilities, lake County lost
sixty-six million dollars in assessed valuaticn.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotkerga.
SENATOR GROTEERG:

Well, then to the bill, just momentérily, Mr. President
and fellow Senators. The Urban Counties Ccuncil was founded

by the Kane County/Lake County chairman, &t cetera, anrd the
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collar counties has now grovn to be quite an organization
around the State. They are cpposed to it, and I marvel at
the fact that the onlf ones who really support it are Conti-
nental Bank and the Illincis Banker's Association according
to the record I have before me, and then I begin to wonder
that the taxpayers when you do issue +he bcnds, Senator,  then
all of the taxpayers have to pay all over again to retire the
bonds, so the whole thing over the lifetime of the probien is
Qeeeils a...is a loss to all of the taxpayers, they still have
to pay. The bonds only give “hem a time-payment program over
thirty years to bite.the loss and the bank gets paid off, is

that the thrust of the bill?

That is exactly the thrust. This bill allows local units
of government to issue bonds to pay off what they camnot pay
off today, that's all that it does. It says if you get a
judgment...against a county treasurer o¢r an assessor for
illegally assessing property, and we're talking about public
utility, generally, no one's going to issue bonds to pay off
a thref hundred dollar incorrect assessament. They could issue
the bonds and pay them back over a twenty or twventy-five year
period. That's what the intent of this legislation is, that's
all it*s for.

PEESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Bruce, would you entertain an amendment to this
bill +that in the event the State of Illinois, like it did iup
the...unitary tax decision in the courts, sustain a substan-
tial loss of revenue that we could, in fact,. levy a tax -avto-
matically on all the people of the State of Illinois?

PEESIDENT:
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Sepnator Bruce.
SENATCR BRUCE:

No, I would not, and let me tell you why not. Is welre
in business here and when the Governor after, you know, ve
found that we are running out...ouvt of mcney, he came to us
and ve raised the taxes. When you say to Grundy County and
to lake County and to my school disiricts in py district,
there's no opportunity, this is it. If youw don't want 'to
pass this bill, that's fine, but I'm going to put a bill in,
as soccn as they close Newton Unit Community Cne, we go out
of business, g;ys. #e have +three hurndred and ninetf—five
thousand dollars ip this lawsuit and if we 1lcse 1it, that's
more than the total levy they have and I dor't kpcw where you
go. I said...I talked to Chapman and Cuttler, they said, all
you have to do is we could issue bcnds, pay them back over
twenty-five years; the school system stays in operation; the
comrmunity college stays 1in operation; Scuth Kuddy Township
stays in operation; Jasper County, Grundy, Lake and all the
other counties stay in operation. If you don't want to do
that, if you don't wanrt to give them the powsr to work +their
vay out, +tax themselves, then let thenm éo belly-up. Newton
Community One will gc¢ out of business if we 1lose this
lawsuit, it's that simple. They cannot pay three hundred
ninety-£five thousand dollars in ome year. The combined judg-
ment against these school district...community college dis-
trict in Jasper County is three millicn dollars, that's
ninety percent for South Muddy Township of their to%tal levy,
they go cut of business. I thought it was reasonable we say,
have the bonds, pay them off over tuenfy—five years, vork
their way out of it.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? I'm sorry, Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeRNGELIS:

Rell, just as a matter of rebut+al, Senator Bruce, they
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do have the authority also like vwe do to tax themselves. By
referendup, sir.
PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, ¥r. President. I...X¥Y would like to shed some
light on this, if I can....you...you know, some of you fel-
lows you talk about not having it both ways. If...ve
just...we passed Senate Bill 101, row that would %ake this
back the way it was and these taxing local ocfficials...taxing
people would be correct again. 1let me tell you, when they
were taxing this...these utility companies, they were right.
The Department of Fevenue said, tax “hem at thirty-thrse and
a third, which they did. Not only were they right then, they
ook it to court, Commonwealth Edisor did, I believe, and
in...in the Rppellate Court in <Chicago. The court said,
that's right, you can'tt...you have éo tax them at
thirty-three and a third. So, they vwere right again. And
then, while there...they appealed it tc the Supreme
Court...while they're appealing it to the Supreme Court, we
come here and change the lawv...change the werding; and then
the Supreme Court says, well, you can change the wording and,
yeah, that vas wrong. So nov these folks were right, these
local taxing officials were right all the way along, even the
Appellate Court said +they were right. And row, we pull ou¢
the rug apd it's retroactive. So, that's wbat they're +trying
to do is just tax the people in that district, although I
think that is totally wrong, I don't +think that those people
ought +to hava to pay that tax back again, but they're going
to have to if that's the oply way. So, all we're trying +o do
is let those people pay back that tax that I'd say they vere
hoodwinked out of in the first place. So, I*d certainly ask
for an Rye vote on this bill.

