83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

MAY 26, 1983

PRESIDENT:

The hour of nine having arrived, the Senate will please
come to order. Will the menmbers please be at their desks and
will our guests in the gallery please rise. Prayer this
morning by Father Jack Fricker from the Newman Center in
Carbondale, Illinois. Fa*her.

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

Thank you, Fa<her. Reading of +thes Jourmal. Sena%or
Johns.

SENATOE JOHNS:

Mr. President, I move that reading and approval of the
Journals of Wednesday, May the 18th;...Thursday, May the
19th; Friday, May the 20th; Honday, May the 23rd; Tuesday,
May <=he 24th and W#ednesday, Hay the Zsfh, in *he year of
1983, be pos=poned pending arrival of the printed Journal.
PRESIDENT:

You've heard *the mo*ion as placed by Senator Johns. Any
discussion? If no%, all in favor signify by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries. It is so
ordered. Senator Buzbee, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR BUZBEE:

On a point of personal privilege, ¥r. President.
PRESIDENT:

Yes, sir, state your point.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

I just wanted to say fhat those of you that have been
observing Father, ou:...our;..our chaplain this week is
Father Jack Pricker, is a goéd friend of wmine from Carbondale
from the Newman Center at SIOU, and Father Jack was with us ‘a
couple of years ago. This is going to be his last day with
us this Session, and I don*% think it's proper to...applaud a

prayer, Father, although I love your prayers, but I think it
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is proper for the State Senate to...applaud a priest, and
I1'd, at *his +ime, would 1like for us to express our
gratitude. '
PRESIDENT:

Amen. MHessage from the House.
SECRETARY:

A Heésage from the House by Mr. O'Brien, Clerk.

Mr. Presidemrt =~ I am directed to inform the Senate

the House of Representatives passed bills with the following

. titles, in the passage of which I am instructed to ask

concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:
House Bills 252, 312, 336, 367, 368, 884, 886,

985, 1026, 1036, toug, 1050, 1065, 1067, 1079, 1081, 1092,
1155, 1180, 1259, 1260, 1305, 1339, 1345, 1376, 1813, 1814,
1847, 1851, 1872, 1922, 1924, 1925, 1933, 1934, 1943, 1955,
1960, 1963, 1972, 2008, 2015, 2019, 2065, 2073, 2078, 2109,
2218, 2282.
PRESIDENT:

Alright; with leave of the Body, we'll *urn “o Page 46 on

the Calendar. On the Order of House Bills 1st Reading. H#r.

Secretary, House b?lls 1st reading.
SECRETARY:
House Bill 24, Senator Lemke is the Senate sponsor.
{Secretary reads +title of bill)
424, Senator Netsch.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
481, Senaior Vadalabene.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
552, Senator Vadalabene.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
€35, Senator Demuzio.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
722, Senator Berman.

(Secretary reads title of bill)




121,
787,
805,
863,
929,
933,
934,
%361,
963,
972,
1000,
1689,
1130,
1170,
1202,
1230,

1283,
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Senator Vadalabene.

{Secretary reads title
Senator Newhouse.

(Sectetary reads title
Senato:.Davson.

{Secretary reads title
Senator Etheredge.

(Secretary reads title
Sena+or Davidson.

{Secretary reads title
Senator Netcsh.

{Secretary reads title
Sena*or Lenke.

(Secretary reads title
Senator Berman.

{(Secre%ary reads title
Senator Savickas.

{Secretary reads title
Senator Jerome Joyce.

(Secrstary reads zitle
Senator Etheredge.

(Secretary reads title
Senator Bruce.

{(Secretary reads.title
Senator Newhouse.

{Secretary reads title
Senator Kent.

{(Secretary reads zitle
Senator Jerome Joyce.

(Secretary reads title
Senator Luft.

{Secretary rteads *itle
..«Senator Demuzio.

(Secretary reads title
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Senator Vadalabene.
(Secretary reads title

Senator Washington.

1383

of

bill)

(Secretary reads title of bill)

On Bill 1351, <hat was Senator

Wa*son, no* Washington.

House

House

House

1433,

1944,

1495,

1498,

1502,

1503,

1504,

1505,

1525,

1550,

1564,

Bill 1371, Senator Carroll.

Rashington...I amean,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Bill 1400, Sepnator Sangmeister.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Bill 1413, Senator Lechowicz.

{(5ecretary reads title
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

{Secretary reads title
Senator D'Arco.

{Secretary reads title
Senator Geo-Karis.

{Secretary reads title
Senator Dawson.

(Secretary reads title
Senator Nedza.

{Secretary reads *title
Sepator Buzbee.

(Secretary reads title
Senator Egamn.

{Secretary reads title
Senator Kelly.

{Secretary reads title
Senator Vadalabene.

(Secretary reads <itle
Senator Buzbee.

{(Secretary reads title
Senator Holmberg.

(Secretary reads.title
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Senators Grotberg and ¥edza.

(Secretary recads title of
Senator Nedza.

(Secretary reads title of
Semator Lechowicz.

{Secretary reads ti+tle of
Senator Bruce.

{Secretary reads title of
Senator Maitliand.

(Seccetary reads title of
Senator Lechowicz.

{(Secretary reads title of
Senator Degnan. ‘

(Secretary reads title of
Sana*or Vadalabene.

{(Secretary reads title of
Senator Lemke.

(Secretary reads title of
Senator Gec-Karis and Nezsch.

(Secretary reads title of
811l 1738, Senator Jones.

(Secretary reads tizle of
Senator Dawson.

(Secretary reads title of
Senator Philig.

(Secretary reads *itle of
Sena+tor Soamer.

(Secretary reads title of
Senator Egan.

(Secretary reads title of
Senator E+heredge and Hudsos.

(Secretary reads title of
Senator Luft.

(Seczetary reads titls of
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1871, Senator Netsch. ) 9£>Jb

{(Secretary reads title of bill) %b{/ /
W
1881, Senator Fawell.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2023, Senator Sangmeister.
(Secre*ary reads *title of bill)
2085, Senator Davidson.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
13%0, Senator Zito.
{Secrezary reads title of bill)
1470, Senator Davidson.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the foregone bills.
PRESIDENT:

With leave of <he Body, we'll move to Page 22 on the
Calendar to the Agreed Bill List. Ope ro5ll call will be
taken oo all of the bills on the 1list, and the Jourmal will
reflect <he individual zoll calls .for each bill and reflect a
¥o or Present votes of any Sena“ors who have filed the regui-
site pieces of paper with the Secretary. Senator MNarovitz,
for what purpose do you arise?

SENATCR MAROVITZ:

Bxcuse we if i% may be on the desk, bu* other than look-
ing through the whole list for individual bills, is there a
way that we could know if...if our bills were knocked off or
if any bills were knocked off? ' v

PRESIDENT:

/
I am about to read that list right now. Yes, sir. The

following Sena*e bills were removed from the Agreed Bill Lis%t
a* the request of five members of the Sepate: 338, Szuator
Berman; 342, Senator Berman; 570, Senator Holuberg;
983...983, Page 36, Senator D'Arco and 1273, Pacs 42,
1-2-7-3, Senator Watson. Aand *he following Senate billz were

renoved from the Agresed Bill List a+t the request of +he
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J}b\\\%

Netsch...did you no* request *hat it bz removed? And 1303,
951...well, +*ha%*'s not...the list I have here has 951 coming
off at the request of the sponsor, is it right or wrong?
Okay, that is an error. So, it's 522, 1021 and 1303. Sena-
tor Schuneman, for what purpose do you arise? :
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

I heard you mention 951, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

J...I made a mistake.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Gh. S+ill on <he Agreed Bill List.
PRESIDENT:

It still is on the list. Alright, 1021 is still on the
list. Well, 1-0-2-1 4is Senator Netsch-Carroll. Sepator
Ka“son, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR RATSON:

Thank you, Mr. Presidenrt. it the appropriate time, I*d
like to be taken off as chief spomnsor of House Bill 581, can
I do +hat at’this...this time?

PRESIDENT:

Tﬁe bill is here?
SENATOR WATSON:

Yes, it is. It's in Sangneisfe:'s committes, Judiciary
Committee.

PRESIDENT:

Is anybody else picking i* up? I*'s like a rudderless
ship if there's no sponsor. Can we...well, the time is not
appropriate. Can you find out who else would like to pick it
up. Once 1:t's been assigned, Senator, the problem‘ié itfl11
just get...i*'11 fall between *he cracks. Tha*...that might
be a good fate for that bill aund most of the House bills, but
the fact is, we ought to...okay. Aalright, everybody have the

lis+ now, 338, 342, 570, 983, 1273, 522 and 1303 are removed
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from the list. The guestion now is whether the bills remain-

ing on the Agreed Bill List shall pass. Mr. Secretary,
please =read <the bills on *he Agreed Bill List for a third
time.

RCTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNAKDES)

Senate Bill 42,

{Secretary reads ti4le of bill)
Senate Bill 62.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
84,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 97,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
123.

{Secretary r=ads title of bill)
147.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
genate'Eill 188.

(Sec:etafy reads title of bill)
297.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 301.

(Seéretary reads title of bill)
303.

' (Secretary reads title of bill)

306.

(Sécretary reads title of bill)
310.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
313.

(Secretary reads *itle of bill)
322.

(Secretary reads title of

325.

bill)
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21270,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1272,

{Secre~ary reads title of bill)
1274.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1276.

{(Secre=ary reads *izle of bill)
1279.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1306.

{Secretary reads ti*le of bill)
1310.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1313.

{Secretary reads zitle of bill)
1317.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1318.

" {Secretary reads title of bill)

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1333.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1334,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1354.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
And om Senate Bill 302, it was :ead...Senatg Bi;l 303»"35,
read as 302. -3rd reading of thé foregone bills., o
PRESIDINé.deICEB: {SENATOR BRUCE)

(Bachine cu:off)...is, shall Senate Bills 42, 62, 84, 97,

123, 147, 188, 297, 302, 303, 306,h310, 313, 322, 325, 327,

329, 338, 342, 346, 353, 356, 363, 372, 403, 404, 409, 411,
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412, 428, 431, 433, 434, 435, 436, 440, 457, 459, 4671, 4us8,
u77; 478, 479, 482, 487, 488, us%6, S06, 511, S12, 515, 516,
522...o0mi% 522, 523, 524, 526, 544, 545, 546, 547, 550, 557,
571, 581, 586, 587, 597, 598, 600, 603, 613, 623, 624, 628,
638, 646, 648, 649, €652, €53...655, 656, 671, 675, 690, 696,
697, 698, 706, 705, 716, 717, 72%, 727, 7133, 7338, 1745, 757,
162, 772, 773, 775, 779, 788, 791, 7%4, 795,...796, 797, 803,
805, 80€¢, 808, 809, 811, 812, 814, 815, 816, 817, B28...828,
833, 834, 835, 836, 838, 847, 849, 850, 851, 854, 859, 860,
862, £63, 864, 873, 879, 881, 882, 883, 887, 895, 896, 899,
éos, 906, 910, 912, 913, 915, 917, 919, 923, 9S24, 927, 928,
929, 934, 931...o0mit 934, 836, 937, 941, 942, 945, 947, 949,
350, 951, 952, 953, 958, 961, S74, 975, 981, 983...omit 983,
986, 987, 90, %91, 995, 1009, 1010, 1013, 1021...omit 1021,
1025, 1026, 1030, 1031, 1032, 1034, 1036, 1037, 1039, 1047,
1048, 1052, 1056, 1057, 1058, 1059, 1061, 1064, 1069, 1072,
1073, 1074, 1078, 1079, 1088, 1091, 1092, 1097, 1104, 1109,
1111, 1114, and 1021 is back on, 1116, 1117, 1118...1121%,
1124, 1132, 1133, 1143, 1145, 1150, 1152, 1173, 1176, 1188,
1192, 1196, 1197, 1211, 1218, 1296, 1232, 1233, 1238, 1239,
1241, 1244, 1254, 1268, 1269, 1270, 1272, 1274, 1276, 1279,
1306, 1310, 1313, 1317, 1318, 1328, 1332...1334 and 1354
pass. Those 1in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Kay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? {Mackine cut-
off)...voted who wish? Have all voted who wishk? Take the
record. On that question, *he Ayes are 59, +the. Nays are
none, none vo;ing Present. The aforementioned bills having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed...are declé:éd passed. Senator Rock.
SENATCRE KOCK:

Thank you, Ar. éresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Among *he bills *ha* we jus*t successfully sent to
the House were a number in *he series ‘hat ve have designated

as Prairie State Two Thousand. We have been ¥orking
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assidﬁously with +ke Office of the Governor, with the members
from *he other side of the aisle and there are a nubber of
pembers, Senator Keats informs me, who wish to be added a co-
sponsors and they are certainly welcome. I would ask Senator
Keats...that would be *he number of bills on page 37 of <he
Calendar, Mr. Secretary, and we can afford...obviously, we
can afford you a 1list, and as Senator Keats has a list of
those who wisk to be added as cosponsors, and I would
appreciate *ha® courtesy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Channel 2 is seeking leave to shoot f£ilm of the proceed-
ings. Is *herz leave? Leave is granted. We have distzib-
uted *he lis* of recalls, *here are seven bills and the spon-
sors of the bills are Sepators...Lemnke, Keats, Egan, Hall,
Jerome Joyce and...and Demuzio. Rithdraw Senator Kenneth
Hall. All right. All tigh%t. Senate Bill ?1, Senator Lemke.
Senator...leske asks leave of the Senate to return +he Dbill
to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of amendment. 1s
there leave? Leave is granted. Are there amendments, Mr.
Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Lermke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCFY)
‘ Sepator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

¥hat this bill does is allows the state's attorney to put
a lier on a person's real estate in regards to the ‘cost of
crimipal prosecution in regards to felonies.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, Senator Lemke, 1looking az...I think I've got the
right amendment that you're attempting <o put om here, and

isn't this exactly the same Senate bill that was in
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Judiciary 1T, Sena%te Bill 50, *hat you're attempting +o put
on Senate Bill 412
PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR BERUCE)
Senator Lemke,
SENATCR LEMKE:

Senator Sangmeister, that amendment you're looking at has
been on, +this is +he second awendment *o +his bill, I
believe. t is...is there <vwo amendments “here? This is the
third amendment to this bill. The amendrent we're putting on
nov is, creates a lien on the real estate for the cost of
prosecuation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.

SERATCE SAKGHEISTER:

Well, IX...1 guess *he amendment *hat I'as concsrned about
is already on the bill and I*ll address that at 3rd reading.
Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOE BLOOGH:

#ell, I guess I'm making more of a parliamentary ingquiry.
If the last amendment...the amendment that went on turns this
bill into a...an crimical penalty enhancement, and nor we're
going to liens, there's go: *o be a guestion of germaneness
somewhere on the bill. Perhaps it's a can of worms we
wouldn't want to get imto. Y'11...7'11 trust the judgment of
-he Ckair, but I would raise the inguiry.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR BRUCE)
I...I would say that the...the...since the original bill

deal® with the court costs and state's attorney's e:

nses,
apnd this Eill places 'a 1lien wupon the,..the defeniant's
assests that it would be germane. Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LENKE:

This amendment 1is desaling with +“he collec%ion of court
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costs.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopit. Discussion? Those in favor say Aye.
Cpposed ¥May. The Ayes have it. Amendzent No...all right.
The amendment is adopted. Ayes have it. Purther discussion?
SECRETARY:

No...

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Further amendments?

SECKETARY:
v No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 228, Senato:r Leqke. Senator
Lenke asks leave of the Senate to return the bill to the
Order of 2rd Reading. Is there leave? Leave is granted.
Are there amendments, Mr. Secreiary?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Lemnke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXNATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke is recognized.

SENATOR LEMKE:

fhat this amendment is...this is the agreement we made in
Labor Committee, we finally worked out the amendmen: with the
insurance company and labor. This is in regards to speeding
up the payment of medical payments to injured workers under
workmen's compensation. This amendment sets up a procedure
whereby the commission will hear the case within fifteen days
and write a decision within thirty, and that the...if they
should write a decision on the basis of...finding that it was
not compensable, then *he group insurance would pay the
claim, I think it's a good bill and it helps the working
man.,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Hotion is to adopt. Discussion? Senator DeAnrgelis.
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SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Question of the sponsor.
PEESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator lLemke, has this appeared at amy other time in any
other form in this Session?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Sena+tor lLenke.

SENATOR LENMKE:

No, this hasn’t. This...it...i* origimally...it's still
the original bill that wvas in Labor, it came out, we had an
amendment, wWe...we Tabled that amendment till insqrance and
labor and everybody go: %ogether fo0 wri*e up *the procedures
and both the staffs of Semator Keats and Senator Collins, we
came up with this amepdmernt which is anm agfeed—to amendment
by all parties concerned, workmen's comp. carriers, group
carriers and so forth.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Keats. .
SENATOR KEATS:

Just o say that, yeah, we have beer working on this
thing for weeks now, and I'm...I'nm hoping this solves the
whole thing. We're still reading it over but it appears to
be fine.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is oo the adoption of Amendment No. 2. 'Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendmené
No. 2 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:
No further arendmenzs.’
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. Senate Bill 522, Sepator Keats. Sepnator

Keats asks 1leave of +he Senate *o teturn the bill to the
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Order of 2nd Reading. Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are
there amendments, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARY:
Apendment No. 1 offered by Senator Reats,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. This bill was on the Iagreed
list. We had to pull it back because %he original bill did
not have a cap on it. It was a fairly serious flaw, so, we
have +to...to cap the +table on it and I'1l explain it much
nore on 3rd reading. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR RBRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment Ko. 1. Discussion of the
motion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. Anmendment No. 1 is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 667, Senator Egan. " Senator Egan
asks leave of the Senate *0o return *he bill to the Order of
ind Reading. Is <here leave? Leave is granted. Are there
amendments, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Arendaent No. 1 offered by Semator Egan.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.

A+ a time in the financial history of the State when we have

untapped sources of revenue, I commend this, Amendament No. 1,

N <

to your favorable corsideration and move its adoptigh.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE)

Motion is to adopt. Discussion? Sepator Etheredge.
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SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator Egan, I've not had the opportunity to see <this
amendment, and I wvould appreciate it if you would elaborate
just a little bit and tell us what it's all about.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

A1l right. VNow *hat's where we were yesterday and I'm
SOILYe.s
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SEXRATOR BRUCE)

e-.5€¢na%or...hold i* just a second. If we can have...if
we can get sonme order, if we'll take our co?ferences off the
Floor, +we'll be able %o conduct our business and get out of
here early today. Senator Egan.

SERATOR EGAN:

Yes. Very simply, Senator, amd I...I +think not o be
overly crypiic, bu% I think fully explanatory, it imposes a
TWO cents per mile per “on *ransportation *ax on intrastate
barge traffic, which means the transport of persons or pfop—
erty from a port, harbor or other water docking facility in
this State *to another port, harbor or other docking facility
in this Staze. It is totally intrastate %transportation +that
we are taxing wvhich is not today being taxed. ¥e tax the
transportation of goods om our road, Wwe...¥e...we tax the
liquor industry, we tax *he éasoline indus*ry, et cetera, et.
cetera, et ceiera. This is an untapped source of revenue,
totally intrastate transportation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOE ETHEREDGE:
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Well, Senator, since +he amendment was...is...was ini-
tially proposed yesterday, we've had *he oppbrtunity to put a
pencil to paper and determine vhat this two cent per mile per
ton would actually cost, and I *hink it 1is very important
that all of us here understand what is being proposed. This
amendment would add a...a tax that would amount to thirty
dollars per rile on the typical barge carring grain. If you
figure a three hundred mile trip on the waterways, that
amoun+s %o about nine thousand dollars per such trip. So,
what we're talking about is a very significant departure, a
very significant change, in what has been public policy in
“he pas*. I think evaryone here should be very sell aware of
what this anmendment would do.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR BRUCE)

I have Senators Maitland, Dawson and Sangmeister. Sepa-
tor Maitland.
SENATGR MAITLAND:

Thank you, H#r. President. A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yeild. Senator Maitland.

SENATCR HAITLAND:

Sepator Egam, has your staff had an opportunity to deter-
pine what, first of all, the longest *rip that a grainm barge,
for example, might take in *he State of Illimois; and then,
what the cost per bushel might be for that grain thatt!s car-
ried on that, for example, fifty thousand bushel barge?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, but I would like Senator Sangmeiszer to explain it.
He has the figures better in his head than...ayself., So, if I
could defer that gquestiorn to Senator Sangmeister, I think
we'd all be better informed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Sangmeister to answer.
SENATORE SANGMEISTER:

All right, -aking a hypoihetical example, let's say, and
let?!s talk about what I think you're concerned about, hauling
beans, for example, on the Illinois waterway. Let's say that
*hat barge carried £fifty thousand pounds of beans, okay,
that's <wenty-five *tons, all right,...well let nme...you got
&our own example, let me give you mine, okay? That's twenty-
five tons that +that barge is carrying. Now, if you got
tveﬁty—five tons and you take two «cents, two cents times
twenty-five <ons comes up wizh fifty cents a ton-mile. lLeti’s
take your example of threez bhundred miles. Three hundred
miles then would amount to a hundred and fifty dollars. Very
simply, two cents times twenty-five tomns is fifty cents a
ton-nile +imes +three hundred miles is a hundred and fifty
dollars is what i%'s going o cost tha% ba:ge to go the three
hundred miles. Okay? If it's more than that, it will cost
fifty cents a ton-mile nmore. Now my agricultural expert
set+ing fo BY right tells me that in fifty +thousand pounds,
or +twenty-five +tons, “‘here are eighi thousand threze hundred
and thirty-three bushels of beans, and if you divide eight
thousand three bundred and thirty-three buskel of beans into
a hundred and fif+y dollars it means <hat adding +to each
bushel would be two-hundredths of one cent is added to a
bushel of grain. Two-hundredths of one cent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mai:zland.

SEFATOR MAITLAND:

¥ell, you know, I...we don't come up with those...those
same figures. Re come up with...for a typical three hundred
mile <+rip in*rasta‘e, in *he Sta%e of Illinois, we come up
with substantially wmore cost per bushel. As a matter of fact,
it nearly,...well, quite frankly, it exceeds right now the

*otal cost of barge iransportation from...from Illin:zis to
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the Gulf and, you know,...there seems to be some discrepancy
here, either from your side or our side, and we better darned
well make sure we know what we're doing before we do it. Az
+his point, I would urge defeat of the...of *he amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Sangmeister.
SERATCR SANGMEISTER:

¥ell, I'm not so sure whether he's...was asking...all I
could tell you, Senator, I just went through step by step nmy
figures. You keep talking about some astronomical figure
over there and have no basis for it. I wen* through it step
by step, pound by pound, and it comes out by our fiqures .02,
less than two-hundredths of a cent per buskel, infinitesimal.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussiomn? Senator Dawson...or Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

I'm Sorry, but one...one final gquestion, Senator
Sangreister. When you started...whem you going through your
figures you mentioned fif:y thousand pounds, right? I...I
dont't...ve don'+ understand where you're starting from, where
you're getting the fifty thousand pounds.-

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

We...you kpow, I imagine a barge camn...can carry, ohvi-
ously, different amounts of weight. I'm giving you an
example where a barge is carcying fifty thousand or' twenty-
five ton of beans is my example. Obviously, if you increase
that or lower it one way or another, fine, but you take a
bargse carrying twenty-five tons of beans, it's going to cost
two-hundredths of a cen* per bushel to.carry it uwnder this
bill.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Senator MKai+land.




Page 34 - MAY 26, 1983

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Wwell, <he gentleman on your righ% knows full well tha+ a
barge carries many, many, many, many tons more than that. As
a matter of fact, a typical barge carries about fiftf thou-
sand bushels and you're...you're dealing with pounds and
that..<hat?s...that's the point I'm trying to make. There
seens to be sowe misunderstanding here of what we're doing
and I...you know, it may be a good idea, but what we have
available to us over here right now indicates it's a very
poor idea and we...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATCR SANGMEISTER:

Granted, math is no: my forte, fut anyway you do it,
you're going to come up wvith the same unit cost. I don't
care how much...pounds...you're carrying, you're still not
going %o come up with any more than...+han %fwo-~hundredths of
a cent per tushel.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. We've got more lights and we've got Senator
Davidson and Demuzio. All righ%, Senator Demuzio's off.
Senazor Davidson, since he's no: going speak, can you be
persuaded not to speak? Oh, all right. Senator Dawson was
next. What? You veren't on...you were just on the list, I'm
trying to get people off the list, if .we can. Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSCN: ‘

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this bill is aimed at only one specific party doing fhis here
and that is buginesses doing business in *he State of Illi-
nois only. This does not affect any ouzside company out of
the State of Illinois and I feel that is very unjust. And tke
tvo people affected by this is, number one, the grain indus-
try; and, number %wo, the coal indus*try, and I don*t feel

it's fair *o go ahead and start taxing somebody that has
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enployees in the State of Illinois paying their taxes in +the
State of Illinois and bhaving o*her barge companies be able to
go +through and wuse all our waterways and not be able to be
affected by this legislation. The cost per ton on barge traf-
fic is right around a penny to a penny and a half a tom per
mile. If you figunre +*ha* out, a barge holds one thousand
~ons of cargo when it is completely loaded. I just feel that
it's unjust to try to tax businesses that are in the State of
Illinois, trying to stay here undermeath our economic prob-
lems and not being able %o tax the other people which is
against the Federal law.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATCR DAVIDSON:

#ell, Senator Sangmeister, using your example, this
normal barge on the Illinois River when it's carrying grais
is carrying fifty thousand bushel of corm or beans, thatts
sixty pounds a bushel. You break it out as I did, pounds,
you get...and then divide it by two thousand for the tom, you
come up with fifteen hundred tons and you said your cost was
a hundred and fifty dollars per +om, fifteen hundred times
fif+een...hundred and £fifty <times fifteen hundred is
twenty-twvo hundred and fifty dollars per trip.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

It's not a hundred and fifty dollars per ton, Senator,
it's fifty cents a tom-mile. Okay? And if you want *o take
the +three hundred miles by fiftfy cenis a tor-mile, %the whole
trip costs you a hundred and fifty dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

For what purpose does Senator Rock arise? Let's just...

SENATCR ROCK:

Well, I was just going to ask the membership that this is
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an anendment, we are debating the substanca of the bill. The
gentleman has a right to amend, it seees to me, and put it
into proper form, and I'm sure we'll be talking about tkis
about five-thirty <*tomorrow afternoon, at +the rate we're
going. t is a revenue enhancer and I think we are all look-
ing, or some of us at 1least, are looking for revenue
enhancers. The substance of it, I think, can be adequately
debated...will be debated *omorrow, but I *hink he’s got a
righ*t %o amend and we ought to put *he apendment on and let's
move on.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Davidson.
SENATOE DAVIDSON:

I...1 can appreciate that. Most times I would agree with
you that the sponsor pu* the bill in the shape he wants, but
I've had some bills, during my ten years, that got amended
not the way I wanted them and this...this amendeent ~strikes
a* the heart of almost every person downstate who has farmers
in *heir district, ‘cause ihey move that grain by a barge.
The other item which those of you who live in Chicago better
look at 1is a tremendous amount of the fuel oil you burn in
Chicago goes by barge from <the...Shell 0il BRefinery, that
point of origin is Wood River, point of deposit¢ is Chicago,
that's intrastate. You want to add this additional cost to
your people on your fuel, go ahead. I urge the defeat of the
amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBU&E)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATORK SCHUNEMAN:

¥ell, #Hr. President, I simply wanted to make the point
that I don’t think there's any disagreement as to what wefre
trying to do and...and we're havipng a math problea here and,
apparently, the decision on *his side now is to go ahead and

put the amendment on and try to work it out, but I think we
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have only a math problem rather than a.,..a probles ' of sub-
stance and, apparently, it's too much for the Senate.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Mr. President, we are having a difference of opipion in
regard to the math, I guess. But at...at this point, I'nm
going to stick by our math. This...as far as I can tell we
are...we are correct in our calculations, this is a very sig-
nificant change. I would also point ou: that the description
of this bill on the Calendar is in error. This is...this is
8...a brand new...brand new bill. We talked about it for the
first time yesterday. I would ask for a roll call on this
amendment.

PBESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

AS...as to the Calendar descriptioc of 667, through an
€rror w2...the...there was an*icipation that this amendzent
was, in fact, adopied yes*terday and i+t was pdlled oui of the
record and...and we have reflected on the Calendar the action
vhich did not occur yesterday, so that if this amendment is
adopted, it will show it correctly tomorrow on the Calendar.
Ou “he motion to adopt the amendmenz, those in favor say Aye.
Do...do we wish to go through a roll c¢all? ¥We wishk to go
through a roll call. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vo%e Nay. The voting is open. The motion is on
the adoption of Amendment No. 1. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that quastion,
the Ayes are 16, the Nays are 39, none voting Present. The
motion <o adopt is lost. (Machine cuzoff)...amendments? For
what purpose Senator Egan arise?

SECRETARY:

No further apendmen<s.

SENATOR EGAN:

On a point of personal privilege, Mr. Presicdznt.
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The...the childrer from St. andrew Lutherams School in Park
Ridge are novw coming into the gallery and I'd like to intro-
duce <chenm to you.. Nice school ir Park Ridge, in ny dis-
trict, and we welcome +then. Would you...would 7you rise,
please, kids and be recognized. A

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATDR ERUCE)

Would our students from Park Ridge please rise and be
recognized by the Senate. Further amendments? 3rd réading.
And, Senator £Egan, since that bill was not amended, you may
call that today in order. A1l rTighkt. 1258, Senator Jerome
Joyce. Sepator Jerome Joyce asks leave oé the Senate %o
return the bill to the Order of 2pnd Reading. 1Is there leave?
Leave is granted. 2are there amendments, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 cffered by Senator Jerome Joyce.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)}

Senator Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR SERONME JCYCE:

Yes, Mr. President, I would like...move to Table Amend-
ment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

uetion is to reconsider the vote...by which Amendment No.
2 was adopted. On the "motion, those in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The vote 1is reconsidered.
Senator Joyce now @moves to Table Amendment No. 2. On the
motion, those in favor say kiye. Opposed Nay. The dyes have
it. Amendment No. 2 is Tabled. Are there further amend-
ments, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3, by Senmator Joyce.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Sepnator Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. 2mendpent Ro. 3 adds . a line
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that was icadver=enly left off +he Amendpent No. 2, and this
is the...this states that the Illimois...public policy is the
same as the U.S. public policy expressed in the Nuclear Waste
Policy Act of 1982,

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3. Discussion of the
motion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. Awmendaent No. 3 is adoptesd. Purther awendments?
>SECBETARY:

No further ameandments.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. May we have some order, please. If we can
take our conferences off the Floor, we'll be able to conduct
our business. Senate Bill 12617, Senator Demunzio asks leave of
the Senate <o return *he bill to “‘he Order of 2and Reading. Is
there leave? ieave is granted. Are there amendments, Mr.
Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Amcndment No. 2 offered by Serator Demuzio.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DENMOZIC:

Thank you, very wruch, Mr. President and Ladies apd
Gentlemen of the Senate. Amendment No. 2 removes some draft-
ing...inconsistencies ard errors. It changes the definition .
of hazardous waste *o mean those wastes +hat have been
identified by the Resource Recovering Conservatiom Act or
all...or pursuant to the Pollution Control Board's regula-
~ion, it stays strictly along those lines. I+ <reinseris +he
Act's original language of action tha* can be brought...abcux
by the state's attorneys and the Attorney Gemeral. If...that
is all that it does and I would ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is +o adop- Amendment No. 2. Discussion of *:he
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motion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Kay. The Ayes have
i+, Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Further amendwents?
SECRETARY:

No further apendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. That completes our recall list. For zhe
information of the membership, we will not be going to Senate
bills 2nd reading until later on this afternoon. We will go
through Senate bills 2nd's one more %ime today and that will
be it. So, if you have bills on second reading that you would
like to advance, this would be the day. ¥We had concluded our
business yesterday just prior to Senate Bill 738. 1Is Senator
Vadalabene on the Floor? We will start the proceedings .at
Senate Bill 738 on page 9 of your Calendar. Bead the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 738.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING CGFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabens.
SENATQR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
You have before you Sepate Bill 738 which recodifies the Real
Estate Brokers and -‘Salesmen's License Act ip Illinois, and
this bill represents nearly two years of work by nmembers of
the 1real esta*e industry and the Departzent of Registration
and ©Education; and I believe this recodification is
noncontroversial and should be acceptable to everyone and I*d
appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is +there discussion? Is there discussion? The gues-
tion...Senator Netsch.

SENATOR HETSCH:.
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Thank you, Mr. President., There was onz matier that was
of concern to me and I talked to the representatives of the
realtors! association about it. I dom't know whether it vwas
intentional or not, but in the process of redoing this bill,
they changed the date at which the normal Sunset review of
the real estate licensing would be done. It is nov scheduled
by 1law in 1989. This would move it to 1993. Tha* does not
make a lo*t of sense because there are other activities which
are similar to and related to real estate which will also be
done in 1989, I understood their reluctance to have the bill
brought back, bu:* I do have a personal coepitpen:t from <the
lobbyists for +the realtors that they will amend it im the
House to make it conform to the now scheduled Sunset review,
and on *that basis, I would vote Yes.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A11 right. Purther Adiscussion? Senator Vadélabene nay
close.

SENATCR VADALABENE:

Yes, I made tha* agreement with Senator Netsch. We'll do
it in the House and...I would request a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 738 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Way. The voiing is oapen. Have
all voted who wish? Bave all voted who wish? Take the
record. On *ha®t question, the Ayes are 56, the ©Nays are
nong, Dope voting Present. Senate Bill 738 having received
the reguired constitutional majori:zy is declared passed.
Senate Bill 740, Senator ¥atson. BRead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary, please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 740.

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 740 resulted froam
a problem that we had in our district where the Department of
Conservation wanted to come ip and put a beach at Carlyle

Lake, and they were denied *ha® right because the Department

of Public Health comes ir and says they have to build a

bathhouse to go along with it. what this particular bill
does is puts language into the...the Act that states that the
bathhouses will no* have o be buil® to satisify the Depart-
ment of Public Heal:ih, they do mno*...Department of Public
Health is not opposed to this legislation, and of course
Conservation wouldn't come in put in a beach without having
0 build a bathhouse and *har...that cosis a great deal of
money SO0 beaches were not being built. We amended the...the
bill to include some clarification of the intent of the Snow-
mobile Fegistration and Saftey Act and that does not limit in
any way the liability which otherwvise exists for willful and
malicious failure to guard or warrant against <he dangerous
condition used for structural activity. This was prompted by
a court case that's being litigated now and I know of opposi-
tion to <his legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If...if not...if not, the gues-
tion is, shall Senate Bill 740 pass. Those ip favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed vo*e Kay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. Oa that gquestion, the Ayes are 48, the KRays are
none, hone voting Present. Semate Bill 740 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. "~Semate Bill
751, Senator Berman. Senate Bill...read the bill, Nr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 751.
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{(Secre*ary reads *itle of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of +*he
Senate. This bill came to...came to me fropm the Joint
Comnittee on Administrative FRules +to correct a confusion
between the authority as o the driving schools. It provides
thaz a driver educa*ion insiruc“or who teaches exclusively in
a conmmercial driving school shall not be required to furnish
the Secretary of State with a State Board of Education
cectificate. It...it eliminates a duplica+ion be+ween *he
State Board and ihe...and “he Secretary of State. Be glad to
respond to questions and ask for your affirmative vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, *he guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 751 pass. Those in favor will voie Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted vwho wish? Take the record. On that
gueszion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are aomre, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 751 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 752, Senator Bloom.
ﬁead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 752.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of “he bill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Blooa.

SENATGR BLOOHN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and  fellow Senators.

752...amends the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Practices Act

2o add that persons likely *to be damaged or injured by a
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violation of the Act may bring actions, and it does add sone
punitive d@damages if there is extzeme violation. Try anad
answer any gquestions; otherwise, 1I'd ask for a favorable
vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Serator Netsch.
SENATCR NETSCH:

Thank you, K¥r. President. I guess a guestion of the
sponsor. I...I heard what you described in the Act and I
gusss I'm just fascinated. How does i% differ from the pri?
vate right of action that we were trying to put into Senate
8111 6302
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloosn.

SENATOE BLOONM:

It differs in this...in *his way, you had a very exten~
sive ~ pattern of behavior under the, I believe, the
Installeent Sales Act. This would cover ' the Rice versus
Snarlin situation and would address *he...the broader issue
of comsuamer fraud. In other words, you were...you were get-
ting into the areas of holders in due course and installment
contracis and things like that. This is limited to the Con~
sumer Fraud and Deceptive Practices Aci which is a more gen-—
eral animal and would cover, you know, door-to-door
solicit...you know, Puller Brush salesmen, others of those
kind.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKA%)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

I...I understand wha*t you're saying and I gquess I <find
that somewhat startling, because I would expect that it
would be more acceptable to authorize a private ztight of
actiorn where you are dealing with a fairly specific S:tatute

which was, indeed, *he subject of Sepate Bill 630, that is
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the...the getail Installment Sales Act and the #Hotor Vehicle
Retail Installmen® Sales Act. Here, vwhere you are dealing
with the Consumer Fraud Ac*, you do have a somewhat more
open-ended array of possible violations and I would think you
would be more concerned about permitting a private action in
this case. I really am confused about why it is okay one
zime and mnot okay another tinme.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICERAS)

Is that a question, Senator? Senator Grotkerg. Ch, that
vas a gquestion. Senator Bloon.
SENATCR BLOOHN:

I guess the answer is, it depends on where you're coning
from.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Grotberq,
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, M¥r. Presidept. ¥ill the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.
SENATOR GHOTBERG: ’ !

Senator Bloom, for us ponlawyer types, the interested
person part of this +thing to me reflects that it opens
everybody 'up to sus me if I'm selling something...cans you
just refine...X¥...I note *he opposition, Sena*or, is from the
retailers and the bankers and everybody that sells things,
and the people that are for it is a differemt group. Explain
i+ once more. For instance...
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Blooum.
SEN2ZTCR BLOOMNM:

"Interested person® 1is defined as a person likely to be
damaged or injured by a violation of the Copsumer Fraud Ack,
and +he remedy in this case is an injunction, amore likely

than not; therefore, an irterested persorn when they go +to
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court must go to court and say, Dear Judge, I will legiti-
mately be damaged or huzi, or I am legitimately damaged and
hurt by whatever door~to door salesman, or...whes I was a
special assistant ve did some private...we had some private
emnploymeat agencies, things like that, you have to prove to
~he court that you'‘re actually going to be damaged or hurt,
or are being damaged and hurt by whatever the violation is
and say, Dear Court, order this person or business to stop
doing it. That's +he shott answer. The judge makes the
decision ultimazely it's pot...
PRESIDING CGFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATCR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Basically a guestion,
my...%he...the Consumer Fraud Act, from py experience and
from what I know about it, is essentially i§ 3...3 Call5€...an
equitable cause of ac<ion that allows for injunc%ion, no%t for
damages. And you're asking now that the public ke given the
right +to enjoin businesses by...by private filing. I think
the reason the A*tormey Gemeral is <“he oply one that can
utilize the Act is because of the fear of wholesale in join-
ing oé busiress and I...I caution that, isa't that true,
Senator Bloon?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sznator Bloom.

SENARTOR BLOOMN:

Ch, absolutely, Senator Egan, although if...the case of
Rice versus Snarlirn where there was a pattern of behavior
with a nmodeling agency, a private person was able to invoke
“he Copsumer Fraud Rct. Now your poin%, I suppose is, remem—
ber when ve took remedies and *here's sopething that ends up
waive and tort and God-like sue ineguity, that is basically
vhat the thrust of 752 is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)
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Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Well, I haven't heard from the Attorney General, have
you?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLCCH:

No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, PBr. Presiden:t and Ladies and Gen:ilemen of the
Senate. I think Semnator Netsch is quite correct. This is
totally inconsistent with  the actiom this Body took

"yesterday, and I would furthermore suggest *ha*t <+his bill
presumes that the Division of +he Consurer Fraud of +he
Attorney General's Office is not doing its job and I am not
ready to so presume. I would urge a No vote.

PRESIDING CFPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
{Machine cu+off}...Blooun.
SENATOR BLOOM:

To close...to close or are therz others vwho vish to be
heard? I see Senator Joyce...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Evidently there is others. Senator Joyce.
SENATOE JEREKIAH JOYCE:

My understanding, correct me if I'm wrong, Senator Bloon,
is that +*here has been some ongoing discussions between the
At*orney General's Office and the do-good group which wanis
this thing, and that there is an amendment that they've

agreed on thatt's going to go on im the House, is that cor-

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator EBloonm.
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SENATCR BLOONM:

Yes, thank you, Senator Joyce, I was waiting for somebody
to ask me that guestion. Yes, there has been a dialogue and
they finally, yesterday, hammered out the terms of the amend-
ment, and I didnft want to further burden the Body by bring-
ing this back again; but basically the amendment ubuld have
any purchaser or affected person may ask the Attorney General
to bring *he action amnd will accompany it by all <he
information, and then if the AG declines +the personm could
then go to court, but ultimately...ultimately, the decision
in these matters is lef+* *o the sound discretion of <he
court, and I don't think we should be unmindful of that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENRTOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? £ not, the question is,
shall Senate Bill 752 pass. Those in favor will vote Bye.
Those opposed will voze Nay. The voting %s 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 16,
the Nays are 40, none voting Presenti. Sebnate Bill 752 haviag
failed to receive a constitutional majority is declared lost.
Senate Bill 755, Senator RKustra. Read the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 755.

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

Senator Kustra.

SENATGR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden:t and members of the Senate.
Under current law when an automobile is used in the comamis-
sion of a felony with the knowledge and consent of the owner,
“hat auto may be seized and delivered to the county sheriff.

Then...there 1is +then an elaborate set of administrative
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procedures to determine whether that vehicle was actupally
used in <+the commission of the crime and whether or not the
vehicle should be seized or not. ®hat this bill does is
allow the seizing agency to keep that vehicle until that
determpination is made as to whether or not it should be
seized. Obnce the determination is made, then that seizing
agency could keep the vehicle or auction it which the current
law. I would be more than happy to answer any questions.
This Bill is supported by the Speaker's law Enforcement Advi-
socy Commi**ee which includes the Department of Law Euforce-
ment, the Chicago Police Department, the Sheriffs' Associa-
tion and the Illipois Police Chiefs, 1I'd ask for your favor-
able consideration.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

All right. Is there any discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

8r. President, I'd like to ask the gentlemanm a question.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATQR DENMUZI0)

Yes, he will yeild.

SERATOR KELLY:

Senator Kustra, if ap individuals! car is stolen and one
of +these...one of these law enforcement agencies recover the
car and this car was used to commpit a crime by someone who
stole +the «car, where would the car ¢go to after all of the
deterninations go...would it go to the law enforcement agency
or would it go to the individual who the car rightfully
belongs to?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR PEHUZIO)

Senator Kus%ra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Well, it would go to the sheriff's office. There would be
a hearing and a court, in that patticula: casse, would deter-
mine <hat that car should go back to +he owner.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)
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Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Okay, so in other words, if the car is rightfully belong
to someone, an iunnocent bystarder, so to speak, the car...the
court would determine that that vehicle is returned to that
person. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right, Senator Rock.

SENATOE ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. Why are ve doing it...if +he

sponsor will yield.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Rock.
SENATCR ROCK:

¥hy are we doing this? As I understand it, once a vehi-
cle is seized and turned over +o the sheriff and it them can
be s0ld and the funds are deposited in the county’'s gen=ral
fund. Why...does the Department of Law Enforcement need the
noney that badly?

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kustra.

SENATQR KUSTRA:

Hell, it's not the Department of gaw Enforcement that
would get the mopey in some cases. The seizing agency may be
a local police deparimen:t, it may be a municipality, and so
the thinking of the Department of Law Enforcement and law
enforcement officials is sinply that when a seiziﬂg agency
works hard and long on a case, they should be the ones that
kee that vehicle and, eventually, if there is going to be a
seizure, benefit from those proceeds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 right. Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

¥ell, all I'm sugges=-ing, and I truly...do not know hovw
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many vehicles are seized and...on a yearly basis, but we are
depriving the counties of furnds that are otherwise available,
and what you're going to windup with, I'm afraid, is...is
almost a race that <“he proceeds will go to the swifi. Ve
have a procedure established to turn the car over to tke
county sheriff, and whatts “he matter with that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMDZIO)

All right. FPurther discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Just a questior. I know *hat up in Cook Coun+ty, let's say
that there's a drug case and some drugs are found in *he car,
the car is under the possession of the state's attorney’s
office and if +he guy, le*'s say, gets off and he wanis <he
car back, bow would <hisgs affect that situation where he's
found not quilty and the state's attorney has the car and be
wants to get his car back?

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SEVWATCR DEMOZIO)

Sgnator Kustra.

SEBATCR KUSTRA:

This bill in no way affects the set of procedures which
would allow for that owner *o get his car back. It simply
changes the lapguage from the county sheriff to the seizing
agency.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena*e...All rvighz, any further discussion? Sepator
Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mc-...thank you, Mr. President and members of
the Senate. I *hink tha<...I tise in support of the bill and
I think that the fact that the court pmay determine where
the...where the car will go...the vehicle will go, it canr go
to municipality, it can go %o the...go to *he county, and :he
fact that this does provide incentive for local agencies. You

know, they...they work long and hard on some of these cases
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and there's an incentive there *hat if there's a possibili:y
that they may be able to get the vehicle that it will help to
solve the crime. I think it's a good bill and we ougkt to
suppor* it. »
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

All right. Any furtber discussion? Senator Luft.
SEXATOR LUFT:

f#ould the sponsor yield, pleace.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR DENDZIO)

Sponsor indicates he vill yield.
SENATOR LUFT:

®hat other than a county or «city would be a seizing
agency, are we talking about a State agency?
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kusira.
SENATOR KUSTEA: .

It could be the Department of Law Enforcement.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Then the title of that property would be transferred to
+he Szate of Illinois?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sernator Kustra.
SENATCR KUSTRA:

The law specifically provides for an auction at...at %he
appropriate poisnt.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Luf=.
" SENATOR LUFT:

Tbé reason that I asked is we passed a bill out of here a
few weeks ago saying *ha* if in “he course of business a city
or county who has to put this up for auction, +the property

they seize, within sixty days that rather than put it up for
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auction, they could retain that property, transfer title +to
the city or county and use it in the course of their busi-
ness. Are you making provisions for that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KOUSTRA:

Yes, your bill dealt with abandoned property, as I under-
s+*and it, and *his bill deals with property which is used in
“he conmission of a falony.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

411 right, any further discussion? Senator Kenneth Hall.
SEKATOR BALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladjes apnd Gentlemen of the
Senate, Will the sponscr yield for a guestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

The sponsor indicates he ¥ill yield.
SENATOE BALL:

Senator Kustra, I jus* wapnt %o be sure I understand you
right now. When you're saying the lavw enforcement, are you
just talking about the Department of Lawv Enforcement that we
have here in +the State of Illinoisg?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rustra.

SENATCR KUSTRA:

Well, the =seizing agency might be the Department of Law
Enforcement, it wmight also be a specific police department in
your district.

PRESIDING COFFICER: (SENATCR DEMOUOZIQ)

Senator Hall.

SENATGR BHALL:

Well, I just wanted to get that straight because I can‘t
figure out if we're doing something just for +he Department
of Law Enforcement itself. I...I don'* know why they...would

like to have that alone.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUOZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Lechowicz.

END OF REEL
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REEL $3

SENATOR LFECHOWICZ:

Thank you, 4z. Presiden%t, ®ill *he gepntleman yield to a
question or two? ’
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUDZID)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

¥y gquestion is, if *he automobile 1is seized by the
enforcenent agency, 4o they have the procedures, as .far as
going on to a bid basis, in order to sell that automobile? I
believe, presenily, the lav is structured *hat the sheriff be
the receiving c¢omponent as far as all seized property,
because the sheriff of every county does have an auction pro-
ceeding and then the poney is deposited in ghe county. Under
your bill, you're taking it away from +the sheriff, you're
taking away the money from the county, and you're saying it
goes to the respective agency what seizes the automobile. Do
they have the auction, and who gets the money?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR ‘KUSTRA:

The local agency would get the nmoney. The bill
only...changes the...the name of +he agency to specify
seizing agency. But the...all the administrative procedures
remain the sane.

PRESIDING OFFICER: kSEHATOB DEMUZIO)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATCR LFECHOWICZ:
So, *he wvorkload <+hen would still be handled by the

sheriff as far as impounding the automobile, preparing the

auction proceedings and then the money would go to the

seizing agency, is that correc*?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Sena“or Kustra.

SENATCR KUSTRA:

No, sir, that is not correct. 1Iun other words, what this
bill does by inserting seizing agency, the automobile stays
with the seizing agency while this process of procedures to
determine who actually should get this car is...is undervay.
So, the county sheriff, for example, does not have to do that
work, and that's precisely one of the rgasons why law
enforcement authorities want this, because there's a workload
involved by the various sheriffs around the State in going
through this whole procedure, having to take the car, store
i* and then eventually have to give it up anyway because the
owner had rights to it. So, all this bill does is says that
the seizing agency, the agency that...that originally seized
i* and has to do the work, should store it until such tipe as
is deterzined whether it will be =xeturned +to the righkiful
owner or auctioned off, the benefits of which would naturally
go to the local government who did all the work.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Alright. Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECBOWICZ:

Is this bill supported by the County Sheriffs' Associa-
tion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Rustra.

SENATOR KOSTRA:

Yes*erday I talked “o the Department of Law Enforcement,
they informed me that on Honday, Speaker Madigan's law
Enforcement Advisory Comnittee approved this bill by :zsclu-
tion or however they do it. And that advisory coammii-es is
conposed of the Illinois Sheriffs' Association, the 1Iliinois
Police Chiefs' Association, the..;Chicago Police Depsr-.uzent

and the Illinois Department of Law Enforcement. And = the
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way, +this bill wvas originally requested by the Illinois
Department of Law Enforcement in conjunction with their work
with local police departments and sheriffs' offices.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, you kpow what you're going to have if you pass
this. Let me ask you a guestion firs% and *hen I'1) give you
vhat my *houghts are.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOR DEMUZIO)

Spopsor indicates he will yield. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JCYCE:

This used to be rticle 54, I +think, I don't know
vhat...what...vhat they are now or...or how they deal with
them. But let me ask you, what are the offemses for whick a
car would be subjacted %o seizure?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kustra.

SENATGR KUSTRA:

I**s...it's +he connission of a felony and itts also if
the vessle, vehicle or aircraft comtains more than tem car-
tons of...0f such cigarettes under the Cigarette Use Tax Act.
I...I suvppose <*hat applies to the...to the +axing problens,
and Cannabis Com%trol Act, so i% would involve a car éhat was
carrying a...a cannabis of one kind or another.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator...Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Rell, that's what I'® getting at, Senmator. 1I'l1l tell you

what you're going +o have if...if...if you do this, you're:

going zo have a lot of good law enforcement agencies, HEG,
all these guys are going to go out and they're going to find
cars and they're going to sit oo them ard sit opn them, and

they*re going to wait %11l <hey catch sosmeone with a...a...an




Page 58 - MAY 26, 1983

amount of...of...of cannabis, and they are going to grab the
car for the purpose of grabbing the car and you're going *to
have a lot of misdirected efforts. And I'm just telling you,
that's going to...that's a fact of life.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

Is there further discussion? Any speakers for the first
time? If not, we have Semnator Hail for the second time.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden® and Ladies and CGentlemen of- the
Senate. I apologize for speaking the...Semator Kustra, I
have been informed that the chief pushers of this are the
pepartment of Law Enforcement, and...and also *hat +the
Department of Revenue wants io come in for a cut on this when
they're so0ld at auction. 1Is that true or not?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.

SENATGR KUSTRA:

Under court order now, under current law, it has nothiag
o do w«ith wmy bill; apparently, the court could deiernine
+hat the Depariment of Revenue would get some of these funds,
but thatfs...this bill is not affected...or does not affect

that.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

Senator Hall.

SERARTOR QALL:

The...if +they're so0ld at auction, the sheriff sells then

.doesn't he? And doesn't the money go to the county?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRAS)
Senator Kusira.

SENATOR KUSTRA:
Yes, that's correct.

PRESIbING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Hall.

SENATCR BALL:
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¥ell, why should we take the Department of Law Enforce-
nent and...and the Department of Revenue and let them...the
courts...and you talking about the courts, the courts are
zhe...the county is the one thit handles...in the conrté
along with what we do. I think wefre taking revenue away
from this and I...I think that when the Department of Law
Enforcement...I know some when they're in there in these
appsopriations...ve're building up a larger thing, their job
is to do what they’re supposed to be doing. ¥hy should we
take this avay from the county and why should we give some-
thing to the Departwent of Revenue out of this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Was that a question? Sena‘tor Kustra, that was quesiion.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

To close?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR SAVICKAS)

No, that was a question.
SENATOR RUSTRA:

¥ell, the Department of Revenue would onply get the vehi-
cle if it happened to be the seizing agency, and +that prob-
ably...I don't suppose +hat the Depariment of Revenue is
running around seizing vehicles every day of the week, but
certainly i+ would...involve your local East St. Loﬁis for
example, Sepator. If it's the seizing agency, then the City
of East S=. Louis oughi %o bs *he city *hat benefits from
those proceeds if it comes to that. The only other point
that I wvould want to make agaim is that wefre nét always
talking abount seizure. There are many cases vwhere there's a
seiiure made but a court later determines *that the vehicle
must be returned to the owner. The sheriffls department, on
the other bhand, has to go through al; the paper...the paper
work and...and the storiomg of *he vehicle, only eventually to
return i* %0 the owper. It seems to me that it makes sense

that the vehicle stay in the hands of the seizing agency,




Page 60 - HAY 26, 1983

they've done the work, so let them *ake care of the vehicle
until it's properly returned to its owner.
DPRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

¥ell, you just sta*~ed that the one - vho is
really...pushing this bill is the Department of Law Enforce-
ment. You said that awhile ago, that's where the bill orig-
inated from. And right now, all of this money goes +o' the
county, and I %<hink the county should be entitled to it. If
you're going to start dividing this up among all of these
other agencies, tken what vwe're going to do, my county as
well as everybody else's, is going <o start to losing funds.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Semator Kustra may
close.
SENATCR KﬁSTﬁk:

%ell, I would just wan* o say in <respomnse to Senator
Hallts concern that under current law, the court cap order
that this money go to any agency, it's just as simple as

tha%<. As I said, this was a recommendation of the Department

of Law Enforcement, but it's been approved by all law.

-enforcepent agencies in the State of Illinocis of whick I an

aware. I +think it's a good piece of legislation, it just
makes sense for us *o give the seizing agency the responsi-~
bility for +that automobile until it*s either anctioned or
sent back to its owner. I would ask for your favorable con-
sideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill...75S5 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting - is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take *he record. On that question,

the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 25, none voting Present. There
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has been a reguest for a verificationm of the roll call. ®ill
2ll *he Sena*ors please be in their seats and will the Secre-
~ary verify the Aye votes.

ACTING SECRETARY: {KR. FERHANDES)

The following wvoted in +the affirpative: Barkhausesn,
Becker, Bloon, Coffey, D'arco, Davidson, Delungelis,
E+heredge, Fawell, Friedland, Geo—Karis, Grotberg, Hudson,
Keats, Kent, Kustra, 1Luft, Macdonald, #ahar, Haitland,
Harovitz, Philip, Rigney, Rupp, Schaffer, Schuneman, Sonmmer,
Vadalabene, Watson, Weaver, Zito.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Is there any gquestion of any of +the affirmative votes?

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Senator Coffey.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is Senator Coffey om the Floor? BHe's standing in the
back.

SENATOE LECBOWICZ:

Senator Etheredge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge on the Floor? Senator Etheredge is
standing by Senator Berman.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Senator Keats.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats, is he in the...seat or on the Fldor? ¥o,
he isn*t...there he is,

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Senator Rupp.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bupp. Is Sepator Rupp in his seat or on *the
Chambers? If not, remove him from the...remove him from the

roll call.
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SENATOR LECHORICZ:
Senator D'Arco.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DYArco in his seat? No, Senator...Senator

DfATco. Remove bip from the record.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
Senator Marovitz.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is Senazor Marovitz ir his seat oz on the Ploor? Remove

him from the record.
SENATOR LECEOWICZ:
That'll be all, sir.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)
Would you...
SENATOR LECHCWICZ:
%ake a decision.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Rupp is on the Floor, would you...
SENATCR LECHGOWICZ:
Put him back on the roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICRAS)

«.+pu* him back on the roll call. On that question,

+the

Ayes are 29, the Nays are 25, none voting Present. The bill

having...there's been a request for postponed consideration,

Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate

Billé 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 761, Senator Holrberg.
the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FPERNANDES)

Senate Bill 761.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Read
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This bill changes the general primary election date ¢o
the first Tuesday after the second Honday dimr Septewmber.
This...this bill 1is a corcept bill only, it does not create
all the details of what would be necessary in the way of
filing dates and so forth, that will come later. We're
interested in passing this as a...with a general feeling of
vhether or not we would like to have a fall election date and
it would not go in%o effect until 1985.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Sepator ¥acdonald.
SENATOR HMACDONALD:

Senator Holamberg, we sent this bill out of committee 7 to
1. In the interim, between that time and hearing it on the
Floor, the only objection I have heard from various constit-
uents and political bodies is that, wba* does this do in
terms of electing delegates to a national convention?
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

This...this bill does not address that problem, that
would have to be addressed in the future. We would work out
the details of that and come back to the General Assembly.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berwan.

SENATOR BERBAN:

Question of the spomnsor.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She ipdicates she'll yield.
SENATOR EERMAN:

Part of my concerns regarding a September primary is that
on...that it runs...it could run into the Jewish High Holy
Days. Have you had any discussion with groups regarding that
problem, and how does this bill address that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Holmberg.
SENATCR HOLMBERG:

This did come up in...in committee, no groups have
approached me abou* this, and I think it would be something
like fifty years or something like that before this partic-
ular date vould coincide.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ‘(SENATOH SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERHAN:'

Than XI*m asking on behalf of my kids, I quess. If this
gets over to the House, would you have any problem with...if
I get you the exact years and dates that we push it back or
up a week. We've done that with *he April primary in...ino
~he other elections. You would hkave no objection to +that
kind of an amendment? Thank you, very guch.

PRESIDINEG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Neisch,

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, MNr. President. My question was going to be
along the same line. I have in the past...I've always sup-
ported +the idea of a September primary, I have had bills in
in the past that did the same thing with respect to the con-
solidated local elections, and in that conmection, I have
been in communication with several of %Zhe Jewish groups. I
have not only a list of all of the High Holidays until the
year, approximately, 2020 or 2050, I think, tLtut also some
language that could be included if this is ever to go ahead
tha+ makes i+ possible for that accommodation to be wmade in
any year when it does, in fact, interfere with the Jewish
holiday, so that it is perfectly possible, as New York State
has demonstrated, to have a September primary and at the same
time pnot im anyway impipge om the religious concerns of those
vho are Jewish. I happen to think a Sep*tember primary is am

important part of long-range reform of our whole political
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systemw by cutting down the period of campaigning, and I, for
ong, imtend to support it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Geo-Karis,
SENATOR GEG-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
certainly support the concept of this bill. I have had more
constituents tell me, we're sick and tired of - hearing the
campaign rhetoric for nine months...eight, nine months, why
don't you people shorten *he dates between +he ' primary and
the «general election. I think, actually, ve are doing the
public a service Qy not having so much political rhetoric and
garbage for seven, eight, nine months and I think this is a
good bill in the righ% direction, and I certainly support its
concept and I...I...support the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRAS)

{Machine cutoff)...Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. 1As
one who has had a September primary bill on several previous
occasions, I, too, rise in support of it. FNew York has had a
September primary for a number of years and, as Senator
Netsch pointed out, they have a variation for +the Jewish
holidays that takes care of that. Thirteen states now have
September primaries and eight states have August primaries.
We're the only one that has it in March and I think it's time
that we moved out of March and got .over to Septembér, and I
hope everybody votes for it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is +here further discussion? If no%, Senator Holmherg

may close.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:
One additiopal thing that I would like to mention, and

I'm sure vwe're all avare of it, is *ha*t this would emnable the
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General Assembly to give full two...a full two Years to the
business of the State before having %to embatk on another
election. I move for the passage of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Serate Bill 761 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed voite Nay. The voting is‘
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. 6n that question,
the BAyes are 43, the Nays are 11, 2 voting Preseat. Senéte
Bill 761 having received the constitutioral majority is
declared passed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

763, Senator Dawson. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,

please.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 763.

(Secretary

(]

cads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)
Seﬁator Davson.
SENATOR DAKSOHN:

Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlesen of +the Senate,
Senate Bill 763 requires every employee...empleyer to
permit...employees upon written request to inspect amy per-
sonnel records which are, have been or may be used in deter-
mining that empioyees qualifica*tions for employment, pro-
motion, transfer or additional cogspensation, discharge or
other disciplinary action and his medical records with cer-
tain exemptions. An employee involved in a curren:t grievance
proceeding may designate in writing a representative o the
employee's union or <c¢ollective bargaining unit or other
representative to inspect his personnoel records vhich may
have a bearing on *he resolu*ion of *he...grievance wit} cer-

tain exemptions. Employzars shall allov a representativ: *o
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inspect the record in the same manner as would the employee.
The right of...of the enmployee or his representative +to
inspect personnel records does not apply to letters of refer-
ence for that employee; any portion of a test document,
except *hat the employee may see a cumulative test score for
either a section or of the entire test document; an employer
who does not maintain personnel records, records relevant to
any other pending claim between the employer and the employee
which may be discovered in a judicial proceeding. I'a open
for any questioans.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DE&UZIO)

Alright. Is there any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Good microphone.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Your time is rumning, Senator.
SENATCR KEATS:

As minority spokesman on labor Commerce, I rise with some
trepidation for two reasons; number one, because I've had
such tremendous success in battling bills of late; but,
secondly, I voted for <the bill in committee. But I
bhave...had a change of heart, basically because we had...vwe
thought we could workAsomething out in an amended form that
we really thought would make it. I'm going to be very brief
and simply say that I think evé:yone knows what the bill is,
and that as Republicans, there's been a lot of...of discus-
sion with most of us. I, personally, intend to opﬁose the
bill, would...advise =ay BRepublicams as such. Bat there are
an awful lot of these issues that we are going to Dbhave to
deal with and we are going to have *o come up with some solu-
tion in not that distant future.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Alright. Amny further discussion? Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HODSON:
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Jus* one question of the spoansor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yield.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Senator Dawson, I wonder if this could be, in any way,
cons*rued to be an epployer's sgueal bill?
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator Dawvson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

Tha<'d be only through hiring minors maybe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Alright. Further discussion? W#hoop, Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Quesiion of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATCR DeANGELIS:

Senator Dawson, there's quite a few exceptions, letters
of reference, test documents, et cetera, et cetera. Cne
exception that I don't see in kere, and I don't have a copy
of the bill in front of me, wha* about medical records?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DARSON:

The medical records, Senator DeAngelis, have to be made
available.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dedngelis.

SERATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, then 1I'm going to have to oppose the bill and let
me jus:t tell you why. Many companies require that employees
take physicals before they‘re put on the job. That informa-

tion is gotten prior to employment and in wmany instances,

~medical clinics don*t wish that information shared either,
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and I think <hat ought to remain the privy of the company.
Now, 1if something happens after the employee is on the Fjob,
it's a different story. But information that's gottem prior
to employmen®, tha% belongs *o the company, they paid for it,
ough*t no*t to be available so easily.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Savickas.

SENATGR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, would the
sponsor yield to a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yield.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I kad a note here that Section 4 on Page 2, where it
requires personnel 7tecord information which is not included
in the personnel record but should have been as a required by
this Act shall not be used by an employer in a judicial or
quasi-judicial proceeding. I...my understanding that this
section would inhibit the employer in his obligation fo co-
operate with the Illincis Department of Human Rights and the
Federal Equal Employment Opportunities Commission. Could you
answer ~hat, Senator?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

If it was imtentionally excluded, then *hey would be able
to put that in there to use it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena*or Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Would you repeat that, it's...if it...well, I...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena:or Dawson.

SENATOR SAVICRAS:
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-.+1 do have...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR bEHUZIO)

Senator...Senator Dawson, you want to respond?
SENATOR DAWSON:

I'm having a staff person show him where it's. at . in
there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alrigh%. Sepator Savickas.
SENATOE SAVICKAS:

Mr. President, he's saying, "Well, if it's cot intention-
ally excluded,” bu* I ‘*hink this...I think that would be a
question on *his and it would...hamper a defense of an
employer in...in these cases. I had another concern here
that I hope the Senator could answer. I understand that
there are provisions, the way it's drawn, that would conflict
with +the National Labor Eelations Ac%t which reguires disclo-
sure of material pertaining to an employse grievance or %o
union representatives. If we are to follow the National
Labor Kelations Act and this is in conflict, I think we'd be
just hi**ing our heads against the hard wall there for no
purpose.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHNUZIOQ)

Sena<or Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

Senator Savickas, this was discussed before and we don't
feel +there 1is a ~conflict on that. I'd like to state one
thing, that we were wai*ing for amendments to come from cer-
tain groups aad they mever came up with them till the last
day here, and then when they did bring them here *hey were on
scratch pads. And what we have set up where labor...yeah,

that'’s what I said, Jerry, I laughed, too...we said that

after this week that they would try to sit down because there
vas similar legislation in the House. They're going +to try

to come to some agreement after Friday.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any further discussion? Senator Kenneth Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen. Sena-
tor Dawson, Senator Savickas bas brought up a couple of good
points here and I *hink that we...we...I'm sure we could
easily get an assurance that when that bill goes over to the
House that you will address those...those particular things
2hat he outlised to you.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DENUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

That's what I just stated, they've got a lot of problems
to work out with this bill. W®e <ried to get the amendments
from the chamber of commerce and so on, and they did not come
forward until the last day.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {(SEKATOR DEHUZIO)

Alright. Further discussion? Sepnator Dawson, do you
wish to close? Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

211 Y can say is +his legislation has been passed several
timesnbefore, it's been...vetoed by the Governor, and we both
realize that there has to be some amendments to this and vwe
hope +tha* those will be worked out over in the House. I ask
for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBR DENMDZIO)

Alright. The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 763 pass.
Those 1in...in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have...have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 11, the RKays are 37, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 763 having failed to receive the
required coastitutional majority is declared lost. Senate

Bill 764, Secnator Bermar. Read the bill, H#&r. Secretary,
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please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 764.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Berman,
SENATOR BERMNAN:

_ Thaok you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is a bill <hat's at*ractive %o every one of the
charities and not-for-profi%t organizations in " each one of
your districts. Throughout the State, organizations get
together and in order to raise money for good causes they
have what we commonly call Las Vegas nights. Depending upon
wvhere these are held and under what circumstances, the local
law enforcement agencies usually look the other way so that
these things can go on. They are usually for good causes and
there are good citizens parz%icipate, bu: every ouce. in awhile
some officers of *hese organizations ge% arres:ted because the
lav enforcement agency doesn't want to look the other way, or
for other reasons. Rhat this bill does is to. legalize the
Las Vegas night games for non-profit organizations. There's
a licensing provision, it limits them +o not more than six
events per year and it goes...tracks a licensing procedure
through the bill with the safequards as to the legitimacy of
the organizations, +*he proprieiy of +he operation, limita-
tions as to the prizes and the dollars amounts involved, and
1 think in these very tight days where there's difficolty in
sustaining yourselves let alone helping all of the charities
that are so...do such a good job throughout the State, <his
is a good bill at *his time. I solicit your Aye vo:e.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:



Page 73 - MAY 26, 1983

Thank you. 1I'd like to ask the sponsor a question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Berman, who...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Berman...or, Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

-.-who are...who came up with +this fiqure of seven
less...in fact, there seems t0 be some confusion on the anal-
ysis I'm given on this bill because it indicates six in +he
apalysis and in the bill it says seven. And I'd like ﬁo
know, is it seven events is what we're talking about or six?
PRESIDING QFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

Sepator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Six.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SEQATOR KELLY:

®here did...vhere did you arrive at a figure of six?
PRESIEING CFPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Well, thought doing +his once every month was too often
and doing it once every month was just right.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATCK KELLY:

¥ell, I don't want to get in a dialogue back and £forth,
so I guess I'1ll just speak to the bill, and I...I think
that...that while the intentions of the Sponsor are
well-intended, I feel that what we're doing is we're giving

it too many of +these Las Vegas nightse. You know, *he
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thing...the problems that were caused here was with churches.
i know <+there was a couple of churches in our area in Cook
County, one being im Oak Lawn, and they had allowed, well,
the wrong element to get imvolved with their game and it got
to be, well, I understand, something 1like a seventy~five
thousand dollar split and, you know, the...my church where I
belong has a Las Vegas nigh* and has had ope every year for
the 1last several years. They only hold one in a year, and I
think to go back and back again, you know, six times in a
year is ridiculous fo begin with. If anything, there should
be a...at least a <wo limitation for Las Vegas nigh%s o keep
it in control, unless you want to get to be another Las
Vegas, VNevada, and if that's what...what is attempted, then
I'd say *<ha*t you're...you'te on the...you're on the track to
opening up the floodgate %0 legalize gambling im Illinois to
have Las Vegas rights. I think if you're going to start hav-
ing more than two, then, you know, let's +think about the
State getting some o©f +the funds. You only have something
like a hundred dollar fee in here, let's take some of this
money, if we're going to go this far, -let's place it into
education, let's place it into our mental institutions amd so
manj other areas where we could use these funds. But to let
any of these organizations have unlimited...there isn*t even
a limit, it says municipalities set the limit. Well, vhat if
they don't set the limit or if +they set 1limits +that are
gigantic. I <think it*'s an unlimited bill and i%'s really a
big step toward legalized gambling im Illinois and I'm going
to vote No. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank 7you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of thé
Senate. I rise in support of the bill-and perhaps jus:t +to

clarify the situa*ion somewhat I'11l rela*e a short story to
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the point of where there was a particular parish im the City
of Chicago who had requested *to have this las Vegas night and
the police commander of <*hat district who was a member of
that parish said, fine, you go right ahead and you do it.
They proceeded to bhave this particular Las Vegas night and
*hen this same police commander received a call from central
headquarters <hat +there was gambling going on and to close
them up. This police commander had, therefore, to g& into
this churchk, arrest the pastor, the president of their Holy
Name Society who was the...the host of the...of the Las Vegas
night and procesd *o take him and...and escori him to dail.
It's because of that particular inequity, I think, is...is
part of the basis for this bill that Sepator Berman did not
allude to bu: i* happened to be in a por-tion of his district.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Semator Mabar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, ¥r. President and members of the Senate. Will
the sponsor yield for one guestion?
PRESIDING COFFICER: (SENATORBR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Hahar.
SENATQR MAHAR:

This...this bill applies to six events per church or per
institute, right? GOkay. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and nembers of the
Assembly. I, too, risé in support of this bill. We bave had
a number of Las Vegas pights in the County of DuPage and the
sheriff and *he state's attormey is never too sure exactly
wvhat +o do. They have been benefits for the Little League,
for various women's clubs. I think we ought to get this mat-

ter straightened out once and for all and make sure that
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people vho are trying to raise money for good causes are not
going to end up ip our county jails. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Semator Kenneth Hall.
SENATOR BHALL:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden* and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of this because as the former
speéker has just said, but not only that, it gives them sone
added revenne which 1is...badly needed in many places. I
+hink that you're in the —<cight direction and you're on
target, Senator, so I support your bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRTOR BRUCE)
Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
Question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Sena*or Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Question of the spomnsor.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOE BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATGR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

How did you arrive at this number, six?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR EERMAN:

Senator Kelly asked me tha* same question. Hy amswver was
that I thought once a mon*h was too of*en, once every other
month seemed right, that's wvhere we got the number six.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Sepator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEHEﬁIAH JOYCE:
Did...did you arrive at that nunmber after talking to the

people vho vwere seeking this legislation, “he church group on
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the northwest side of the City of Chicago?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Did you :think about calling them or...how did you come to
get this bill, you just thought it up?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berman.

SENATCE BERMAN:

I reviewed the situation regarding charitable organiza-
<ions, talked to many that are having a ;ery difficult time
in raising funds, *alked to a number of “herm that solicit ame
for ads and contributions, and figured up that there ought to
be a way in these difficult, tight times to helpl them raise
more momey. Also, the situation that Senator Nedza referred
to, where once in awhile las Vegas nights *hat- are taking
place, people +that think that they're going to be protected
are net protected and they windup in...in...being arrested,
and I thought that this doesn’t make much sense. This...a
bill similar to this was infroduced a number of years ago in
the House, I researched it, took this bill that was previ-
ously introduced, refinmed it and here it is in its beautiful
fora for you today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
- Yeah, and ‘the time is up is tigh%, maybe the time is up
for this thing. Let me ask you a couple of other gquestions.
I talked to...I...because I talked and met with these people,

all these representatives of all the parishes on the north-
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west side of Chicago, all over the...all over Cook County,
matter of fact, and they did not leave me with the impression
that they wanted to have this six times, they didn't leave me
¥ih “hat iwmpression at all. They lef:t me with *he impres-
sion that they wanted to have a Las...have the right to hav;
Las Vegas night, similar +to what Senator Nedza is talking
about, bu* they didn't wani to have, as we did@ with bingo,
have all of a suddsn everybody and their brother involved in
this operation. You say not-for-profit, well, we've start
listing all the not-for-profit groups, +that is almost
everybody and <heir brother. Let pe ask you, would you be
opposed to an amendment in the House 1imiting the pumber?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Berman. 2And...and wvhile you two are in
debate, let me just say that Channel 20 is reguesiing leave,
WAND, to film the proceedings. Is +here 1lszave? Leave is
granted. Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I have Bmy blue shirt on, that's okay. The...the number
six is not magic. Ifve explained to you 8By <rationale, the
bill as introduced bad seven, we amended it down to six. If
the groups that you have been in close touch with think that
some lesser onumber 1is more appropriate, I'm not adverse to
that. I thiak what you are *telling me, and correct me if Itm
wrong, 1is that these groups that you've met with would like
to legitimize what they've been doing. They don't need six,
they would like some lesser pumber. 1I'11l be glad to work
with you, if I have your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR - JEREMIAH JOYCE:

¥ell, I can't say...you know, what exactly those groups
that I have talked with want in terms of numbers. What they

want 1is to have their once-a-year Las Vegas night without
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being arrested, *hat much I know. They also don't want a
situation where every political organization, every social
club, every other not-for-profit operation is all of a sudden
ou: renting halls and holding las Vegas nights, qui*e hon-
estly, competing with thenm. They don't want a situation
where we bhave legalized gambling more or less. If 7you tell
ze...1f you tell me that...that...that ve...that you'll amend
it down to a...to0 a lesser number that they would agree with,
then I can...I...I can support this legislation. If not, I
can't.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Lleske.
SENATOR LEHKE:

Does...Senator Berman, does this 1limit the number of
games at a particular loéation?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

The bill does not but the...but the authorization for the
licensure requirements could...could involve *that. W¥hat this
involves is local licensing where the control could be the
greatest and there would...that would certainly be within the
purview of the local municipality £o...to limit the auasber of
games.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Llenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Well, in looking at the bill ‘and then studying the prob-
lems that we had with bingo, where we had bingo palaces open
up and they're playing four bingo games a night at one loca-
tion using different charity organizations, some of -which are
phoney and some of which are...are straight. You can %take a
group, just “ake a particular church, you can bave the Altar

Society, the Hen's Club, the 7Youth Club, the church, the
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school, the...and you could be playing bingo seven éay.,.l
mean, you can be playing Las Vegas seven days a week at a
hall. I mean, that's just in one case. I don't thirnk the
churches really want this because what's going to happen,
they don't mind once a year Or...OT OBCE €VeIY...t¥wice a year
or something, but how do we limit the number of éames at’ a
facility? You know, we went through this in bingo and we
can't do it...limit i¢ even sixy times a week, itt's...I
can't...I mean, I...X can't voie for this im the present form
and I don't think we can. I think we should hold it here
until we get this problem straightened out amd...and talk to
the Llegislative Investigating Commission +o see what they
think if organized crime can get involved in this 1like they
got in bingo. 2and that's the real problem. I'm...I'm pre-
pared to vote Present.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINS:

fes, question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he %ill yield. Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Berman, ...l apologize for not Laving gone over
this bill before now, but I'd like to get something clarified
in my...you know, for my own benefit here. The las Vegas
games that you're trying to establish, or the rigqht to have

Las Vegas game, would you be using...I mean, would you be
actually making real bets for money?
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SEHATOR BRUCE)
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:
Yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collins.
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SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Berman, the Las Vegas games that most of the
charitable organizations that I have attended does
not...poney does not transfer between people at the las Vegas
game. They purchase tickets, they use play mponey and the
better does not get any monitary reward for those...for that
game. Now, are you really trying to just legalize gambling,
you know, wvha*...what acre you really +rying *o do?

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SEXATCR BRUCE)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I'm trying to legalize exactly the same kind of functions
that 7you've been atftending, in order to...in order <o keep
control. You kmow, you asked me a gquestion first as to
whether money could be bet, and wy ansver, honestly is, yes,
it could be bet on the tables. But that's not the way that
it would be run. t would be run becau;e you're going ta
have a cenzral cashier with an armed guard standing next *o
that cashier where the nmoney would be turned in, they'd get
Monopoly money and they would use the Monopoly money at the
*ables, that's the vay all *he las Vegas night procedures are
opera*ed. But this is all up to...we don't spell ount im this
bill, and there 1is no...State bureaucracy created in this
bill to tell any charity hkow to operate +their Las Vegas
right. This is...vests the authority for the licensure in
the local municipalities, they will have +the control, they
can set forth the safeguards in order to prevent any rampant
or videspread gambling. This is...the purpose of <this bill
is to keep +the people that ran the affairs, that you said
you've a*tended, out of jail, that's why I think you ougkt to
support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*or Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:
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Senator Berman, it is not traue, based on what you Jus:t
said, that this bill address the kind of las Vegas ganmes
where a person purchase a ticket and betting tickets of play
money of which *here is no monitary cash returan for. VNow, I
heazd you say that they would use tickets or funny money and
then cash that in at the cashier based on what you've won and
then in return for cash money. That is gambling, outright
legalizing gambling, right?

PRESIDING dFFICER: (SENBRTOR SAVICKAS)

Serator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Maybe you and I are not communicating. If youtve gone to
Las Vegas nights where you can go home with more money in
your pocket than you walked im with, that's gambling. If
that's not what you're talking about, then this bill doesn't
apply “o that and +hose aren't the Las Vegas nights where you
can g¢go to ‘make money. Wetre talking about two different
things.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coliinms.

SENATGR COLLINS:

Yes, ydu're right, I haven't been into those Las Vegdas
nights where you can go home with more money than you canme
in. But the...the...the organizatiom who sponsored the night
goes home with more money than they started with.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKRAS)

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

SENATOR BERMAN:

I “hink we've gotten away from, in the debate on this, as
to what the bill does. It 1legitimizes what I am led to
believe 1is occurring throughout the State, and that is where
charities are running las Vegas nights where they raise nmoney

through the process of games such as, blackjack, roulette and
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games of chance that we wusually identify with Las Vegas.
This is a bill that would keep those charities and the people
thkat run them from being arrested, i+ would ves* in the local
municipalities all of *he authori*y nmecessary in which to
regulate these operations. I have 1indicated to Senator
Jeremiah Joyce that there is...nothing sacrosanct about the
number six. If that, ip his opinion, is too large, I think I
Can...we can pa:e'that down. Bu* I think what +we're +*rying
to do here 1is to give the charities and the churches the
opportunity to raise money that they sorely need for their
good purposes. I solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICERAS)

The question 1is, shall Sepate Bill 764 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Fay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vo%ted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,

the hyes are 20, the Nays are 30, 7 voting Present. The
bill baving failed to receive a cons%titutional majority is
declared lost. Senate  Bill 765, Senator  Lechowicz.
Read...read the bill, Mr. Secretary...oh, take it out of the
record. Senate Bill 766, Senator Lechowicz. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(#R. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 766.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

3

2]

d reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 766 provides the opérating funds for the
Guardianship and Advocacy Commission which were not included
in %*he Governor's seventy...Fiscal "84 budget. Senate Bill

766 is based om *+he Fiscal '82 appropriation of +wo million
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nine hundred and sixty-nine thousand five hundred dollars out
of General Revenue Funds and the estimated expenditure for
the total is two million six hundred and eighty-three thou-
sand six hundred after the deduction of the reserves and two
hundred and eighty-one thousand six hundred from Federal pro-
~ection and advocacy funds. The commission, as you know,
serves the mentally ill, developmentally disabled, physically
handicapped and the disabled aged. This appropriafion is
based upon the expenditure of the appropriation for...Fiscal
Year 1982, and I would be more tham happy t0 answer any gques=
tions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *here any discussion? Senator Sommer. *
SENATGR SOMMER:

Thack 7you, Hr. President and members. Just an observa-~
+ion. This is no* in the Governor's proposed budget at the
present +time without a tax increase. If - there's a *ax
increasz, I suspect he would include it; but at <+he presesnt
time, it is not included in his budget.

PEESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Hr. President. Just a point of personal
privilege to address a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your point.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Lechowicz, do you intend o come back to 7652
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I'm sorcy, sir, what?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Do you intend to come back to 7652
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SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I may.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the gquestiop is,
shall Sena*e Bill 766 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Kay. The vo%ting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. Op that question, the Ayes are 39, the Nays
are 16, 1 voting Presesnt. Senate Bill 766 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
768, Senator D'Arco. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 768.

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

Senator b‘Arco.

SENATCR D'ARCO:

Thank you, NMr. President. W®hat the bill does is provide
for the police officers at the Mental Health Department the
retirement altermative anpuity that other police officers
presently enjoy im the State of Illinois, Their contribution
rate would be increased to conform to the contribution rate
of +he other police officers in the system. And I would ask
for a favorable vote on this bill. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICK2S)

Is there any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 768 pass. Those in favor will vote Rye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted vwho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 1, 1 voting Present.
Sepate Bill 768 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. Sepate Bill 774, Senator Bruce. Read

the bill, Mr. Secretary.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (KR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill T774.

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

Senator Bruce. :

SERATOR BBUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and meabers of the Sénate.
We're all aware of the problems that some landowners have
when a property that they own is doun-zoaea, and part of the
problem that evolves is even though they have...the city maj
have placed a more resirictive classification on the property
without the ovwner's consent, even if they litigate the whole
thing through and...through a successful judicial action and
there is a finding ihat there was an unreasonable action on
behalf of the wunicipality tbat, im fact, the person does not
get any court costs or reasonable attorney fees. That
bill...this bill that is before- the Sgnate says, in fact,
that is what is going to happen. That if a small owper who
don't normally have +the resources want o contest a zoning
change, they can go through the court proceeding, and if +the
judgeufinds that it ¥as a proper...improper down-zoming, they
have +*the right to reéuest the payment .0of attorney fees and
costs. Supported by the Ill;nois Association of Realtors. I
know of no opposition, I'd appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL: .

Thank you, Mr. Speaker and members of the Senate. I'n
afraid there is opposition to this bill and it cowmes fronm ay
county and my county zomimg board and my county planning
cogpmission. Their opposition is the fact that we have a lot
of land on our plats right now that are zoned industrial land

and we cannot sell it as iandustrial lapd, and we have been
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dovn-zoning it so that we can sell it. ¥e overestimated the
nuasber of industries +hat are...that were interested in
DuPage, it's Jjust not being used. It is with the agreement
of *he people who are...are down-zoning...I mean, who own the
land. I “hink there are times that the county and the plan-
ning departments have *o down-zone some of this land when
they just don’t do the correct planning. And I think it*s a
bad bill for that reason.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEBEMIAH JOYCE:

Question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SéNATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Does .this legislation provide that the court "shall" or
+he court "méy" award?

PRESIDIBEG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATCR BRUCE:

They shall award cour* costs, aund obviously, the word
“reasonable attorney fees,” they would bhave to determine
reasonable attorney fees. So, it would be a "shall®" on the
cost and a...and a "may"” on the attormney fees.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOE JERENIAH JOYCE:

%ell, =y understanding of reasonable and unreasonable in
terms of judicial review of legislative bodies...when they
rezone property, that is just about the only basis that you
can get a legislative determination of zoning overturned.
That is...is *ha* not correct, is thét.not your experience?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAYICEKAS)

Senator Bruce.
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SENATOR BRUCE:

I'n sorry, I don't onderstand your gquestion because you
talk about attorney's fees.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

You're talking abou* attorney's fees, forget attorney's

fees, you brooght that up. I'm asking you, isp*'t it im your
experience a fact that the courts will only overtura legis-
lative determinations with respect o zoning when they fipd
that the 1legislative body has, in fact, acted unreasonably,
that it is, ip fact, confiscatory in their actions, is that
correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.
SENATCE BROCE: .

The question is...you have stated it correctly, the'ques-
tion is whether the city or the 1legislative agency has
unreasonably exercised their police powers in...in regulating
public health, welfare and safety.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE;

Rell, my impression of this +hen 1is +that we will be
creating a situation where éity councils, county boards,
village boards, zoning committees, anyone involved in the
process will be wmore than hesitant, will ke perhaﬁs acting
foolishly if they comsider down-zoming property given the
fact that +they can subject themselves or their village to
substantial fipancial repercussions, and I thipk that this is
wrong, I think we're changing the whole...the «whole law of
zoning 1is being changed by this, ard I think that you should
understarnd that, because if I'm sitting op a zoning board and

we're revieving a zoning decision, all the developers®' law-
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yers are going *o be in there telling you, if you down-zone
this property, you are goimg to be subjected to +tremendous
damages, e are going to put up a ten or fifteen billion
dollar shopping center here, you're dowa-zoning this prop-
erty, you are going to be liable for these...for these dam-
ages.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena%or Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

No, Senator Joyce, there vas a bill last year, and
you'Te...you're comments may go to that bill which dealt with
damages. This bill is very closely drawn and I would not
have handled that bill. What this bill...I dom't want to get
into that debate. And the gquestion really is is when only in
the question of court costs and reasonable attormey fees. ¥No
damages car be provided in this legislation at all. fe...ue
left that question out, that was debated last year, didm't go
anyvhere and all we're talkimg abount is...is reasonable
attorney's fees and costs, that's all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator...Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I

rise in support of this legislation. I think it is a...it is
a fair bill. It protects the owner's property rights vhenm a
zoning authority places a more restrictive classification
upon...on the property. I think the greatest investment %hat
any of us make 1is in our...is in our honmes and in real
estate, and I think that this provides a fairer protection.
As the sponsor has indicated, what the...what may happeun here
is that +the court may award the cost and rteascible
attorney's fees 1in those instances opnly when the «ourt
decides in favor of the property owner. I support the 1- zis-

lation and ask for an Aye vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATGR GEO~KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, we
have...a certain municipality in my county that has decided
to . upgrade their zoning, and I'11 tell you, if's been a ter-
rible hardship on the cwners of the property. Tkis bill
simply says that if a zoning authority places a more restric-
tive classification of property without the expressed consent
of the owner, and that's what was done in this one mupicipal-
ity, and if the property owner brings a successful lawsuit +o
have 1t set aside, then the court cam be directed...shall be
directed to award court costs and reasonable attormey's fees
for the property owner. Do any of you know how...how expen-
sive i%* is to fight local government on trying to get your
zoning back where it was? It's a very, very expensive and
time~taking procedure. And I think that we should protect
+he property ovner from some of this ipdiscrisinant rezoning
which is done without the consent of <the property oweer. I
speak in favor of the bill. I happen to represent municipal-
ities in tg; past and I represented owners, too.