PRESILENT:




Page 312 - MAY 24, 1983

Further discussion? Senator Etharedge.
SENATOR ETHERELGE:

¥ill the sponsor yield?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yield, Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator Bruce, as you kmow, this bill was not assigned to
the Secnate Revenue Committee, so I have not had the dppor-
tunity to delve ipto it until +the discussion began *his
afternoon; but it appears %to me, based upon the ccmments that
have been made, that you're using a shotgun where a rifle
might be more appropriate. I +hink...TI ounderstand that
you're trying to resolve a problem that ycu have in a school
district down your wvway, and...but it seems to me +that in
resolving that problem that you may be opening some...soms
doors that had...had better...be remained closed. W#hat would
be the impact of +this 1legislation if passed inm +these
instances where there have beesn class acticn suits? T
believe that...that guestion was raised before but I did not
understand your respepse to it.

PREéIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATCR ERUCE:

I told Sena*tor Schuneman that I wish that I could tell
him, no, but I believe that a class action suit under  this
matter would 1ie, and...ard you could, in fact, go ocut and
improperly levy, have a taxpayer suit and go back out and
issue bonds to pay that off. I don't know any taxing body
that's going to do that, and I would...ZX...you know, for +the
few that you are worried abtout, and by the vay, it's zmot just
in my district, Grundy County, lake County, Jasper, Richland,
¥abash, you name +them, +there are...there are counties ail
over thes State of Illinois are going to just not bz atle ¢to

make it, and what this says is that under tbhe same ability to
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levy for judgments in‘case of a tortuous act, that you can
levy and do bords for an illegal assessament. No¥ I don't
know how else to say it, it does open up 2 lot of problers,
and I have asked the Taxpayers' Federation, everyone else +o
give me 1language that clears this up. No one, including
Chapman and Cuttler, car give me lanugage that does it any
better than what ve have, and that is if they maks an ill=sgal
assessment, c¢an levy bonds. I don't think many people are
going to issue bonds and levy against bonds unless they are
really against the wall. ‘
PEESICERT:

Further discussion? Senator Ne*sch.
SENARTCE NETSCH:

Thark you, nf. Presidert. I think...perhaps all of us
would agree that it is ip many senses a horrible way to have
to resclve +*his problem, because the first place to have to
issue bords to pay off this kind of a...it's nct even really
a judgment literally, although I guess it is worded in those
terms, is not the happiest way %o resolve i%, but the prcblen
is that many of these areas were Ihacked against +*he wall.
ind they were backed against the wall primarily by acticn
that we took in the Tllincis General Assembly; and it seems
to me, rather than denying them this attempt to get out from
under, we ought +o be grateful to them that they are willing
to take the initiative and the burden to pay it off then-
selves, because T would rewmind us, and I was reminded of this
by Senator Jeremiah Joyce's gquestion, ¢that when <4he tort
ismunity law of +his State was suddenly changed by the
Kaneland County case, the ¥olitor case back in the 1%60's,
that particular school district was left hanging out by its
thumbs. It did not have enough money “o take care of all cf
the Jjudgpents that were suddenly changed by, in that case, a
court decision; and so instead of issuing bcrds to pay it off

itself, it came to the State legislature, and <the State
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legislature, arnd I think quite rtightly did bail out the
Kaneland Community District because of a dramatic change in
the law. ©Now all of these people are saying is, we're will-
ing to do it but we've gct to have some device by which to do
it. It seems to me that the very least we can do is to give
them the chance to pay off a debt that they should never

have bad in the first tlace.