PHESIQING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mabar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Tﬁank you, Mr. Presiden:t and members of -the Semate. W#ill
the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SERATCR MAHAR:

Senator Bruce, in the case of many municipalities, par-
*icularly older communities, in which there are comprehemsive
plans adopted %rying to right some wrongs of +the past...of
the last twenty or forty years, when they...when they rezoned

at that particular point in time, an individual because of
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spo~~zoning gets caught in this...in other words, they're
just...he...he files sait, he vins, he’s going to have to
pay even though in the interest of the area 1it's better to
bave <he thing rezoned.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

END OF REEL
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REEL &4

SENATOR BROCE: -

Only if +the court found that that rezoring was an
improper exercise of the police powers of the city. If it
would f£it within the confines of a reasonable zoning oper-
ation, then the city would étevail’in that suit apd there
would be no attorney's fees or costs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*tor Schaffer,

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Bruce, I think you have a good bill and I iatend
to suppért it, but you have two conflicting concepts in the
bill +*ha* wefve discussed over hera. HNo one over here has
ever ceen a reasonable atiorney fee, I don'? see how you ge*
those two conflicts...concepts in the same bill.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *here...Sepator...is there spesakers...any more speak-
ers for the first tise? If not, Senator...Senator Fawell for
the secord time.

SBHATQR FAWELL:

Thaek you, very much. I apologize for speaking again,
but I have just talked to Semator Bruce and I have been cor-
rected. I thought this was more like the bill...that we had
last year which is what my county so vigorously opposed. I
see nozhing wrong with *his bill and I do plan on sdpporting
it. I apologize.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

{Machine cutoff)...¥eaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. I just vondered whether it?d

be possible in these last couple of days to invoke the

Donnewald rule, you remeaber that?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

How soon we forgef. Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President, I too, join with Senator
Fawell. " I concur in her remarks and I apologize. I support
this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Bruce may close.

SENATCR BERUCE:

Roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 774 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are nope, none voting Present. Senate Bill 774 having
zeceived thé constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
(Machine cutoff)...Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, . Senate
Bill 776, Senator Berman. Read the bill, Mr. Secretray.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

776.

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

Senator Bermaua.

SENATOR BERMNAN:

Thank you, Ladies and Gentlemen of the...Senate, Nr.
President. This is the Senior Citizens Eeal Estate fTax
Deferral Act. I+ provides that senior citizens, sixty-five
years of old...of age or older who live in...their own resi-
dential property, have lived there for over three years, may
under this Act, defer the payment of real estate taxeg.
The...this bill does not impact on local taxing authorities

because +there is a fund created uynder this bill




Page 94 - MAY 26, 1983

that...vhereby the State will fund those deferrals; that the
deferral is es+*ablished as a lien on +the property, if and
vhemn *he property 1is sold or the taxpayer dies the...the
taxes are paid back to that fund with interest over a period
of time. The purpose of this bill is to address those senior
citizens who bave lived ip their homes for wmany years, that
because of the procedure that's being followed thrbughout the
State as to...fair market assessed valuations, many bpeople
are being driven out of their hopes by the...by the real
astate *axes, Either *hey can't afford them or the homes are
either beinqg foreclosed or they have to gdgo out and borrow
money to pay the taxes. There is a limitation as to who can
participate in this program. There is a .twelve thousand
dollar income limitation for *these senior citizens. If the
senjor citizen dies, it also accrues to the benefit of the
surviving spouse if that surviving spouse %s over fifty-five
years of age. This is to.allov seniors to live in dignity in
their homes without impacting on the local taxing bodies, but
o recognize how many of these people are being driven out by
increased real estate taxes. Be glad to respond to any ques-
tions.
PBESI}_)‘ING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Some guestions of the spomsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAK:

Sepnator, I think that this is one of +those bills that
probably bhas a lot of sex appeal, if that's a proper tera to
apply to a senior citizen bill, I'm not sure, but certainly
it has some political appeal. One of the things I want to
kanov is, how pany seniors in the State of Illinois would be

eligible to get this tax relief?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepa*or Berman.

SENATOR BERNAN:

¥e have a figure of less than a hundred and fifty thou~-
sand.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

iell, it appears to me that...that every senior <+hat
qualifies a* the presen*t time for *he senior citizen's cir~
cuit breaker would be eligible. 1Is that where you got that
figure? .Is that hovw many citizens applye«-0C... .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Por wha*t purpose does Senator Chew arise?
SENATOR CHEW:

Thank you, Mr. President. W®ith your permission, I'd like
to have the Senate recognize “he Beal School, which is in zhe
16th District, MNrs. Hoore, Mrs. Taylor and another Taylor
and Londrin are the teachers. Would you stand and be recog-
nized.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

¥ould you stand and be recognized. Sorry, Senator
Schuneman. Senator Berman, would you answver . that? Senator
Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Al1 right. I'nm not sure of the correlation between the
bundred and €£ifty +thousand and <the senior citizens
tax...senior citizen's circuit breaker because this bill only
applies to those seniors that are sixty-five or over that
make less than twelve thousand and who 1live 1ia their own
homes. Circuit breaker, of course, would cover other...fou
know, two, three times that number who would ke renters or
disabled.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Schuneman.
SENATCE SCHUBEMAN:

A1l right, T...I realize that that number would not be
the same, but I suggest that...I would guestion that‘ punmber
becanse 1 doubt that anyorme has gathered that information ip
<he State of Illinois. And if...if *hey have, them I'd 1like
to know who gathered the information. Secondly, I;d like to
know what the total property tax bill for those people would
be, and my concerm, frankly, is that in the bill you indicate
that we should set aside...the State of Illinois should set
aside three hupdred and <hirty *housand dollars for paymen%
of these tazes and I think that®s just a drop in the bucket.
Can you tell pe what the total tax bill is for...for senior
citizens who would be eligible to yat?icipate in this pro-
gram?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOEK BERMAN:

¥o, I can't do that because that information has not been
gathered. . If you?ll hold for a few moments, Senator
Etheredge and I have been exploring much the samé line of
guestioning as you, and I'd be glad to, I think, address that
in.+.in a line of gquestioning that we've discussed with .Sena-
tor Etheredge. The...tbe total dollar amount...in answer . to
your questior, of <+their...real estate tax bills, I do not
have.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEHATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunemran.

SENATGR SCHUNEMAN:

What...what did you mean, Senator, by holding it for
awhile? Are you...are you talking abou: taking it ouat of the
record or what?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.
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SENATOR BERMAN:

I'11 hold your gquestion and you'll hear the answer in a
few minutes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Ckay, I*11 hold tha® question. The other...some other
points that I uante@ to make, if a senior citizen under this
bill makes_less than...or has household income of ten thou-
sand dollars or 1less, as I read it,...they would meet the
criteria. But would that senior need +o =meet any other
income or expense test 1in order to gualify or does that
simply make them qualified if they have an income below that
amount?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERHNAN:

Ask the...say the guestion again, I'm sorry.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAR:

#hat...what test is there in the bill other than the ten
thousand dollar income that %he senior citizen would have to
meet in order to defer the real estate tax?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*or Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Number...nurber one, they must be in title on the prop-
erty, they must hold the title. WNumber two, they are sixty-
five years of age or older by Jume 1st of the year for which
the tax deferral is claimed. That the taxpayer has owned and
occupied as his residence such property for at least three
years.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:

Well, Mr. President, I simply would point out to the Body
that there are a lot of questions on this bill that should be
ansvered and 1I'11 defer to Semator Etheredge and others to
ask some of them. But it seems to me that what we're being
asked to do here is approve a bill which would require the
State of Illimois, in a year vhen we <can't pay for our
present obligations, to assume one more obligation; that, to
pay the tax bills for people who earn less than ten thousand
dollars and who are sixty-five years of age and older, that
the Siate would be réqui:ed to pay the local government  for
those taxes. And true, the...the payment would become a lien
against the property and ultimately the State might recover
their money. But, in the meantime, the bill provides only
*hat +*he interest payment be six percent, it also has a
mechanise that would tequire that someone has to determine
whether or not the total tax lien exceeds eighty percent of
the squity im the property. ©Wow, I assume local units of
government would ha;e +0 do that. Someone would have to be
sur;eying these properties to see that the total deferral
does not exceed eighty percent of the...of the taxpayer's
equity. The bill has a lo* of problems and...and I don't
think we can afford to take this on right now. I anderstood
that from the caucuses that wvere held yesterday that there
are not enough votes oﬂ this Floor to pass an income
tax...certainly, there is not enough momey in the State
Treasury to fund this nov. It seems to me that...that this
kind of a bill will encourage senior citizems who are pres-
ently payiang their taxes not to pay them because it's simply
going to becoms a payment from the State ‘of Illinois to the
unit of 1local government, and I don?t think we can afford
this right now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Dehngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS

Thank you, Mr. President. I was the lone dissenting vote
in committee on this bill, and I will tell you what my prob-
ler was and where the resolution lies. This bill permits you
to defer as mwmuch as eighty percent of the egquity of yoﬁr
property; however, once you get +to eighty <there's ‘nothinq
that stops it - to ge* +*o a hundred or beyond becaﬁse the
interest can pile up and on a cumulative basis exceed the
equity in the property. Senator Berman has indicated to ne
that if it ge*s to the House +they will, in fac%t, correct
that. I will accept his word and therefore urge my support
which did not exist in committee onm this bill, But secondly,
let me address a problem that was raised on the Floor, if I
night, Senator Berman, on 7your behalf. I think it's very
possible in this situation %o fund +this with bonds rather
than vith'méney directly out of the treasury because this is
money that®s going to be returned and paid back. ~And I would
agree that perhaps we ought not to be tapping Gensral Revenue
Funds because I am very certainm; in fact, I am absolutely
certain that three hundred thousand dollar figure is nowhere
near enough for the amount of people that would be eligible
under this program. So if you will give me further coasidasr-
ation that you vili consider the possibility of funding this
some other way, then I will go from a No to a Yea.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

And also, my mother called me on this bill.
SENATCR BERMAN:

I'11 do anything for Aldo's Mother.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

- Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
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Mr. Presidzant, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senafe. Let
me add...will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He'll yield.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senazor Berman,l I share some of the concerns that were
articulated a fev moments ago by Senator Schuneman. Rs I
understand, wvhat this legislation does is to establish a...a
revolving fund .utilizing a one-time allocation from the
State's pet...lothery proceeds. At the same time, in review-
ing the...while I think the idea is a very good one and itt's
one that I would very much like to support, I have some con-
cerns about what the experience is going to be downsireanm.
I'm vwondering...I'm told my our Senate staff analysié that
other states have a program similar to this. I...I'e
wondering if you could tell me something qbout what their
experience is...is going to be, or...or what their experience
has beer so +tha* we will have a better idea of what our
experience will be.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SEHATQR EERMAN:

All right. Thank you, Senator Etheredge and...Semator
Schuneman, are you 1listening? This is the answer to the
question that yoa raised. Several states have this ‘alt;ady
énacted including California, Oregon and Florida.
Interestingly enmough, the participation in +those states is
very low. In Oregon, for example, which has had this progran
since 1963, only five hundred and nine people took part in
this prograe in the year of 1976, which was the year in which
+his data was collected. Even though in Oregon there is 1o
a4ge..oile..in Oregon the age limit is not sixty-five as it is
this bill but sixty-two, and in Oregon there is no income

limi%+, no ipcome limi* and there is an income limit in this
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bill. The total taxes that were deferred in that...in Oregon
for the total participation is three hundred and eighty thou-
sand dollars only. In Washington State only six people patr-
ticipated in this program in 1976, which was their first year
at a total cost of two thousand dollars. Now, I think that
this bill is an inmportant recognition. I think that based
upon these statistics, our first year financial exposure is
very low; hopefully, both the resources of the State And the
utilization of this good program will expand. But I think
that‘ these past statistics from these other states certainly
indicate that it's not going *o bust <+he treasury if it's
not...if it’s enacted at this time.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.
SENATGR ETHEREDGE:

The experience of the other states 1is...is very
interesting, it certainly is much lower thas I...I would have
anticipated. I'm nevertheless concerned atout the...the
wording of the amendment which says that monies would be
appropriated from the General Revenue Fund if monies were to
be needed beyond the third of a million dollars approximately
+hat would be added to the revolving fund itself. I
would...Senator DeAngelis earlier indicated the possibility
that any additional monies might be derived from the sale of
bonds; frankly, that's not...that...it is an idea that had
not occurred to me earlier, it sounds like it might have sone
potential. But I'm...wondering if you not only would be
interesting to...interested in investigating that possibility
but also putting some sort of a cap om this program +hat
would nc* put the State so much in jeopardy im future.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepators, I'd 1like to remind you, we do have the timer
on, you all have been exceeding *he time limit. We hzve now

two more people fhat seek recogpnition om this bill. T~ umator
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Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Question of the spomsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he*ll yield.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

I'm wondering, will these seniors that take advantage of
this program, would <hey also *hen we eligible for circuit
breaker *ax relief since *hey havent't paid “heir taxes?
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Yes, we...we have providedkthat they...that they would
be. %e felt +that this is a method, especially since ve're
charging interes* on the deferral, not *o deny any other
benefits by this so that *hey would still q?alify.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

¥ell, I just <find it rather strange to give circuit
breaker tax relief in advance of the time that' the taxes are
actually going to be paid. This is not nev‘legislation, I
remenber when I was in the House, Representatife Cal Skinner
had 1legislation similar to tﬁis. Just out of curiosity, I
tried it on a group of senior citizens at +that time and asked
them what they thought about it, and- franily, they vwere
horrified a£ the thought of giving a lien on their property
to get this type of...of “ax relief. I think that's probably
why tha* youn will find a relatively few will take advantage
of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena:tor Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. To the bill, my comcern is,
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Semator Berman, that you're...I think you could get f£fifty-
nine votes for this if...if you would promise when you go to
the House, put it in the hands of the local Lankers, the lien
proposition, so the county board collector cam go down to
Geneva, Illinois, get *he doggone money, deposit it, pay off
and keep the cash flow going without going all the way
through Springfield with inspectors and audits and nmake
it...local option at the...tax...at the county level
and...and Jjust ge* it into the private sector and take the
liens to the bank and borrow the money and keep track over at
the local register of deeds office. Why bring the State of
Illipois 1in? If you could do that Senator, I'll guarantee
you, I'd be for i+t.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any further discussion? If not, Senator Berrman
may close.
SENATGR BEERMAN:

First, let me respond to the gquestion that was raised and
I didn't respond to Sena*or Etheredge. You amrd I have dis-
cussed and I would not be.,..I would be willing and at the
same *ime ip discussing these other amendments that have been
discussed to put a half a million dollar cap for the first
three years of our experience in this, let's see what Eind of
response we get. While I'm talking with Senator DeAngelis on

+he eighty percent equity problem, I'1l be glad +o0 discuss

whether it be his proposal or Senator Grotberg's proposal as

to the funding. I'm no more enthused about tapping a limited
General Revenue Fund than...than the next éerson. Bot I
«hink *+hat what we have here is a response %o senior citi-
zens...firs: of all, keep in mind this, this is an optiohél
program. If a senior; A, doesn't need the momey; B, doesn't
want to put a lien on their property, then they don't par-
ticipate. We're talking about the senior +hat has livad in

their home for a long *ime, they cannot afford the cons” zantly
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increasing real estate taxes imposed on their property and
they are faced with either losing their homés or having fore-
closure proceedings, *his is +the alternative %o that. It
probably will be a nominally participated in program, but I
think it ought to be a source of last resort. I'll be happy
to vork with Senators Etheredge, Delngelis and Grotberg +o
put it into a better shape, but I think tha£ we ought to be
on record in recognizing this dilemma for our seniors. I
solicit...an Aye vote.

PRESIDINXG OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 776 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
OpENn. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayss are 46, the Nays are 9, 2 voting Present. Senate
Bill 776 having received the constitut%oﬁél majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 782, Senator Coffey. Read the
Sill, ¥r. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 782.

(Secre<ary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 782 amends the Campaign Disclosure Law to allow
State political committees to transfer fundsnio local éolit-:
ical committees without reporting to the countf clerk. Pres-'i
ently, they have to report to the county clerk as well as‘thej
State Board of Election%, and this would eliminate them re~:
porting to the county clerks and it is sﬁpported by the
County Clerks' Association. I'd ask for a favorable roll

call.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any...Senator Rock.
SENATOR EROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'1ll yield.
SENATOR ROCK:

Senator, what is the purpose of this bill and from whence .
did it come?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey. A
SENATOE CGFFEY:
: Senator, this came from the County Clerks!® Association,r
the purpose of it is a duplicatiomn of fiiing procedures .
between +the county clerk's office and the State Board of .
Elections.
PRESIDIKNG OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Well, I...1I, for one, rise in opposition to Sepate Bill.
782 for *his reason, that the transfer of...of funds from theru
State party *o a local commitfee, such as é Senatorial orA
Representative commitiee scems to me ought fo be reportéd and .
it ought to be reported locally. I...XI don't...I don't
understand why the county clerks would be soﬁehow reluctant
to have tha* record available. I...I can teliryou, as a mat—:
ter of fact, the...the State Democratic Partf doesn't have
‘much money +to transfer., That, however, is.not true of our.
vorthy opponents, they kave a heck of a lot mére money ‘than
ve do and I*d like to know where it's going.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator BHall.
SENATOR EALL:

Thank 7you, Mr. Presidenz and ladies and Gentlemen.of the .
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Senate. I can't understand for the life of me how the county
clerks...theyfre no* <that busy. We're always increasing
something that money is from up here and they don't want to
keep records, that's part of their job and I don't think that
ve should support this bill. If they are always saying ' that
they all of a sudden need money for this and money for that,
that the purpose of these records is fo make +theam availabe
for the...your constituents. It's a bad bill and it should
be defeated.
PRESIDING CFFPICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indica<es he'1l yield.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

There...there seems to be some impression being created
here <tha*t these contributions, Senator Coffey, are not going
to be reporzed. Could you explain that, pleasé? .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey;

SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, Senator, they will be reported. They will be

reported to the State Board of Rlections and not dupli-

cat2...duplication of repor+ing also %fo the rgounty gle:k'é
office., So there is record, you do have to fiie and they afe
filed with the State Board of Electiomns. Aﬁd for: Senator
Rock, there 1is...it would be available for him to see where
those dollars are going.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.
SENATCR LUFT:

Question, please.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Indicates hetll yield.
SENATOR LUFT:

I'd tike to give you, for example, and tell me 1if I'm.
right, I'm running for county clerk and a State organization
decides *o give me momey. I would report thét under hormal
contributions from local people I bkad receivéd, say, five

thousand dollars; yet a State organization could have given

me another five thousand dollars to rum my campaign; there-

fore, I'm oﬂly showing tha%t I received five thousand'dolla:s.“.

I don't hkave to ever show at the local report that the five
thousand dollars frowm the State came to me, on my report,
it's going *o be filed in Springfield. Now, sincé I've
received that mopey and I don't have to report it on my.sheet
at the county level, what's to prevent me froﬁ taking that
five *housard dollars and giving it ‘o you.fo: your State
Senator campaign and nobody’s ever going :o knov?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Coffey.
SENATGR COFFEY:

Well, if you want to donate to my campaign...my campaign
committee, 1itfs Citizen's for Max Ccffey,.in case you're
interested. Bu* the.,..if...if you...if you...jour local con-
tributiors for county clerk still has to be filed with :he
county clerk's office and that's also a notice is gi%en to
the State Board of Elections. But if, in f;rn, the;;.the
State central committes has contributed doun,rthen they only
file that with the State Board rather than both cosmittees.
So it's filed at both ends so there...there ié record by the
local contributions with the county clerk's office which is
filed with +he State. But imn reverse, they don't file down
the other directior, from the State Board dovn to the County
Clerk's Aassociation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luf+.
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SENATOR LUPT:

All I'm...but my example conld take place. My exanmple of
saying that if I am a couniy clerk candidate and I receive
five thousand dollars from a State organization that I do not
have to report that at the local level, it's reported at the
State Board of Elections but it*s not reported at the localr
level. Now if Johm Jopes from a small citymuin ny county
wants to find out what I received in campaign contributions,
he cannot find that out by going to the county clerk; and
wvhat's more, he «cannot only find out what the total amount
that I've received in campaign contributions but he capnot
find out what I have spent for my campaign because I dom't
have o disclose how I expend the five *housand dollars that
I have received from *he State. 7
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATQR DENUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, the disclosure of the noney that you spent,...as far
as your records, there is a record at...at the county ievel,
5ut the contribution given from the State organization dovn-
is only filed with the State Board. But...but your expendi-
ture gf your accounts, regardless whether yoﬁ received it
from...from a...a national or a State organizaiion, stiil has-”
to be filed as your -expenditures with thé county clérk's
office.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

A1l right, Senator Luft.

SENATGR LUFT:

A1l I'd like to point out, if that's the éase, then my
annual reporft is going to be five thousand dollars off, at
+he local level.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
411 right. Any further discussion? PFurther discussion?

Senator Coffey may close.
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|
|
SENATOR COFFEY: ‘
Well, thank you, M. P:esidené, I thipk +his bill is a
good bill. It was drafted by the County Clerks' Association,
it does...it still allows that the filing take place, it>
takes place on <those contributions going downstate from a
tate organization going %*o a Senatorial raceréoes not have
to be filed twice with the county clerk's offi&e and with the>
State Board of Elections. But there is still, for the public
that wants 2o be...wanis to know what's going on here, it is
filed and they can get thaz disclosure as they can now angd
many of yon know that they're being requested every day 1ook-r
ing at our disclosures, so they still can do that and I'd ask
for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATCR DENUZIOQ)
A1l right. The question is, shall Senate Bill 782 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those oppoéed will vote \Nay.
The vo*ing is open. Have all voted who wish? Have ali voted
who wish? Have all vo%*ed .wvho wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 16, the Nays are 39, none votingi
Present. Senate Bill 782 having failed to receive the con-—
étitutional majority is declared 1lost. Senate Bill 783,
Senator Coffey. Read the bill, Nr. Secretary;iplease;
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 783.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Coffey.
‘SENATOR COFPI".;Y:
Thaok you, HBr. President and wmenmbers aof the Senafe.
Senate Bill 783 amends the Election Code by reéuiring
write~in candidates to file a notarized statement of candi-
dacy with *he proper elec<ion authority no'latét than the day

prior to the election of their...of their votes to be
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counted. The vreason for this is...is because of a lot of
gimmicks being playing *he day...day of +he election of
vrite-in votes and it causes a lot of, I guess, computer time.
and so or. This is also supported by and...and was given to
me by the County Clerks' Association. I'd ask for a favor—
abls roll call apd be glad to ansver any questions on thi§
bill. a
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
A1l right. 2Any discussion? Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Well, again I...I suppose this bill, %oo, came from +the
county clerks. Is that correct, Senator? Weii, it...it just
seems +to me and...and I don't have any particular hang—ub
on...on candidates...write-in candidates, just seems +o =ae,
however, that +*he...the duty and the respoﬁsibility of the-
Election Authority is to properly record ea?h and every vote
by each and every eligible voter, and 1if it's too much
trouble or if some citizen wishes *o...abuse, and I us¢ that
word guardedly, abuse his privilege and vo:te for Donald Duck
or Mike Royko or whoever, that?!s their privilege. But it
ought to be counted and ought to be recorded and I...i just
think this is a bad idea. -

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

311 right. PFurther discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDORALD: )

Yes, I rise in support of this bill. It passed -out of
the committee unanimously and I think it does héve mérit, and
I thinmk that it would eliminate capricious and delibebateA
confusion at the...on...on election day and...and also would
save money, so I support *he bill.

PRESIDISG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Lenmke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

1 hadea.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

-+«.I had...I had ini+ially vo*ed for this out of commit-
tee, but in...in checking the law, going back énd looking atr
the cases regards %o election law; in Chicago we hadra par-r4
ticular Congfessional Election, a special Cong%essional Elec—r
tiom, there was mo, no,...RBepublican challenger and no Demo--
cratic...I mean, no Democratic challenger in ihe primaty; no
Republican challenger in the primary and at <hat +time +the
Federal couc*s held that we bhad to hold a primary to give any
individual that bad the right to write a...write-in candidater
in, whether that candidate be Donald Duck or ﬁickey Mouse or
Minnie ¥ouse or...Winnie—the-Pooh, whatever youn wanted to do,
and therefore, I...I can't see that <this biil...ue should
pass this bill because I thirk it would be...it would help us
save a lot of mopey, but I think until the Federal courts
start recognizing that all these silly rulings they make cost
the states money, we can*t...I don't think we should pass
this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE DEMUZIO)

411 right. Furtber discussion? Senator Coffey wmay
close.,

SENATCR COFFEY:

¥=211, thank you, Mr. President and mewmbers of the Senate.
There are several other states that antilize nbu, and I don't
think the courts have thrown anything out...and that's Ari—r
zona, Arkanmsas, Califorrpia, Colorado, Georgia; Mississippi,
Ohio- and many others. So it...it wmust work And it pust not
be something that the...the courts are going to throw cuv or
they*d already done that. The...they still can...they canr
still file as a write-ip candidate and I think they =rhould
follow any procedure any other candida‘s chooses to...=: Tun.

Now, he <can, the day before election, can file u: the
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county clerk's office that *hey are a legitipate write-in
candidate and that's all they have to do, and that notifica-
tion will be given to each one of the precincts showing who
the people tha% have certified theirselves twenty-four hours
before the election. Now if they can't certify
theirselves...twenty-four hours before election, they must
not be too sérious about being a candidate. The rest of us
have to give tha*t notification and get our petitions and so
on, I think it's only good for :hat write—-in voter if
he's...sincére about it that he also gets the.same notifica-
tion. I'd ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENUZIO)

411 right. The ques*ion is, shall Senate Bill 783 passi
Those 1in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote HNay.
The voting is open. Have all...have all voted whé wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all votied HPO Qish? Take the
record. ©On that question, *he Ayes are 28, the Nays are. 28,
2 voting Present. Senate Bill 783 having failed to receive
the required constitutional majority is declared lost.
Senate Bill 7884, Senator Sangmeis*er. Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary, please.

SECRE?A&Y:<

Senate Bill 784.

(Secre“ary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of +the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator‘Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Mr. President and members of the Semate, everything that
is din Senate Bill 784 has been encompassed in Sénate Billu
1277, which is Semator Rock's, so there's no sense of dupli--
cation, So, at this zime, I move to Table Senate Bill 784.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO) ‘

Senator Sangmeister moves to Tahle Senate Bill 784. A1l
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those im favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. Ayes
have it. Senate Bill 784 is Tabled. Senate Bill...on *he
Order of 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 786, Senator Sangmeister,
Read the bkill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 786.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATCR SANGMEISTER:

Yss, Mr. President and members of *he Senate, simply put,
Senate Bill 786 was introduced at the request of my county
board because of the problems that we have, and I presume
that you have also with pollu*ion comirol facilities in your
area that to get the EPA out there to £ake caré of a landfill
when there!s problems may be very difficult because they are
undsrmanped and <the coumiies would like %o have some juris-
diczion over these local facilities. So, as a result, what
this bill simply does is gives them the aunthority to regulate
them with no more 'stricter regulations than what the EPA
would have. If you have any guestions,  I'1l be happy to
answer *hem.
fRESIDING OFFICER: : {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Is there any discussion? Any discus-
sion...Senator Grotberg.

SERATOR GROTBERG:

Yes, question of the spomsor, Hr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you. Senator Sangmeister, are there any positions

on this? By EPA or...they do...does the EPA grant them or

are We legisla*tively granting them this authority, no =ompact
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of any kinrd?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

A1l righ%t. Senator Sangmsister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, tﬁe EPA has not consulted me at all about
t*his...*his 1legislation and this is permissive by the coanty
boards, you understand, they don't have to do {his or .by a
municipality if they've got one of the...facilities.witbin
their,..their disirict so ii's strictly permissive. And *o
answer your gqguestion on the EPA, I've heard nothing; o fur-
ther answver your question is, whatever the «city or county
does cannot be any strosger than what the EPA could do.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCGR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. RAny further discussion? Senator Sangmeister,
do you wish to close?

SENATOR SANGHEISTER:

Yo, roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question 1is, shall Senate Bill 78§>pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vofe Kay. The
vo=ing is open. Have all voted who wish?' Kenny...Hall.
Have 311 voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the lyes are S3,_{he Rays are 6,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 786 having received -ihe
required constitutional majority is declared pissed.‘ Senate
Bill...787, Senator Sangmeister. Read the hill} Hr; Secre-
tary...wait a minute..;yeah, 787. BRead the bill, Hr. Secre-
tary, pleass.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 787.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of +he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.
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SENATCR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 787 has been a heavily lobbied bill on the‘Ploor
of...o0f this Senate. I think you've probably all been
contacted by both sides of the issue. Just'so.fou understand
what you're voting on, the present lav allowus avstate
employee to voluntarily make a donation to the.United Way. I v
find “ha=z admirable and in...good legislation. .Bowever,
there are a few other charities in the State of Illinois that-
think that also an employee ought to have the right to do
that if they see fit, and this has nothing to do with vhether.
you want %o doma“e to the United Way or not, you can continue.
to do so. Also, we have put eighteen organizations under one
umbrella which can also ask...the employee can checkoff to
that gromp of agencies if they want fo. So the:e'sva pos—
sibility of iwo checkoffs and no more. I have circulated,
yesterday, thinking the bill would ke called then, a sﬁeet of
the organizations we're talking about. I think some of these
organizations deserve to have this Tight: ‘the Aﬁéricani
Cance: Society, *he Diabetes Association, Heart Associétion,
Lung Association, eighteen agencies. So if this bill becomes
law, _fhere'll be two checkoffs, one for the United ¥ay andr
one for these agencies. I think it pakes sense. There are
many employees who want *o donate to theseAagencies, vant
that taken out of their...their payroell as a dedncﬁioh,. they'
should have the right to do that. I'1ll be happy td ansver.
any questions. ‘ -
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

211 right. 1Is there any discussion? Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd 1like to ask the spomsor a
question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield.
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SENATOR KELLY:

George, I'd...I'd 1like <%0 ask you a gqguestion about <he
money right now that's being raised by United Way. Caﬁ you
tell me what dollar amount goes into the Onited Way Fund from
State enployee con*ributions on an annual basis?

PRESIDING QOFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

No, I don't have the...the exact figure of what the
United Way gets, some...I think somewhere along- the 1line,
somebody mentioned, a half a millior or something like that.
But I...I don'* want that figure to be relied 6n because I
really don't know what their *otal contributions are.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATGE KELLY:

¥ell, along the same vein, do you know what the funds
that are collected by Upni*ed Way, what they're used for? In
other wvords, what proportion of those funds do theyAp:ovide
to these organizations other than United Way? 2And I dnder—
stand they take this money as an umbrella organization and
send it %o their local United Ray orgamizations who distrib—
ute +the money %o what they consider worthy organizations.
I'm just wondering, what...how much of that money is being
used for administrative purposes, and hov mruch ﬁohey acfually
gets in the hands of these other orgamizations?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Samgmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, no%t being privy to bow the Uﬁited Way handles their
funds, you are correct when you state that the momey that is
checked off is given in one check *o United Wway, and <:hen
their administrative procedures take over at *hat poimi. How

much they give to all of their agencies that are under iheir
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umbrella, I have no idea; and hov much cost it is to get it
back there, I have no idea either, but that is the way it;is
handled. '
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

W#ell, Mr. President, omn the guestion, I do...would 1like
to point out and carry the point forward that if you really'
looked into all these organizations and what the contribu-
tions are going for, they have very worthy names‘and the
intent is very good, and wmost people contribute to these
organizations because they really believe that the funds areA
going for research, that theyfre going to do something to
improve the future health of our citizens; but, in fact,
you*ll find ou* that almost ninety percent of these funds
that are collected go in*o administrative work and to hire
people and to keep programs going and it just goes on ﬁnd on.
I...I'm going to support this proposal because I've got some
concerns about what right now...who United Way is aistrib-
uting these funds %to, and I think thié would at 1east'givé as
a better option to know where these funds are- going. and I
perso&ally am very strongly in support of Senator
Sangmeister*'s bill. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

A1l right. Several additional pembers héve asked fo speak
on this. Senator Bloon. » o ‘
SENATOR BLCONM: )

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators, I'll try
and be brief. It's with some reluctance tﬁat I rise ih
opposition to Senator Sangmeister's bill. Tell you a ii%tlé.
bi+t aboutr the United Way *hough. Generally, they started odt
as Community Chest for little charitable organizatioans in our
communities +hat individually couldn': raise a lot’éf roney

for their purposes so they did go under an umbrella. And the
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groups that want to tap in generally opted not to go under
“he Uni<ed Way umbrella because they were raising their money
oo a more national scope, like through the Cancer Society and
so on and so forth, they opted out because they had a larger
source of funds. Ard it seeps to me that one of the reasons
“hey want in pow is because of, I *hink, partially our eco-
nomic times. And it...I doa*'t :think that that is really fair
to your local community based organizations. I know that in
my own community that the United Way when they have their
list of people or orgamizations they give fo, that certain
pro-family people stopped them from contributing to Planned
Parenthood. So I think you get more community control with
the United Way. But to the merits of the bill, these folks
that now want %o %ap in, historically, have not been comr-
munity based organizations and, historically, have opted not
to. So I see no reason to do it now. Thank you. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEKUZIQ)

411 right. Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE: o

#ir. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I,
too, rise somewhat reluctantly in opposition to this bill.
It has been pointed out *here is a cost factor involved here.

I have some figures that staff have given to me *hat indicate

that the expected cost of the passage and implenmentation of

this piece of legislation the first time would be in the

neighborhood of a hundred and eighty <+housand dollars, andr

there would be an annual cost of approximately...sixteen

thousand dollars each year thereafter. So it costs money to

do this. I stroagly support, have im the past apd will in

the future, the...the likes of these eight, pardon me, aine-

teen agencies, the BAmerican Cancer Society and the Heart

Associa*ion, and the...*he other seventeen on this 1list amd .

I...I an told that the State of Illinois is the oanly State in

wvhich +those two organizations do ©not participate %hrough
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Unized Way. I say to you *hat +there is a way for us to save
2 hundred and eighty thousand dollars right now and sixteen
thousand dollars and...and each year, hereafter, simply by us
voting No on this bill and encouraging those iwo other orga-
nizations +to work +through United Way in the future. Thank
you,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Further discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I rise in support of this measure. For years ndv, I;..I
am rnot 1in agreeance with the United Way operation because
there are many charities on there tha* I do not exist...think
should exist and get money, and the reason sometimés ‘ﬁnited
Way has been designed 1is to protect these charities who
have...have created in the past bad influence, such. ég the
American Cross...American Red Cross +hat ased Vto. qo
over...with our GI's and sell them cigarettes that. He. were
giving them for nothing and they...they found ou£ ihat execu-
*ives were get%ting paid fabulous salaries, Anoéher thing
such as Planned Parenthood and other outfits have used aoney
that they bave received through the United Ray tO'labby.for
legislation, not only here in Springfield but for legisiation
in Washington, and I *think that is wrong. The nonéy fhat
people give should be used for charity and I tbihk éhey
should be given a choice. . and I think Sangmeister has a.good
bill because you have a choice to give this. Irvish if vénld
go a 1lit*le further where the person that donateS iﬁé msney
éould list the charities he does not want hisiﬁoney to go *o,
that's what we should do and...and go a littlé further
because there are a lot of ckarities that many §f gs  sould
not want to give our money to and that could not raise money
and would go out of business, and they should righfly go
because some of these fat cat executives would be off the

bench. But I think that we should support this legislatioa
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and I'm going *o vote for it ’cause all these charities are,
to me, worthwhile charities and that money is used for what
they say it's going to be used for, not for big salaries.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GEOTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. I come to Senate Bill 787 with
a thorough understanding of both sides of “he issue aﬁd that
is alvays a dilemma., In respect for the sponsor, I guess the
thing that bothers me, Senator, is that if we can keep our-
selves 1ipn the Sta*e of Illinois posture as...¥ith geograph-
ical boundaries and a hundred and fourteen thousand employees
and we're about to find another way to make it easier for
people o pledge and give to things, my concern is'that using
the State payroll vehicle for newv kinds of causes, most of
which are national in scope, and...and in the case éf...of.
one or two of them forty to fifty percent of the money leaves
the State and it may well go %o Columbia Hospital in New York
City for research, et ce*era. I'm not saying that the deeds
are no good, but it...it blovs...the thing we've been trying
to do all these years into an intetnatioﬁal program that
nobody can track. Apnd the United Way and its wmany...members
and 3if you think there are fights in the Gemeral Aésenbly,
until you've been to a United Way allocation umeeting, it
makeS...this place 1look 1like a Sunday School. But they do
work and they work hard and find equity anmong themselves.
Now comes a new group, at a rather costlyA route,>
the...Comptroller Burris has furnished the facts, it's going
to cost the fax...all +he taxpayers money *o dé i*; arpd
instead of. jus* writing one check, the...the operating cosis
of the United Way is...are in the sevem and a half percentile
bracket administratively and it's been found to be the most
efficient way to support coamunity programs. I just think wve

should keep it, I'a going *o rise in...I am rising ip...in
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opposition to breaking the mold for the other many worthy
causes, all of vhom could be under the ugbrella as a former
Senator said, with just an Aye vote from their board of
directors and the job would be done. As I understand +there
is...was a cour% hearing just last week or a couple of weeks
ago in the middle éf all this battle, somebody iséued an
opinion that...that would, in effect, make it more easie: for
the parties to get together, but they're pursuing this route
in the face of tha:t. In any event, I tise im objection to
the bill.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

All right. Is there any further discussion? Sepator
Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen. Rill
the sponsor yield for a gquestion? 7
PRESIDING.OFFICEB: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he w¥ill yield.

SENATOR HBALL:

Senator, was there aﬁ amendment put on this by the
Compiroller's Gffice?

PRESIQING OFFICER: (SENRATOR DENUZ2IO)

211 right. Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Hall, there was an amendmen+ that was put omn in
committee t0...to0...to, what we felt at least;..it vasﬁ't put
on by the...by +the Comptroller’s Office, it.uas éﬁikon to
make clear that what we're “alking about here is the +¢wo
agencies, <the United Way and these...all thése othe!vvolun-
teer agencies. So there was a clarifying amenanent, bit I
can't say it was put on by the Comptrolle:'s-Office.. -
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena*or Hall.

SENATOR BALL:
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Ro, I'm looking where i* says that there was an amend-
ment...the Comptroller's Office was seeking an amendment to
limi* +he number of possible deductioas. Was...did that éoi
on?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Sepator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

¥e put on a clarifying amendmen* +hat was at their
request, I don't think that they entirely agree with it, but
to put it on and make sure that it's clgrified that it's
these two groups of agencies, the United Way and the other
charities.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

A11 right. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

I have orne other question. Our United Way, simce our
board is St. Louis is the St. Louis, and then you contribute
to it and S:t. Louis gives a portiom io...to...to Illinois, +o
+hat portion that we?re in. NKow, how...how does <+that work
with two states and yet everything is made out to Missouri.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIOC)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR HALL:

What...what effect would that have on this?
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO) 7

All righ=. Senator...Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGHMEISTER:

Not gquite sure I understand the question.. But J...I
don't =see any effect at all. This is merely requesting the.
Comptrollert's Office to do the same thing that £hey}:e doingl
for the United ¥®ay. You either checkoff to this group of
charities or you checkoff to the United Way and they §et a
single check. And then of course it's up to the agencies %o

distribute it; as the Uni“ed Way has presently got a prograsm,
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so will...will these charities.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

...all right. Is there further discussion? Sénator
Watson.

SENATCR ¥WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. Could I ask a question of the
sponsor? -
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

"Sponsor indicates he will yield.
SENATOR WATSON:

Am I correct that the Comptroller's Office is oppésed to
+his?

PEESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATCR SANGMNEISTER:

I can't say +that ‘the...the Comptroller's Office is
opposed to it. They put on a...a...a fiscal note that is
totally...erroneous and I'1l speak to that and Senator
Etheredge when I close, bu* whether *hey're Gpposed of not
you'll bave %o ask them, I don't kmow. I *hink they'd like
to see...I'd like...I think this, they'd like to see the
problgm go away. ‘
éRESIDING GF¥FICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

That was my next gquestion, as to wvhat are the costs?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DBKUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

All right, what Senator Etheredge was reading from...from

their fiscal note. Actually when they drew up the fiscal
note they drew it up on the basis that there would be eight
thousand charities involved in this and absolutely

are...there's not, there's two that's involved, the United
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way and this other umbrella agency. Continental Bank, for
example, has this program in the private sec{or. It costs
them twenty-five cents a person to run it fhrouqh the éom-
puter. This fiscal note is absolutely ridiculous.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOCR DENUZIOQ)

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Hould the universities be affected?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Definately, any State employee there, at a universi:y,
would have a right to say to the Comptroller, I vaﬁ{ éome
money taken out for United ®ay or for this group of chéri-
ties. »

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator ﬁatson.

SENATOR WATSON:

When would the payroll deduction be made? Is there a
specific time during the year or is ﬁhis someihihg that they
could just nmake it arbitrary or how is it...how is if going
to be made?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENFATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator Watson, I'm not guite sure of the mechanics, bat
I presume out of each payroll check that you decided you.‘
wanted *to have it *aken, they would *ake i, theh thef “accu—
mulate it and then periodically send their checks {ovthe
United Way or to this other group.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

A1l Tight. Is there any further ‘discussion? Senator

Geo—-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
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L3 President, Ladies and Gsentlemen of the Senate, I
think the bill is commendable, but my United ﬁay people thave
been calling me, and others from my district, telling me that
the other organizations could...could participate with United
Way if they really wanted to, but they just don't Hant to do
it and that's why they're trying to go in by +he Bébkdoor
with a separate legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right. Further discussion? Senator Netsch is our*
last spsaker. Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCBH:

Thark you, Mr. President. I have a factual gquestion toA
the spomsor. 1Is there a lawsuit pending, do you know, Sena-
tor Sangmeister, which has challenged the validity of petkit—
ting the public employes checkoff only for Onited Way?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes. Such...such a courtsuit has beoen filed and I canA
tell you that, in my opinion, they’re going tb prevail.
There's no way that constitutionally you can 'say only the
Uniteé Nay 1s entitled *o have a checkoff from a State
empleye=z. But, yes, the answer %o your qnes{ion is yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIO) -

211 right. Further...Semnator ﬁetsch.