Further discussicn? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATCR GEO-KAERIS:

Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemern <¢f the Senate,
Senator Netsch and Senatcr Bruce are absolutely right ard so
is Senator Jerome Joyce. Hopefully, no bonds will need to be
issued if Senate Bill 101 passes, but what we did in 1980 wés
vrong when we reclassified the pollution control facilities
and, hcpefully, they will be reclassified again the way they
should ke at thirty-three and a third percent. And I speak
in favor of the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator ¥aitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'm sorry to carry this on.
Senator Bruce...questicn of the sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

indicates he'll yield. Senator Maitlangd.
SENATOR MAITIAND:

Serator Bruce, given ande...I think it's well-known now
the concerns that some of us have and wve understand this par-
ticular situation. I understand that when this bill went
through the committee an amendment was suggested. Would i+
be possible, when the bill ge*s *o the House, *o tighten this
up to pertain only to the utility problem or more specifi-
cally to the problem with the pollutiocn control devices?

PEESIDENT:
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Senator Bruce.
SEKATCR BERUCE:

Yes, if...if *hat is the major concern, we can 1limit ¢to
the public utility and +the pollution contrel equipment
assessment procedure that this Body changed and then got us
all in so much trouble. That...I have no objection as put-
ting language in s*ating that this is limited only to that
one assessment procedure if thatt's...I was just talking to
staff and they indicate that thay think we can constitution-
ally draw up...as you know, there'’s a constituticnal pro-
hibition against specific legisla*icn, and I don't want <o
get to where w2 make it so specific tha% it is unconstitu-
ticnal, but perhaps we can sayAthat, came about in 1ight of
the change by the General Assembly under Public Act, whatever
it was. And that may solve a lot of problems; cbviously, it
would.

PEESIDENT:

Purther discussicn? Senator Bruce may close.
SENATCR BRUCZ: ‘

A1l right. Frankly, there vere good arguments in opposi-
tion. I bhave heard them and #e can add an amendment tha%
will 1imit this only to judgments and assessrents relates to
the Act vhen we changed the u;y we assess uvtilities and their
pollu*ion control equipment, ard with tha*, I would ask for a
favorable vote and see if we can put that amendment on in the
House.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Serate Bill 588 pass. Those in faver
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. O©Or that guestiocn,
the Ayes are 43, the Nays are 13, nore voting Present.
Senate Bill 588 having received the required constitutional

majori+y is declared passed. Senator Kelly, you want
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to...589. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd FKeading, Senate
Bill 589. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary.
SECgETARY:

Senate Bill 589.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly._
SENATCR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of thz Serate.
Senate Bill 589 provides grants made by the State of Illinois
shall not be contrary to the provisions of +the Urban Mass
Transportation Act of 196k. In effect, this bill wculd pre-
vent public bus carriers from competing with private car;
riers. The bill gives private bus carriers in Tllinois the
same protection that they bhave at the Pederal...lsvel under
the Saint Germain Amendpent, which I understand prevents
public sector people from competing with the private sector.
And unless you have any questions, I'd ask for yocur favorable
support.

PRESITENT:

Any discussion? Semator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFEEH:

Hould this amendment preveat the CTR frcm going %o O'Hare
and parallsling the Northwestern service?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly.

SENATCR KELLY:

This bill would not...would not prevent any +ransporta-
tion for...other than for school transportation and that type
of transportation, but the RTA or...would te abls to go out
and transport people from the...from the airpor*, yes, sir.
PRESILENT:

Any...further discussion? If not, the question is;‘shall
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Senate Bill 589 pass. Those in faver will vo%t=2 Rye. Those
opposed will votes Nay. The vo*ing is copen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who. wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. 9On *that guestion, the Ayes are 55, the ¥Nays
are none, 1 voting Presen*. S=nate Bill 589 having ' received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed. The
Chair is awvare that everyone is prepared to call it a day.
We have some paper work to do and we will go <o the Ordef cf
House Bills 1st Reading just so we can clear *he Calendar to
some extent. The motion to adjourn will be shertly put and
L] will rteturn here promply, please, a*...bzcause it
is..;tomcrrow is Wednesday, promptly at 9:00 a.m. Nine
o*clock tomorrow morning, and we'll vork approximately to the
same time, all déy long., Serator Savickas, fcr vhat purpose
do you arise?

SENATCR SAVICKAS:

The purpose of making two moticas, Cne 1is, I would
move to discharge the Committee on Agriculture from further
consideration of House Bill 10%5 arnd ask that the bill &te
re-referrsd tc¢ the Committee on laber ard Ccmmerce.
PRESIDENT:

Al{ right, you've heard the @motion +o discharge the
Committee on Agriculture from further consideration of 1045
and that the bill be re-referred to the Comrmities on labor
and Ccmmerce. All in favor indicate by saying Ayé. A1l
opposed? The Ayes have it. The  motion carries. It's so
ordered. Senatcr Savickas.