SENATCR NETSCH:

Rell, just a brief comment. I'n...I don't feel 'strongly
about this one one way or the other, but I'm inclined to
think that that is the correct position, that if Unitéd uﬂay
is to have that right, others must. The alternative would be
o deny it %o everyone which would probably save a good deal.
of money in bookkeeping. I suppose that sormeday vhen wve go
to electronic funds tramsfer that all of this will be done by

jus: pushing a button and...and the cost component will dis-
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appear in time. But, in tﬂe meantime, I suspect that what's
fair for one is fair for *he other.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Well, Senator Rupp.
SENATOR ERUPP:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. TI've been sitting here and gei-
ting itchier and itchier as...as some of these remarks are
being made. I was president of the Crippled Children Associ-
ation of Macon County for a number of Years. We were not
included in the United Way, we made exhaustive visits baék
and forth and we examined whether or not we should. e were
perfectly willing to join, it's a lot easier to have one cam—
paign, there's no reasor why one shouldn*t, there gmust be:a
reason why you would not join and believe me +thet is.
Because vhen...if vwe were to join that Onited Raf group, ie‘
have to submit our budget; they are the ones that tellv us
vhat we can épend, how we can spend it and how we can run our
program. It*s a 1little bit difficult and it was difficult
for us in this one séecialized area to appreciate the fact
that these other...this other group could knowv how to run our
program. That's the reason we did no:, for years and yéars
did no= ge% included, and I do feel that Qe shoﬁld be
entitled Jjust as any other charitable orgamizaticn is to
be...have a checkoff on this and I plan or voting yes for
this bill.
éRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Carroll, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR CAREOLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen c© +the

Senaze, On a point of personal privilege, if I migh-. In
the gallery behind me are a group of school children fruo: my
district, from the Solomon Schlectler School in Skok ¢. X

would ask that they rise and that the Senate recognize <':emn.
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Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

7 ¥ill our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog-
nized by <he Senate, Welcome *o Springfield. All righ%,
Senator Etheredge is recognized for a second time.

.SENATOH FTHEREDGE:

Mr. President, I...I apologize to the membership for
rising a second time on this issue but my nage was smentioned
in debate and I also want to...I want to call attention td
the fac* that I continue to believe that the Comptroller's
estimate of the cos* is not off the mark at all. If you look
at the wording of the amendment, it vould make possible
pairs...if there are eight thousand charitable organizations
in the State of Illinois, as I am told, it...it could be pos-
sible for four thousand pairs of organizations to...t5 fotn
énd apply for the...the payroll deduction techniéue. 1
would...I would suggest +that under those circumstances the
hundred and eighty thousard dollars is representing the cost
of 1implementing that program is not off the mark at all.
Again, 1 would continue to oppose this bill. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIO)

SEnator Sangmeister may close.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. FWell
I'd like to ask all of you tkat are so stronéwfof the_bﬂnitéd
Way, are all of these agencies all of a sudden second class
citizens? Is the Aperican Cancer Society or the ‘Aﬁeiican"
Diabetes Aséociation, the Heart Association, the‘Lung Associ-
ation, <+he Association -for Retrarded Citizens, Chicago Lun§
Association, on and on and on, Multiple Sclefosis, Cerebral
Palsy, what are they? They orphans hererin this General
Assembly? Let me tell you something, shame on the Unitéd
way, how selfish can *hey be? Are they the only...the only

agency to which a State employee can make a contribution? Is
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that what you're trying to say? The problem is, they've had
it their own vay all +hese years. The record shows that
vhere this happens in the private industry, the Onited ®ay's
contributions actually increase, they don*t go down. The
enployee doesn't split off for someone else. And I ask you,
wvhat 1is that court going to d0? There isn't a court around
thét can say anything but that this present Act 1is uncon-
stitutional. We dJdeserve to...to resolve this thing here.
Not only that, but shame or the...the...the Journal BRegister

editorial +that I see Senator Philip just distributed around

here. What a biased editorial +*tha:i was. You would
think...of course the media is not known for doing that, but
you'd think that they'd at least call the spomsor of the
legislation and at 1least get his side of *he story. They
don't even indicate in that editorial who the proponénts of
fhis legislation are. They know absolutely nothing about it
and take anm editorial tao the contrary perhaps because
somebody on +he edi%torial board is also a member of the
United Way. Yes, ard shame on the Comptrcller's oOffice, to
come up with a fiscal note talking about eight thousand pos-~
sible charities when we're down here *alking about two chari-
ties, it shouldn?’t cost his office a hundred dollars to
adninistrate this program. And yes, yes, shame on the
AFL-CIO, have you looked at their hit list lately? This bill
is on it. Maybe vou ought to take a look at it if you feel
you got to follow i*. 1I'd like to know what the APL-CIO has
got to do in this fight on this Floor today. I @might say
also that this legislator has taken note of the fact that the
AFPL-CIC wanits to opposes this bill, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate, nineteen other states do this, +he TFederal

Government does it. These charities donate to our unpiversi-

ties between one and a half to two million dollars a year in
Tesearch. Research +that I want to tell you can save your

life and can save mine. The United Way doesp?t give a dinme
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that I knov of to our State universities, these charities
give a million and a half to two. And you want to tell <thenm
that their employees can't checkoff a voluntary donation? It
isn't fair, in mny opinion, that a State employee be given the
right to contribute to the United Way and not to the charity
*hat he feels has done so much for his family. I think so

and I hope you do to.

END OF REFL
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REEL #5

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

All right. The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 787 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Way.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have ali voted
vho wish? Have all vo*ed who wish? Have all voted vh§ wish?r
Take the record. Gr that question, the Ayes are 38, the Nays
are 18, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 787 having received
the required constituzional majority is declared :passed.
Senator Sangmeister, for vhat purpose do you arise?

SEEATOR SANGMEISTER:

¥y assuwmption bas apparently been correct. A note has
just been passed *o me that the publisher of +the .Journal
Register was chairman of <he Onited Way two years ago. Thank
you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

On the Order of 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 789, Senator
Welch., Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 789.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
?BESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
All right. Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is a...
PRESIDING Of?ICER: {SENATQOR DEMUZIO)

Could we have some order, please. That..., Senator
Welch.

SENATGR RELCH:
Thank you, Mr. President. This is a bill to require the

Department of Conservation <o do some digging in the Illinois
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and MHichigam Canal to a depth of five feet. Currently, the
canal between Utica and the City of LlaSalle, approrimately
seven or eight =miles, has some water im it, the purpose
behind this is to dig it deep enough to allow. for fish <o
live through a freeze which is five feet deep. I would ask
that the bill be passed.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

All right. 1Is there any discussion? Senator Sommer.
SENATOE SOMMER:

-«.Mr. President apnd nmembers, a...a gquestion of the
sponsor and that would be, how much do you think *his will
cost? And where is the momey going to come from? I guess
*wo questions.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH: .

Yes, the...the estimates that we have are; first, the
digging i*self will cost approximately fifty fhonsand
dollars; if laand bhas o be purchased to place the diggings
upon, it will...the total cost will go to soﬁething like ‘a
couple hundred thousand dollars. The money will prob-
ably...will come from +the Department of Conservation's
budget.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)}

Rl right. Any further discussion? Senator Welch, do
you wish to close? v
SENATOR WELCH:

I would just orge a...a Yes vote onm this bill, Mr. Presi-
dent. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 789 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those-oppcsed will vote Bay.
The voting is open. Sam. Have all voted who wish? Have all.

vo-ed whko wish? Hawve all voted who wish? Take the record.



Page 132 - HAY 26, 1983

On that question, the Ayes are 32, the Nays are 26, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 789 having reéeived the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 792,
Senator D'Arco. PRead the bill, Mr. Secretary, pleaée;
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 782.

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

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOE D'ARCO:

Thank you, Hr. President. This is the Licensure Act for
the detectives and +the alarm contraciors. There seems +o be
some discrepancies in the amendmen: thét we adopted the oiher
day and the agreement that was arrived at in committee...but
fortunately we're going to work that out in the Housé. If
wvas a misunderstanding and a technical defect in +he awmend-
ment and I would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

211 right. Is there any discussion? Any discussion?
The question is, shall Senate Bill 792 pass. Those in favor
will vo%e Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record...on that éuestion,
the Ayes are 44, the Nays are 11, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 792 having received the required comstitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 800, Senatdr Bruce.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please. Mr. Secretary. All
right, Mr. Secretary, le: me make an announcement. There's
been a general regquest *o tape the proceedings. I:i's been
submitted by a number of Chicago and downstate stations for
leave of the Senate. Is leave granted? Leave is g:anted,.
with the exception, please don'+ take Senator Neisch's pic-

ture. Mrs Secretary, on the Order of 3rd Reading, Senate
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Bill 800.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 800.

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

Sena*or Bruce.

SENATOR ERUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of .the Senate. This
bill has been around the Illinois General Assembly since‘1971
when I first in+roduced i%t, and it deals wi*h *he creation of
a grain insurance program for farmers who have, in fact,
stored or vsold grain to elevators around the State of Illi-
nois and then when they go *o pick up their check or rémove
their siored grain find ¢that the elevator operaitor and ware-
houseman...or warehousemen have, in <fact, £filed for bank-
ruptcy and +they are out of business. Senator Jerdme Joyce
and others have worked for several years in toughening up the
requirements. In addition to that, he has législation this
year changing the priority for those in a bapkruptcy proceed-
ing. He and Senator Rigpey have worked with me in this mat-
ter agd they are, frankly, the experts and bave given =me
their good advice and we have amended the bill as introduced
significantly. The problem, I think, still presents itselfi
that there were more than twenty-seven bankruptéies of elevé-
tors since 1978. One of those losses tot*al o;er four million
dollacs. In my own district in %71, there was more than a‘
million dollar 1oss. The guts of this bill basically is that
it creates a procedure very much sisiliar to, or in concept,”.
similiar %o, what is.;.ve know as FDIC, the Federal heposit:
Insurance Corporation. When you take your money into a bank,
you expect to get it back when you knoék on the door and uhat‘
ve would like to do is establish in the same way that system

for the farmers of the Sta*e of Illinois who are po: only
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producing but are the major...ome of the major industries in
“he State of Illinois. And in exports they are egual
*0...*the all the manufac*uring output of...of +he State of
Illinois *otals about seven billion, all the grain exported
in the State of Illinois amounts to about seven billion. So
they are certainly coequal to all the manufacturing indus-
tries in the State of Illinois as it relates *o exports.
This program would not be started uantil a thousand‘people
have petitioned, a thousand producers, and not until such
time as they have had a chance o vote on whether or not they
want +this program. If it is approved, there is am Illinois
Grain Insurance Corporation established. It vould be gov-
erned by a board of directors suggested by the Department of
Agriculture and...and the Atiorney General's Office composed
of +the following: the director of the Depariment of Agricul-
ture would be the president of the board; the Attorney Gen-
eral would serve as 1its secretary; the State Treasurer's
designee would serve as treasurer; +the chief fiscal officer
of the Depar‘ment of Agriculture would be a board member; and
the superintendent of agricultural industry requlation in the
Department of Agriculture would be, in fact, the...member.
Cf the five members, three would be from +he Depariment of
Agriculture, plus +he A.G., plus the Treasurer's designee.
There has been opposition to. this bill. There have bheen
changes, proposals. I thipk it's fair to say that we are
still in the process of working out the concept. .The I11i-
nois Parm Bureau still s*ands in opposition to it; I believe
I koow why and I think that we may be able to answer some of
their problems but no* all. The anmendmen:t was substantial,
it was worked out with many people involved. It...it is
going to be amended in the House. fe have already put down
to the Reference Bureau another amendment to answer some of
the guestions that have arisen out of the adoption of Amend-

ment No. 1, and i* will be back before +his Body...before
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this Legislature adjourns on June 30th. But with that, I
would ask for your favorable consideration and be happy to
ansver any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

A11 right. 1Is there any discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATGR RIGNEY:

Mr. President, in case those on our side of the aisle
were looking a* the commi*ifee vote, you might have comé auay‘
wizh the impressioh that this was just a tad bit political at
one time. I want to assure my friends over bere that that is
no longer the case. There are a lot of people now working in
hazmony here tryimg to create a good bill. I would point out
to you that we d0 not yet have +this is the fipal and accepi—
able form. That will...that battle will continue to take
place in the House. People of good will are going to sit
down and...and iron ou* a few differemces that still do
exist. There is certainly a need in this State for this type
of a recovery fund. The present bond system simply is not
working, it's been expensive and unfortunately in many cases
backruptcies have not been covered, farmers have lost a great
deal of money due to the result of some of these bankrupt-
cies.“ If all of that money that went into buying bonds had
gone into a recovery fund, we could have paid out a hundréd
cents on the dollar on all of those losses. And I think it's
ﬁnfortunate that we are working with *hat kind of a systen inb.
today's economy. This legislation is badly needed, it...it
will be a good bill when it comes back for concurrenée, and I
hope *hat we get fifty-nine green votes on...on this-bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Is there further discuassion? Senator
Schunenan. .

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:
Ques*ion of *he sponsor, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIQ)
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Sponsor indicates he will yield.
SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, yesterday I questioned the payment that would be
made by the various grain dealers throughout the State, and I
assume “hat the bill is s%*ill in the same posture that would
require the same payment by each grain dealer, is that cor-
rect?

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SERATOR DEHUZ2IO0)

Senétor Bruce. '
SENATOR BRUCE:

That is correct.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOE DENUZIO)

Senator Schubeman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Can you give me any indication as to «wxhether or not
that...that particular provisiomn is going %o be changed
as...as this bill proceeds?

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOB DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

It certainly will 'be. As we go along...if +that is...if
ve kave incorrect information, we uill.change the fifteen
hundred dollar fee to reflect an appropriate ambunt either by
scaling up the fee depending on how ruch grain you handle or
some other basis. It's still ny understanding and the At+or-
ney General's Office is still questioning, the...the fifteen
hundred dollar fee, whether that's a flat fee for everyonme or
not, I frankly have pnot go:t am answer back.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUDZIQ}

211 right. Any further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden*. Question of the spornsor.
PRESIDING QFFICEER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield.
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SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Bruce, along that same line, it's my understand-
ing that +he cost to the various elevators across the State
for ths bond runs between five hundred dollars and twenty-
five thousand dollars, so indeed, that's a very wide ranmge.
And it's further my understanding, although I'm not an expert
in this area, that...that the cost of +hat bond is determined
by really two things. Nuzber one, the amount of grain *hat
the elevator handles in a given year; and secondly, and prob-
ably more importantly, the risk that that particular elevator
has, i*s history...its financial history and...and different
fiscal problems that they might have. My concern perhaps is
a bit the other way from what Senator Schuneman's guestions
are in that it seems to me with the <fifteen hundred dollar
co;t, that w=levator, who 1is now im a precarious situation
financially, is really going %to be get*ing ?ff the hook, so
to speak. And yes, this may be changed in the House and
I...you know, I applaud those efforts, but it seems to me
that we...we tend through this kind of an avenue <o minimize
the problems with the elevators vho are having a difficalt
time financially, that's the purpose of the bond and that's
why ig's been done that way. So that concerns me with this
fund, it seems to me it...it gets them away from that
and...and the pressure won't be on them. I do aﬁplaud the
efforts of you and Senator Rigney and Senator Joyce because
this particular piece of legislation is in much better éhapé
than it was when I first came to this General Asseibly some
years ago. But I would merely say 'to you that there are
companies now offering insurance to farmers, they can take
the insurance if they want to; if they feel +that it*s not
necessary, *+hey won'% do i%...seemss to pe that's a decision
+ha+ the farmer makes and I continus to pursue +tha+ partic-
ular avenue and would urge the defeat of Senate Bill 800.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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All right. Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis,
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Bruce, I have no problem now that the Democratic
najoriy has pushed me ou* into +*he coubiry...on .providing
any type of food stamps for farmers. But if...if nmy
recollection is correct, the problem that occurs is that a
grain elevator ought not %o have a problem, because af*er all
*here is nothing simplier than putting grain into a container
and leaving it there until you choose to take it out. There

should be no risk in that business whatscever. The risk

occurs when fhe person who owms the elevator is also a grain
facmer and occasionally a commodity speculator; and wvhen he
finds that on his own behalf he cannot sustain himself, then
he chooses to go into the grain elevater and take out that
po-tion of ths graim that is not his or hers. Now, are we,
in <fact, then imsuring vwith this progra®m increased specula-
tion, increased risk, or is this really an honest effort to
cover those people who, in fact, are being swindled by this
type of activity?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATGR DEHUZIOQ)

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

I don't think it?s +*rying to protect anmyone but the
farmer. There is in Federal court right pow in Illinois a
case against a man pamed, I think, Brimberry, who has stole,
I thipk twenty-eight million dollars from the Stix Agency.
He'S...l...he's accused of doing that, le*t me make it clear,'
he's accused of stealing that money from a bank., I don'tr
think there is anyope im any bank in St. Louis or East St.
Louis or anyone else who is sitting in :repidation fearing

+ha%t his indictmen% and...and possible conviction will in any

way impair their holdings. And every time we have had an
elevator failure, financial collapse, in whichk perhaps there

is w-ongdoing by an operator, and you are abso-
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lutely...correct, in the largest failure, four million four
hundred thousand dollars, the operator in that husineés had
eleven hundred outstanding future conmtracts...including coco-
nut oil, copra and everything that we don’t even know about,
but we're not trying to protect him, he's...he's liable under
the Statutes of the State of Illinois. We're Jjust saying
their grain is protected and we're still going to go after
every asset he has.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIG)

All right. Any further discussion? Senator Bruce, do
you wish to close? Senator Bruce.
SENATCR BRUCE:

We're...ve're working on it. I'd like to have a roll
call, favorable, *hat we can work Senator Joyce, BRigney and
all...et" al‘ along with *he Farm Bureau to see if we can get
an...acceptable bill that will protect farmers when they
place their grain in...in warehouses across the State of
Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
‘ All right. The question is, shall Sepmate Bill 800 pass.
Those ip favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote HNay.
The vg:ing is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all vo*ed who wish? Have all voted who wish?-
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 44, the Kays
are 14, none voting President. Senate Bill 800 having
received *+he required constitutional wmajority is declaredv
passed. Senate Bill 807, Senator Watson. BRead the hill, Mr.
Secretary, pléase.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 807.

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

Senator Ratson.
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SENATOR HATSON:

Thank you, Hr.‘President. Senate Bill 807 amends the
Fish Code of 1971 and the Wildlife Code and allows veterans
with service related disabilities of ten percent or more or
on diszability pension deficient hunt free. This has been in
+he law as far back as 1973 but because of legislation passed
in 1979 they were taken out. There was actually a ticket...a
warning ticket given by the Department of Conservation‘ to a
disabled veteran who was...who was fishing, This Jjust
res*ores the language to the Statutes which again would allow
the disabled veterans determined by the department the right
to hunt an fish without a license. There was an amendment
placed on the bill from the Department of Comservation vhich
the current 1law states that the fees derived from the sale
of...of salmon stamps shall be deposited in the State Treas-
ury in the salwmon fupd. The amendment goes on and further
states that income from art contests, sale of reprints, gifts
and other dopations would also be deposited in +the salmon
fund and tbat the salmon fund now would be used for payment
of costs of printing the staeps and other expenses. The
amezndment also expanded the wild turkey season to two times
a year versus once a year. I move for the adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Is...

SENATOR WATSON:

I don*t know of any opposition.
PRESIDING OVEFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

eesis there any discussion? Any discussion? The gues-
tion' is, shall Senate Bill 807 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote N¥ay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. O©Cn that guestion, the Ayes
are 59, the Nays are none, none voting Presemt. Senate Bill

807 having received the required constitutional majority is
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declaced passed. Senate Bill 821, Senator Bruce. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 821.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
is an appropriation out of the Tourism Promotion Fund, not
out of General Revenue, for twenty-five thousand dollars for
the band at Newton, Illinois to go to the Eose Bowl Parade.
We have historically paid for, in fact, Senator Sangmeister's
band received an identical gran=z. These children will be
representing the State of Illinois in the.larqest parade in
the..,.State of...in the United States. There'll be a million
and a half people there, there's a hundred an fifty millioﬁ
people on worldwide =elevision hookup. This is a reasomnable
appropriation. I have spoken %0 the Governor aboui fhis pac-
ticular piece of legislation, he has indicated to me that hé
is not opposed to it, and that if it gets to his desk he will
look...at i+ in light of available revenues. I think I knew
what he mean:t and I heard him very...I heard him and...and
so, I...I would...I would appreciate your favorable support
in getting this twenty-five thousand dollars out of here;
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. 1Is *there any discussion? Senator Kellye.

SENATOR KELLY:

Itd like to ask the Senator a question.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Sponsor indicates he will yield.
SENATOR RELLY:

Senator Bruce, I'd like o0 ask you, why was...¥ht is
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Newton Community High School deterriced as being the band to
go to the Rose Bowl and represent the State of Illinois?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR ERUCE:

They...they were <+he only Illinois tand in the
Inauguration Parade for President Beagan. They won the
National Band Contest in Hinnesota and the...the President of
the...Rose Bowl Association, fhey have <eams that go out
th-oughout <the United States. There are five high school
bands in the parade. Not every state has a...a band, but
usually the...the pational winner at Minnesota is one of the
bands selected and “hat happens *o be the New:on Band.
PRESIDING OFFiCEB: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SEFATOR RELLY:

¥ell, I think that's a good reason to =upport your bill.
I just want you to take a listen at some of *he bands we have
in the south suburbs that are very good as well. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATCR NEWHOUSE: ‘

I rise on a point of personal privilege.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your poin:.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Speaking of schools, behind me in the gallery is a group
of youngsters from Rochelle Clark School that are in Sena-
tor...Collins' dis*rict. I wonder if they'd rise and bev
recognized by the Senate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

#ill our gues*s in the gallery please rise and be recog-

nized by the Senate. Welcome to Springfield. Senator

Sangmeister.
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SENATOR SANGNEISTER:

Just briefly, thank vyou. I'd be rather remiss if I
didn't Cise on this bill in support of it. Last year, omn a
bipartisan basis, both sides of thic aisle saw fi* to give my
local bhigh school, Lincolmn Lake Commgnity High School, a
twenty-five thousand dollars toward their trip to the Rose
Bowl, and I*'ll tell you it is a grea* thing for *the State of
Illinois %o be represented ou%t there. These bands are chosen
on the basis of coumpetition and excellence s0 I'm sure the
band is well-gualified and *the Governor was gracious enough
to leave that...in his...his...did not amend out that portion
from the appropriation and I hope he would do the same here,
and I would certainly rise in support of this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Weaver.
SERATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Hr. President. I rise in support and I just
hope that the fighting Illini are there that day representing
the Big Ten.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO) -
A1l right. Senator Watson.
SENATQE EATSON:

I'd like to ask the sponsor a guestion.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQC)

Sponsor indicates he will yield.
SENATOR WATSON:

This seems a little bi* unusual bu* I...are we asking
Newton +to come up with anything? What are the kids doing,
they selling candy or going out raising momey themselves or
just...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.

SEREATOE BRUCE:

Y2g, in fac* under these tourism grants *he maximpum award
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would be fifty percent. Newton Community High School is
raising two hundred and twenrty-six +housand dollars. This
would be - twenty-five +<housand or a hundred and twenty-six
thousand, I'm sorry...to go out there and take two hundred
and forty-one band members and stay out there. Yeah,
they're...they're raising abou* five <imes what we're giving
then.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Any further discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President. Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIOQ)

Indicates he will yield.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Senator Bruce, 1is this piece of legislation in response
“o the Governor's cemarks <o Senator Vadalabene when he was
addressing us here in the Senate?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENA&OR DENUZIO)

Senator Bruce.
SENATGR BRUCE:

bo I havé to amswer all questions “hey put %o me? I...I
don't know whether it is or not, I...xhy don’t you and...you
and Sam call Lester Brand and see what it meant, I don't
know.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIC)

"All right...
SENATCR BRUCE:

I'd,..like a roll call.
PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATCR DENUZIOQ)

«=-all Tigh*. The ques%tion is, shall Senate Bill...oops,
Senator HNedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

...Senator, not *o be facetious because of +he fact that

I think we spend a lot of money for a lot cf programs and
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this is probably the cheapes* amount of money you could spend
for...for the children’s benefit and I think it's well-spent
acrd I support the legislation. »

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENSATCR DEMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? The gquestion is, shall
Senate Bill 821 pass. <Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? AHave all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes aré 57, the Nays
are 1, none voting present. Senate Bill 821 having received
the reguired constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senator Hall, for wha%t purpose do you arise?

SENATOR HALL:

Well, thank you, HMr. President. I think Senator Bruce
forgot to tell you that I wanied to wait ©ill the vo%e was
taken, that I'm going to be the official representative for
+he Senate with that band.

PRESIDIKG GFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

On the Order of 3rd Reading, Semnate Bill 822, Senator
Mahar. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECBETARY:

Senate Bill 822.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SEXATOR DENUZIO)

211 right, Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you.
arise?

SENATORK VADALABERE:

Well, I did not vwant to say anything in regard to Senator
Bruce’s bill, but I tried to do the same thing for Highland,
Illinois when I was a State Representative, wanted <o send
them to Burope for eleven days and it failed.

PRESIDING 0P§ICBR: (SEXATGR DEMUZ2IO)

211 right. On the Crder of 3rd Reading, Sena%te Bill 822,
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Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. ©Presiden* and mpembers of +*he Sepate.
Senate Bill 822 amends the State Police Act to rename the
titles of officers appointed the rank of corporal and ser-
geant. A1l the corporal ranks...all the corporals will
become sergeants as of December 31st, 1983, and all sergeants
will become master sergeants as of the same date. Thefe's no
change in pumbers; there's no change in salary; ro change in
responsibilities; =no change in job descriptions, just a ma*-
ter of nomenclature. The Teason that <he S:ta*e police is
asking for +this is that there are no corporal ranks equiva-
lent. They're dealing with people of sergeant's ranks and
above and they Jjust want +to rename +heir ranks. I ask
for...solicit an affirmative vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Sepnator Rock.
SENATOR EOCK:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden*t, Ladies and Gentlemen of +the
Senate. I opposed this bill in committee and stand opposed
today for the reason that as I'm sure everyone is aware, the
State police have a meri* board and promotions or upgrade in
rank is the sole responsibility of the merit board not the
superintendent. ¥hat this would do, would abolish...would
abolishk the rank of corporal and effectively make all the
corporals sergeants or master sergeants and it's an upgrade,
it*'s additional compensation and it's something that is the
sole responsibility of the merit board. So I...the merit
board, I am told, is...is also opposed, so am I.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOﬁ ERUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Mahar may close.
SENATOR MAHAR:
Thank you, Mr. President. Well, contrary to what Semator

Rock said, this has nothing to do with a change in salary.
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It's just a matter of nomenclature, a matter of the word, the
wvord, "corporal" is elimiﬁated and in its place wvill be ¥"ser-
geant." And as of December 31ist, *83, they will change from
a corporal’s rank %o a sergeant's rank and “he sergeants will
become master sergeants. And the purpose of this is solely
to put them in the same level with other officers they’re
dealing with. I am told that when the corporal's rank was
formed, some wmany years ago, i* was stricily a symbolical
rank that was used to provide something to show seniority for
*roopers of longs*anding. And...the merit board can't change
this, it has to be changed by Statute, they really have noth-
ing to do with it. I think what...what their concern is,
there was a companion bill, 823, whick dealt with majors and
gave *he superintendent authority %o appoint majors which the
iodge opposed. I...I Tabled *hat bill because I d4id not want
to get dinvolved in that...in that category. This is...is
<otally diffégent and this being the year that you can handle
this type of legislaiion, it doess'* make all +that wmuch
difference. I would ask for your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRDCE)

The guestion is, shgll Senate Bill B22 pass. Those in
favor vote BAye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take +he
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 39, the Nays are 13,
none voting Present. Sepate Bill 822 having received> the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 824, Senator Jeremiah Joyce. EKead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary, please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 824.

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

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
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SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and uwembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 824 deletes some obsolete language out of +the
Revenue Code. There's no...no opposition %o this bill,
i**s...changes obsolete laﬁguage with respect to the home-
stead exempiion. I+ eminates from a court case in Cogk
County, bas no impact. I know of no opposition. I ask for a
favogable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there discussion? Senator Eihasredqge.
SENATCR ETHEREDGE:

...-8r. President, ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, the
bill does...does just as the sponsor kas saigd. This is a
goqd bill.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

The guestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 8?4 pass. 7Those inm
favor vote Ays. Those opposed vote Nay. The votiﬁg is opean.
Have all vo%tsd who wish? Have all vo*ed who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 824 having received
the reguired constitutional =majority is declared passed.
Senatﬁ Bill 827, Senator Schaffer. ERead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary, please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill B827.

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

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Br. President and members of the Senate, this is a bill
that comes about because when the fores* preserve in Lake
County was clearing <he ti*le on the land that they had pur-

chased or the lake bottom of Roumd Lake, they discovered,
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somewvhat to their chagrin, tha*t the title included some fif+y
and thirty foot causeways that reached up into the residen-
tial areas which +they have no interest in and are a burden
and they would like to ge* rid of. t involves eighi-tenths
of an acre as redefined. I believe we've supplied everybody
with any information they need. Be happy to answer any gques-
tions. Appreciate a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall Semate Bill 827 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. OCn that guestion, *he Ayes are 58, the Nays are
non&, none votimng Presen%. Senate Bill...827 having received
the required constitutional majofity is declared passed.
Senate Bill 831, Senator Degnan. Read the bill, Hr. Secre—
tary, please.

SECRETARY: »

Senate Bill 831.

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

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 831 allows
simultaneous tenunre. It provides *hat a person may hold +the
office of county board member and the office of township
assessor or town clerk simultaneously in all counties. I
know of no opposition. Answver any guestions. #Would ask for
a roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question...discussion? The guestion is, shall Sepnate
Bill 831 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting ig open. Have all voted who wish? Hzve all

voted who wish? Take the record. ©On that guestiom, iz Ayes
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are 55, the Nays are 3, none voting Present. Senate Bill 831
having received the required constitutional majority is
declarsd passed. Senate Bill 832, Senator Degnan. Read the
bill, Xr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Sena*e Bill 832.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sepator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Yes, thapk you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 832 is pbhase-
two of the tax on tax proposal. last year, if you recall, we
removed. thke tax on tax at the State level. This does the
same *hing at the nupicipal level. I'd answer any gquestions
that the sponsor...:hat the...members may have.

PRESIDING OYFICER: (SEXATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Br. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senmate, t is
does remove the tax on *ax in respect %o the utilities, the
Public Utilities Act.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Purther discussion? The gquestion
is,...Senator ¥Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Well, I rise also in sapport of it. The total cost
State-wide 1is not enormous and i%* certainly reduces an
ineguity that existed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The question is, shall Semate Bill 832 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed voie Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the

record. On *ha* question, the Ayes are 58, the UHNays are
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none, none voting Present. Senpate Bill 832 having received
the required constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 840, Senator Jomes. Read the bill, Mr., Secre-
tary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 8440.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. Senate Bill B840 regquires the Department of
Insurance to keep demographics on the license they give...for
broker's exam. The bill also requires +*hat the departmentv
keep +hose records and wmake it available to persons upon
request. I Eave amended the bill to take out the requirement
that the department would submit the results to each licensed
insurance compény in the State of Illinois and also that por-
tion for the s*tatistical analysis of the resul%s...that has
been amended out of the bill to take away the objections from
the insurance brokers and dependent agents and I ask for a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill

840 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.

The voting is open. Have all voted vwho wish? Have all voted

who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are

54, +the ©Nays are 1, none voting Present. Senate Bill 840
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 845, Senator Weaver. Keaé the
bill, Mr. Secretary, rlease.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 845.
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{Secretary reads <itle of bill)
3rd... (Machine cutoff)...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thark you, ¥r. President and wmembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 845 as amended reduces the privilege tax in the
folloving manner. The handle be*ween *wo hundced thousﬂnd one
dollar to four hundred thousand is reduced to three percent
from 3.25. And in the category between four hundred thousand
and one dollars +o two million is reduced to a flat fee of
four percent. That row ranges between 4.25 apd 6.5. Most
states with horse racing have modified their tax rates within
the last two years and *his legislation was drafted with *he
kope tha*t none of the momies in the Ag. Premiusm Fund would be
endangered. 1This legislation should insure that no track
would «c¢lose and funds available to the Ag. Premium Fund will
be enbanced. In the last fzv years the wagering tax has been
diminishing from a high in 1980 of seventy-three wmillion
dollars to in our last fiscal year sixty-ope million dollars;
so, a total 1loss in that ©period of about twelve million
dollars. There are several problems, I think, but one of the
problems is we're just not getting the horses into 1Illinois
for a number of reasons, one being low purses andhlack of
interest in...the nunber of horses in races and...and the
vagering has jus{ gone down. It*s...hope that with the
reduction in this *ax and the increase in...purses that we
can improve or take from this source of revenue in the State.
I think most all of you know that this wagering...tax help
support not only the Ag. Premium Fund but . the
Metro-Exposi*ion Auditorium Fund and the Fair and Exposition
Fund, the 1Illinois Standard Breeders? Fund and the
Thorough-bread Breeders' Fund as well as the General Revenue

Fund. If anyone bas any question I'11 be happy =0 +t:ry +o
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answer thenm.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BRUZBEE:

Well, it's kind of that time of the day and here in the
mniddle of +*he aftermoon and we're all kind of sleepy and
tired, and I...I...I just wonder why it is, Sema*or, tha* *he
State is in a financial situation like it has never Seen in
in its history and here all of a sudden, and we're...we're
talking about considering increasing taxes, and here you're
wan+ing o decrsase the State revenue tha* gosc into the Ag.
Premium Fund and as we all know, that Ag. Premiun

Fund...those Ag. Premium Fund dollars are transferred over to

the General Revenue Fund. ©Now, I'm in sympathy with the

irack owners and so forth wanting to make a larger profit,
but why should we be reducing the amount of the tax ‘that the
State of Illinois collects right now when we are in such dire
circumstances? My guess is, we're in as bad a shape as “hey
are.
PRESIDING OFFICEX: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver.
SEKATOR WEAVER:

Senator Buzbee, back several years ago we reduced those
rates and the figures...say in 1978, the State of Illinois
received sixty—seven million fifty-one thousand dollars. The

next year, '79, it went up to seventy-one thousand; 1980 i+

vent up to seveaty-three thousand; '8t it started going down,

sixty-four thousand...sixty-one thousand. This year, as of
April the 30th, it was fifty thousand, we keep losing. Other
states who have reduced their tax have ended up with & <:otal
increase in rTevenues ‘because they're bringing more sorses
into the tracks, Brore horses in each :acé,
more...bigger...more and bigger purses. So, it...it‘s...my

only concern is is to *ry %o main%tain *hose revenues =u3 Aif
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we can maintain and increase those revenues by givimg the
horse owners and the *racks a lit+le bit more of the handle,
I think i<'s “he way *0o go. My only concern is 10 increase
these revenves not decrease them. But I thirk we bave to
give better purses in order to increase them in ‘the future.
Now, *here may be sonreone here much more familiar with horse
racing +than I, I go to the tracks maybe once a year, bu: I
see vhat's happening after studying the revenues frén the
vagering tax over the last ten years.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBER:

Well, under...under current law, the...the daily
parinutuel...handle is a graduated...an increasing graduated
tax percentage on...it Jooks like a jump of about each one
hundred thousand dollars of daily parimutuels starting at two
hundred thousand. and yhat you're doing is you're
taking...just twvo of those and changing them? So, I...I take
it tha+* most of the daily purses are in *hat range so that's
why you're omly addressing those apd that...tbat’s Senate
imendment No. 2 1is actually where you do that rather than
with the bill itself?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver. Senator Buzbee, did you conclude? Sepa-

*or Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

No...no...that's...that*s a question of hin.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

211 right. Senator Reaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

That's true, jus* in those *wo categories, between +wo
hundred thousand and up to four hundred thousand. The...I
misquoted...I'm...T was talking about millions not thousandsl

in dollars of revenue., This year, so far, we've gotten about
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fifty wmillion five hundred and seventy-four thou§gnd as com~
pared to, in '80, seventy-three million. So, ve...we've
really gone down by about twelve million in...in tpe last *wo
full year's of wagering receipts.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

¥ell, you know, I...I guess we're in zhis...in thé posi-
tion of...of having to take your word for it that by reducing
these taxes that...that...that we're going to increcase reve-
nues. You indicate *ha* o*her states have...*ha+ that has
been their hié:o:y. Bu® it jus® seems fo me tha*...thaz for
us to start reducing now is not a good idea; but, obviously,
if the outcome is...is of the type that you've indicated then
iz is a good idea, but...you know, how 46 we know +thai's
going %o happen?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver.

SENATCR WEAVER:

I think the only thing we can go by is what happened in
the back years when we changed “he...the split betwveen the
horses and the *racks in the S=a%e that our revenues went up
dramatically, and hopefully, it'll do the same this yeaf.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator...

SENATOR WEAVER: 4

If it doesn't, Senator Buzbee, I*11 be happy to come back
and...and change it again or revise +then. ‘I’m not saying
this is the only reason +<hat we're not, ihere are o<her prob-
lems with the racing board that discouraged horsemen from
coming into Illinois,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:
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Yes, thank you, I rises in support of this bill also.
Senator Weaver 1is...is exactly correct in...in his descrip-
tion of what is happening in regard to the tracks and...and
the bhorse owners in the State of Illimois. I happen “o know
ficst~hand thrzough +*he expasrience of our *rack there,
Fairmont Race Track. I urge ny colleagues to vote for this
bill.

PEESIDIKG CFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Johnms.

SENATOR JORNS:

This...this smacks to me, it really smacks. I never...I
never saw anything like this. Why don't we just abolish the
corporate ipcome tax and all kinds of +axes because that
would induce business to stay in Yllinois, thkat's what you're
saying. Yet in the other mouth you talk ocut of, you talk for
~he Govermor and want an income %ax increase. I %think itt's
very facetious and I think it ought to be studied in depth.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Rock.

SERATOR BROCK:

Thank you, Nr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatg. I rise somewhat reluctantly in opposition to Senate
Bill 845. This sieply is not affordable. We, in fact, low-
ered the...the tax on the parimutuel wagering a couple of
years ago. To do i* ageim now, I...YI simply don't agree
that...that we are thereby goimg <*o generate more revenue
and...because the handle is going to get bigger. This bill
in its present form will cost the State of Illinois approxi-
mately six million dollars., Simply can*t afford it,
we're...we're going the vrong way. We ought +to bz *alking
about raising additional revenue, not affording a break in
terms of available revepue to those +who, in =my Jjudgment,
are...are doing pretty well at +he moment. I would urge

everyone to seriously consider this. I +hink, as .Sepator
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Johns pointed out, it's worthy of more study. If we can
afford it next year, why no*, but we sure can't afford it
~his year. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver may close.
SENATOR REAVER:

Well, +thank you, Mr. President. I was trying...my real
concern is not...was not what the tax was on the handle, ny
concern was 1s how are we going to continue to support the
Ag. Premium Fund, the Auditorium Fund...and by the uay; in
these funds twen£y~eight million a year goes from this wager-
ing *tax to <the Agq. Premium Fund; nineteen million %0 the
Auditorium Fund; almost four million to the County FPair and
the Exposition Fund; and 2.2 million to the standard breeders
and 2.5 million to the Thoroughbred Fund. If I thought that
+his was not going to be in the best interest o the State of
Illinois in out-ysars, I certainly wouldn': propose i:. But
from past history, vhen we've given better purses and
stimulated horse racing, breeding, standardbred fund, the
thoroughbred fund it has increased our revenues. So it's a
natter of judgment, if you think the history is not going to
repeat dtself you may be tight; but other states have gone
this rou%e and horse racing im those sta*es 1is on +the
increase, Tevenuss are on the increase. We're discouraging
people in the horse racing business bringing their horses to
Illinois to runm. So X...I would appreciate your favorable
roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 845 pass. Those in
favor vo*e Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all vo%ed who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes
are 28, the Nays are 28, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 845

having failed to receive *he required comstitutional majority
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is declared 1lost. Senate Bill 852, Senator Davidson. Read
“he bill, M¥r. Secretary, please. For what purpose does Sena~
tor Berman arise?

SENATOR REEMANW:

Thank you, Mr. President. On a point of personal privi-
lege. We are very pleased “o have visiting us today the stu-~
dents £from S*t. Athanasius School in Evanston. They're in *he
President*s gallery. ©w%ould they stand and be recognized.
PBESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR EBEUCE)

Would our guests in *the gallery please stand and be
recognized by *thke State Sena*e. Read the bill, Mr. Secre~
tary, please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 852.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIKG GFFICER: {SENATOE BRUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SENATGR DAVIDSON:

¥r. President and members of the Sepate, this is a bill
that!'s <from +*he Department of Law Enforcement, the title is
slighély in error. ¥e amended %his bill in Judiciary and
came out with a asnanimous vote, and then rather than part of
personal knowledge, et cetera it 1is amended to say, any
smployse of +he State of Illinois who observes or overhears
an offer or vho personally vievs any document, other written
compuonication 1in relation to a bribe and report it to the
Departament of Law Enforcemen*...shall report it to the
Department of Law Enforcement or the statef’s attorney, tbef
report it to the State...to the Department of Lav Enforce-
ment, +they 1in turn report it to the state's attorney and do
no- start any interpal investigation wunless +he state's
attorney says it's a doable case. I'd appreciate a favorable

roll call.




Page 159 ~ MAY 26, 1983

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR EROCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Kenneth Hall.
SENATOE RENNETH HALL:

¥ill the sponsor yield for a gqusstion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Semnator Kenneth Hall.
SENATCR KENNETH HALL:

Senator, how are you going to prove that I, for instancé,
at...this if you overhear someone? W®ho's going to prove that
I did hear that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Sepator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSOHN:

whoever the witnesses are.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sena*or Kenneth Hall.

SENRTOR KENNETH BALL:

Well, evidently, I...now I remember back and all of you
remember *that Vince Toolen was...Director of Adminisirative
Services at that +time, and I +hink <his involved our
now...president, Lieutenant Governor, George Ryan. But here
a man was forced to resign and then it came out that he wvas
no* invelved in...in an actual bribe, so I don’t know.
¥hat...what are you <rying *o prove with this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SEXATGR DAVIDSON:

Tha+'s one of the £hings wha* these about. If this bill
had been law then Director Toolen wouldn*t bhave been
involved. If the guys not be able to...cannot prove it, the
state's atzorney doesn't go ahead with it. I%'s zilch.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Sepator Kepneth Hall, Further discussion? Sgpator

Kenneth Ball. Senator...Rock.
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.