SERATOR SAVICKAS:

The second moiicn would be to remove Senate Bill 1040, of
which I am the spcnsor, from Agreed Bill List ¥o. 2 and put
it on the recall list tomorrow for amendment.

PRESIDENT:
Senate Bill 1040, at the raquest of the spomscr, to be

taken off the Rigreed Bill iist and be put op *he recall 1list
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for tcmorrow. Is leave granted? leave is granted., 1It's so
ordered. Sena*or Jokns, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATCR JOHNS: -

I'd like leave of the Body to be shown as a hyphenated
cosponsor of Sepate Bill 774 and Sepate Bill 1300.

PRESIDENT:

774 and 1200, the Senator requests leave to be shown as a
cosponéor. leave is granted. Senator Scemer, for vhaf pur-
pose do ycu arise?

SENATOR SCOMMER:

««..Mr. President, I would ask leave of the Bedy to remove
Senate Bills 64L& and 645 from the Agreed 2ill Iist 2. They
have been removed by someone else's moticr and I would like
to place them on the Crder of 2rd Reading...

PRESIDERT:

That reguest is in order. Senater Sommer has wmoved +to
rTenove two of his bills froms the Agreed Bill Lis* ard ask to
be placed on the regular Crder of 3rd Reading. Is 1leave
granted? Leave 1is granted. It's so ordered. Serator
Schaffer.

SENATOR SCBAFFER:

Mr...M¥r. President, I donft knows if weftre still on the
order of Motions, but I have a motion filed to discharge
Senate Bill 366 from the Appropriations ITI Ccammittee. It's
the budget for one of our little departments, Public rid. I
thought we might want to consider that budget sometime this
year and wonder when could get to that motion to discharge
the Public Aid budget from committee?

PRESIDENT:

Oh, well, we'll be getting to that, we...we can get *to
that order. Theret's still...there are still bills on-.ihe
Calendar that are subject to amendeert, by the way. .- Senator
Barkhausen.

SENATCR BARKHAUSEN:
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Mr. President, I would ask leave to have Senator Carroll
added as a hyphenated chief sporsor of Ssrats Eill 1192 ocn
the Agreed Bill List.

PRESIDENT:

1122, Senator PBarkhausen secks leave +o0 show Senator
Carroll as a cosponsor. You've heard the reguest, Leave is
granted. Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MECDCNALD:

Thank you, MNr. President. Yesterday I was not able to
get to my switch in time to vote for Senate Bill 225, and I
would 1like +he reccrd ¢o reflect that had I been able to
vote, I would have voted Yes or that bill.

PRESIDENT:

The record wili so reflect. Senator Smith, for what pur-
pose do you arise?

SENRTOR SMITH: .

Thank you, Mr. President. I, t00,...nervcus this after-
nOON...5at here and omitted ©520. Voting on that bill, I
would have voted Yes., Will you, please,...thank you.
FEESIDENT:

211 tight. The record will so reflect. Senator Joyce.
SENATOg JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Yes, ¥r. Fresident, in...in the interest of time, and
efficiency, and effort at the regquest of Senator Collimns, I
ask leave of the Body to take Senate Bill 1195, of which I anm
the sponsor, off the Agreed Bill Iist ard placed on the Order
of Serate Bills 3rd Reading.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the request. Senate Bill 1195 to come off
the Agreed Bill list and placed on the Order...regular Qrder
of 3rd Reading. Leave is granted. Senator Vadalabere.
SENATCE VADALAEENZ:

Yes, +thank you, ¥r. President and members of the Semnate.

Those o©f you who are possibly going tc make Memorial Day
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speechs over the veekend, I do have some ccpies here that you
may...would may...may like to have.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Fawell.
SENATCR FRWELL:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...I, too, missed the switch
at Sepate Bill 225 and I*'d like to be recorded as yes.
PRESIDENT:

Senate Bill 22%, the record will so reflect. Conmittee
reporﬁs.