SENATOR RCCK:

Well, thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlenmen
of the Senma<e. I cTise in oppositionm +fo +this bill), and I
would Jjust ask +the wmembership to take a look at i*., It
frankly is a little dangerous because you are imposing a duty
upon all of us for which we can be sanctioned criminally and
I don't understand why. The fact of +the matter is,
if...if...if T aw witpess “o a crime and fail to repor:, I anm
culpable. This is going too far, because it also says that
instead of reporting to the state's attorney, who is the
proper person o whom the report ought to be made, 7you can
aow go to the Deparimen: of law Enforcement. I%'s not law
enforcement's busiress, it's the state's attorney's businsss.
and I think the bill is poorly drafted, badly...as well
motivated as it might be, 1itts poozly drafred and ii's
dangerous, and I would urge a No vore.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Porther discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATCR SARGMEISTER:

Well,...<he concept I think is some*hing everybody, you
kno¥, has to...to make up their own pind, yes or no; but
Senatgr Bock, as far as poorly drafted is concerned, we did
work *the bill over in committee. You kpow, the concept is
one thing, but we've go* *his, I “hink, in shape thai i**'s as
good as you can possibly wmake it and it's a far cry from the
vay it was origipally introduced. 2and of course, as I under-
stand i%, Senator Davidszon, the Department of Law Enforcement
wanzed this, righ%i? This was actually their bill and they
felt they needed it. Now, whether you agree with them- or
not, that's another thing, but I don't think the bill is that
badly draf-ed. "

PRESIDING OGFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE:
Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator

Davidson may close.
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SENA&OR DAVIDSON:

I'd appreciate a favorable roll call. Apparentl§ there
was a need for =his and one of the things was to prevent from
happening just wha+* Senator Hall alluded to. ¥ore
importantly, S=nator Rock, is if you report to the Department
of Law Enforcement, they must report it to the state's attor-
rey and they cannot go forward on any kind of investigation
unless the state's attorney says go ahead with i, This, we
think, is the bes* we could come up with. W¥e did work over
it in committee. It was changed at the suggestion of Senator
Sangmeister who as you well know is a former state’s attor-~
ney. I thipk it's a good bill. I+t*s a +=ool tha*t wmore
inportantly can prevent some State employee Or some person
running around, saying, hey, that guy got a bribe or some-
thing. If he can't prove it, them you got something to shut
the guy up with. This is so ihat tha* person who 1is doing
something illegal can be held resporsible for his act. This
is a good bill, appreciate your vote.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 852 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vo*e Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take *he
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 20,
3 voiing Present. Senate Bill 852 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 866, Senator Marovitz. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill B866.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of +the
Senate. This bill now is agreed...agreed upon bill by *he
nurses, the hospital and the Department of Registration and
Education. It responds to a problem that was the subject of
ap expose ip Chicago regazding nurse addicts ard +this would
require mandatory reporting of -hose nurses who...are addicts
or diverting drugs to their own use when they should be going
to patients. It would require the reporting to the Depart-
ment of Pegistration and Education. It is a response %o that
problem of substance abuse in “he nursing profession. The
nurses are in total support of this legislation and Y would
ask for your iye vote.

PRRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Is *here discussion? The question is, shall Sepate Bill
866 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Take *he record. On *ha+% guesition, the Ayss are
59, +he Nays are none, none voting Presen:. Senate Bill 866
having received the regquired constitutional majority is
declared passed. 866, read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please,
876.

SECEEEARY:
Senate Bill 876.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Watsonh.
SENATOR HATSON:

Thank you, Mr. Presidept. This bill was put in at the
concern of one2 of wy circui* judges in my district, Bond
County, 3rd Judicial Circui: judge by +the name of John
Delerente. The bill addresses Chapter 38, paragraphs
1005-6-1, Section 5-€-1, sentences of probation and condi-

tional dischargs and disposi+ion of supervision. And the...
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here's where the legislation comes in, "Except where specifi-
cally prokibited by other provisions of this court...code,
the court may." Tha*'s the language...I want to and instill,
it...the current law says *he cour:t, "shall," I wan:t to pu%
in the court, “may impose a sentence of probation or condi-
tional discharge upon an offender," and so forth. What this
does, it actually gives the court discretion in regard to
sentencing. This 1is supported by <the State's Attorneys?
hppellate Service Commission. It passed out of connittee
with a 6 to 2 vote and Judge Stigmap was there and testified
in behalf of it. TI'd be glad to answer any gquestions and
would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there amy discussion? If not, the
guestion.is, shall Senate Bill 876 pass. Those in favor will
vote Ays. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is op=n.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wisk? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 55, the Nays arc mone, none voitipg Preseni. Sepate Bill
876 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 886, Nr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 886.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Berman.
SENATCR BERMNAN:

Thank you, ¥%r. Presiden:t and Ladiss and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate B3ill 886 is an appropriation of pine hundred
and seventy-five thousand dollars. This 1is to fund the
expansion of +the gifted and <alen*ed program which is

embodied in Sena*e Bill 338. This appropriation provides for
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eight hundred and fifty thousand dollars for contracts with
Illinois institutions of higher education *o condact sSumEer
institures for gif:ed and talenied studerts and their %each-
ers; twenty-five thousand dollars to provide twenty-
five...traineeships or undergraduate scholarships in mathe-
matics and sciences for s*udents attending higher education
institutions, and a hundred *thousand dollars to provide fifty
fellowships for graduate students interested ‘in workiﬁg with
gifted children. We talk about high tech., we *alk about
training of our young people +io provide a labor force of
talent regarding the <challenges of the eighties and thé
nineties and the twenty-first century, this is the bill that
will szart us forvard along those lines. I solicit fout Aye
vote.
PEESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOK SCBAFFER:

You %alk about Alice in Wonderland...we don'%t have the
money, this isn't in the budget, I don't even know that it's
in the Govermor's billion-six budget. I would suggest to you
that there's only sixteen people in this Senate that have any
right +to vote for it. Maybe they should and the rest of us
shoulgn't.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 886 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote No. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Bave all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
+he 2Ayes are 36, +the Nays are 22, pone voting Present.
Senate Bill 886 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills

3rd Reading, Senate Bill 889. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
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END OF REEL
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REEL %6

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 899.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Sepa*or Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, H8r. President and members of the Senate, I'nm handl-
ing this bill for Sena*or Joyce. This bill has been before
us many <imes, 1it's always been passed. It's Senator
Hynes', Assessor Hynes', multiplier bill and it pro;ides that
the equalization factors issued by the Department of Revenue
for assessment year 1983 will not exceed the equalization
factor for assessmen*t year 1982. It just puts a cap on +he
multiplier. We've all been through this, I would solicit a
favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Rny discussion? Sena*or E*heredgs.
SENATQR ETHEREDGE:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this is +the nmul:iplier freeze bill. This is the same bill
that was lost on 3rd reading in the prior General Assembly.
This bill is not a good amswer to the problems that we have
with property *tax...with property - taxes. What our goal
should be 1is equity in property tax assessment. ®hat this
bill does is to freeze in the inequities that afe presently
there. ¥e've passed out, earlier in this Session, another
bill which is designed to improve the property tax assessment
process. I sugges: <ha: we...we let that bill pass its
waY...oF help it on its way throagh the House as best ve can,

let it be signed by the Goverror and give that...that bill a
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chance to work. I think why we should recognize that only
*hose governmental units that are presently 1levying at
the...at their paximum rates are...will be affected by this
bill. That those governmental umits that have flexibility in
their property tax rates will sinply continue to levy the
same amount of money by...by raising the vrate a* which
they...at which they...they levy agains* the assessed evalu-
ation of...of the property. I would also suggest that since
there may be some revenue loss to those upits of government
that have frozen rates, and those ‘are the schools ‘p:ima:ily,
that +this...the passags of this legislation might have some
implications for...for us because of the implementation of
the State's Mandate Act. I woud wurge a No vote om this
legislation.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I don*t +think anyone would
suggest that freezing the multiplier is a long-range or
permanent or even the best solution to the issue of property
taxation and assessment levels. I think what this bill is
intended to say, and what some of us vho bhave supported it in
the past have said, is that...two things really. One is that
ve do not like tbe way the multiplier is being éomputed,
vorked and applied right now. We feel that it is...has been
unfairly done with respect to sosme areas of the .S:ate, par-
ticularly, and that this is one solution to that...or not
solution, perhaps, but one way of addressing that. I think
the other thing is that all of us believe that something must
be- done about +the property tax cycle and about the role of

the property tax and assessment levels. We believe that by

freezing the multiplier we begin that process, in a sense, ve
really force that process and it appears tha%t that is essen-

-ial if wve are, in *he General Ascerbly, %o address i:f ‘cor-
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rectly at some time in “he fusure. I would, therefore, sup-
port the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Savickas may close. Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

I just wan* <%0 tell anybody, I don't kno; whether we
remenber that we are talking about an income tax increase,
but for those of you who are on the bandwagon to do that,
this is the bill that will take almost every dollar you're
going io pass on +ha* income tax to pay the local governments
that are going to lose the money by this biil. If you like
the income.iax, you got to love this one. You ain't seen
nothing ye* un*il you see the impact op this on local govera-
ment. This is more than a half a billion dollar loss, and if
you're talking im your caucuses like we are talking in our
caucus of a half a billion here and a half a billion there,
the first thing you're going to be talking about is some real
money, and this bill bas got the real momey in it. Don't
worry about the income tax, it ain't going to be half enough
onc2 this bill is passed and signed.

PRESIEENT:

Further discussion? Senator Savickas may close.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, again, we have all this crying. ¥%e're no: talking
about a freeze, we're not talking abou:t raiding the State,
wefre talking about preventing, as has happened in Chicago in
the last five years, there was a thirty-six percent increase
in the multiplier. This is not a freeze, it is just a cap,
there can be adjustments downward. I think we have to start
realizing that the people here in our State, and in our c¢ity
and counties are looking for us to at leas*, a+ least, pro-
tect some of their interes*s, *ake care of their real estate

interests, and I would suggest and hope that you will vote

~y
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Aye on this bill.
PRESIDENT:

The question 1is, shall Senate Bill 889 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted "who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On tha*t question, the Ayes are 22, the Nays
are 31, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 889 having failed to
receive the required constitutional wmajority is declared
lost. 891, Senator...Senator Grotberg, for ﬁhat purpose do
you arise?

SENATOR GROTBERG:

" Thank you, Mr. President. I hate to interrupt the pro-
ceedings with a serious megsage, bu: fifiy-three years ago
today, +*he ‘thousand year old man who is the leader of “he
Republican §enators was born. And I don't know that
everybody knows, seeing him age so nmuch since he's been
Carrying so much ex:ra burden around, he’s talking righ% now,
but i*'s %“Pate" Philip's birthday and some of us are proud of
it...given the last couple of weeks, we didn't know if he was
going to make it. We've kept him alive, both for the pickle
and for his bi:thday; and we congratulate hip apnd I'm sure
that the whole Body would. Sepa*or Philip, happy birthday.
PRESIDENT:

Happy birthday. Senator Bloom on 891. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Readimg, Senate Bill 891, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 891.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Bloonm.
SENATCR BLOOHN:

And you folks +thought &Eepublicans ate their -ycung.
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This...this bill...this bill comes at the behest of the
Catholic Conference and Florence Crittenton homes, and essen-
tially what it does, it changes the DCFS Act to state that
among “heir auties is to provide certain se¢rvices “o children
who are pregmant and unmarried. Basically, the present
situation now is that when Flo Critt and tke various Catholic
social service groups do get aid or do have contracts with
them, DCFS says, we only do this out of %he kindness'of our
heart and they jack them around. I *hink +his engrafts what
has been the...practice and gives them a better bargaining
chit.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senaze Bill 891 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recerd. On +that
gquestion, the Ayes are 55, “he Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 891 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. 894, on the Ordei
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Sepate Bill 894, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 8S4.

{(Secretary reads +title of bill)
3rd reading of *he bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JGNES:

Yeah, thank you, Mz, President and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Sepate. Senate Bill 894 changes the income disregard
aS...as relates to public aid recipients and the...the need
standard versus the level of payrent would be changed to0...%0
the point of ninety-nine dollars per person ianstead of +he
current sixty-two dollars per person. The purpose of this

bill, more or less, is to stinulate work incentive amongst
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those persons who are currently receiving public assistance.
Right now, the...the miminum is so doggone low that if a
person goes out and seek employment, those funds are taken
vaway fror *ha% public aid paymen*. This bill would raise i%
to ninety-nine dollars and, as I indicated before, it would
encourage persons to go out and seek gainful employment. And
I seek an Aye vote on this legislation.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion
is, shall Senate Bill 894 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed...I teg your pardon, Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Mr. President, that's “wice you did it but I forgive you.
I would 1like to ask, if I wmay, a question of...of the
Sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yield. Sepa“or Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

That's 'cause you looked so nice in your tuxedo last
nigh*. My...my question, SeDa*or, iS...
PRESIDENT:

I'm not going to touch that one,
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

«ssjust enlightem me. This bill says, raises the inconme
disregard for determining eligibility for general assistance.
Will you tell me what you mean by the income disregard?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:
What I mean by that was nmeant as determined Ly the

Depar=ment of Public 'Aaid is, tha* amount of momey tkhe- the

department determines is necessary for one to meet the asic
needs. Apd as...as it stands right now, it is discrei: “nary

with the department as to what the income disregard i+ and
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“his will set a standarad.
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATCE DeANGELIS:

«..I'm sorxy, Mr. Presidsnt, but leaving the gallery on
our left there is the Lincoln School children from Chicago
Heights. I would like for them to stand and be recognized.
PRESIDENT:

Will our guests from *he Heigh*s please stand and be
recognized. Welcome. Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Do I understand...if I...if I read you correctly, do I
understand that there is a...the...the public aid recipient
can nake a certain amount of income and still get public aid,
is that correc:?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JGHES:

That's righ%¢, npow, but it is...discretionary, <*here
aren't any standards set forth, it is discretionmary with the
departmext.

PRESIQENT:

Any further discussion? Senator Kent.
SENATOR KENT:

Thank you, Mr. President and mermbers of the Senate. I'd
just like to point out that this is about a tem *o fifteen
million dollar increass to the Depar<ment of Public Aid and
the Governor is opposed to this.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Semator Jones

may close.
SEBATOR JONES:
Yeah, thank you, Mr. Presiden* and members of the Senate.

It may be ten or fifteen million dollars, but I potice we
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voted out of here legislation for higher education with an
eight percent increase for <those individuals that yet and
still that those individuals who the State is primarily
responsible for, we haven't done anything for. So, as far as
the Governor being against poor people, that's his business,
but I %hink this General Assembly should go on record as
being in support of the poor people in the State of Illinois.
PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 894 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voited who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 29, <ths WNays are 28, none voting
Present. Senator Jores reguests that further consideration
of Senate Bill 8%4 be postponed. It's so ordered. 902,
Senator Kus+ra. On  the Order of Senate ?ills 3rd Ekeading,
Senate Bill 902, Mr. Secretary.

SECEKETARY:
Senate Bill 902.
(Secretary reads *titls of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESI?ENT:
Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt and =members of the Sepate.
Onder current law, it's the responsibility of the regional
school superintendent to arrange in-service trainiﬁg work-
shops or equivalent educational experiences around the State.
This particular bill gives authority +o the State super-
intendent of education in Cook County to also arrange for
those +4raining workshops and permiz school districts and
superintendents to...%to provide such eéucational experiences.
The...the bill was reguested by suburban schooi districts in

Cook Courty who have had some difficulty in dealing with the
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regional school superintendent in Cook County over these
workshops, and I*d ask for your favorable consideration.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is +here any discassion? If no%, the
guestion is, shall Senate Bill 902 pass, Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all vo*ed vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted vho wish? Take +the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 52, the Nays are none, none voting Presem%. Senate Bill
902 having TrTeceived the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd BReading,
Senate Bill 904. Kead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 90%.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT: .
Senator Marovitz.
SERATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 904 affects the Chicago Teachers! Pen-
sion Systenm. The actual salary presently received by a
teaching organization is usuvally higher <%han +hat of a
+eacher?s regqular salary and causes the State %o pay higher
contribution. This affects only a few individuals, a snpall
group that still pays taxes and receive benefits on an arti-
ficial salary calculation, They would be...this bill would
make the +*ax based on any actual salary and the benefiis
would be paid on the actual salary. There is no cost-to any-
body and the increased contribution would be paid Ly the
employer, +that 1is +the teaching organization, if there were
any increased contribution needed that...it would be paid by
the employer, by the teaching organization itself. It elimi-

nates a bookkeeping problem that has been created by an arti-
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ficial standard for eumployees of <the board who wortk for
unions and other teaching organizations. Again, no cost to
anybody and any additional pension contribation will be
picked up by *he *eaching organiza*ion themselves. I know of
no opposition *o the bill and I would ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDERNT:

Any discussion? If no*, the question is, shali Senate
Bill 904 pass. Those in favor will voie Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, “he Ayes are 49, the Nays are 5,
none voiing Presen*. Senate Bill 904 having received the
reguired constitutional majority is declared passed. 926, on
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 926. Read
the bill, Hr. Secrezary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 926.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of “he bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

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

Senate. Senate Bill 926 as amended does two things. Pirst,
it legalizes a mnev tax which was imposed in December of 1982
by regulation by the Department of Revenue. . sécond, it
imposes a cap on the new tax by changing it from a percentage
o0 a flat tax. The entire tax issue concerns auiomobiles
purchased by insurance companies for replacement for cus-
tomers! cars vwhich are total 1losses, which either were
wrecked or stolen. Before last December there was no tax on
these insurance replacements. By adopting the...a new flat

+ax, whick 1is podeled afiter <+he flat tax for private car
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sales, the State and local governments will Ee assured of
collecting a bDpew *ax at the rate of two hundred dollars per
car and fifty dollars per car to the counties. This bill
guarantees that the proposed revenue gain is enforceable
and...and is administratable by the Department of BRevenue.
Finally, the bill provides a tax at a reasonable level so as
no* to discourage replacements, which will help the average
consumer. #hen a person's car is stolen or wrecked, partic-
ularly if the customer is still making payments on the car,
oply @a vreplacement can make that consumer whole. For that
reason, =hat was the purpose of Senate Bill 926. It was
wvorked out with the Department of BRevenue and Insurance
Department, and I encourage your consideration to Senate Bill
926.

PRESIDENT:

any discussion? Any discussion? If not,...Senator
Grotberg, foi what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR GROTBERG:

I really arouse....aroused to find #ax Coffey, our
spokeman, who would  -be able to pass the word because we have
other kinds of notes in our summary. Have those been cleaned
up?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

There was one amendmént tha* was adop*ed to the bill.
There was a question as far...it was a technical amendment
in...in language, in having that the county boards have to
make the approval for the tax to be gained by the counties.
PRESIDERNT:

The guestion 1is, 'shall Senate Bill 926 pass. 7Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
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question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are nome, pome voting
Present. Senate Bill 926 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Oon the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 932. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 932. ‘ :

{Secretary reads zitle of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDERT:

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Tkank you, Mr. Fresident. 1In this bill we iry to contain
electricity cost increases by discouraging imprudeant capital
expenditures by utilities., Standards will be set to define a
reasonable range for electric generating ca?acity and reason-
able goals for load and capacity factors. The demand fore-
casting record of electric utilities is to be scrutinized.
The bill provides that utility investors will share equally
with ratepayers the risk of unreasopably excessive generating
capacities hereafter authorized to be built by discounting
from the rate base fifty percent of such unreasonable excess.
More efficient use of existing capacity is encouraged by
requiring that the rate of return on utility property shall
reflect whether load and capacity factor goals have heen nmet.
Before new plants are built, alternatives such as conser-
vation,...load management and indepenmdently producéd power
must be exhausted. If new plants are required, the coal
alternative and employment impact consideration required by
Senate Bill 931 1is also incorporated in the present biil.
The bill amends the...Public UOtility Act by providing policy
guidance +to the commerce commission. VThe new proposed stan-
dards worked out by the commerce commission would be subject

to legislative veto so that the General Assembly cam w@ssume




Page 178 - MAY 26, 1983

&ts legitimate roll in making policy choices. And I would
request a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? Semator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
Question of the spopsor, HMr. President.
PRESIDENT:
Indicates he'll yield, Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, does this bill apply to any utilities other than
jus* the eleciric generating utilities?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:
No, it does not.
PRESIDENT:

Farther discussion? Further discussion? The question
is, shall Seratz Bill 932 pass. Those in favor will vote
hAye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
wvho wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are
39, the ¥ays are 14, 1 vo*ting Presemnt. Senate Bill 932 hav-
ing received the required cons%itutional méjo:ity is declared
passed. 933, on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 933. =Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 933.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lufi.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt and Ladies and Gentlenmen.

Senate Bill 933 amends <+he Civil Administrative Code %o
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require the Department of Agriculture to promote gasohol and
the usé of agricultural crops in alcohol fuel production.
The intent of <he legislation is %o statutorily regquire +<he
Department of Agriculture to promote alcohol made from agri-
cultural products as a fuel with the alcohol production
comring froam the byproducts of the processing of such agricul-
tural crops. ¥hat 1I'm doing is statutorily requitiqg what
the Department of Agriculture already does. Itve discussed
the bill with the Department of Agriculture and had no
oppositiosn.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? Senator Rigmey.
SERATOR BIGNEY:

I might take exception to what has just been said abou=
the Department of Agriculture having no opposition. I...I

have not really talked to them directly about it but Y 4o

[

note that in heir budget for this year, the one position
that they had ir the area of gasohol, +they have eliminatzed
that position under marketing and, frankly, I don't think
there will be anyone there to do this type of pronotional
work.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? If not, the guestién is, shall
Sena*te Bill 933 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voited who wish?

Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 43, the FHays

“are 9, none voting Present. Senate Bill 933 having received

the reguired consti*utional majority is declared passed. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Beading, Senate Bill 934. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senaze Bill 934.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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3rd reading of the bil]l.
PRESIDENT:

Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR LCeANGELIS:

Thank you, ¥r. President. Sepate Bill 934 requires that
the School Finance ARuthority have its budget approved by the
State Board of Education if it goes beyond six hundred thou-
sand dollars. I ask for its approval.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 934 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. Th:z voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
sho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
53, the Nays are none, nome voting Present. Senate Bill 934
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared paséed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
bottom of Page 12, is Senate Bill 835. Read the bill, Hr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 935.

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

Senator DelArgelis. ;
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 935, I find myself
in a peculiar dilemma. I feel like a woman who has beconme
pregaant and then found out 1later on she's carrying
Rosemary's baby. When I introduced this bill, the bill was

simply designed %o protec: the property of the Chicago Board

of Education in the event that the School Finance Authority
would not approve its budget. At that particular time, there

vas some concern on the commit*ee that that wasn't stringent
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enough and I ‘tightened up the language. Subsequently to
that, howevér, Senator Berman put ano amendment on that uouid
allov the schools to open and would allow the School Finance
Authority to approve a sixty-day interim budget. The Chicago
Board of Education, the School Finance Ruthority are both
opposed to that concept. Out of deference to Senator.Berman,
I've called the bill; howvever, I stand strongly im support of
the opposition %o this bill.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Well, I guess if this is Rosemary's baby, I've got to
plead guilty, I'm the father. We'vé had a...a lot of media
attention, Senator Dehngelis acd I, over the past few days
since Amepdment No. 2 was adopted. As I view this, what we
have is a grea% debate going on be*wesn bureaucracies as +to
turf. We have the Chicago Board of Education and the School
Finance Authority and the Teachers' Union. Let nme diseiss
all of them out of hand. What this bill presently does is to
provide a mechanism that all of the safeguards that are in
place in the original bill still are im place.' Those safe-
guards are, the Chicago Board of Education tﬁat must adopt a
budget to run the schools and the School Finance Authority
which pust approve that budge=. All that we have done by
Amendment No. 2 is to give an escape valve to both of those
boards. It‘ doesn't dilute their authority one iota. The
interim budget must be adopted by the Chicago Board of Edu-
cation and it must be approved by the Finance Authority. If
the interim budget is not approved by those two agencies,
there 1is no interim budget; and if there is no perzaunent
budget, there is no school. What we have done by +his bill
and under +this amendment is to say\that comes...the first
week of September, and because of any one of a hundred

different problems, including the uncertainty of the z=zunt
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of State aid tha<'s going to come to Chicago, +that if they
know...that if they don't know how to balance their budget
for the full Fiscal Year of 1984, which is September 1, 84
to August 3%...I'm.sorry, September 1, '83 to August...31st,
'84, that the Board of EBducation with +the approval of +he
School Finance Authority can adopt a sixty-day budget. If
they choose not to adopt a sixty-day budget, that's their
responsibility, school won't open. But what we have done
here is to say, if you wan* another six:y days, another sixty
days to see what happens with the Govermor's actionm on a
number of bills that we've passed out by July 1st, and he
doesn't know how he's going to act on them, or if *here have
been vetoes and we don't know how vwe'te going to act in an
override Session, or if there is ongoing negotiations between
the school board and the unionms or other employees; all we're
saying is, this gives them another sixty days in which to, if
they approve *he budget, +o0 open schools, *o payv their
employees and, most importantly, to teach the kids. That's
what we're supposed to be doing doun. here. Help the...the
boards of education to +each the kids. There's nothing wrong
with this bill. There is noting wrong with this bill. It is
totally permissive. If the Board of Education or the Finance
Authority feels that their prerogatives, their turf has been
imposed upon, they don*t have to approve any budgets, and
schools won'% open. But I certainly think that it*s up to us
to give them this alternative. We're not imposing upon
it...this upon them, we're offering them as an alternative.
I rise im suppor* of Senator DeAngelis?! excellent bill.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR HAITLAND:

Thank you, very nuch, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. There are a number of us in this

Body that are agonizing right now over the dilemma thzt the
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Chicago school system finds themself in. No one knows for
sure really how short they are in revenue and how much out of
balance <they're going to be when we approach the opening of
school come September. I +hink you have to see...beyond the
smoke screen thaé's just been presented. Yes, Senator Berman
says wve are about the business of educating kids. But what
“his does...vwhat this does is to allow school +o start and
delays the necessary bargaining, the necessary agreement that
must take...take place before school is supposed to start. I
ask you, especially those who have children in the Chicago
school system, how difficult will i+ be to close school down
sixzy days after it starts? Talk abou* educating kids, talk
abouat breaking up their school year. The Chicago school
system has to get their act together, has to be ready to open
school on September 1, the agreemen* has to be made. Senator
DeAngelis 1is correct, it will be a detrim?nt to the Chicago
school system, it will be a detriment to the children if this
bill passes. I urge its defeat.

PRESIDERT:

Further discussion? Purther discussion? Senator
DeAngelis may close.

SEKAT(_)_E DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. In closing I'd like to point
out, even if, in fact, this is adopted some of the problens
that «could occur. Jus+* picture for a minute the General
Assembly on June 30th saying, we can't reach a budget; we
have no idea what we're going to spend next year:-ie don't
have any idea what our revenues are, so we're going to go
ahead and 1let all the agencies of State Go#ernment Tun for
sixty days and turm around and spend whatever they want and
then we'll adopt a budget if we can after that period of
time. ¥ell, I would tell you that you- can't ever come up
with a balanced budget if you file an interim budget, because

how do you file an in*eriu budget? So, mechanically, -it is
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extremely difficult to do that evem if you let. Now, let's
look a* the political realities. Senator Berman said this is
pereissive. Yes, it is, but think of the political pressuces
on the School Finance Authority when the deadline comes and
there is no balanced budget. Because the bheadlines would
read the next day, “The School Finance ARuthority Shuts Down
Chicago Schools." So, let's look at *his for what it is. If
adopted, it would force the School Finance Authority wunder
pressure to go ahead and do this. For the sixty days there
would be tension, uncertainty and worst of all, people would
Qot bite the bulle= and do the job they have o do. Again,
I urge the defeat of Rosemary's baby.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 935 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will voe Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voied who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 28, <the Nays are 29, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 935 having failed to vreceive the
required constitutional najority is declared lost. On the
Order of Semate Bills 3zd Reading, top of Page 13, is Senate
Bill 938. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 938.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT: .
Scnator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, M4r. President. Senate Bill 938 is an impor-
tant bill, it is no* a merely bill. It is generally and
popularly known as public financing. It applies only to the
gubernatorial and lieutenant governor campaigms in the State

of Illinois beginning with the election year of 1986. It is
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an important bill because it addresses, it doesn't elimirate
I concede, but it does address what I think is one of the
major issues of our political system today, and that is <he
amount of money tha%t it takes to run for major public office
and the sources from which that money must be obtained. It
is =my Jjudgement that the presept system of financing major
office campaigns is undermining our political process. I: is
unfair both %o those who run for office, the candidates, and
to the people whom they seek to represent, both because of
the amounts of money that have to be raised and because of
the <sources from which they have to be raised. There is an
enornous d<pendence on wha*t we all call =special interests,
and although those interests have every right to be repre-
sented, it is never the less special. I think that there's
also enormous dependence on large amounts of campaign con-
tributions from sipgle sources. He be}ieve that this
approach will belp to solve that problem, not eliminate, as I
said, but solve. Basically what it provides is that...two
things, *here are limitations on the amount that may be con-
tributed %to a candidate for governor or lieutenant governor
by either an individual, a corporation, a political action
committee or a political party. There also is provided a
means by which a candidate for governor or lieutenant  gover-
nor can raise a certain amount of money, a so-called gualify-
ing amount which is fairly steep, in small contributions and
thereby gualify for matching dollars from +the gubernatorial
fund <that will be established by means of a checkoff in the
State Treasury. It is a...it is a dollar for dollar matching
that is provided. There 1is, on top of all of this, a
restriction on the amount of morey that a candidate may com~ |
+ribute from his own persomal funds or those of his immediate
family, something that I think is extrémely important to demny
the special advantage to those who do have...substantial per-

sonal funds of their own. And finally, there is a 1limit on
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th2 amount that may be spent in the campaign primary and gen-
eral election by a candidate for governor or lieutemant
governor. This is an extremely important means of helping to
eliminate our...dependence on large conmtributions from spe-
cial int*terests to finance the race for the major office in
the State of Illinois., I will be happy to answer quéstions.
I would like to suggest that Senator Berman, a part of whose
bill is now incorporated inm this and who has been a maﬁor co-
sponsor, would like to add some comments and Senator Rock,
wvho is also our hyphenated cosponsor, would like to add some
comments. I will be happy to answer guestions.

PRESIDING CQCFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

1 have Senators Bloom, Collins, Geo~Karis and Macdonald
and FRock. And I would remind the membership that it*s now
three o'clock and ve had two hundred and forty~eight bills.
Senator Bloos.

SENATCR EBLCOM:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1I*1l be brief. I applaud the
sponsor for at least «<rying to address what is perceived as a
problem. However, I suspect *his is not the way %o go. As I
read the apendment, for example, your...a campaign manager or
" a campaign treasurer couldn't get a mortgage on his hame the

way this bill is writtem. I would suggest that it is flawed

S

and I would suggest further tha%* this probably is not the way
to go. W#hen people begin talking about how nuch wmoney is
spent on political campaigns, I might remind the Body that. in
our...this couniry we spend twice as‘much money advertising
fast foods as vwe d0 on all the congressional and Federal
elections combined. I...I think that there's...while the
thoughts are vell-intentioned, I think this is not the way.

PRESIDIRNG OFFICER: (SEXATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the %“wnate.
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I rise ip support of Senate Bill 938. I think this is -an
issue whose time has...is long overdue. I think if ve are
going to eliminate some of the...the guestions of impropriety
and the questions of special interest group running the State
Governmen%, the question of whether or not people are...poor
people are given the opportunities to run for higher'office;
then I think we have to assume some responsibility for the
funding of those particular offices. It is impossible today
for anyone to run for governor without spending a tremendous
amount of money and that money has to come from sonme place.
If special interest groups contributes to.that person's elec-
tion, no matter what you say, that persomn owes somé al;e—
giance to those people and I thipk that's unfair. I think
this bill would give a greater opportunity for people to run
for <+hese office with no other interest but to the people of
Illinois.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis. .
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Will *he sponsor yield for a question? Supposing that
there!'s a married couple and each one wants to give a thou-
sand éollars to my campaign, that...that is allowable, is it
no:t? l
PRESIDING OPFICE:.R: (SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATCR GEC-KARIS:

My concern, of course, as I expressed to you earlier, was
that 1if there's not enough money in this fund, in the...in
the...in the...where is the m@money coming from? Let's

begin...I'm sorry.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Through a check-off system similar to that used at the
Federal level, and I might say, similar *o0 *ha: used now in
seventeen other states. And let me respond, I know what your
second guestion is, Senator Geo~Karis. If there vere not
enough money in the Gubernatorial Fund, it would come from
general revenue. Let me suggest *o you that that is highly
unlikely, and for this reason, we...number one, if we pass
the bill this year, we are getting a good head start om the
1986 election. Secondly, we have computed, using a conser-
vative pariticipation rate, what is likely to be accumulated
in that fund by the *ime of the 1986 guberna*orial eiection,
and it comes out to 6.8 million dollars which should be more
thamn enough to...to take care of +the wmatching component.
That, I =might say, is on..based on a participa*tion rate
of...from twenty to twenty-five percent. New Jersey, the
state probably most comparable in experience, is running at a
participation rate of thirty-eight percent. So, itt's...it's
a conservative estimate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATCR BRUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KAERIS:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, im view of the fact that no money is anticipated to
come from the general revenue until 1986, and if there should
not be sufficient funds from the checkoff, those of us who
are going to be in office at that time certainly can cha;ge
the law. I think the bill is an effort to cleanup .govern-
ment, and I'1ll support the bill considering that Wev Jersey,
I guess, has had a very good success ratio.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Macdonald. For what purpose
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does Senator Buzbee arise?
SENATOR EUZBEE:

On a point of personal privilege, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

State your point.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

In the gallery to the...my immediate rear is Mrs. Susan
Hayes and Mrs. Linda Lafoon and some girl scouts from Anna,
Illinois, aad I would like to have them recognized by the
Senate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Would our guests in the galleries please rise and be
recognized by “he Senate. Senator Macdonald.
SENATGR MACDGNALD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. H®hile I...or of the Senate, I'm sorry, freshmen of:en
make +his @mistake. ¥hile +the...Senator Neisch's goal is
laudable and one which I have supported in questionnaires, at
least im prinmciple, I think that the details of this bill are
flaved. Fizst of all, I would submit to you that while the
percentages <hat we are quoting from New Jersey are encour-
aging: I also ask us to look back in just the last twenty-
four months in the State of Illinois to see that a cutback
vas resoundingly, effectively implemented by the people of
the State of Illincis. I do not foresee that they will come
out in large numbers to contribute to political campaigms for
whatever reasom. And I think' that because we could have
multiple candidates, no% just ones from each party but there
could be a number who would gualify under this-bill, and the
fact that if the funds that had been generated over the four
years were depleted because each one would have *o be treated
equally, each candidate, tha*t we could indeed deplete those
funds very gquickly and they then would go to the general

revenue vhich is a concept that 1 am not willing to- accept
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even though my own bill, my nongame wildlife bill, was indeed
a checkoff system, it certainly did not go into the General
Revenue Fund. Therefore, if you go into the Gemeral FRevenue
Fund, you are violating the will of those people who do not
wish to participate and possibly have not contributed +their
dollar +to public financing of...of political campaigms. I
think that this is a dangerous precedent in Illinois to
start, particularly im years when we are facing a possible
income tax increase, and now we are +telling +the people of
Illinios not only are we going to increase tbeir taxes, but
in the event that a fund which is a voluntary checkoff fund
Tuns out that we are going *o use thair money to suppor: cam-
paigns for governors and lieutenant governors. And I submit
that this is a poor policy and it is not the way to address
public...or campaigning...limiting campaign expenditures.
So, I would have to reluctantly oppose Senator Netsch's bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
Alright...any further discussion? Senator Rock.

SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of <*he
Senate. I know the hour is late, the hour of...the eleventh
hour is upon us, but I rise in support of Semate Bill 938 and
ask *he members who ﬁave been here loﬁg enough to recall <hat
in 1972 I was the‘chief sponsor of a similar bill.. It seenms
to me now, some ten years later, with the cost escalation in
gubernatorial campaigns that we have seen in that period of
time, and given the XNew Jersey experience which, frankly, has
been a very salutary ome, i+ seems *o nme this is an idea of

whose time has fimally come. It...it is a good concept, it

is one worthy of our consideration and I think the people of

our S*ta%te are now ready, as a matter of public policy, =o say
to those who aspire to *hat high office, this is the arount
you can spend, this is how you can raise it and nmay the hest

.man win. I urge an Aye vote on Sepate Bill 938,
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PRESIDING COFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow members. I rise only
to object to this bill and urge everyone to vote against it
that possibly can. We're just finishing a decade of learning
*hat +*his is not how i*'s done. 1In spite of the states that
have passed it, our national leaders im both parties, in both
parties, are recommending that there...the campaign 1limita-
tion concept, the limitation on the kinds of monies that can
be raised, the American Asseably of both parties a* Colusmbia
Oniversity thoroughly and thoroughly have discounted what has
turned out to be a mistake by putting limitations of this
kind on the Democratic-Republican, two-party systesn. aAnd
that 1if it <akes more money, please get more money is the
nane of the game. Historically, I...I realize what...I saw
you inhale deeply, Semator, but this is not me talking, this
is fact data that...Semator Bloom referred to 1it, is nmy
understanding that within a fewv dollars the more money is
spent on the advertising of dog food than is spent on elec-
tions 1in this country. Everybody talks about all the money,
but ig the democratic sys*em is worth it, it's worth it to
keep the system alive to understand the ratios of where money
comes from and where 1it's spent. Let's not cripple the
two-party system by locking in a system that is already
proven wWrong.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Sepator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, HMr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen oI the
Senate. First, I wvant to acknovwledge my gratitude for...to
Senator Netsch. I introduced a bill this Session, I intro-
duced a kill on this subject 1last - Session, and +thiz bill

represents a conposite of what we feel are *he strenc-hs of




Page 192 - MAY 26, 1983

both of those pieces of legislation. This may be one of the
mos*t ipportant pieces of legisla*ion that we can vote on, not
because of a limit bere or a contribution *here. I %hink it
is important to upgrade the image of the...of +the chief
executive officer and the elective process of that office in
+he State of Illinois. We have the buxzden of a public per-
ception *ha*t <the fat cats elect the public officials. This
bill does not prohibit a candidate from raising all of his
money or her money from priva*e coniributions. They do not
have to opt in to this limita*ion. W®hat it does do is <o
make...to upgrade the citizen participation by putting a
limit on what big money can contribute, that's an important
concept. If wve don't embrace the little guy to...make him
and her feel that they have a greater stake in the election
of the...governor of the State of Illinois, we are cutting
out the most important part of democracy with a small "d.n
That's what +his bill is all abou%, that's why I am pleased
to joir Senator Netsch and Senator Rock as cospomnsors on this
bill. I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUDZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz. Senator Hudson.
SENATQR HUDSON:

Thank you, Hr. President. Very gquickly, if this bill is
such a good idea for +the office of governor and 1lieutepant
governor, why not logically extend it in the future %0 all
other public offices? The thought that one single dollar
somevhere down the line of the public woney, the taxpayers'
soney, may go into the électoral process, frankly, is repug-
nant o me, just as it is to Semator Macdonald. I thisk this
is embarking on a dangerous precedent. It would seen to me
that the surest way to destroy the private...what should be
private character of the electoral process is to begin or
even *end in *he direction of infusing it with public money

or taxpayers! money. I believe it's a dangerous concept, I
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think it's wrong in principle and I would urge its defeat.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Delngelis.
SENATOR DeARGELIS:
Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates she will yield, Senator DeiAngelis.
SENATCOR LCeANGELIS:

Senator Netsch, is the match requirepent still in the
bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO[

Senator Netsch.

SENATORE NETSCH:

Did you say, is the matching requirement...yes, it is
still in the bill. The matching reguirement is still imn +he
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepator Delngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

To the bill. When I first entered this General Asseambly,
and I think I...I think I still hold the record for the most
expen§ive campaign, I was chastised by the press for spending
+hat moch money, but if you were 4o look at the list of con-
tributors, you'd find out that'moét of them'uere small con-
tributors. I introduced a bill that would have 1limited the
amount of contributions from whomsoever, meaning political
actions committees, individuals, corporatioans and sd forth.
The bill lasted twenty seconds in the Rules Committee, and I
find it somewhat facetious that the very same people today
are npow on this Floor advocating such a bill. ©HNow, I 1like
the meri*s of limiting contributions, but let =me tell you
what this bill really does 'cause I think the comsequences
are guite unperceived. The...the desired effect of the bill

is +o, in fact, allow the little people to participate. Bu:
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what we're saying is the 1little people will contribute a
dollar, other people can contribute five *housand dollars;
therefore, the five thousand dollar coniribution would be
insignificant compared to the dollar. I think that's sheer
folly. But let me tell you what the five +thousand dollars
does, it gets you another five graand. So, you get *wo babks
for your buck. And I...wha*t I would submit %o you is that
all things being equal and they would be under this bill, the
balance of power, the balance of power, in elections ulti-
mately would have <o be swvung by the special interest groups.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOG)

Alright. Any further discussion? Senator Marovitz, for
the second %ime.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. I...I just think it's very interesting, I bope we
all take a very close look at this roll call. I heard some
comments over there about the asount of money that vwe spend
on advertising and the amount of money we spend on dog food,
I don't know what the heck that's got to do with this bill
unless you want Rmore money spert oB...on +the financing
of...of election campaigns, and perhaps you want...you want
to close that tvo-to-one gap and you'd like to see us spend
as much...on electoral campaigns as ve do on junk food. That
seems to be a most ridiculous argument. There will he a very
important split in the voting in this election. You'll prob-
ably find my friends from the other side of the aisle with
all their red votes 1lit up and most of us over here with our
green votes 1it up, reason bheing that they would 11like the
special interest groups +to control gubernatorial election,
while we would like the people ta have much participatica as
possible. I +think that's the split and I think that®s the
message that should be delivered %o *he public.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Alright. Secnator Kea*s, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KEATS:

Sometimes we get carried awvay of thinking some of these
bills are a little more important, so I wanted to add a
Qoment, the young people sitting in the balcony up to our
left, or at least to my left, are from the Baker Demonstra-
tion School in Evasston. They are partially from my district
and partially from Senator Berman's and we just welcome thenm
+o Springfield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIC)

Would our gquests in the gallery please rise and be recog-
nized by the Serpate. Sena*tor Netsch may close.
SENATCR NETSCH:

Thank you, #r. President. To Senator DeAngelis, if I
migh%, this is very important, Senator DeingeliS...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO) .

...Senator Netsch...Sena*or Netsch, if you would, please.
There's another light on. Senator Barkhausen.

SENATCR BARKEAUSEN:

Mr. President and fellow Senators, I feel prompted to
rise to speak, perhaps to respond to Senator Marovitz and to
try to clear up any misleading impression that this is...is
oT at least should ke a partisan issue. I happen to support
the bill, I told the proponemn*s of this legislation when they
asked during the campaign whether I could support it, that I
would support it and I feel a duty bound to adhere to that
position at +this +time., I think tbat this is an eipetiment
that deserves a cbénce. It may well no%t live up to  all the
promises and expectations of...of the sponscrs and the other
supporters of it. I'm a litfle bit less idealistic I suppose
than I...than I used to be. The first <time I ran,  albeit
unsuccessfully, £for meambership in thi§ Chamber, I refased %o
accept a contribution of any kind from a special interest.

But I...I don't think +that, in...in all honesty, when we
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search our consciences that we can deny that the various spe-
cial interest groups such as they are, and they all have
worthy interests that they're representing, but I don't think
that we caan deny that there is a great influence on this
process of...of the source of campaign financipg at a @mini-
num. It...it certainly buys access and...and I don't think
we should be denying that. So, as reluctant as I am to have
.any public wmonsy spent on campaign financing, I suppose
I'm...1'n more reluctant to...to see the steady growth of
special interest financing in this business, and I think at
least at the gubernatorial level this is an experiment that
ought to be %Zried and I would urge a few members on my side
as well as on the other side to support this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any further discussion? Senator Netsch, you may now
close. -
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. To Senator DelAngelis, I would point out, and
this is extremely important, the public match takes place
only up to a hundred and fifty dollars.‘ If somcone contrib-
utes more than *hat amount, they...the match is available
only up to the first hundred and fifty dollars. That does
not, therefore, put a premium on the large contributions. To
Senator Macdonald, I would point out that the qualifying
amount, befors you can participate in the public financing,
is one hundred thousand dollars to be raised in contributiocas
of no more than five hundred dollars. Frivolous, unserious,
peripheral candidates are =not going ¢t¢ go to that such
trouble in my judgement and in the experience of the other
states. To Sepator Grotberg, I would say something funny if
I could think of exactly the right fumay thing to say zbout
dogs don't have %o rely for theirAcampaign contributions
on...something of that sort in amy event. I would aZd one

additional factor. In New Jersey, which has had the most
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interesting experience and wvhich is a large state, in +the
last gubernatorial election primary prior to their enactment
of their public finance bill, they had one hundred contrib-
utors wvho loaned or contributed one-half of all of -the morey
spent in that election. After their first time <hrough on
public financing, they bhad thirty~three ‘housand contrib-
utors; an average contribution of a hundred and eighty-two
dollars. It seems to me, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
that that 1is precisely wha* we are looking for, a wide base
of participation for those who are rumning for our major
public offices. We are indeed wundermining our political
process if we do not address this problem. I would urge an
Aye vote; A
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUDZIO)

Alright. The question 1is, shall Senate Bill 938 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote HNay.
The voiimg is open. Have all voted who wish? HBave all voted
who wish? Have all voited who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 39, the Nays are 18, 2 voting
Present. Sepate Bill 938 having received the regquired con-
stiturional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 942,

Senator...Barkhausen. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

END OF REEL
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REEL #7

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 942.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rzd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members of %the Senate, Senate Bill 942,
I think, is an important part of the economic development
package being offered by both sides of the gisle that will be
considered <his Session. It sets up what is called a cor-
poration for science and technology that would be made up of
at least sixteen members appointed to a board of directors of
such a corporatiom by the Governor. The bill sets forth a
number of mamndated ac<ivities +that the corporatian would
engage in. In summary, what...what it would do is to...the
corporation would combine the membership from the world's
business and finance on the one hand and higher education on
the other and would initially seek to...to identify promising
areas for research and developrent in the technology area.
One of the copmon criticisms of our...our economry...our high
technology economy today is that...is that the business and
finance on the omne hand ard the research activities of the
universities on the other are not working closely enough in
tandem. Right now the State has a...a high techology task
force that was appointed in theAsummer of 1981 by the Gover-
nor and this...this bill 1is on...is patterned after an
Indiana Statute that went into existence a couple of years
ago that...that officials over there report has been gquite
successful and it would also codify, essentially, the...-he

high techknology task force that now exists...would sez that
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it continues to exist and carry out its activities in this
important area. I would urge your support.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Any further discussion? Further discussion?
The ques*ion is, shall Senate Bill 942 pass. A1l +those in
favor will vots Aye. All those oppos=d vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Oa that gquestion,
the Ayes are 57, *he Nays are none, Dnone voting Present.
Senate Bill 942 having received the required constitutiosal
pajority is declared passed. Senator Lemke, for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR LEMKE:

On a point of personal privilege. 1I'd like %o announce
the...the students from St. Richard's School of...in
Chicago in the gallery here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR DE¥UZIO)"

#ould the students from...St. Riché:d's School please
rise and be recognized by the Senate. Welcome to Springfield.
A1l right, on the Order of 3rd Readipng, Senate Bill 9us6,
Senator Barkhausen. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRBEABY:

Senate Bill 946.

(Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BAEBKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I don't mean to
press &y 1luck, but I think this bill is, if anything, less
controversial thanm the last. It's an admipistration bill
coming ont of the Office of the Commissioner of Banks and
Trusts. The commissiocner seeks fhe authority...statutory

authority to...to license the activities of so-called




Page 200 - MAY 26, 1983

represantive offices of foreign banks, not so as to restrict
their activities 1im any way, but...but solely as to...to
develope a...an inventory, if you will, of the activities of
these representative offices. W¥hat...what these offices do,
most of tﬁem, is +0...1s to make loans in...in the State of
Illinois. Many of the larger banks ipn...in New York and
California have offices ip Chicago and the conmmissioner 1is
simply seeking to know what...wha*t banks are engaged in this
type of activity in the State. t would =allow the commis-
sioner +to 1impose a reasonable fee opn these Lbanks and the
amendment thar we adopted limits its fee to three bhundred
dollars, which for +the size of “hese banks is not at all
onerous, and I would urge your support.

PRESIDING OFFICEH: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

211 right. 1Is there any discussion? Any discussion? On
that...question is, shall Senmate Bill 946 pass. Those in
favor ¥ill vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 946 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 948, Senator Bloon.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 548.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DE&U}ZIO)

Senator Bloown.

SENATORK BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Sepmators. This bill
does two things. First, under present law, it turns out that
the Governor has to sign off on every award. So, the bill as

it vas put in says that the Department of Central Management
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Service signs...certifies the awards, and the Amendment Ko.
1, basically, says also that Cen*ral Management Services can
minor...monitor various claims af“er initial evaluation.
Answer any questions; otherwise, ask for a roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

211 cight. Is fhere any discussion? Any discussion?
Questior 1is, shall Sente Bill 948 pass. Those in favor vote
iye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have ball
votzd who wish? Have all voied who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. Opn that guestion, the Ayes are 55,
the Nays are none, nome voting Present. Senate Bill 948 hav-
ing received the required copstitotional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 954, Senator Netsch. Read <he bill, Hr.
Secretary, please.

SECRET2ARY:
Senate Bill 954,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICEB: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Netsch.
SEREATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Hr. President. The...Senate Bill 954 is an
amendment to the truth in taxation bill that was previously
passed by the Illinois Gemeral Assembly. As amended what the
bill reguires...if I can find the language here...is that
when a tax levy...property tax levy, of course, exceeds a
hundred and ten percant of the prior year’s levy, there will
be required a two-thirds vote of the authorizing board. There
is no provision for referendum in the bill, that bas been
removed. I*, obviously, 1is intended to make property tax
increases considerably more difficult than *hey are at the
present time, that is in a sense what the truth in taxation
bill was all about.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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A1l right. Any discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, the sponsor has indicated just exactly what this bill
does, and I did want 4o reiterate ithe fact that the refer-
endum provision has been amended out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any further discussion? Mr...Senator Rock.
SENATCR EROCK:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden% and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, This is terrible and I rise in opposition to Senate
Bill 954. What we're going to do, if...if this thing even
approaches approval stage, 1is you are going to literally
force every unit of Jocal government all over +*he State to
inflate its base dramatically. So that in the out-years, as
we are so fond of hearipg around here, they'll be able if
they go wup withip +the 1limi‘s as defined by this bill, at
least they'll be able to survive. I thipk *his is a terrible
idea and irn these fiscal times when times are truly tough,
when we have an '84 budget recommendation now before us that
literally takes two hondred and plus =2illion dollars away
from <he cities and villages of our Sta%te because we can't
afford it, thas, forcing them to raise additional revenue
now, on top of that, we're going to do this? ¥e ought not
to. We simply ought not to. 1I'd suggested very stroangly to
the sponsor that this was worthy of further gtudy, a lot more
stody, until we get our fiscal house in order. To impose
this plus a lack of revenue on the local governments of oar
State at the same time is uneonscionahle and I urge a %o
vote.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Okay, furtber discussion? Senator‘Netsch may close,

SENATOR NETSCH:

Well, the...the bill itself, Sena*tor Rock, does not
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restrict property taxation in any literal sense. What it does
do 1is Tequire an ex*raordinary vote of the governing author-
ity if *he property tax is to be increased more than a hun-
dred and ten percent beyonrnd the prior years. I understand
that it...it is tough on some units of local gaovernment. The
hope is that i- does no* restrict...does not unduly tie their
hands, does not restrict them from doing their business, but
it does require everyone to stop and think and be very sure
before they continue to increase property taxes.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, the question is, shall Sepmate Bill 954 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voied who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Senator Johns. Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 25, the Nays are 27,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 954 having failed to receive
the required constitutional =majority i; declared 1lost.
Sepate Bill 955, Senator Bruce. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 955.
{Secretary reads title of bill) -
3rd reading of the pill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)
Senator Bruce.
SENATOR ERDCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. With the amendment as this bill
now is before the Body has *o do with reinmstatement of sick
leave. #hen they have not, in fact, been liquidated they can
pick those sick 1leave days back up when a person is rein-
stated. Incorporates the rules that are presently before the
board into Statute and states that employees when they are
reinstated shall have the difference between their unemploy-

ment compensation and their actual salary paiad On...vhen
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they are rehired. I would ask for you favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Is there any discussion? Question is, shall
Senate Bill 955 pass.oThose in...in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opemn. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56, the HNays
are noae, none voting Present. Senate Bill 955 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 966, Sena%tor Carroll. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 966.
(Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd readieg of the bill.
PBESIDiHG CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Sena*or Carroll.
SENATORE CARROLL:

Thank you, Mz. Presiden: and Ladies and Gentleamen of the
Senate. This bill is the result of a Department of Revenue
ruling based on a court case to clarify that these charitable
ipstutitions that are...were considered exempt from *axation
as %o their property would include those who not-for-profit
do as an ancillary service serve such things as food at a
meeting of  the charitable gEoup. Nost specifically
this...this dealt with the Masonic lodges where their general
purpose is clearly and exclusively charitable to raise momey
for children’s hospitals, et cetera, but they did get reim~
bursed by their members for the cost of food they served and
the department had a problem with that; therefore, the. legis-
lation was recommended with an amendment suggested by the
department.” I know of no opposition and would ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SERATOR DEMUZIO)
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All right. Any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall sSenate Bill 966 pass. Those in favor voté 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 *he recozd. On that question, the Ayes are 53,
the VNays are 4, none voting Present. Senate Bill 966 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 972, Senator Holmberg. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETAR!;
Senate Rill 972.
{Secretary reads *itle of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEHUZIO)
Senator Holmberg.
SENATGR HCLMBERG:

This alléus senior citizens sixty~five years and older to
attend public colleges and university withou:t +tunition if
there is space available in any given classroom and that
their tuition will be waived. They also must have enough stu-
dents in the classroom to pay for that class so that this
¥ill not fur*her impound upon the financial situation of that
college.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

A1l right. Is +there any discussion? Any discussion?
Questionr is, shall Senate Bill 972 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 38,
the Nays are 19, none voting Present. Sepnate Bill 972 having
received the ;equired constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 976, Sena%or Darrow. Read the bill, Nr.
Sec:etary,'please. Ch...oh, hold on. 976, take it out of the

record of the...momentarly, I skipped one. 973, Senator
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pavidson. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 973.
(Secretary reads title. of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR DEHMUZIO)
Sepnator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSOKN:

¥r. President and members of the Senate, *his came out of
the public hearings held by the School Problems Commission
where the school district asked for the same treatment that
those who have <their own trapsportation system be able to
have overhead costs the same as those school districts which
contract with individual businesses. There's no new poney
involved in this. This is a fair distribution of the =money
betweer school districis, 1I'd appreciate_a favorable vote.
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENKATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? Sepator Rock.

SERATOR ROCK:

Question of the spomsor. I thought I bheard him say - that
there was no additional cost. Our information indicates that
there’s about an additiopal two million dollars. Yes or mno?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

My understanding is no, Senator Rock. That was put out,
in my understanding, f:om whén I went back to IOE o ask
it*s a...whatever mopies in the po* for transportation is
divided up on a pro rata basis and this would npot wmake any
additional new cost, it vould share the money equally between
the districts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ‘(SEHATOE DENUZIQ)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR BOCK:
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Well, that...that is correct. That #would assume a hun-
dred percent or full funding. We...ve have not yet, unfor-
tunately, gotten there. I would jus* point ocut that...here
we ¢go again. For those of us who are...in favor of additional
revenue, this is a good one to bhe on.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

... further discussion? Senator Bermana
SENATOR BERMAN:

¥ell, T...I just wan%t to expand, if we paid a bundred
percent of +transportation costs, this bill would add to the
amount that we would have to appropriate for, isn't that
true, Senator Davidson?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIG)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Tha*...not RrY understanding but you could be right. Ay
understandin§ is that there's so much money pu%f in the trans-
portation pot whether it's eighty-five or a hundred percent.
Presently, 1if your a school district and you contract for
private business person, you, the school district, can clain
the indirect cost  for overhecad back for reinbursement from
the State. If you're a school district who has your own
transportation system, of which most of them do downstate,
you cannot...you cannot charge any of that overkhead cost,
apd I *think that?s...tha%'s just not logical if you can give
one group of people the overhead cost, administration or
garage, et cetera, the others should have the same oppor-
tunity.

PRBESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATGR DENUZIO)

All right. Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN: -

Well, I...I*d suggest...okay, you're doing what I was
going to suggest. Senator Davidsom, I think is...wants to

add to his answer.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

I...I stand corrected by ny brain child to my left here,
who said, if it was fully funded, if, and we bhaven't fully
funded transportation in the eleven years I've heen hére, it
would be an additional cost but we have an...we have not
funded transportation fully in the elevem years I've been
here, so there wouldo't be any additiopal cost.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any further discussion? Senator Davidson may
close.

SEXATOR DAVIDSON:

Appreciate a favorable roll call for the benefit of all
those school district so that they can get some fair egui-
table treatment.

PRESIDING GFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Al1i righ%f. Question is, shall Senate Bill 973 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that guestion, the Ayes are 41, the Nays are 11, nome voting
Present. Senate Bill 973 having received the reqguired con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill §76,
now, Senator Darrow. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please,
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 976.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Darrow. '
SENATCR DABROW:
Thank you, HNr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the

House, the Illinois Constitution provides that, "The State is
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divided into five judicial districts for *he selection of the
Supreme and Appellate Court Judges. The first judicial dis-
trict consists of Cook County, the remaining...remainder of
the State shall be divided by law into four Judicial dis-
tricts of...substantially equal population, each of which
shall be compact and composed of contiguous counties.” RAfter
last census, it turned out that the appellate districts
downstate are not equally...equmal in population. For
example, the second district has two million sixty-nine thou-
sand; wvhereas, the fifth district has one million two hundred
and eighty-seven thousand. It's time now that we reapportion
the dovnstate appellate districts. As the Coustitution pro-
vides, Cook County is its own appellate district, so, th;s
would kave po affect on that portion of Cook County. Now,
with regard to downstate, this bill originally came out of
the House Judiciary Cozmittee two years ago. They had a
study done, a piece of legislation introdaced, went around

and had hearings on it. I introduced that bill over here in

the Senate. It's come out of committee. This is one scheme

for reapportionipg the State of Illinois. It may not be <+he
one we will see later, I'm sure it uili be changed over in
the House. There are a number of members of the Senate that
have come to nme about this, I've indicated to them that I
will try to accommodate as many people as possible vhen we
get over +o +the House. 1'11 renind you that when it is
amended it will be back here in the Senate for our approval
of any changes and, furthermore, that the Governor will bhave
the last...the last word on the program. Also in this bill
there's a reduction in +the number of the judges. Fhen we
originally went to our nev program of circuit judges and cir-
cuit courts, there was such a thing as a county probate
court. W®e grandfathered %“hose in as county circuit...circuit
judges. You will find in downstate Illinois there rre.sonme

circuits of, let's say, sixteen thousand people, +thet +have
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their own county Jjudge and this legislatiorn eliminates some
of those judges in the smaller counties so you will have
some reactiogn...some judges calling you about that portion of
it. Overall, howvever, le% me point out this, that no judge
that is sitting at *he present time will lose his Fjob, +they
are phased out ‘over a period of years. When this bill is
fully implemented, it will save the taxpayers eight gillion
five hundred and fifty-eight thousand dollars in judge's sal-
aries. I*1l1l be glad tc answer any guestions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR DENGZIO)

211 right. 1Is there any discussion? Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAYER:

¥ell, thank you, Mr. President. This is a bill that would
initially create thirty~%wo new judgeships at a cost of about
+wo wmillion dollars a year, and it would also reduce the
number of associate judges in Cook County by six swhen welre
now in the ©process of shippiang judges from downstate up to
Cook County %o *take...take care of their...their...the court
load. There's no effective date on the bill. I uouldvsuggest
to Senator Darrow that this be...the hearings ke held on this
bill and...and...really, the bill be put into good shape
before we even conmsider it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DABRECOW:

I've just received word that this bill is going to be
held and be studied, so I would like to take it out of the
record.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO0)

Serator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK: ‘

Thank you, Mr. President. I appreciate the sponsor doing
that. There is some genuine concefn apong the ~@gmembers and

there's no question in anybody's mind but...that it's time
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for judicial district reapportionment, and no questiom, but I
think...with the input from the Supreme Court and from the
Judicial Advisory Council and from all hands concerned, I
think, we can...we can adequately dc the job but it...it?'s a
little tough +to +try to get it done this week. I...I
appreciate the sponsor holding it and I assure him that we
will work with him and...and the bill should be rereferred to
the committee am we can hold some hearings and get the job
done.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator DarroW...Senator Darrow.
SENATGR DARROW:

I'd like to refer to Executive Comnitiee.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

211 right. Serator Darro¥ wishes to have Senate Bill 976
referred %to the Committee on Exec. Is leave granted? Leave
is granted. Semate Bill 982, Senator Hall. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bi1ll 982.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Sena*or Hall.
SENATORB HALL:

Thank you, Nr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This amends the Act relating to prevailing wages. It
deletes the exclusion of maintenance work from construction
covered by the prevailing wage. Now this bill, Senate Bill
982, would help the Department of Labor to enforce the 1Iili-
nois Prevailing Wage Act. ks 1 repeat, it will heip the
Department of Labor to eaforce the Illinois Prevailing ®age

Act. Currently, *here is often confusion over whst

project is comnstruction and, therefore, covered by <tks Act
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are maintenance and, therefore, not covered by the Act. By
deleting the word "maintenmance" from the Act, Senate Bill 982
would provide that Prevailing ¥Wage Act applies to public
work projects omnly if; one, the job involves actual construc-
tion work and, two, the project is to be performed by a con-
tractor or subcoptractor not covered by tbe Illinois Prevail-
ing Act would be; number one, all nonconstruction work and,
number two, amny work done by employees of the public body.
This bill would clarify the Prevailing Wage Act making. it
easier o understand and easier to enforce, and ‘I urge you to
suppor% Sena=e Bill 982.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIC)

21l right. Is there any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mc. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Rising in opposition to some of the§e kills that came
out of Labor and Commerce Cozmmittee is kind of 1like beating

your head on a brick wall, if feels good when I finally get

*o sit down, bu* I would like +to mention I appreciate what

Senator...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

anld we have some order, please. Sepator xeaté.
SENATOR KEATS:

~.-1  appreciate what Senator BHall said and I know his

interpretation is in good faith, but 1let- me  give you  the-

interpretation of...of what the people in school districts

and people in municipal government and others say..Tﬁis does
not simply clarify what is construction covered by prevailing
vage and not construction, i.e. maintenaﬁce. 1 mean, it abol-
ishes almost anything that could ever be called maintenance
work. Now if you're a municipal governmeunt or if you're a
school district, and I'm not dropping a hint to anyone who
pight be concerned about somre municipal governments or some

school districts, during the summer, here's just an example
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and there are many others, you hire these kids at, you know,
three bucks an hour or Hhate;ex; and they are doing mainte~
nance work that you and I know can't be done all year when
the kids are there and you know every school district and
most municipal governments do it, they hire the kids, they
get through, they do a +ton of maintenance work to get things
cleaned up, they save a fortune by using kids during the
SummEer. You can't do it under this. For all intents and
purposes, you can't do it. I+ will cost a fortune for
municipal government and school districts. ¥ow let me bring
up two more points. The Department of Labor enforces a
provision of what is maintenance and what is comstruction so
strictly right now, it's almos:t a joke. I dor't mean that
karshly, ©bu% anyone who'!s aver talked to your...your punici-
pal government or ever ta}ked to any school districts,
they'll tell you Department of Labor is so tough on this
provision th#t to even allege “hat there might be some abuse
is Jjust =silly. If anything, +the abuse goes in the other
direction. So clafifying it by abolishing the exemption, it's
not only costing more money, but it's really in an area where
there...*hers just simpply is no abuse. So, if the  Department
of Labor wanted %o clarify its rule, which is the real prob-
lemr, we'd be better off because they are so tough right now
that they are simply unrealis*tic. This bill costs zunicipal
governments, school districts, a chunk of cash. It's got +o
be covered by the Mandates Acf because it's prevailing wage
which means we’re going to pay for it. So, again, if you're
for " +the tax increase, God bless you, go ahead, but for
municipal government and school districts, State Mandate Act,
we pay for it, and it's a good npumber of Lucks. I would
appreciate a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Fur+her discussion? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:
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Thank you, Mr. President. W¥ill the sponsor yield for a
question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he 'will yield.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Elaborating on what Senator Keats has said, I have a
school district who is very concerned about this bill. They
had a janitor doing what they considered maintenance work,
repairing a...a floor by laying down some new tile, and they
were informed that that was not maintenance work and that it
had *+o comre under the prevailing wage and that was noi cov-
ered. Is that still going ‘o be true?

PRESIDYRG OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIQC)

Senator Hall.

SENATCR BALL:

Senator, Senator Keats has evidently ga? this wrong. In
other words, if you listen to what I said, the job involves
actual construction work, and not covered by this is all
nonconstruction work and any work done by employees of a
public body. Your school district is a public body. This
only applies to...to work done by contractors or subcomtrac~
tors. So, it wouldnt't affect you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right. Any further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. I rise only
to admonish the sponsor in this respect, aud that is; he said
he's trying to help the Department of Labor to administer the
Act. He's helping them by throwing the only thing lef:f...the
only *hing left into the meat griander. I have a constituent -

problen in the City of Batavia right now that is astronomical
on this issue. Hopefully, it*'ll get resolved in my
constituent®s favor. I'm no*t about here to...to...to make it

easier %o do him in, and I think we all have cases like this
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in our district. let's leave something...let's leave some-
thing tha%'s discretionary and something tha% is unregulated
by *oo high a salary for modest work. I recommend a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATCR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I just heard Senator Hall in
response to a gquestion from another Senator say that this
applied in...to goveramental bodies...only to those govern-
mental bodies that were employing contrac*ors. That in other
words, public schools and universities that those folks who
mow the grass and so forth are...ate janitors, they are not
included, is that what you're saying, Senator?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)} -

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Senator Buzbee, the language of the bill is this, "Only
such laborers, workers and mechanics as are directly employed
by contractors or subconiractors im actual constrﬁction work
on the site of a building or constructionm job, and laborers,
vorkers and mechanics engaged in the traosportation of mate-
rial and equipment to and from the site but not incluodimg the
transportation by +the seller and suppliers.? So, it just
applies to them. That's in the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, Senator, I would point out to you, if you'll 1look
at your bill on page 1, line 27, "Public works nmeans all
fixed works constructed for public use by any public body
other tham work done directly by any public utility company
whether or not done under public supervision or direction or
paid for wholly im part out of public funds." 1I...I repeat,

"Public works means all fixed works constructed for public
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use by any public body." Senator, your bill ‘includes local
school buildings, wuniversities, et cetera. ¥ow, it so
happens I'm in sympathy wi*h wha* you're trying to do, but in
the case of one university, Southern Illinois University at
Carbondale and Edwardsville and Springfield, let me tell 7you
what's going to happen. The folks who mow the grass will be
making twenty-four thousand dollars a ~year if +this bill
passes, and they will...it will cost Southern Illinois Uni-
versity two million dollars the first year. I don't know what
it's going %o cost the University of Illimois, but you can
bet your botiom dollar it's a lot more than that. Semator,
you are including every person in who works £for a public
school or a...or a higher educational 'imstitution. Now, it's
just as simple as that. So, you know,...if this bill becores
law, those folks, as I pointed out, who mow the grass aand,
you know, in...in the past when we've said _that.-.that pre-
vailing wage...ve said prevailing wage should ﬁold, due to
the fact, that plumbers, and electricians, and so forth have
a...particular skill...have a specific skill. You don'% have
to have a particular skill to mow the grass, even I can mow
the grass.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, the prevailing vage law and ﬁhe vay
it's...administered in this State causes enough problems
around the State, particularly in small communities, without
enlarging it. 2nd I think I can give you an example of what
would be covered here that shouldn't be covered. For exasmple,
in my 1little town, when the school wants to build a new
building, the Prevailing Wage Act acts as a discrimirating

law against local con*ractors because we don't have .union
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contractors in that little town, there aren't any union con-
tractors within thirty miles of that little town. So, what it
means is that the prevailing wage and the way the Department
of Labor administers that wage...or that Act, simply provides
that local people don't get to work om local projects. The
out-of-town contractors, who are union contractors, come in
build %<he school, pu%t in the plumbing and heating, but guess
wvho gets to fix the problems when the problems arise. ¥Well,
the local people do. They're still the same nonunion - people
who under <*he present setup are not foreclosed from doing
tha%t woTkK. Now, if I hear +tkis bill righ%t, what the
- Senator's bill would do is require that...that local people
can no longer even do that maintenance work. This
is...absolute lumacy and wve should not allow this to happen.
Not all maintenance work in the State of Illincis is done in
large communities where there are labor unions, and this law
will apply State-wide. It should not be passed because it
discriminates against the largest body of workers that we
have in this State and they are the nonunion workers.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIOQ)

All right. Purther discussion? Senator Jobmns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

J...I don't know, but where did you get your figures,
Sgnator Buzbee, of the tvo million dollars? That was a ques-~
tion of Senmator Buzbee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

¥ell, Senator...Senator Buzbee is...the sponsor is Sena-~

tor Hall.
SENATOR JOHNS:

A statement.

PRESIDINKG OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator...Senator Buzbee, do you wish to reengage
yourself? Senator Buzktee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:
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Yes, I'd be happy *o answer the gues*ion, I'm not the
sponsor of the bill. Southern Illinois...Southern Illinois
University informed me of that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIOQ)

Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Southern Illinois University is misleading yobo purposely.
I bad a bill to make the prevailing wage for the laborers on
that university, it vas two hundred thousand per year. But
let gme tell you about the university, how they play the ganme
with the 1lit+le laborers. The other trades come in and do
WOTK. They'll call a laborer over to do the same work and
pay him less than the prevailing wage. ©Now, that's the kind
of game they play with this small group of people. I just
think you ought to know that, and they've held <these people
in slavery practically for years down therg dS...3a5 laborers
and they make them do the job or they're gone. Now that's
the kind of games they're playing at SIU, SIUE and everywhere
else and...and even U of I, 'cause U of 1 fought'the bill
that I had in for two hundred thousand dollars to nake +the
prevailing wage for the laborers when they did the work of
regular construction unions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOQO)

All right; Further discussion? Semator Hall may close.
SENATOR HALL: v

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies andlsentlenen of the
Senate. Now the bill clearly and distinctly says thét, "Only
such laborers, workers and mechanics who are directly
employed by contractors or subcontractors." This includes the
universiries and things as Senator Buzbee says, bu* only the
people that are employed by contractors or subcontractors.
Now, the people that cut the grass and all that are not
employéd by contractors or subcontractors. And I want to

reizerate +that this does not cover all nonconstruction work
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and any work done by employees of the public body. That's the
vhole *hing and I would ask your amost <favorable support of
this legislation.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 982 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Sena*or
Bruce. Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 25, 1 voting Present.
Senate Bill 982 having received the =zequired constitutional
majority 1is declared passed. There's been a request for a
verification. A1l right, theimembers will be in their seats,
there's Leen a request for a verification. Secretary will
read, I assupe...who's reguested the verification? Senator
Grotberg, I assume that you are requesting the affirmative
roll call. A1l right. Senator Grotberg has requested a
verification. #ill all the Senators be in their seats. The
Secretary will read the affirmative vote.

SECRETARY:

The folloving voted in the affirmative: . Berman, Bruce, -

Carroll, Chew, D'Arco, Darrow, Dawsom, Degnan, Demuzio, Egan,
Hall, Holmberg, Johas, Jones, Jerome Joyce, Kelly, Lechowicz,
Leake, Luft, Marovitz, Redza, Netsch, Bupp, Sangmeister,
Savickas, Swmith, Vadalabene, Waitson, Welch, Zito, Mr. Presi-
dent.

PRESIDIEG OFFICER: {(SERATOR DENDZIO)

A1l right, Senator Grotberg, do you question the presence
of any...of the affirmative votes? Senator Jerome Joyce is
in his seat. Senator Marovifz. Senator marovitz is in Sena-
tor Sangmeister's seat. Senator Dawson. Dawson is standing
in the aisle way. Do you request...do you reguest amnyone
else, Sepator? A1l righ+, the roll call has been verified.
On that question, the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 25, t wvoting

Present. Senate Bill 982 having received the requiréd con-~
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Senator Johans.

Having voted on the prevailiang side, I move to consider
the votie by which Senate Bill 982 was passed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Savickas moves to Table. - Senator
Johns has moved...having voted on the...prevailing side to

reconsider the vote

tor...Savickas @moves to

saying Aye. Opposed KRay.

Table.

by which Senate Bill 982 passed. Seuna-

311 in favor sigrify by

Ayes have it. Motion is Tabled.

Senator D'Arco, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATGR D'AERCO:

Mr. President, I had
Bill List and it is next in
hear that bill at this tine.
after 982, which comes right
PRESIDIKG GPFICER: {SENATOR
A1l right,
Leave is granted.
+he Order of 3rd Reading.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 983.

a...a bill

you've heard the regquest.

Senate Bill 983,

removed from the Agreed

the seguence, so I would like to
It's 983 vwhich comes right

after 981, no-:.I'm SOrTry.

DENUZIO)

Is leave granted?

Senator D'Arco. 983, on

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator D'Arco. Nope,
SENATOR D?ARCO:
Thank...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR
»«sSenator
pose do you arise?
SENATOR KELLY:

Mr. President, I rise on

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR

Senator Kelly,

DYArco...Senator

DEMUZIC)

for what...

DENUZIO)

Kelly, what...for what pur-

a point of persomal privilege.

DEMUZIO)
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State your point.
SERATOR KELLY:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I would like *o
introduce from the 39th legislative District students and the
teachers from the Prairie Hills School, and also to point out
that one of +the students, Bella Dougherty, is the
grandaughter of our late colleague ard distinguished member
of the Senate, Senator Dougherty, and...and with that, I
would ask you to recognize them and welcome them to Spring-
field.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Would our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog-
nized by the Senate. HWelcome to Spfingfielﬂ. On the Order
of 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 983, Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO: |

Let me point out to you that it was on page 36 of our
Calendar. Just so you Xnow.

PRESIDING QOFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Thank you. Senator.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Oh, this bill is the licensing bill for the...for occupa-
tional therapists. As you Xknow, vwe...we license physical
+herapists, and occupational therapists have been before the
Sunrise Committee for a couple of years now and the vote is
still pending, but...no, 1it's Sunrise...sunrise, sunset.
leroy is correcting me, so I just want yon to Xnow that.
It's before the Sunrise Committee...I'm sorry, you're tigh%,
it is the Sunset Committee, that's right...and the vote on
that is...presently, will take place next week and I'm sure
ve're . going to vote it out of the «committee, but at...ve,
obviously, bhave %0 vote on it at this time or the bill would
die. So, I would ask for a favorable véte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

211 right. Is there any discussion? Senator Bloo:.
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SENATCR ELOON:

John, well, you know how know how I feel about new regu-~
lations, so maybe I'm tainted but, you know, what evil are
you trying to address? The concern ve have here is +the old
two-step thing. First they get certified and licensed and
then next they get written in*o Blue Cross/Blue Shield so
they can get paid. Can...can you describe whbat the problen
is that this group needs to be licensed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D!'ARCO:

Well, I...I think it's a question of eguity. In that,
you know, the other occupation that performs the same or
similar functions is licensed by the State of Illinois ang
they do provide those benefits for those occupations. Now,
in fact; an occupatioﬁal...the:apist does '?s much, if not
more, £for people who are hapdicapped than the physical
therapists do. So, I think it's a gquestion of equity.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Blooum.

SENATCR BLOOH:

Then, the amsver is, those who are physical therapists
are licensed so occupational therapisis should be licensed
too. Is...is that what...I'm to take your answer to be, sir?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco,

SENATGR D'ARCO:

No, I didon*t quite say it that way. No, I...I thipnk that
if you understand what they do as occupational therapists and
how they atZemp% to train people who have physical probiesms
to +the point vhere they teach +hem how to use utensils prop-
erly, they teach them how to...eat properly, they...they
teach theama all kinds of physical things that we take for

granted everyday im order to provide them an opportunity *o
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be in am occupation and function the way we function nor-
mally. So, their function in our society, I think,. is wvery
noble. They...these people are very...selfless people and
they spend a lot of time trying to help geople and it's a
very arduous task, as you know, and I think they deserve our
consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloom.

SENATGR BLOGHM:

We got a lot of other bills on the call and I...I don't
wans to beat +his into the ground. The...there's...I
would...you know, reluctantly I speak against it because I
like Senator D'Arco, but the point is that there's no public
health, welfare and safety involved, and I don't +think this
meets +he Legislature's own sunTise requirements that rode
into *the law about whether there's a clear and present public
danger that licensure will take care of when a less stringent
form of regulatiom is necessary...you know, I'1l...I'11 Just
stop it there, ‘cause ithere's so many bills on the call, bu:
T.-.I...X don't think this would be a...a good vote for <his
Body. Thank you, very much.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENRTOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, MNr. President. I rise in support of this
bill. I have a number of these occupational therapists in my
district. They have taken it upon themselves to call on ne
and explain what it 1is they're trying to da, and I think
there's a dimensiop here that might be mentioned and that is
to the protection of the people that they serve. And I have
talked to with good nuwber of these people and the occupa-
tional therapists and I am convinced that really what they're
hoping to do is to keep their profession at & high

level...keep it upgraded. These people that I'm...I'vc been
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in touch with have been university graduates but they fear
that the occupation therapist...line of work may be subject
to...well, 1 suppose some invasion of those that purport to
be occupational therapists that really haven't been traineg
and have no business performing a...a functiom that requires
a...grea+« deal of training and understanding and expertise in
handling these cases. So, somewha: ai variance, perhaps, with
my usual outlook on some of these things, I would...I think
Senator D'Arco has an excellent bill and one that we could
support with...with justification.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, Senator D'Arco may
close. Senator Ronan, would yon step aside please.

SENATGR D'ARCO:

Thank you...thank you, Senator Hudson, I appreciate your

remarks. Senator bloom, I like you too but.that has nothing
+o do with the bill. I ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion 1is, shall Semate Bill 983 pass. Those in
favor will vote 2ye. Those opposed vote ¥ay. The voting is
OpeD. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take Ehe record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 50, -the Nays
are 8,...none voting Present. Sepate Bill 983 having
received the constitutional wmajority 1is declared passed.
Just as a point of information, we've been on 3rd reading of
bills since approximately eleven ofclock. Se've passed forty-
one bills, and at this rate tomorrow, with a hundred...and
approximately a hundred and fifty-five...fifty-eight bills to
consider, Qe will be in for approximately fifteen to eighteen
hours tcmorrow. That's the good mnews. On the Order of Senate
Bills 985, 3rd Reading, Senate Bill...Senator John DfArco.
Sena*or D'Arco. FKead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate...Senate Bill 985.
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{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DYArco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I've talked to Senator Egan
about this bill and this was one bill in a series of insur-
ance legislation that we transferred out of Senator
Sangmeister's committee to Sena*or Lemke's commitise. Now,'
this is a criminal law bill and it does raise the penalty for
insurance fraud to a Class 3 felony. And I told Senator Egan
because all...p2nalty...enhancing bills are in a subcoamitiee
presently, and I honestly did not, you know, bave anything to
do with this bill not being in that package, that if the bill
4id pass the Senate, I would hold it in the House until the
subcomrmittee made its recommendation to the Sepate whether or
not this parficular bill should be passed or not; and if they
do not recommend it should be, I would be more than happy to
Table “he bill in the House.

PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, Senator D'Arco and ¥r. President and members, that's
perfectly alright with me. You have no trooble with pe, the
problen is that we've held up several House bills and several
Senate bills, one of which even is mine, and the credibility
of the operation is at stake, and I doa’t care. I would say
fine becausé I know that you would do just that, but with the
understanding that tge roof is going to come down on By head
along with Senator Sangmeister. I*11...1I'11 Jd&o what you
wish.

PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
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Senator D'Arco, I might just add, you know, that nmeet...
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATCR D'ARCO:

George, are you...are you going to come out with a
committee bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Sangmeisier.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Very frankly, we're not going to do anything with those
bills uwrtil we get a repor:t from the task force of the Gover-
noT on prison overcrowding, and that task...report is not due
until about the middle of September. So any of these bills
that are being held will be held for the Fall Session. So,
if you're going to send it over *o the House and you want to
keep your word, it*ll mean hof&ing it over ?here until fall.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) .

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

I want ¢to rerefer *his bill to the Judiciary II Commit-
tee.

PHESI?ING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

There's a motion by Semator D¥Arco to *ake Senate Bill
985 from the Order of 3rd Reading and rerefer it back to the
Judiciary II Committee. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
On the Order of Sepate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 996,
Senator D'Arco. Read the bill, Nr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 996.

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

Senator D'Arco.

SENATCR D'AECO:
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Thank you, Mr. President. This bill defines what it
means to hold over when you rent a vehicle from a rental
es+ablishment. We defined +he terminology “drive-away
service” to include a mode of transportation, which 1is more
technical 1language to defime exactly what ve mean when a
person does not return a vehicle to a drive-away service
within +the appropriate time allotted in his contract. If he
bholds over for three...:hree days past the expiration of +the
conptract then it would be <considered a theft under the
definition of this Act. I would...ask for a favorable vote.
Be happy to amswer amy guestions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Schupeman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. Presidesnt.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATGR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, was :his bill amended?
PRESIDINKG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATCR D'ARCO:

Yes, it was.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN: -

Okay, one of our problems, Senator, vas that the bill
seeks to provide penglties when an automobile is obtained
from a drive-away service, aund we veren't sure what a
drive~away service wvas meant to be uunder the terms of the
bill. I don't see any definition of that. Could you defipe
what that is?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D!'Arco.
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SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, what we did with the amendment was to define it,
"drive-away service wmode of transportation" is the defini-
tion. ©Now, we're not increasing the penalties, so I waat you
to know that, the penalty stays the same so that's why, you
krnow, we're...ve're not going to rerefer this one back.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, I don't have any problem with...with what you're
trying to do, I don't believe. Except that I don*t
believe...that you're defining really what a drive-away
really is. F®ben...when you simply sta“e a drive-away service
mode of tramnsportation, that to me is not any definition of
what a drive-away service is; and so, just for +the record,
could youw state here on the Floor what...what a drive-away
service is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKLS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATCR D'ARCO:

It's my understanding that a drive-away 'service is a
situagion where a person rents a motorcar, an automobile,
from a rental agency that is in the business of renting auto-
mobiles; and with...and when he does remt that vehicle, he
signs a contract to the effect for a certain number of days
and a specified price and within a...a certain number of days
the car is to be returned and..;and if there is a drop-off
des+ination that's specified in the éontract, sometimes you
can drop it off at a different destination *than where vyou
picked it up, but all those provisions are set forth ip the
contract, and what we did was provide that after three days,
if he hoids over for three days after the time allotted for
the return of a vehicle, then he is holding the vehicle in

violation of the lav and would be guilty under this provi-
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sion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, your time has expired. If we're going to run
through all of +hese bills, I wish you would adhere to the
time limitations. Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Yeah...are you indicating my time has expired?
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

¥ell, yes, Senator, vhen we...

SENATOR SCHUKEMAN;

¥ost of my time, Senator, has been spent listening to
Senator D'Arco.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

¥ell, when we start running the time is when you start
asking the questions.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Okay. All right. dell, Senator, I...your explanation
doesn't +track, I don't think, with what the bill does. KNy
understanding of wha+t a drive-avay service is is where, for
exanple, someone would pick up a new car at ibe manufacturer
and drive it to the dealer, or some arrangement of that king,
and what you've described I think is simply an ordinary leas-
ing arrangement,; and I quess we're all a little curious as to
what it is you're trying to accomplish by this bill because I
think what...what your explanatiom 1is  that +that's already
covered by the law, and I really don*t think it’s very clear.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Semator DfArco may

.

close.

END OF¥ REEL
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REEL #8

SENATOR D'ARCO:

To correct the record, Senator Schuneman is correct and I
am wrong. I...XI described the uroug'situation. You are cor-
rect, I guess...it is whep the manufacturer delivers the
vehicle to a retailer and it applies to that situation. I'a
sorry, you are correct on that point.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 996 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. HBave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that qguestion, +the Ayes are 58, the HNays
are ©none, nons voting Present. Senate Bill 996 having
received the constitutional majority is 'declared passed.
Senate Bill 999, Senator RKeats. BRead the bill, Mr. Secre~
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 999.

(Sectetary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATCR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is a bill that superfiéially appeérs to be
fairly controversial, but it*s a short bill and if anyome's
read it, you'll realize it -isn't really. It deals with the
subject of racketeering, and it says that anyone who is con-
victed of a felony, we're not talkimg about allegatioms,
ué're not talking about any secondary stuff, you've got to be
convicted of a felony, cannot do several things. You .can'%t

be a union officer, but we do *he same thing for corporation,
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we don't treat unions and businesses differemtly; you can't
f£ill those same functions in a business; you can't take con-
tracts, 1i.e. a Dorfman, and you cannot do business with the
State for...all these are penalized for ten years after your
conviction. So, in that =sense, it's a tough racketeering
Statute, it's qui*e similar *o the law ip New York that's
been on thse books for many years and it's been upheld as con-
stitutional in TFederal courts. I've kad this bill reviewed

by the Chicago Crime Commission and they have not as yet had

a chance to take a posivtion, but it is their inclination %o

say, Yyeah, Rog, we're ip favor but we Jjust haven't ‘had a
chance to get everybody together to take an official posi-
+iom. + came out of compittes with bipartisan support and I
would appreciate your support for this legislation.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICKRAS)

Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
also rise in support of this legislation, feeling that union
officials have the working man's money and their imsurance
programs and pensions at their disposal, and I feel that this
legislation would be beneficial to the working man.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I...I rise ip opposition to this legislation because I think
it singles out a particular group. Now, Senator Keat, I
heard you mention that we have other laws applying to corpo-
rate businssses holding...persons holding those sams gosi-
tions. ¥&¥hat...what law?

PRESIDINKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:
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.--n0, I think you misunderstood, I said it's in the Act,
ve rreat people the same, it's in Section 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collims.