SECRETRAEY:

Senator Savickas, chairman of +the Assignment of Bills

Conmittee, assigns the following Bouse bills ¢o commpittee:

Agriculture, Ccnservation and EZnergy - 772; Higher Edu-~

cation -~ 700; Elections and Pearportionment - 200; Executive
- 852, 502; ‘Executive Appointments, Veterans®' Rffairs and
2dministration - 485; TFinance and Credit Fequlaticns - 663;
Insurance and Licensed Activities - 646, €27, B70, 925, 1017,
2071; Judiciary I - 382, 673; Judiciary II ~ 250; local
Government - 345, 685, 1068 and 1310; Revenue - 9, 285, 2391,
867 and 1136.
PRESIDENT:

Eesoluticns.
SECEETARY:

Senate Resoluticn 187, commendatory by Senator Jeremiah
Joyce.

Senate Resolution 188, congratulatory, Sena-
tor...leAngelis.

Senate Resclution 189, congratulatory, Serator Macdonald.

Senate Resclution 190, by the...Senator Macdornzld,
congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 181, by Senator Berman, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 122, by Senators Jones, Chew, Ccllirs,

Smith, Newhouse and all, congratulatory.
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Senate Joint 2Resclu*ion 47, Senétor Bruce, Rock and all
Senators, congratulatocry.
PRESIDENT:

Corsent Calendar,
SECEETARY:

Senate Resolution 193, by Senator Kelly.

And Senate Resclution 194, by Senator Earman.
PRESIDENT:

Executive. All right, with leave of the Ecdy, we'll movs
to page 64 on the Calendar. 1Les+t anyone fcrget, don't forget
rine o'clock tomorrow morring. House Bills 1s*% reading, #r.
Secretary.

SFCEETARY:
House Bill 395, Serator Jercms Joyce is the Senate
SPOLSOL.

(Secretary reads +itls of till)

House Bill 508, Sernators Netsch and Macdonald.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 643, Senators D'Arco and Zitc.
(Sacretary reads ti+le of bkill)

House Bill 652, Senator Egan and Bloon.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 654, same sponsors.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill...#657.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

662, Senator Jcnes.
{Secretary reads *itle of bill)

688, Senator Bolmberg.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 6931, Senators Macdonald and Vadalabene.
(Secretary reads ti+le of bill)

House Bill 696, Senator Holmberg.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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House Bill 731, Senator Degnan.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 756, Senator Jerome Joyce.

{Secretary reads titls of bill)

House Rill 757, Senator Philirg.

{Secretary teads title of bill)

House Bill 76%, Senator Friedland.

811,

ge17,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

Senator Marovitz.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senator Barkhausen.

(Secretary reads title of £ill)

e«.B2€8, Senator Dawson.

ge2,

8L8,

823,

€60,

g€2,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senator Etheredge and Nedza.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senatcr...Schuneman and Becker.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senators Bloom and Jeremiah Joyce.
(Secretary reads titls of bill)
Senator Tavidson.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senator D'Arco.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 872, Senator Jones.

House Bill 822,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

(Secretary reads title cf bill)

«e+92€, Senator lenrke.

=1

T4y

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senator Grotterg.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

99€, Senator 2Zito.

(Secretary reads *itle of bill)

Senators Philip and Schuneman.
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Bouse Bill 1020, Senator Pruce.

{Secratary reads title of bill)
10338, Senator Keats.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1055, Senator Jerome Joyce.

(Secretary reads title of bkill)
1090, Senator lenke.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1101, Senators Bloor and Berman.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Houss Bill 1111, Senator Fock.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
1117, Senator Bruce.

(Secre*arf reads title of bill)
House Bill 1142, Senator Coffey.

(Secretary reads title of billy
House Bill 1161, Senator Geo-Karis.

{Secretary reads title of E£ill)
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REEL #11

SECEEARY:
1167, Senator Blcom.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1196, Senators D'Arco and Egan.
{Secretary reads *title of bill)
1208, Seanator Barkhausen.
- (Secretary reads <i<le of till)
1231, Senator Netsch.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1235, Seanator Weaver.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

- House Bill 1261, Senator Grotterg.
(Secretary reads title of till)
House Bill 1283, Senator Jones.
(Sacretary reads +itle of bill)
House Bill 20¢3, Senator Zito.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the foregone bills.
PREESITENT:
Further business to come before the Senate? If rot,
Senator Bruce moves that the Sepate stand adjourned until
Wednesday, May 25th, 9:00 o'clock a. m., nine c'clock sharp,

tomorrow morning. The Senate stands adjourned.