SENATOR COLLINS:

I...I adpi+t that I was not in committee that day that
this bill got out. ©Now, you may have put that amendment omne.
but I did not see that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Sepator...Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

It says 1labor organizations, labor unions, I...I dontt
sees anything...wefre talking about hold-
ing...holding...holding <hose positions. And I'm not saying
that maybe you're not...that it shouldn®*t be, but then I
think we should +treat them all the same., I doa*t think
you...you should just single. out the labor ;rganizations.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Just a point of information. In an earlier Jletter frosm
the Illinois State Federation of Labor which was dated HMay
16th, '83, said ve should oppose this letter on Semate Bill
993, 12 letter dated May 23rd, '83, a week later says, Senate
Bill 999 prohibit holding office of...of labor organizatioms
support. So, I would assume labor is for this and I think we
should pass it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

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

SENATGR KEATS:

I...I think you...the AFL-CIC is supporting similar
legislation on *he Federal level. It came out with sapport

of the Democrats 1in comri%t*tee and to...%*o clarify Senator
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Collins' guestion, it*s under Section 2, lime 15, Section 1,
"as a labor...relations consaltant to a person engaged
t0...in an industry." So, *ha*'s what is covered. According
to our attorneys, that's what that deals with, that is what
it's intended to be; and for legislative intent, that's cer-
*ainly what it 1is. I would ask for your favorable support
because the bill does +rea*t everyone fairly and protects
people in need of protection. I would appreciate your sup-
port.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 999 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Take the tecord. On that question, *he Ryes are 56, the Nays

are none, 3 voting Present. Senate Bill $99 kaving received’

the constitutional majority will be declared passed. >Senate
Bill 1000, Senator Rock. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1000.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Rock.
SENATOR -BOCK:

Thank yéu, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. If I can have the attention of the nmesbership, we
have asked the subcommittee, again, %o mee:t and we will...be
distributing at this moment for your perusal an agreed 1list
number three. It is the...my intent, at least, to afford
every mesber the opportunity %o present his or her Lill in
the nex= ¢wo days. So, we'll work as late as we can stand
it. But I...I would dearly 1love to afford everyone the
opportunity and intend +to do that. So, perhaps this third

agreed list which contains sonme thirty-six additional propos-
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als may be of some help in that respect. Also in that
respect, 1if you will note on the Calendar, this page and the
next page contain that series of bills that has been called
Prairie State Two Thousand. I have invited, upon introduc-
tion, the cosponsorship of all the members on this side of
the aisle and I think +*hey have done +hat. Those who
haven't, I again renew the invitation. In addition to that,
in consultation with Senator Keats, he has indicated that
there are twenty-three at least from your side who wish to be
added as cosponsors, and you are graciously welcomed and I
appreciate *hat. I hope then *that on these two pages of
bills, we can cut the rhetoric substantially and present them
in as concise a form as...as possible and get through +wo
pages of bills im a big hurry. Let me just say that Prairie
State Two Thousand is the result of a number of wmonths of
wOrk. Some of the ideas carke from a study by Mr. Choate of
the Northeast-Midwest Coalition. He is an ;conomist of sone
repute. Some of the ideas are his, hut it's a series of
thirty-eight bills that I think is a sincere anrd realistic
attenpt to provide the essential components of a compre-
hensive, economic developmen:t plar for our State. ¥e Dhave
worked, I can tell you, with the Office of thes Governor, with
the Department of Commerce and Community Affairs and they
have been most cooperative and I would 1like to express ay
gratitude publically £for *ha:...for *their help and cooper-
ation. There ate six major component parts tha*t run <through
these thirty~eight bills: job training and education assis-
tance, business and tourism development, investment incen-
tives, State Governmen:t reorganization as pertains specifi-
cally to the Department of Commerce and Copaunity aff:zirs,
assistance for local government and agriculture and natural
resource development. The lead bill, obviously, is Senate
Bill 1000, which has been subject 4o two major amendmeacs,

one of which was mine which set up +the Prairie State Two
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Thousaund Fund, and that will provide the financial assistance
to help those who are...who are employed and those who are
unamployed to qualify for +training and retraining. The
vouchers will be given directly to the participants to be
utilized at a...for the purpose of a gualified course of edu-
cation. The fund is set up, a board of directors is set dp.
I think the idea is a good one, wor:thy of suppoit. Senator
Keats added a 1lengthy amendment to provide some further
incentive to the business community whereby they can deduct
the cost of retraining and training their employees. I *hink
the whole package is a good one. I+t will be the work product
of this Senate, bo@h sides of the aisle. I solicit your
favorable support.

"PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *there any discussiom? If pot, the...the guestion is,
shall Sepate Bill 1000 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
lwho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on
‘that question, tﬁe Ayes are 58, +the Nays are none, nomne
voting Present. Sepate Bill 1000 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Rock, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR EROCK:

I would like to submit to the Secretary the list as pro-
vided by Senator Keats for those who wish *o be a cosponsor,
and again, I thank hip publically.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

One roll call. 1Is there leave to take all of these bills
on the order of one roll call? Leave  granied. Br. . Secre-
tary, vould you read the numbers and we will...

_SECEETAR!:

Senate Bill 1001.

{(Secretary reads *itle of bill)

1002.




1003.

1004.

1005.

1006.

1007.

1008.

1011,

1014,

1015.

1016.

1017.

1018.

1018.

1020.

1022.

1023.
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{Secretary
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(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title
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of

of

of
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of

of

of
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of
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bill)
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bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)
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(Secretary reads title of bill}

1027.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1028,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1029.

(Secretary reads title of bill}
1033.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1035.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Sepate Bill 1038.
(Secretary reads *itle of bill}
3rd reading of the foregone bills.
PRESIDING OFYICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
For what purpose does Semator Rock arisg?
SENATOR RGCK:
Thank you, Mr. Presideﬁt. I vould, again, like to ask
the Secretary *o show all members as cosponsors, if you

please. And there 1is one bill that...I'd yield to Sepator

Holmberg, there is one bill upon which we wére unable +to

agree and we've agreed to Table it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberg. )
‘'SENATOR HOLMBERG:

I wish to Table Senate Bill 1007 which is the appropria~
‘tions for the Illinois Young Minds prograszm. '
'PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard the motion, 1is leave granted? Leave is
‘granted. For what purpose does Senator Grotherg arise?
‘SENATOR GROTBERG:

I would...a point of parliawmentary inguiry, first of
all...not parliamentary but a point of order. We got some

little confusion on our side. - Senator Rock, are you still
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within earshot? We need a moment to explair to our troops

1

‘where this lies because some people don't want to be recorded
i

;on some of the bills. And it...my guestion is, can you
kaccommodate us?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, ve can acconmmodate...
'‘SENATOR GRCTBERG:

On a single roll call by filing a written list.
PRESIDING OFFICER'» {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

...vwe can accomnodate anything your heart desires.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Justs..just a...thank you. TIff11 youtll just hold still.
‘PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
; (fachine cutoff)...Geo-Karis.
\SENATOR GEC—KARIS:

\

Mr...Mr. President, I just want to make sure I got this
straight. The prairie state bills start from A-1000 to...and
jthey go right through except for...1007, through 138, is that
}:ight...1038, rather?
éRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. If...if...Senator Grotberg, if I might have
:your attention and the attemtion of the...of ‘the Body, we'll
:start on Page 14 and these are the bills, although all of
Ehem have been read, these are the bills that Hili be taken
:on one Troll call. Alright. Here are the bills that
:vill...this roll call will apply to Senate Bills 1002, 3, 5,
t6, 11, 14,...alright 15, 1015, 1020, 1024, 1027, 1028, 1029
iand 1035. I think we're in complete agreement. The Secre-
tary has read the bills. The gquestion is, shall Senate
éill...(ﬂachine cutoff)...roll call will apply to the fcllou-
\ing bills. The guestion is, shall Semate Bill 1002, 3003,
:1005, 1006, 1011, 101;, 1020, 1024, 1027, 1028, 1029 and 1035
iéass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote FNav. The

voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vo- 7 who
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‘wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57,
‘the Nays are none. Aand Senate Bill 1002, 03...and 2 voting
zﬁresent. And senate Bills 1002, 03, 05, 06, 1011, 1015,
5020, 1024, 1027, 1028, 1029 ard j035 having received +the
_£eguired constitutional maﬁority is declared passed...are
;heclared passed. Senator Maitland.

;\SEHATOR MAITLAND:

‘ Thank you, Nr. President. Just...just an inquiry, I
@uess. The...the record shows that the vote was taken
=;n-..on 1001. I'm wondering if that creates any problem.
;‘PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR. BRUCE)

; No, the Jourpal will reflect that this roll call applies
;éo the 1list of bills Jjust read. Mr. Secretary. ‘- Sena*or
éﬁaitland. we have corrected the...the priptout, and ibe first
&oll call was on 1002, and that roll call will apply to the
iist of bills read by the Chair. For what purpose does Sena-
;to: Grotkerg arise?

’:SE?JATOR GEOTBERG:

; By the same token, Nr. President. I would ask leave for
&ou to consider that...take the next roll call as a single
;011 call and record us, unless there are troops want indi-
‘}idually to vote Aye on any one bill, but you've offered us
;that privilege, I...I gather the bills are going to pass
ﬁecause of your uranipity, and if it will speed up the pro-
;eedings. I would ask +the Chair, i; it possible to do the
;ther side of it and anyone that wauts to be recorded may go
?up and be recorded? 7
éRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCB)V

; Alright. So the...the procedure requested is fhat on the
;remaining bills in the...in the Prairie $tate Two Thousand,
:;hich the Chair will read, is that wve would additionally take
'Qhother roll call and that will apply to the bills
:that...that the Chair omitted ip his first reading. Is there

objection to that procedure, Senator Maitland? We wvill :ake
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‘one roll call on the remaining bills in the...in the...in the
‘series. Senator Grotberq.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

1

My question...I'm not trying to jam anything on our own

'kroops, we may want a minute to talk about this too, but itr's

~N

A%ime well spent. That the next roll call would be a partisan

éroll call and...and...our people will vote red and you'll

N

‘vote green and...unless ve have a member on:  our side that

wants to...v0ote anyway you want to is all I'm saying, but

atake them all on omne roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Alright, there's been a suggestion by the Secretary and

the Assistant Secretary who've beer here a long time, and if

<y

We can just do this without debate, we can probably take the

.

E;oll calls as fast on it and we'll just...om each bill, and
:;ithout debate. 1Is there any objection to +that procedure?
?nd *hat way everyonme will have a chance to...alright. The
gguestion is on the passage of Scnate Bill 1001 sponsored by
%enatot Collins. The bill has been read, the question is on
i;hat passage. Those in favor of passage of 1001 vote Aye.
‘éhose opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted

‘&ho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On

ihat question, the Ayes are 36, the Nays are 21, 2 voting

v

;?resent.» Senate Bill 1001 having received the required con-
p

Etitutional majority is declared passed. 1004, in the spon-
< .
-?orship of Senator Holmberg. The question is, shall...shall

}§éuate Bill 1004 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those

o

tbpposed 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 47, the Nays are 9, 3 vo*ing Présent.
‘Senate Bill 1004 having received the reguired constitutional
‘tiajority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1008, under the

[te

Eponsorship of Semator Newhouse. The question is, shall

;Senate Bill 1008 pass. Those in favor vote Aye Those
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i

opposed vote BNay. The voting is open. Have all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that

Question, the Ayes are 843, the Nays are 12, 2 voting Present.
Senate Bill 1008 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Sepmate Bill 1014, wunder - the

séonsorship of Senator Welch. The guestion is, shall Senate

-Bill 1014 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. O©n that question, the Ayes
are 43, *he Nays are 12, 4 voting Present. Senate Bill 1014
having <received the required constitutiopal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1016, under the sponsorship of
Senator Hall. The guestion is, shall Sepate Bill 1016 pass.

Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote'Nay. The voting

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

Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 40, the Nays
are 17, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1016 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill . 1017, under the sponsorship of Serator
Vadalabene. The question is, shall Sepnate Bill 1017 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 guestion, the Ayes are 42, the Nays
are 15, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1017 bhaving received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1018; The question is, shall Senate Bill 1018
pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote ﬁay._ The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take thé record. On that question, the Ayes are 35,
the Nays are 21, 3 voting Present. Senate Bill 101€ having

received the required constitutional majority is deciared

passed. Senate bill...1019, Senmator Marovitz. The guesiion

is, shall Senate Bill 1019 pass. Those in favor vote i ve.

Those opposed vo:te Nay. The voting is open, BHave all ed
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vho wish? HBave all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, the Afes are 38, the Rays are 19, 2 voting
Present. Sepate Bill 1019 having received thé required con-
stifutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1022,
Senator lLechovwicz. The question is, shall Senate Bill 1022
pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
votiag is open. Bave all voted who wish? Have ail voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 40,
the VNays are 17, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1022 having
received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1023, Senator Luft. The question is,
shall Senate Bill...1023 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. Oa
that question, the Ayes are 46, the Nays are 11, 2 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1023 having réceived the required con-
stitutional wmajority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1033,
Senator Hedza. The question is, shall Senate Bill... (Hachine
cutoff)...1s, shall Senate Bill 1033 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote ¥ay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 37, the Nays are 20,
2 votirg Present. Semate Bill 1033 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. The
final bill is 1038 under the sponsorship of Senator Buzhee.
The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1038 pass. fhose 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 41, the Nays are 16;
2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1038 havipg received thé
required constitutional majority 4is declared passed. For
vhat purpose does Senator Collins arise?

SENATOR COLLINS: .

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I...I rise for 1leave to
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have taken off of the agreed list Senate Bill 536.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The...Senate Bill 536 was placed on the agreed list some-
what by error.. Is there leave to remove that from the agreed
list? Rithoué objection, it will be removeé. Alright, we
ars...and thank you for your cooperation, that saved us a
good deal of time. We are on Senate Bill ROHO. Senator
Savickas. Senate Bill 10&0‘is on the Agreed Bill List, and
under *the <cover letter, we will pass that over if itss
knocked off, we will take that bill up the first thing right
after the Agreed Bill List tomorrow. So, we will hold 1040.
Senate Bill 1041, Senator Collins. BRead the bill, Hr. Secre-
tary, please. Senator Collins, no? Alright, hold..;Senate
Bill 1041, 1045, Senator Kelly; Read the bill, Hr. Secre-
tary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1045,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR B.BUCE)
Senator Kelly.
SEN ATQR -KELLY:

Thank you, Nr. President and meambers of.'the Senate. I
can't believe vwe're already to Sepate Bill 1045 so quickly,
but that*s the way we operate, which...expeditiously. Senate
Bill 1045 would regquire that a brief safety warning would be
placed on a formaldehyde foam insulation or om the sales con-
tract; and the message vould be contained just like it is
like on cigarettes, “{he insulation of this product may  be
hazardous to your health.® This...it's a known fact that
wvhat has been accepted in Washington that...and it...it..it
was challenged, this particular law, in Washington because it
was not moved hj the congress. This legislation vas adopted

by the safety division in Washington that they would prevent
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formaldehyde from being placed in homes. This is a foanm sub-
stance that's...that's either in a new constructed home or
into a home that's under...someone who already owns a honme
that's having this particular work dome. Now, I...I know a
family from my former district, which was a young family with
a large number of children, and the oldest son became
afflicted with this formaldehyde poisoning and he will have
this for the rest of his life, and the bad part aBout it is,
besides that, +he family ended up separating and becoming
divorced and even to this day this house has not been sold.
Nobody Auants to buy it and even if they did, they would rum
into some problems of having responsibilities. So,
'they've...they‘ve lost their home and it's...it*'s just, I
think, and I...that this formaldehyde poisoning. is very
dangerous and rather than going after the particular product
itself, <he installation of it is ‘the real issue here, and if
it's installed improperly, then itvvill cause...health haz-
ards to everyone here who might have this insulation placed
in their homes. So, with that, I would ask your support.
I'd be happy to answver any questions anyone might have.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

#Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
support this bill because I think it*s a very fair compendiunm
of warning. I%* doesn't huft anyone, but there has. been...I
have had =many complaints from my area about it, so I think
this is a good bill and I urge yonrvsupport.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

‘ Further discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill
1045 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted whé wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayss are

49, the Nays are 4, none voting Present. Senate Bil:i 1045
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having received the required constitutional nmajority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1049, Senator Philip. 1Is Sena-
tor Philip onm the Floor? 1Is the:é leave for Senator Weaver
to handle that in his...Senator Philip*s absence? leave is
granted. Read the bill, Kr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1049.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB BRUCE)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. This basically is a vehicle
.we'd like to keep alive in case we need something further
down the road.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

With that explapation, is %here discussion? The guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1049 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. Oon
that gquestion, the Ayes are 47, the Hays are'9, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1049 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Sepate Bill 1054, -
Senator Davidson. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1054.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the...
PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Sénate, this is Depart-

ment of Agriculture bill that came about from three reasoms.

One, when we changed and put the State Fair under the Daepart-
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ment of Agricul-ure we d4id not change the authority in rela-
tion to Land of Lincoln Breeders. This is a necessity so
that *he Comptroller can pay the ag premium checks to the
winners, and this year %o the mission and rules about *ickets
takes about nine months to get it through JCAR, you're
talking about the price of the admission or tickets to their
grandstand shows which they have to set up, they get the con-
tracts. The other part had +o do with when we changed
the...put the fair back under the Department of Agriculture,
there was some items in the sections that were not corrected
so they would rur “ogether and this makes +those  technical
changes. Appreciate a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The gquestion is, shall Sepate Bill
1054 pass. Those in favor vote Rye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Take the record. ©n that question, the Aiyes are
53, the YNays are 3, none voting Present. - Senate Bill 1054
having received +he required constitutiomal majority is
declared passed. Sepate Bill 1062, Senator Davidson. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1062.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
‘ Sepnator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this bill is a
bill which we got out of comeittee and held till we goit the
amendment worked out. This is a worked out amendment beiwegen
the Department of Public Health, Planned Parenthood, Right to
Life apd Birthright...Birthright, and I didn*t thipnk I*d ever

see it happen but they did. Appreciate your favorable toll
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call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
Senate Bill 1062 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 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1062 having received the required con-
stitutional wajority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1070,
Senator Sangmeis*er. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill...1070.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of +he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SAHGMEISTER:

Thank you, Br. President and members of the Senate.
First, Senator Geo-Karis has asked to be a cosponsor of this
legislation and I would like leave of the Body for her to be
addzsd.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there leave? Leave is granted. . Sepator Sangmeister.
SENATOBR SANGMEISTER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, the bill.is‘very
simple, it only adds two words to existing legislation, and
those words are "or asbestos,® which would pat asbestos in
the same category as radiological materials or equipaent, and
>bviously extends the statute of limitation for twenty-five
years. I think +the bill is...is here for obvious reasomns.
dorkers do not know when they may have been injured from the
inhaling of this type of materiél, ané as a result, it seems
very logical to me ‘hat we ought to extepd that statute of

limitations. Obviously, they still have to prove aedically
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that their problen c&me from that, bu* that's what it's all
about. Would ask for a favorable roll.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENRTOR EBRUCE)

Is *there discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATCR KEATS:

I thank you, Mr. President and...and Ladies and Gentlemen
>f *the Senate. I'm rising in opposition to this kill. I
would stress this is...in the seven years I've been here,
this bill bhas...has failed to pass at least twice and I think
three times, either as a bill or as an anendpent. So,
it...it has been defeated before. Here's the...the problen
#ith...with asbestosis, we're going from three years to
twenty-five years in terms of liability. Number one, I might
throw in, cost factor is so big when...I've heard some people
say hundreds of millions. I don't know, nobody bhas the
faintest  idea what +this will cost, no one has the faintest
idea. Hé hafe often said tha%, 1in <erms of the cost of
#orkmen's compensation, this is something thatts got to be
liscussed. But to simply add somwething that is open-ended to
the tune of...of probably hundreds of =®illions ' without any
1ttemp* to tighten up some other things, I don't have to teil
you what this does for the cost of worksen's compensation.
But that®s pnot the single biggest issue. I mean, since the
point of the program is %o protect injured workers, yeah, we
iccept the cost. But there are guite a few arquments here.
Number one, to ﬁe quite frank, it isn't always easy to prove
whether it was asbestosis, whether it had aunything to do with
your job. W#ith a <wenty-five year exposure rate, you wmight
have worked for a company for several years and then over
pumerous years when you were not employed by anyome in parc-
ticulax, that's when yoa had the asbestosis problem. You may
have been exposed to it years ago. How do you prove-exactly
when that happened when you have a twenty-five year st:iute

of 1limitations? It is almost impossible to prove when 3zap-
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pened and what happened. Another thing that really has to be
considered is, due to the nature of asbhestosis, five packs a
day of Pall Mall will do the same type of thing. Now, given
snoggh testing you can maybe prove, but I want to +tell you,
the ability *o prove, the ability %o prove when it happened
and stretched out over twenty-five years, to put it mildly,
makes the bill difficult. The expense is unbelievable, so
high tha* no one can calculate...the difficulty to prove is
wvhat makes it so hard to calculate it, but then last of all,
I thirk we just really have to look at the entire situation
with workmen's comp. If this should be included, why dont:
ve have a comprehensive thing +that deals with ome 1like this
that maybe ought to be in and some others that maybe ought to
be out. But take a look at the provision terms of how do you
prove it in over *wen*y-five years. Only radiological stuff
is covered for *wenty-five years. I beli?ve...speaking to
some of my Democrat friends, maybe you don't want to vote No,
maybe - you should just vote Present or perbaps whatever else.
Buz you should consider, before we do something 1like this,
this is a serious problem and it is not...has been defeated
in the past and I think is not adeguately addréssed in this
billi.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DENUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Question of the sponsor.
Senator, does the three-year Statute apply to all claims now
upder worker's comp. in Illimois?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator...Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

-.-I'm sorry, there was conversation going on...if...does
the three vyears apply to ¥Workmen's Comp. Statute right now.

I'm pot a workmen's comp lawyer, I believe it's two vyears,
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and I think the no-ification of the employer has to be within
one year, I think, or medical claims have to have been paid
within that time. I'm sorry, I'am not an expert on workmen's
comp. But three years is max, I could tell you that, I think
itt's two.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Sepator Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAK:

¥ell, thank you...that was my urderstanding, too, George,
it was two years. But the thing I want to point out here, I
understand the reason for...for your suggesting this and I'n
sympathetic to those people who suffer from thié. But to
extend the Statute to twenty-five 7years, it seeas +to ne,
would make anyone, any coumpany that has handled asbestos at
any time in their history, would make those companies practi-
cally uninsyrable today. Because I can't thiﬁk of any insur-
ance company who would willingly stay on that rtisk if +they
knew that they bhad a potential 1liability going kack for
twenty-five years. I think this could cause wholesale
cancellation of worker's compensation by imnsurance co;panies
for any business ¢hat may have kad this exposure sometime in
the past, and that's ome...that's one concern I would like to
point out .to you. The other thing, I understand that Johns
Mansville is technically ims bankrupcy now, 1largely as a
result of some of +these asbestos...asbhestosis claims that
have been filed and...and so I'm wondering, you know, if this
is really the right way we ought to go, if we really should
opsn this up to financial...financial...complete finan-
cial...failure of a lot of our companies and...and perhaps
ipsurance industry.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO~KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
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Johns Yanville happens to be in my district, and I*ve . had

many cases, and I know of many cases that have suffered fron

asbestosis. And just a few years ago I talked to a doctor’

who treated cases from there who used to work for...Jdohms
Manville and I asked him why he left, he said he was...tired
of tregting some of these cases of silicosis as common colds.
If we can have a Statute providing for twenty-five years
statute of limitation for radiation, ashestosis is Jjust as
serious, and i* won't affact *he plamt as heavily as has been
indicated by some of the other speakers, because already the
plants are taking the necessary precautions. But +there are
people who worked there for many years who may be suffering
from this case, and I think it*s only just., If we're going
to have a Statute of <wenty-five years for radiation,
ashestosis is just as serious and I certainly support this
bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMNUZIC)

Alright. ©Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

¥ell, I am mnot a worker's comp. lawyer either, but I
think this thing is being misinterpreted. " UNR which sits in
Chicago right now like Johns Manville are both sitting in
Chapter 1t. One of the major reasons is that under current
law they're doing zhis through tort liability and that*s far

more severe than bringing this under worker's comnp. where

there is...there at least is a determinant amount of liabil-

ity. The suits...let ne ':egind you, at UNR right
now...cuealatively total seven biliion dollars wvhich would be
an impossibility under worker's comp. - So, I think you ought
to look at this a little more closely.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DERUZIO)

Riright. Purther discussion? Seﬁator Sangpeister wmay
close.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
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w%ell, thamk you, I think somevhat though you're missing
the point. Senator Keats talked about...you know, Senator
Keats, you made a, good position...or good argument for the
bill. You're absolutely right, the proof is not easy and
it's almost impossible. And this bill doesn't change the
burden of proof at all. The employee is stillvgoinglto have
to prove that he was affected and as a result is entitled to
compensation because he is...because of that. That burden
still lies entirely with him, and that doesn't change at all.
Now, wunder Sepator Keats' illustration, if Pall Mall ciga-
rettes is the...is the reason, then Pall Mall cigarettes will
Be the reason. If it*'s asbestos, it's asbestos. So, I think
that's completely misdirected and your proof is no different
than if it's going to be under a...radiological claim which
is presently in the Statute. Now, I £feel sorry for John
Mansville's problems +that <they've having presently and if
they may be insolvent, but after all, +hey dealt with the
material. Think about the poor worker, Christ, you know what
his alternative is, he dies. Let's support the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIC)

The question is, shall Senats Bill 1070 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The

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

wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 40, the Nays
are 15, the...2 voting Present. Sepate Bill 1070 bhaving
received the required constitutional =majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1075 is on the Agreed Bill Llist. Senate
Bill 1082, Senator Bruce. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1082.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Bruce.

SENATGR ERUCE:

Thank you, #r. President. As...uwany of the members are
aware, local school districts have the authority to levy for
health apd safety, and since many of tbhe buildings of the
comrunity colleges around the State of Illinois were built iz
the mid %o laze sixties, cosmmunity college districts find
thermselves with th problem of meeting new EPA reguirements
and new energy conservation demands, and they have determined
“ha* “he only vay they're going to be able <o pay £for - these
nev changes in physical facilities, givem %he fact that the
State of Illinois has basically retreated from new construc-
tion, I don*t know what the amount was this year but it was
less than two or three million dollars last year for the com-
munity colleges State-wide, is that this bill would give then
the authority to levy a tax for the...anytime +that they
have...any authority other than the board says that they
would have to...enforce a law of requlation for health and
safer or for any pﬁotection and safety of the environment
pursuant to the EPA 2ct, or to repair physical facilities for
energy conservation purposes. They could do that, and on
Page 2 of the Act, it says, ™A tax rate limitation specified
ip this section may be increased to ten percent uponm approval
of a proposition to affect such increase by a majority of the
electors voting on that proposition at a regularly scheduled
election.® In addi+ion +to that voting procedu:e,vihey also )
are authorized by *his Act to issue bonds, bu:t the issuance
of the bonds and the levying of the ten cents vwould not be,
in fact, cusulative...I...I'm...I may be wromng, it...it says
that this section is cumunlative. 1I'd have to go back and...l
want to re*ract that. I don't know v&ether..-it seens to me
the bonding limitation ought to be within the ten cents, but

I...I1'm not sure that it does. Anyway the...the proposition
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5efore the...well, I...X...X...TI think there 1is a &missing
knot in the...the Act as I was reading through here. I
thought this...the two sections were cumulative and there is
a missing Xnot in the Act, because I think it should say it
is no%* cumulative. The legislative inten%t of this one légis-
lator is that they would be given the authority to levy a tax
after a referendum for alterations and repairs, and if they
wish to...*to 1issue bonds *hat would...would carry a rate of
up to ten cents, they could. And that was the intention, and
I would ask for your favorable support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

Alright. ©Purther discussion? Senator Kunstra.
SENATOR KOSTRA:

Trhank you, M¥r. Fresidemt. Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield.
SENATOR RUSTRA:

The...the levy...is the levy and the bond authorization
both withou* referendum?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEKATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

The bonds could be issued without referendum. The levy
wvould have +to...would require...tkhe ten-cent‘ levy would

require a...a majority...it's a front-door referendum on tke

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator RKastra.
SENATGR KUSTRA:
But there's no referendum on the five cents?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

The first five cents is by board resolution.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kusira.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Well, to the bill. The sponsor indicated something about
the history of coampunity colleges and that they date back to
the late sixties or seventies, but I think we should ‘remem-
ber, that doesn’t meam every community college in the State
of Illinois was constructed back in those Hays. Some are
mOTe <recent than that. The community colleges which I've
visited, not only in my district but other places around the
State, are some of the nicest palaces in the State of Illi-
nois. 2pd it would seem to me that we ought to be dealing
more specifically in trying to differentiate between...
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENXATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator...

SENATOR KUSTRA:

.e.YES.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

...let me interrupt you for a moment. Senator Bruce, for
what purpose do you arise?
SENATCR BEUCE:

I_ would like +to take this out of the record, and I...I
believe, frankly, im taking a look at this, there's a couple
of +things that I would like o change in it and either will
have an amendment and see if we get to it or come back to it
this fall.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Is there 1leave to take it out of the record?
Take it out of +he record. Alright, Senate Bill 1083, 1084
on the Agreed Bill List. Senate Bill 1085, Senator Relch.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
Sepate Bill 1085.

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

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill does two differentv
things. One, i+ sets a formula to be followved by the Illi-
nois Commerce Commission to not allow for utility companies
to pass on excess generating capacity costs to consumers.
The second part of the bill is a amendment to take care of
the situation wherein a commrerce commission meamber is
defeated on the Floor of the Senate for renomination, a
vacarncy will occur after two wseeks after the déte of the vote
on that nomination.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR DEHUZIO)

Alright. Is there any discussion? Any discussion?

The...Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATCOR GROTBERG:

Are vwe on 10857 1Is the original bill still intact which
has to do with a formula for all of the charges?
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator HWelch.

SENATOR WELCH:
Yes, it is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
Senator Grotkerg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

and then you were describing the amendment, were you by
chance?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepator Welch.
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SENATOR WELCH:

Yes, I was describing both.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQC)

Senator Grotterg.

SENATOR GRCTBERG:

-«.I think it deserves more than just a passing glance.
For those of you that have the bill before you, and I*m not
really up-to-date on it except that it...the original bill
puts in a formnla for controlling excess capacity costs by
State law. The amendment that the gentleman described forces
it...a member of the commerce commission to vacate within two
veeks after our refusal to confirm. BAnd with =nmy apologies,
Senator Welch, you may have said that, but I was busy reading
while you were doing it. I think our side ofbthe aisle may
have a difference of opinion on those things and that...that
this 1little State Body shbuld try to .regulate the cost
of...or the price, the re*ail price of snergy by law kind of
boggles nmy nind. 1 don*t know .how we're goimg to it done.
Would you tell us how it's going to work, Senator? -

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIO) -

Alright. Senator ¥elch.

SENAT?R WELCH:

I*d be...I'd be glad to. The idea behind this bill vwas
a...recent rate making decision by the Staté of Yowa. The
State of Iowa Commerce Commission, in effect, 'determined that .
a person who buys stock in a utility company dﬁés so with the‘>
knowledge *that there are certain risks involvea; and one of
those risks is that the utility will not perform to a degree
of economy such that they create too much genefating capacity
by overestimating the peed for electriciiy. The purpose of
the formula is to set forth a method *to encourage better
forecasting and better methods on the part of utility compa-
nies. The way it does this is it figures ont, each year, the

maximus peak load needed by the company. Fros there I: adds
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on twenty-five percent above that. That is the figure .aftet
which any electricity generated by the company is considered
to be excessive. It's an excess genetaied capacity.
The...the reason one hundred twenty-five percent was figured
is because a standard used in Jowa, and I ©believe in the
industry, is that fifteen percent excess above your peak loagd
is what is usually kept on hand for emergencies. The commis-~
sion decided that an additrional fen percent was necesgary to
take care of any potential problems made in estimating by
corporate officers and utility company officials. The for-
mula then goes on +o <require the commerce copmission to
deduct from the charges that can be levied upon consumers a
certain amount based on this formula tkat is to be reduced
from the return %o the shareholders. So, in effect, the risk
is passed £rom the consumers *o *he shareholders because of
the...nismanagement of the company or...basically, the nmis-
management of the company is a risk borne by shareholders angd
not by consumers. That is the purpose of the formula, Sena~-
tor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Alright. Senator...Senator Grotberg, your time is
expired. Sénator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

My time...my time is expired, I will yield to anyone else .
that wants *to take on the proposition, bu:x I f.ind the policy
statements in the amendment that the General Assembly findsA
that a wutility must build acd maintain sufficient capacity
not only to meet its anticipated load but also to nmaintain.
sufficiept tTeserves. And yesterday you wanied to shut thenm
all down. What the hell is goipg on in Illinois? I Gon't
unéerstand it, you «can't have it both ways. The biggest
press}aud headlines in the General Aséembly have been, "shut
them all dowvn," and here you demand %o keep them open as a

policy, statement in +the State of Illinois that we, thx Gen-
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eral Assembly, fird they should build more and more capacity.
I...I can't figure it out. Thank you. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUOZIC)
Alright. Further discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATCR RIGNEY:
Would the...spomnsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Sponsor indicates he will yield.
SENATOR EIGNEY:

I believe the trigger point here is twenty-five percent
excess capaci:iy, is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

That is correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR RIGKNEY:

If you had an increase in demand of three percent a year,
how many years would it take until you would use up tha:t so-
called excess capacity? ‘ A
PRESI?ING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

The formula is to be refigured every year by the commerce
commission. So, it has a built-im inflationary clause in
effect.

PRE%IDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOE RIGNEY:

The fact is that you meet that npew demand, of course,
when you decide to =enter into newv construction. So, you
could have a situation where you could be twenty-five percent

so-called overbuilt, and if yon anticipate that you would
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have .a mere three percent growth in...in the need for power,
you could use that up, theoretically, im about eight years?
time. Takes probably about ten years' time to put a new
nuclear plant on stream, isn*t that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Well, excep*t for the Clin*on plant which seems <o be
taking about twenty years to be put on line, the ans;er is,
each...until the utility company has the new plant on 1line,
until that time, *he formula doesn't kick im as to any poten-
tial generating capacity. But that kind ofrbegs the ques~
tion, because why would the utility be building a new plant
if =here wasn't the need for capacity, and that is, you know,
one of %“he *+hings we're trying to avoid here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rigney.

SENATCE RIGNREY: .

Well, I still continue my point that we may comsider
twenty-five percent to be, you know, horrendously overbuilt,
and maybe wxe're only overbuilt ﬁor about eight years in%to +he
future. The old theory was that if you were at fifteem per-
cent, you're overbuilt, but that was back in the days vhen
you could puz a plant on s*ream in maybe three to four years.
50, lei's...you know, le%'s think in terms o} today's con-
struction timetables and what we*re talking about. Twenty-
five percent...excess capacity really isn'tvall that much
excess capacity when we *think in terms of tem years to " build
a new plant. )
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZ2IO0)

Further discussion?  Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

I'd just like to poipnt out to Senator Rigney that he's in

error. The demand for electricity is decreasing, ask
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any...utility companies, theyfve overbuilt, that's the prob-
lem. They so0ld the ICC on rates based om a plateau which
they've never reached. They do this continually. This is
our argument on this side with the ICC. They give a rate
based on a plateau which a ut{lity companies never reach.
That's what he's saying. Twenty-five percent: is plenty
excess capacity. Twenty-five percent...you just think about
it, and they base their rates, now they come at you and they
raise their rates based on the fact that they've got to have
the wmoney and the income to make their...their bonds accepi-
able on the market, and that's why they raise .the rates a lot
of times now, not because of the demand for. electricity,
because it's decreasing.
PRESIDING OF?ICEH: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEEOEE JOYCE:

Thank yon, Mr. President. I don't -think that the people
on the other side of the aisle are...are really so concerned
about the twenty-five percent, it's refigured every year.
That seems very, very adequate %o me and I *hink it's very,
very adeguate to everybody else. I think the real comcern is
the...the two veeks if we don't confirm scomeone that they’re
out. Why don't you just go ahead and say so, fellows, that's
seens to be the problem. So, you know, wetve...we've wit-
nessed@ the latest commerce commissioner who éid not get off
the board and participated in rate hikes and rate hikes. So,
you know, let's...let's just put it all out Vin the open,
that's what the...the crux of the bill is. "So, I'd certainly
ask everyone *o support this. I +hink it...it is just
reconfirming what the State Senate is all about. If you
don't want to do that, it's alright with ne.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SERATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Friedland.
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END OF REEL
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REEL #9

SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. A question for the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Friedland.
SENATCR FRIEDLAND:

I understand +this legisla*ion addresses the appointment
process and so forth. 1It's ny understanding that this proce-~
dure is outlined in the State Constitution, but you're merely
addressing it here %o a bill. I...is that a problem there?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR DEMUZIG) A

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

I believe +hat the nominations and confirmations of mem-
bers of the commerce commissiop are set forth in the com-
merce...Conmperce Commission Act...or Public Utilities Act
rather.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...Senator Friedland.
SENATQR PRIEDLAKD:

But their appointment or removal from office or their not
serving, I think, is stipulated...it's outlined in {he Con-
stitution. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

I believe it's withia the same section, I wouldn't be
amending the Constitution here. 1Llet nme...I don't have ay
amendment right in front of me.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIOQ)
Alrigh<+. Any further ques*ions? Senator Welch may

close.
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SENATGR WELCH:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. I would just like to say
that...*o Senator Grotberg's statement that we are trying to
shut down the utility companies in this State, is absolutely
incorrect. If he would have listened yesterday to the bill,
or the day before yesterday to the bill I had passed and the
moratorium on nuclear power plants, +that applied only to
nuclear plants, in fact, we would encourage coal fired plants.
in the sState of Illinois to use some of our Illinois coal.
This bill is to help consumers. The idea is that when wutil-
ity companies put %09 nuch money into excess generating
capacity and they have too much capacity, that that's' some~
thing their shareholders should pay for. F%e're not saying
thgy skouldn't have more than twenty-five percent generating
capacity above their peak for the year. Now, this
is....isn’t the average, this is the peak generating 1load
during the year, and what we're saying is, go ahead and have
thirty or forty percent, but vhen you do, that is goimng to be
borne by your shareholders, they are risk seckers. And, in
effact, Mr. President, I'd just like to say thaé]this is sort
of a Republican type bill. This is for the free enterprise
system. The shareholders want to take risks, and if they
take +he risks, they may get profits, the stock may go up,
they get dividends. That's what the corporations are for and
I think that this bill should be supported. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1085 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Ray. Thé
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
Qish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 26, *the Nays are 30, 2 voting Present. Senate
Bill 1085 having failed to receive the reéuired constitu-

tional majority is declared lost. Senate...on the Orde: of
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3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1087, Senator Savickas. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1087.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of *he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DENMUZIOQ)

Senator Savickas.
SENATCBE SAVICEAS:

Yes, Mr. President and member of *he Senate, Senate Bill
1087 contains supervisions that were adopted by the Local
Government Comnittee in Senate Bill 1632 last year. They
were no* adopted on the Floor because of a big fight regard-
ing, a%t +that time, +the chairmam of <he Chicago Housing
Authority. This bill impacts on the Chicago Housing Author-
ity. The current law requires that the Housing Authority's
budget be presemted to the city council before becoming
effactive. Sepate Bill... 1087 would require that the budget
be presented apd approved by the city council before beconing
effective. There is also an inconsistency tha% exists in the
Statutes in relation to the eminent domain powers of the city
and tée CHA. The Illinois Housing and Redevelopment Act,
Chapter 67 and a half, paragraph 9, currently requires that
the City Council of Chicago approve property acquisition
before the authority can affect a purchase. "No real prop-
erty or interest in real property shall be acguired by the
Housing Authority wuntil such time as the Housing Snthority
has advised the governing body of such wmunicipality of <the
description of the real property proposed to be acquired and
the governing bhody of the nanicipality has approved
the...acquisizion +thercof by the Housing Authority.” How-
ever, in the same paragraph, language seems o give eminent
domain powers to CHA. *"Such authority may acguire real prop-

erty by the exercise of eminent domain.™ Now, it should be
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noted that the regquirement of notice and approval of acquisi-
tions in municipalities of over five hundred thousand has
been vaived in court,...Geitrol versus City of
Chicago...Gotroll...Geautreaux. ¥HNow, what we're asking here
is that the «city council who is the immediate local repre-
sentative of every compunity im the city have the power, as
we have here in the legislature, to approve not only the
sites tha¢ ¥ill be purchased in their areas but the bhudget of
the CHA as we here approve the budgets of all bodies that we
govern. I would solicit your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

No need %o ask if there's any discussion, the lights are
all on. Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Senator, you checked with the chief executive of the city
with *his bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Savickas indicates he will yield.
SENATGR SAVICKAS:

No...no, I didn't, I didn*t check the last time I put it
in either.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR DRNUZIO)

Senator Newhouse.

SEFATOR NEWHOUSE:

¥ho wants the bill, Senator?
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICRAS:

Senator Savickas and the people of my district want the
bill because we, as in many areas, have experienced tke C3Afs
total disregard for community involvement and they'r= Just
going out to purchase property without any community iaput,
and I *hipk this is wrong. I think that if we're c¢=ing to

have public bodies distegarding not only their local - "ecxed
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officials but the community residents themselves, then I
think we in =he Legislature must act to protect our rights
and protect their voice in our communities. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena*or Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHQUSE:

¥ell, I don't see any need to...to protract this discus-
sion. I think everybody kmows what this bill is all about.
I would suggest all the red 1lights in the world ought to be
on on this bill. Thank you, Mr...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIO)

Further discussion? Sena%or Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. ®ould the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates be will yield.

SENATOR JONES:

Senator Savickas, vyou mentiored the Geautreaux decision
that...%*hat deals with the <Chicago Housing 2authority. Is
the...the...the Federal court still hold...has jurisdiction
in that particular case as you relate to public housing in
the City of Chicago?

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:
I don't know, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOUZIQ)
Sena*or Jones.
SENATOR JONES:
Well, you read the...read the decision there, I mean,

could you tell me what affect i% has on *+he Chicago public

housing?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I read a note from our staff remarking on that particular
provision. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:
Weli, for your information, Senator, fhe court still

maintain jurisdiction over the CHA sites as well as its se-

lection of =sites ip the City of Chicago. This matter

still...is in Federal cour:., ©F¥o matter what we do here, +the

Federal court will presap* in this particular case. But

there's a couple of other gquestions I wanted to ask you

about, and it deals with housing. Rhat *ype of housing do
the Chicago Housing Authority build?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIO)
Senator Savickas.
SENATCR SAVICKAS:

I ipagibe they build all types of housing, whether it's
single, duplex €fawmily, wmulti...multi-family, senior citi-
zen...senior buildings, they have guite a few big senior
projects. I would +think that +they involve themselves in
quite a few different types of buildings and éonst:uction for

different purposes. As far as the Federal courts are coan-

cerned, just to say, well, the Federal courts are involved so

we can't touch it, thatfs a lot of baloney. If that was the
case, we vwouldn't have all of these appeals in...from court

decisions that are entered, and the Federal court does change

its mipd, does sometimes realize that they've made a mistake

and they have <o readjust their...their views and their
thinking on these cases. N
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Alright. Senator Jones.
SENATOR JOXNES:

Jus= one o+her question. The CHA build homes priwmarily
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for what type people?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, I would imagine the people that are homeless.
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Alright. Sena*tor...Sena%or Jomes.

SENATOR JONES:

I didn't hear you, will you repeat the statenment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Semator Savickas.

SERATOR SAVICKAS:

1 imagine they build them for the people that are home-

less or in need of housing.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

Alright. Senator Jones, can you wvind down.
SENATCR JGHNES:

Yeah, 1I*11 wind it douwn because I know the hour is
running late and everything, and I...I knov <that ~you
are...you have spoke for the City of Chicago in the past and
I don't kpow if you still serve in that particular capacity.-
But...but one of the things that's so amazing about this
piece of legislation, *the reason why I was asking you <*hose
ques+tions, is *hat I don*'t think any type legiélation dealing
with housing authority across the State of Iliinois is cur-

rently on the book wherein that housing authori{y would have

to have special dispensation from their local...local uniis

of government in order to build housing fotr ééople...it's a

sad state of affairs, Ladies and Gentlemen, when we, in
this Body, have to give elderly citizens, poor people housing
and...and here you have legislatiom calling for a special
dispensation rom a cCcity council-iﬁ order for the Chicago
Housing Authority to build homes for those individaals. I

don't think that we should be approving this type of i:. ;is~
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lation. We know what this legislation is doing, it's_not for
people, this is what you call class legislation. I 1listened
to some of my colleagues on the House Floof talk akout the
right <o life, the unborn persons, but they don't tell that
same person that i€ you are born poor and the government want
to build housing for you, that you will have to have special
dispensation from a local unit of government in order to have
housing built for you. If you happen =0 be a senio:' citizen
and you need low-income housing, them it mus:t be approved by
a city council instead of having the houses built for then
like every other citizen in this State. Tﬁis is what you
call class legislation and I'm surprised that you only
directed this legislation to the City of Chiéago, because if
it affect the rest of the State of Illinois, it would réceive
approxinzately fifty-five No votes, and I wish this 1legis-
lation would receive such.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRTOR DENUZIO)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Collins.' Ladies

and Gen*lemen, the timer is on.
SERATCR COLLINS:
Yes, question of the sponsor.
PRESI?ING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
. Indicates he will yield. Sebaior Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator...Senator Savickas, you indicated that this
legislation came about as a resul:t of...of the wishes of your.
constituents...majority of your constituents, and I reallf
wouldn’t.,.wouldn't even...doubt that. But I would 1like +to
know, what would be the net effect in terms of the way hous-
ing sites are selected now versus the vay they will be se-
lected under you billz
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICEAS:
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Senator Collins, there's no difference im the choice of
selection of sites. ¥%hat it does is say that...that <he
aldermen must be no+ified, the community mus* be notified and
that the aldermen 1in an open dialogue in city council must
approve all sites selected. There's no different criteria
for <*he selection of these sites, but they must know about
it. Onre of the questions was asked...or brought up that this
vas class legislation; yes, this legislation originally was
put in for  wunicipalities over five hundred *housand. If
it's good for municipalities over five hundred thousand, vhy
isn't it good for under? I'm just trying to bring it back to
vhat...to what's applicable to the rest of the State.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. S2mna*or Collinms.

SENATOR COLLINS:

I...I bhave no problems with people being notified, but
under the current rules is it rot fair +to say that public
hearings is required before the sites...you know, before the
building take place?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEHUZIQ)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Don't they have public hearings now?

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
- Alright. Senator Savickas.
SENATGR SAVICKAS:

Not...the CHAR does not have that requirenent, They may
just acquire the property by the exercise of eminent domain
without public hearings.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIO)

Senator Collins. Alright. Any further discussion?

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Jimmy Taylor, where are we when we need you? This, as I
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recall, is...the bill +hat was, I think, Senate Bill 1632
from the last Session which was bad om the nmerits whgn‘ it
first came to the Floor, then, of course, fhe merits sere
forgotten in the recurrent amendements that dealth with Hr;
Swibel's rTelationship to *he Chicago Housiang Authority. Bu:
I think that i% is important to note that, if I recall, the
research and discussion at that time, there is no gquestion
that it interferes with the operation of the court ordef rand
fhe whole Geautrreaux mechanism. 2And it seems to me, for that
reason alone, it is very, very undesirable. I-Hould also ask
the <Chair whether +this takes a majority vote or a three-
fifths vote?

PRKESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO) -

dlright. Further discussion? Senator...oh, I'm SOITY.
SENATdE NETSCH:

I also addressed a question to the C?air, whether this
takes a majority vote or a three-fifths vote. .

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

The Chair is prepared to :rule that this is not pre-
enptive; +herefore, it would take thirty votes.y Purther
discussion? Senator Dawson.

SENATQR DA®SON:

{Machine cutoff)...Savickas, how long has +the City of
Chicago been operating with the commissioner of housing as it
has been now? .
fBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Sa_vickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I would...I would imagine close to twenty years.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:
«-.in the last twenty years they haven't done the job and

*he aldermen have agreed with it so far?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena+or Savickas.

SERATGR SAVICEKAS:

No, I-don't think they'vé done the job in the last tuenty
years, I don't think the aldermen have agreed with it, but
as...as you know, many of the aldermen have probably been
intimidated by court action aﬁd the concern that you can't
run into Federal court because a Federal court judge at one
tine said, you <can't do this. I'm saying if it's wrong,
let!s bring it in there and let's have thenm make a determi~
nation, that's all. Is it wrong that fbe city council
nust...exercise their approval? It says in the State 1law
that <they must. That hasn't been stricken, that hasn't been
stricken at all. Le%t*s find out if this is prbper or if it
isntt. Let's not Jjust say, well, they cap do it and then
don't let tkem do it. Let's say they have this authority
under State Statute, let!s exercise it, letts find out if
it's proper.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senaior Lemke.
SENATCR LEMKE:

I think %*his is a good bill, I think it's a bill that
allows the people within the local community to decide in
their voice and their city council in voting fifty. VThe
track record of the Chicago Housing Authority has been ter-
rible in not only in where they build the sites but in +the
type of buildings they...they have built in the past. And I
*hink this...and the ci*y council had no- jurisdiction over
it. This just simply says that they can approve what's being
done, the sites and so forth, and I think this is cf iocal
matter, it should be decided by 1local people, not Iy the

tate of ZIXllinois. The city...the Chicago Housing :<hori-
ties don*t even have to go into building new buildings, they

can buy old buildings and rehab ther. That's possibi:. under
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the Chicago Housing Authority. In fac%, in some localities
in the United States, the Chicago Housing...the housing
authorities have gone outside the city limits and built sites.
to house people. I mean, this is a good bill, it just simply'
says *hat local people should have the riqght toc approve sites
and approve *hem, and that's all. Re just...it's like any
other 1local zoning, if you build something, the city council
has to approve what's going.to built there. >If they. don't
issue a permit for that, when then the site ain't built. Aand
I...I can't see nothing wrong with this, <this helps
everybody. This does not go across the bLoard against any
particular group of people,. ¥We have people living in all
kinds of housing, and I think it's a good bill and I thisk
it*s long overdue, it's probably should have been done when
we originally established Chicago Housing Authority by tﬁe
State. I ask for an Aye vote. i
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Alright. Furgher discussion? Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

Briefly, Mr. Precsident, thank you. This bill was
designed to satisfy some segments of <Chicago, especially
thoseu personas that would 1like to defy the Federal courts.
" Judge Austin issued his decision in 1969, it has been
appealed, appealed, appealed and appealed. 2Another judge, a
Federal judge, has issued another decision”ou sca;.tezed
sites. At one time, the Chicago City Council, which I did
serve in that body, had the authority to dictate as to where
"public housing would be constructed or rehabilitated. A%
that time, there was no such thing as :ehabilitatién. The
point of all the fuss is that somebody can go back home and
say, I tried to get it through or I did get it through, we
know it's uoconstitutional but this will keep your neighbor-A
hood from having public housing involved. 1It's not going to .

be that way. All the relief for people that are in need of
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these kind of things wmust and do come from <he Federal
courts, because if you depend on local courts, you get a bad
decision. All decisions that have been appealed from local
court decisions bave been won. We know what the sitpation
is, let's face it, it's useiess to waste a lot of time on it.
Those persons that are going to vote for it, their minds are
made up, and those that's going to vote against it, their
minds are made up. But at any rate, we know i:i's going to be
an unconstitufiopal provision in thére, ¥e know that +*he
Supreme Court or the Federal Judicial Court...Appeals Court
is going to have to throv it out. So, those that are‘ spon-
soring and advocating +*this, “hey're going to get their ink
out of i%, and we knov we have %o fight this kind of 1legis-
lation each year, itfs nothing new. It's the kind of people
that want this, I don't blame them if they must retain  this
kind of legislative program in order to maintain their seats.
So, 1it's +to their advamntages. Those of us thatt*s down here
that are attempting to prevent this kind of thing, we're
sincere about it. So, I'm not going to take up anymore: time
and talk about it, it's a bad bill, so let's kill it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DENUZIO0)

Alright. PFurther discussion? Senator Newhouse, for - the.
second time.
SENATOR NERBOUSE:

¥r. President, I just wan*t to say, this is Medley Hovers
revisited and it ought to be treated the same way. I @move
the previous question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Senator Savickas may elose.
SENATOR SAVICKRAS:

Well, I +think this Jjokingly referring to it as Medley
Movers b&ll is a false accusation. 'This bill was put onto
Senator Taylor's bill last year as an amendment because his

vas the only public house bill that dealt with public hous~
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ing. Many of the pembers here in their furor to Tremove Mr.
Swibel as the chairman of ‘he Housing Authority at that time
undertook this as another cause. I appreciate those Senators
in committee that supported this bill, some of who spoke
against it +today. But if this bill is so bad, let's bave the
court straighten it ou*. Why are we having under State lav
that the housing authority must present the budget to the
city council, so they could sit there and look at it and
waste +heir time? If it's so importamt, let's havé then
present it apnd approve it, or remove i~z from the lav and not

present it at all. If in sections of the State law it says

that they must approve as the couacil approved the acguisi-

tion of the property, then let's follow that, let*s say, yes,
they have the power, not immediately ipn another pg:agraph try
to circumvent that. Let!s find out what is proper for ther.
If the council...in oar City of Chicago, as in any other
municipality, has this authoritfy, has this responsibility and
are responsible for wha* happens in their communities, lett's
have it on the law. I think the Federal Government has
interfered \and tried social planning and social prograas so
often in *hese last +twenty some o0dd years and they bave
failed, failed wmiserably amd we keep trying to perpetuate
their failure ip our system in our society. I would 'hope
that all of you that have these communities, that come fron
any type of municipality +tha* has a local representative
goverpment, that you feel that they have the obligation and
responsibility to represent their communities and will vote
Aye on this bill. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)}

Alright. The question is, shall Senate Bill 1087 pass.
Those in favor will vote 2ye. Those opposed will vote HNay.
The voting is open. Have all voted Hhé wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On

that guestion, the Ayes are 13, the Nays are 22, 11 voting
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Presenz. Senate Bill 1087 having failed to receive the
required constituticnal majority is declared lost. Senate
Bill ~ 1092, Senator Maitland. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {8HR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1082.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1092 requires each school board to have
its school buildings inspected every ten years to »maintain
compliance vith health and life safety standards. Currently,
the State board specifies wminimum health anpd...and life
safety standazds for school buildings, but currenily only one
inspection...one inspection is...is...is given and tha%'s
given by a registered architect or a registered...engineer.
This bill then would require an inspection once every ten
years.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR DENUZIO)

Alright. Any discussiocn? Senator DelAngelis. Seﬁator

Delngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

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

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Is this a mandated program?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitlangd.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Yes, it is.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR DENUZIOQ)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Maybe you could bring i+ back next yéat and demandate it
if it passes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any further discussion? Sepnator Maitland, do you wish %o
close?

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Appreciate a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. The question is, shall Senate Bill...1092 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who vish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. ~0n that question,
the Ayes are 20, the Nays are 28, 1 vo*ing Present. Senate
Bill 1092 having failed +to receive the required constitu-
tional majority is declared lost. Senate Bill 1096, Senator
DeAngelis. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1096.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3:@ reading of the bill.
éBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)
Senator Delngelis.
SERATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, HNr., President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1096 as amended makes some changes in the ‘con-
solidated election laws on nonpartisan elections. It allows
for pore time in terms of the filing dates; it changes sone
dates in terms of appeals; it clarifies who should be feim-
bursed and it also requires that a form of the petition or a

sample of the petition be provided for the election. This
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grew out of some things that occurred im our area where,
because of the tihe frames, there was not enough time to do
all the appeals neéessary for people who had been thrown off
the ballot for a techmical reason to go through the appeal
process. I urge its favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Alright. Is there any discussion? Any discussion?
Senator Schuneman.

SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

Qﬁestion of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Are the county clerks in support of this bill, Senator?
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena*or DeAngelis.

SENATOR TeANGELIS:

To my kpowledge, right now they are, yes. There was a
change made +tha*t +they supported where they did not have to
furnish the...the...%he petitions, just a sample of it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUDZIO)

Senator...any further discussion? Senator DeAngelis may
close.

SENATOQ DeANGELIS:

Roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATOR DEMUZIO)

The gquestion is, shall Semate Bill 1096 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish?...have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes ate 55, the Nays are 1, mnone voting
Present. Senate Bill 1096 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1099;

Senator Lemke. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
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SECEETARY:

Senpate Bill 1099.

(Secretatry reads title of bill)

3zd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIG)

Senator Lenke.
SENATCR LEHKE:

What this does is sets up the 911 Emergency Telephone

System Study Commission which will last for two years, look

into +the...the problem we have now. 2nd the reason for this

is very simple, it's been...rsqguested by many lav enforcement
agencies that are involved in 911 to...to look into it to see
why the State has not cooperated fully with +them im their
systems. We have appropriated nmoney every year under +he
commerce commission, yet this nmomey is not wused properly
within the...the existing 911 system. This does not estab-
lish bpew...911 sysitems, it just looks into how come
We...vWe...we told local governments to establish 911 systesms,
and yet, we as a State have not done anything to implement
them and to clear up the problems that are involved in them.
We want +to know why and...and the...I've been asked by :he

Fraternal Crder of the Police and the various law enforcement

groups throughout the State, throughout every county, inclad-

ing DuPage and Cook, why isn't this working? And I think

it's a good bill, T think it's time we as the Legislature
should fulfill our duty, and that's *o check on 1legislation
that we pass and...implement but we do nothing to check to

see if that legislation is properly being enforced. I +think

this will give wus that power to do that. I ask for am Aye
vote.
PRESIDING QOFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Is there any discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, Mr. President. #®ill the sponsor yield for a
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guestion?
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMU2I0)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Fawell.
SENATGR FAWELL:

Senator, and I'm asking this out of pure ignorance, why
couldn't we have the Investigating Committee do this rather
than set up another cosaission?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Lemke.

SENATCR LEMKE:

I think the Legislative Investigéting Compission...ve
couald do that but I den't +hipk this is the jurisdiction of
then. This is in regards +*o appropriating funds and so
forth. ¥hat we're talking about here, Senator Fawvell,
I...I've been requested from your area by Hr. Ludwig, the
court administrator in Rhea*on. He 1is interested in this
commission %o find out whatt's happening. Various other
people are...trying to find out what's happening. Kefve
seen...seen mponey appropriated for people to do this, yet
these people are no:t doing it, *hey're used for other puor-
pos2s, at least what I gef involved in. And what we want to
do here is to make sure that ve, as legislators, who is npade
up by the Bodies, bty both Houses, check ou what’s going on.

I think this is...this is a necessary bill, as 911 has been

around and been working and whe*her ve're going to go forward

with this system or whether we recommend eliminating 911
system in Illinois, we should do that. And tﬁis is whbat this
comeission will find ou:.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Alright. Sepator Fawell.
SEFATOR FAWELL:

Not to belabor the.point, but tvo gquestions. Nusber one,
is *hat %the same Mr. Ludvig who is the administrative z.d of

the chief judge?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I'11...I'11 1look for the letter I have. I assunme
het's...I would assume so, he's with the justice of...a Co-
ordinator Council, DuPage County, Bdward ludwig IXI.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIQ)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Do...d0 you have any idea what...what this commis-
sion...is going to run and where we're going to get the funds
for thbhis?

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

¥ell, Sernator Lenke. Sepnator Pawell, your time has
expired. Semator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Bight now there is funds under the commerce commission.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SIXATOR DEMUZIO)

Any further discussion? Sepator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. If there*s anything we need

less _than one more compission around here, it's a commission
on 911. I think this Legislature has made- if pretty clear
that we're not going to fund the 911 systey, thai in mamy
parts of downstate Illinois the systenm is nucb too eipensive,
all out of propor*tiom to the value that would be :eceived‘ by
communities. ke can't afford it, we made that decision a
long time ago. Let's guit studying this beast and put it
away and...and get on to other more important.business. .
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alrigh+t. Apny <further discussion? Senator Lemrke may
close.
SENATOR LEMKE:

think this is a good book...I*m just reading a news-
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paper here, a...a State Journal which is Wedpesday the 25th,
and they have a 1letter in regards to this from...fron
Illiopolis, which calls...where they put in a 911 syszenm
and...and it turoced out to be inefficient. So, we recom~
mended to certain areas to put im 911, yet they're ineffi-
cient, yet we do nothing as far as the State to...to come up
with recommendations +o abolish *hem and they're stuck with
them. And what this commission will do is...is if...if 911
should fail in Illinois, then we will recommend to the Gen-~
eral Assembly to abolish *he systems. But right now the com~
merce commission is doing nothing, all we'ze doing is appro-
priating momey every year and they're doing nothing to come
back with recommendations. Therefore, I think it's our daty
as an elected Body to look inio why, if the system is ineffi-
cient, then let's...let's abolish it. But let's not keep it
in some parts and not in other parts. I mean, let's go all
the way with i* or...or eliminate it completely, but w2z have
to come up with sose reconmendations, and I think thatfs what
this commission would do.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1099 pass.

Those im favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.

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

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On tha*t guestion, the Ayes are 22, the HKays
are 35, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1099 having . failed
to receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. Senate Bill 1105, Senator Rock. Read the bill; Mr.
Secretary, please.
SECEETARY:

Sepate Bill 1105.

(Secretari reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDINRG OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)
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Senator Rock.
SENATOR RQCK:

Thank you, MNr. Fresiden% and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1105 is an attewmpt on my part to afford
to the Chicago Convention and Tourism Bureéu some badly
needed funds wvwith which %o support their activities to market
and to promote Chicago as a travel destination and site for
conventions, trade shows, corporate and small meetings. The
funds that will be afforded under this legislative proposal
cannpot be used, the bill recites, for the construction of any
facilities, atiraction o capital expense or *o underwrite
any festival or special event. As I'm sure you are awvare, we
have a State-wide hotel operators occupation tax that gener—
dtes on an arnual basis, roughly, thirty-two million dollars.
I am informed by the department that fourteem pillion dollars
of that is generated in the City of Chicago, and the Chicago
Convention and Tourism Bureau feels that if.they had a fair
share of that money returned, they could in turn reinves* i+
and promo%*e even more irade shows and more conventions ou*t of
McCormick Place and the various hotels. The amount of money
that +this bill would require is approximately four million
dollars. It calls for fiftean percent of that tax revenue to
be returned to the Chicago Convention and Tourisa Bureau.
So, it would be an amount of about four million dollars annu-
ally, and I solicit your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The
question is, shall Senate Bill 1105 pass. Those in favof
will voite 2ye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted whs wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? EKave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take +the record.
On <hat question, the Ayes are 28, the Nays are 30, 1 woting

Present. Senator Rock.
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SENATCR RCCK:

I wish to further postpone consideration of this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR DEHUZIQ)

Senator Rock requests...the sponsor requests postiponed
consideration. Sepate Bill 1106, Senator...whoop, Senator
Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you. I wonder, just so wve mnmight get a 1little
breathing room, I have a...I'd like to go to the order...out
of the order of business and go to a House joint resolution,
which I will read and them we have a special guest. This is
House Join%t Eesolution 47 and it says:

{Senator ERock reads HJR 47)

"Pate," happy birthday.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there leave to go to resolutions? Leave 1is granted.
Sena*or Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, very much. I certainly appreciate the
balloons, perhaps later today I may need them 0 get out of
this Chasber, you never kpnow. But I'11 tell you, I only feel
thirty-nine. I npay look fifty-nine, but I only feel
thirty-nine. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Senator Rock has moved the...Housze Joint Reso-
lution 46. 211 +those 1in favor signify by saying Aye.
Opposed. Aye....resolution is adopted. Is there leave to
return *o the Order of 3rd Reading? Leave is granted.
Senate...oB the Order of 3rd Beading, Senate Bill 1106, Sena-
tor Lemke. Read the bill; Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1106.

(Secretary reads +*itle of bill)

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

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does, it removes from the State public
utility tax base any gross receipts revenues received from
providing gas, phone and electric services to school dis-
tricts. #hat this does is eliminates the duplication process
now in us...in the State paying the schools money as aid and
then taking it back in the form of a utili*y tax which is a
duplication. The...fiscal note on this is about...there's a
loss of...on paper of about four million dollars. I think
it*s a good bill, I think it's long overdue and I asgk for a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Alright. 1Is there any discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

#r. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
the...I rise in opposition to +this bill. The sponsor
described junst exactly what it does. It does exempt from the
gross receipts “ax sales %o schools. The price tag on this
bill is 4.6 million decllars. That would be ihe reduction in
revenues to the State of Illinois. We've already seen this
bill, oOr...or...this...similar idea incorporated in another
piece of legislation wvhich was...vhich failed the other day.
I strongly urge you to vote No on this bill as well.
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. It seems to me that this bill
does make some sense. FRhile it admittedly removes somze-money
from the utility receipts to the State, it does provide some
form of relief for school districts, And to a very éonsider—
able extent, it has been kind of a foolish way of shkuffling

public money around for a long period of time. 1I: is not
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exactly as if we wvere giving it to private agencies, although
that bill will be forthcoming I am sure. This ome is simply
a matter of reshuffling where the burden is going tao fall,
and I think in this case it does make some sense.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENUZIOG)

Alright. ©Further discussion? Senator Lemke may close.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I ask for a favorable vote for the schools,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUDZIC)

The question 1is, shall Senate Bill 1106 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vo:ed who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.. On that
question, the Ayes are 34, the Nays are 23, none voting
Prasent. Senate Biil 1106 having received the required con-
stitutional rajority is declared passsd. Senate Biil 1107,
Senator Lerke. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1107.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO) -

Airight. Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:
» What this bill does is exactly what it says. It exenmpts
the sales of atilities +o churches and religious ins+ti-
tutions. ®hat we 4o is also defipme in the State what a cor-

poration is and that®'s corporations under the Pederal law,

Section 10 which says, “Corporations in any comamuaity chest:

fund or foundation organization operating exclusively for
religious charity or...religious charity, scientific testing
for public safety...literature or educational purposes or
those to foster the natiomal and international amatear sports

contribution. But...but in only in no part it's the activi-~
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+ies involve the provisions of any athletic...facility or
equipment or for the prevention and cruelty %o children. No
part of the net earnings of...of which enures to the benefit
of any private shareholder or individual, no substantial part
of +the activities of which is carrying om propaganda or
otherwise aitempting to influence legislation except as
otherwise provided under +the...the Revenue Act.®" I think
this is a...a clear definition of what we consider a reli-
gious and charity corpor+ion. I think it's a good‘bill and I
think i+‘'s long overdue. Apnd the estimated loss here is
not...is way under a million dollars. I ask for its adop-
tion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

hlright. Any discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATCR ETHEREDGE:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentleme? of the Senate, I
rise in opposition <o this bill. The bill, again, does just
exactly what <he sponsor says. It eliminates the gross
receipts tax on the gas, electricity and transmission of nmes-
sages to...not only to churches, but you've just listened to
the...*he broadened definition of ‘*hose institutions that
vould_be covered under the terms of +<his piece of legis-
lation. I don't know what the fiscal impact of this...the
passage of tbis legislation would be. When vwe askéd that
guestion, we said “hat there's just no way to determine it.
I'd suggest to you that it is measured in thé pillions of
dollars, hovever, because we...you just heard the vide vari-
ety of insfitutions that would be covered by this legis-
lation. Seems to me that +this is a wrong time, if there ever
is a right time, this is certainly the wrong time to be pass-
ing a bill like this one. I urge a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Any further discussion? Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:
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Thank you, Mr-. President. On +*his one, I agree with
Senator Etheredge. There is a cost, it is not determinable.
It is...we think it is probably in the nature of two to three
million dollars at least, but it really is a very bad idea to
start exempfting, especially under such a broad definition,
these institutions and agencies from the State utility taxes.
I would urge a No vote.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SERATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Senator Lemke may close. ‘Rell,...Senator
Collins, your light was not om. Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

I rise in support of...of this bill, and...and I...I
agree that *he definition tend to be very broad. Bot back
home in @y district many of the charitable and nonprofit
organizations are having to pick up the load that the State
and local govermment is not carrying as it relate to provid-
ing services for the needy in those areas. Because of the
high utility taxes and...and the use during *he winter, it
takes away from the monies that they need for other types of
services. I think that if we're not% going...if they have *o
assume ouUr responsibility, then this is an incentive for them
to provide services that...that we cannot provide. For ‘that
reason, I think it's a good bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any further discussion? Senator Lemke may close.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I don't +think this definition is a broadened definition
that we're talking about. fe're talking about operating
exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific testing for
public safety, literature, educational purposes or to foster
the national or international amateur sports competition, but
excluding, excluding athletic facilities and equipment. So,
what we're doing here is we're not broadening the definition,

in fact, this new definition was adopted by the ¥zderal
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Govesrament o =ighten up the charitable exemptions, and
that's what this does, tightens it up. And I think it's long
overdue that we return this money back to these people
because many of these institutions are providing State
services, +he Sta*e is reinbursing +hem, we indirect are
taking the money...little money back that they do reimburse
back, indirectly, in the way of a ufility tax, and I think
it's...we don't.do it in the way of sales +tax and I dontt
think we should do it in the way of utility *ax. And...and
my estimate says it was...the amount wvas imsignificant, it
was less than a million dollars, so I don't know where these
other...explanations came from. That was from +*he...the
fiscal note +that I had.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

The’ question is, shkall Senate Bill 1107 pass. Those in
favor will voie RAye. Those opposeé ¥ill vote Nay. The
voiing is open. Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted who
vish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted ®ho wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 31, the MNays
are 27, none voting Present. Sepate Bill 1107 having
received the reqguired constitutiocnal majority is declared
passeg. Senate Bill...Senator Johans, for what purpose...
SENATOR JOHNS:

Having voted on the prevailing side for Semate Bill 1107,
I move to reconsider the vote by which that bill passed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUDZIO)

Alright. . Senator Johns moves to :econsider,' Senator
Lemke wmoves to Tabkle. All in favor signify by saying Aye.
Opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion is...is Tabled.
Senate Bill 1108, Senator D'Arco. BRead the bill, Xr. Secre-

tary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1108.

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

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1108 provides
that a former member of the General Assembly who is on con-
tract with a State agency may apply his service with the
State agency and receive credit in the General Assembly Pen-
sion System for up %o four years by lawv. This bill...there
is a window in this bill which provides that the contribution
to the pension system nust be made from Januwary 1, 1984 to
March ist, 1984.‘ So, anyone who has not coniributed within
that vary, very narrov time frame would ano* be eligible to
transfer that credit from the State agency to the General
Assembly Pension System. 2And I ask you to...for a favorable
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Is there any discussion? Sepator Kesats.
SENATCR KEATS:

I always o0...I always hate to voie on something I don't
understand. John, which of our 0ld friends are we taking
care of with thkis amendment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

This is...this is for ne, and...and vhen I
retire...and...you know, I perform services For the State
I...I'n going %o need this bill.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SEFATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

I'm glad io hear +ha%t, you and who?

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {SENATOR DEXUZIO)

Senator D'Arco. Any further discussion? Is there any
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further discussion? Senator D'Arco may close.
SENATGR D*ARCO:

Ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1108 pass. Thpse in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vcte Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have ail voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 19, the Nays are 32, 1 voting Present.
Senate Bill 1108 having failed to receive the required con-
stitutional wmajority is declared lost. Senate Bill 1134,
Senator Kustra. kead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
1134,

ACTING SECRETARY: (#R. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1134,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd readi;g of the pill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Alzight. I skipped over a bill, wetll come back to it.

Senator...Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Tgank you, ¥r. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1134 removes a statutory ceiling of one hundred

and five dollars momthly for nursing care payment for general

assistance recipients. This is a ceiling that was apparently

placed in the Statutes many years ago. At the current time,
" the Department of Public Aid is reimbursing as Eigh as a
thousand dollars a month, and the department Vindicates that
the BAdvisory Commitiee on Public Aid can give exceptions to
this s*atutory ceiling anyway. So, since it...it 80 longer
has any practical affect, I vwould ask for favoraktle consider—
ation of Sepate Bill 1134.

PRESIDIKG CFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Alright. Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The
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question is, shall Senate Bill 1134 pass. Those 1in favor
will vote MAye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
op2n. Have all vo-ed 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 3, nome voting Present. Senate
Bill 1134 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declaced passed. 1Is there lzave %0 re*urm to Senate
Bill 11237 Leave 1s grantegd. Senate Bill 1123, Senator
Schaffer. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1153.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHATFER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this is a reconm-
mendation of ‘he Joint Block Gran% Commi:iee. It creates
seven funds for the Federal Block Granzs to allow us *o track.
the expenditures in the Block Grant area. It's been amended
to protect the lLocal Initiative Fund and to meet the various
accounting problems presented *o us by the 0ffice of the
Comptroller. I think it's a good accounting procedure fo:.
the appropriations process. Recommend a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alrigh=. Is there any discussion? The question is,
shall Senate Bill 1123 pass. Those in favor will Qote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 54,
the Ways are 2, none vo*ing Present. " Senate Bill 1123 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1136, Senator Mahar. BRead the bill, Mr.

Secretary.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1136.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR DEMODZIG)

Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and npembers of the Senate.

Senate Bill 1136 amends the State's Attorneys! Act and the

Illinois Motor Carrier Proparty law to provide that +the fines

collected from the violation of wmotor carriers and their
employees shall be returned +*o local units of governeent.
Currently, the law pﬁovides that fines collected by local
units through the violations of the motor carrier property
law are transferred to the Illinois Conmmerce Compission to be

deposi+ted in the Ho*or Vehicle Fund. This fund is used for

the enforcement of motor carrier laws and for road maimte-'

nance. This bill provides +that fines collected skall be
retained by +*he nunits of govermmen: that made the ar:ést.
This bill is supported by the commerce comzission. The Audi-
tor General found that nearly thirty-three percent of the
violazions were never collected. The problem was that local
government had no incentives for collecting the finmes. This
bill allows local government to keep the money they collect.
I solicit your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Alright. Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The
question is, shall Senate Bill 1136 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will...vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On *hat question,
the Ayes are 58, the WNays are none, nomne voting Present.
Senate Bill 1136 haﬁing received the required constitutional

majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1744, Senator Egzn.
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1144, read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1144,
(Secre*ary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Egan.
SENATCR EGAN:

Yes, *hank you, Mr. President and members of the Senats.
Sepate Bill 1144 does exactly what it says. It gives me less
money than I asked for, I don't like it but I understand the
fiscal conditions. 1I'd like *o ge:t your favorable consider-
ation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (éENATOR DEMUZIC)

Alright. Is there any discussion? If not, the guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1144 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Hav€
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
55, the ©Nays are 3, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1144
having received =he required coanstitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1146, Senator Rupp. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECERETARY: {MER. FERNAKNDES)
Senate Bill 1146.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PHESIﬁIHG OFFICER: {SENATOE DEMUGZIO)
Semator Rupp.
SENATOR BRUPP:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden:. Under the enterprise zone pro-
gram, at the local level each municipality or county ﬁust
designate <*he zone and *hen a program of financial and tax

incentives! The most important local aspect is vhere they
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get into the tax relief and the tax abatement. We move from
*hat point <o *he School Aid Formula which is based o1
assessed valuation. So, w%e run into a problem. If the
schools join in this particular program, the assessed valua-
tion increases and not only do they give up the tax but they
give up the...a part of their money that they get on...based
on an assessed valuétion of the School Aid Formula. ¥We have
got one paragraph amendment that?’s put in the bill that does
give a...a way of calculating the State aid so that the
schools are not punished both ways. I ask for a  favorable
roll call.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Alrigh+. Is *here amny discussion? If...if not, *he
question is, shall Sena=ec...Senate Bill 1146 pass. All those
in favor will vote hye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1146 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1156,

Senator Ratson. BRead *he bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

END OF BEEL
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REEL #10

ACTING SECEETRRY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1156.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator ¥atson.
SENATCR WATSON:

Thank you, HMr. President. As you recall, yesterday we
put on Amepdment No. 1 which deleted everything after the
epacting clause, so now Amendment No. 1 is actually the bill.
It provides for a State gran= program for fire departments,
fire protection disiricts in compunities of 1less than <en
thousand population. .This legislation is teing introduced to
replace a Federal program that's being phased out. It estab-
lishes a cosmmunity firer protection grant program to be
administered jointly by the Department of Conservation and
the State Fire Marshal. Funding shall he derived from a two
and a half percent of the fire protection fund generated by
the current one percent gross receipts tax on insurance
companies. This will generate approximately a hundred and
seventy thousand dollars...a year to replace the Federal
money being lost. The grants will be based on a fifty-fifty
Batch and will not exceed ten thousand dollars per fiscal
year per agency. I'1l be glad to answer any guestiors and
appreciate a favorable roll call,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I rise in support of this bill As a hyphenated
sponsor with Senator Watson.

PRESIDIKG QFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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211 right. Any further discussion? Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Just.a question, Mr. President. Senator Watson, does
this include all rural fire proiection dis:tricts?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIO)
Senator Watson.
SENATCR WATSON:

If it'*s 1less than ten thousand population.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, is there any further discussion? If pot, the
gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1156 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will voie Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted whbo wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Lyes
are 58, the Nays are none, none voting Preseni. Senate Bill
1156 bhaving received *the required constitutioﬁal majority is
declared passed. Senator Rock, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR EROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. I hate to take advantage of
you when you're in the Chair, but I had agreed with Senator
Philip that a* six—thirty we would return %o *he Order of 2nd
Beading and afford thoss members their last oppoctunity <o
move a bill from 2nd to 3rd because tomorrow is the last day.
So, with leave of the Body I'd like to move to the Order of
Senat= Bills 2nd Reading, page 2 on the Calendar.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there leave to go to the Order of 2nd Reading? Leave
is granted. - Senate4Bill 31, Senator Collins. Top of page 2.
A1l right. Senate Bill 389, Senator Coffey. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 389.

{Secretary reads *itle of bill)




Page 299 - MAY 26, 1983

2nd reading of the bill. The Cowmmittee on Appropriations I
offers four amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
Senator Carroll.
SEXATOR CAEROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 1 is to break down by district and put
the money back into the highway maintainers that would
otherwise have been cut out in the formvpresented originally
in the doomsday budget by “he Governor. I would move its
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR DEHEZIO)

Senator Carroll moves +he adoption of Committes Amendment
No. 1 to Senmate Bill 389. Is there any discussion? All
those in favor will signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. Commiitee Amendment ¥o. 1 is adopted.” Any
further commii<ee amendmen*s?

SECRETARY:

Commrittee Amendment N¥o. 2.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena*or Carroll.

SENATQR CARRROLL:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden®t and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Following the tradition that the Senate has enjoyed
for several years now, this is the breakout to coanstruction
by highway districts, and I vwould move its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Carroll moves the adoption of Cogmittee Amendment
No. 2 to Senate Bill 389. Is there any discussion? all
those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Committee Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Any further
conmittee amendments? »

SECRETARY:

Committee Amendment No. 3
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PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZICQ)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This amendment reallocates some of the projects
within the various districts, and I would move its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator Carroll moves the adoption of Comaittee Amendment
No. 3 to Senmate Bill 389. 1Is there any discussion? Senator
Coffey.

SENATOR CCFFEY:

Yes, Mr. President, I have a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Semator Coffey.

SENATCR CGFFFEY:

¥hat are the projects and...and what districts are these
projects in?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

One is it the...two of the projects are im DOT District
No. 1. They are at the intersections of Caldwell and Devon,
the other ome is McCormick Boulevard <hat Tuns from
Lincolnwood through Evanston, and the third is in District 4
wvhich is for planﬁing engineering in Mason County from County
Highway 15 to Sandridge Fish Hatchery.

PKESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COCFFEY:

The total cost of these projects, could you give me that,
and...and then, is this allocated in the...in the DOT!s
budget? .

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Carroll.
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SENATCR CARROLL:

The total cost of the first one is three and a half mil-
lion, the second is six mill, and +the +third item was six hun-
dred *thousand for planning design preconstruction. They are
all within the financial allocations of DOT.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right. Sena‘or Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

As I understand...%hat this was not part of the Depart-
ment of Transportationts proposal and I would oppose. to these
amendments and ask the Body to oppose to them also.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR DENUZIQ)

A1l right. Any further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHCWICZ:

Jusz one addition, Mr. President. There's another matter
there for Dis*rict & for five hundred and ?ssnty—five thou-
sand as uéll.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CAREROLL:

I apologize. Yes, that is true, from Distric:i 6, that's
the fésh bhatchery one tha* I had identified. The prior one
that I said was six handred thousand in District 8 is for
widening and resurfacing Rou*e 9 in %he Ci*ty of Canton.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR DEMUZIO)

Any further discussion? Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOHMER:

Mr. President and members, the effect of these amendments
is to give to some couple of 1lucky Senators arocand here
monies tha%t would go in other districts. You nmight want to
check and see whether the money was lifted from your district
and placed in the lucky Semators® districts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, any further discussion? Sepator Carroll. All
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right, Sepator Carroll may close.
SENATOR CARROLL:

This is jus* the allocation, no additional dollars. I
would move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All righ%. There's been a request for a roll call. Sena-
tor Carroll moves the adoption of Committee Amendment WNo. 3
to Senate Bill 89. Question is, on the amendment. Tﬂose in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vote who wish?
Take the record. ©Cn that question, the Ayes are 31, the Nays
are 28, none voting Present. Committee Amendment No. 3 +to
Senate Bill 389 1is adopted. Any further compittee amend-
ments?

SECRETARY:

Conmittee Amendment No. 4.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SEKATOR CARROLL:

«..thark you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. Committee Amendment No. 4 is basically a techni-
cal amendment reducing the B Bonds by some ten wmillion
"dollars to the remaining authorizazion level, and I would
move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll moves the adoption of Committee Amendment
No. 4 to Senate Bill 389. Is there any discussion? 211
those in favor will signify by saying Aye. WNay. Ayes have
it. Amepdment No. &4 1is adopted. Any further committee
amendpents?

SECRETARY:
No further committee amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Any amendmenis from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3zd <reading. Senate Bill 390, Senator Coffey. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 390.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. Comnittee on Appropriations I offers
three amendments, »
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Carroll. .
SENATCR CARROILL:

Thank you, Hr; President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, Compitiee Apendmpent No. 1 is +o reduce the
reappropriation *o the April 30th pay ou: 1level. Itts a>
reduction of some 73.3 but it's...it's money that's already
speat for the reappropriation reducing it to the April 30th
level as we always do. I would move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCGR DEMUZIO)

Sgnator Carroll moves the adoption of Committee Apendnment
§o. 1 to Senate Bill 390. Is there any discussion? 1ll
those in favor will signify by saying Aye. Cpposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Any further commit-
tee amendments?

SECRETARY:

Committee Amendmsnt No. 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

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

Senate., Comemi“tee Amendment No. 2 is a...to readjust <he FPY

t84 reappropriation for water resources projects to track the
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'83 appropriations as identified at that time. While there is
a modicum reduction of some four hundred thousand dollars,
I'm...I'm sorry, four hundred dollars, wefre so used to deal-
iog in big numbers...the four hundred dollars that is just
the spending level adjustment of —rounpdings, but it is to
reallocate them back to the way they had been inm 1983 and
then *ake +ther *o *their readjusted level. I would move iis
adoption. .
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena*tor Carroll moves the adoption of Cormmittee Amendment
No. 2 to Senate Bill 390. Any discussion? Sepator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden® and menmbers of the Senate. This
amendment changes the projec: cost distribution for the water
resource capital projects. There's about a wmillion point
‘hree projects that's going to be beld up because of the
change in this amendment, and I*'d ask for vyou *o oppose
Apendment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIG)

211 right. Further discussion? Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Mr. President and members, to reiterate on the...as the
same on *he earlier bill, this shifts monies around and if
you happen to be from Wood River in Madisor County, you just
lost two hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars. If vyou
happen to be from the area of Addison Creek Water Shed, you
just lost three hundred and twelve thousand dollars. If you
happen +*o be from Hanover Park, Cook County, minus a hundred
and eighty thousand. What it does is it takes from some and
adds to the others in...in...in contravention of the wishes
of the Department of Transportation. You hight vant to ques-
tion this as %o how it affects your own dis*ricts.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO) ' 4

411 right. Any further discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I would like to have Senator Carroll verify Wood
River, does he lose some mroney?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

411 right. Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Hell, WReaver is over +there and very silent. This amend-
ment basically says to “he deparimen*, gquit playing games.
You introduced the bill, you identify the project, you iden-
tify the dollars, we appropriate them, you reintroduce it
originally that way, then you come back and revise i%, shift-
ing all <*he dollars from tha* which the General Assesmbly
appropriated. If you want a project, come im, tell us what
it's going to cost, the General Assembly either says, yes or
no. Once it says yes, tha*t's it. BHere, after doing that,
~hey now say to some districts, we're going *o take away the
mopey from you and go with some projects not heretofare
appropriated to that amount and play a bureaucratic game of
shif+ing the dollars, and tha%t is not the way “he depariment
should be rTun. All we have done here is held them account-
able to the numbers they haven given as they introduce these
projegts at those levels including spend downs so that it's
accurate *o reflect that which they showed as :their plan and
introduced their legislation %o do as they origimally did it.
This, agaim, is the reapprop. and that'!s within the amepd- -
ment.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Semator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VACALABENE:

Yes, asS <0...to Sena*tor Carroll just a short question.>
Does HWood River lose two hundred and some thcousand dollars?
That's all I want to know.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

A11 righ=. Szrnator Carcoll.
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SENATOR CAREOLL:

Yes, if...not over what it was supposed to get, bu:t there
¥as a suggestion %o give it an extra two hundred tha% was not
Within the original allocation and taking it from another
distric* that originally was to get that two hundred.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

411 right. 1Is there any further discussion? Sena%or
Carroll has moved the adoption of Conmmittee Amendment No. 2
to Senate Bill 390. Any further discussion? 1All those in
favor will signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The 3yes have
it. Apcsndment No. 2 is adopted. Any further committee amend-
ments?

SECRETARY:

Commiti=e Amendment No. 3.
PRESIDING OFFICER (SENATOR DENUZIO)}

Senator...Senator Carroll.
SENATCE CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Conmittee Amendment No. 3 is an addition of three
hundred thi;ty—tuo million for +the FY %83 supplzmental con-
struction progran. I would be willing to ansuef questions
and move its adoption. It's a technical <correction in the
bill for the '83 road program as identified by DOT.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll has moved the adoption of Conmittee
Amendment No. 3 to Semate Bill 390. Any discussion of any of
those. A1l those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have i+, Commitzee Anmendment No. 3 is adopted.
Any further committee amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any amendpents from the Fioor?

SECRETARY:
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No Floor amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUOZIQ)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 414, Senator Lufé. Senate Bill
612, Scpnator D!Arco. Sena“or D'Arco on *he Ploor? Senate
Bill 626, Senator Kustra. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 626.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of 7he bill. The Committee on Revenue offers one
amendment.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

211 right. Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden+ and members of the Senate. This
bill deals with the Cook County Board of Ap?eals and the doc-
trine of constructive fraud. The anpendment...coneittee
amendment which was added by the Revenue Commitice is am
amendment that doss no* deal with +that specifically but
instead provides...requires that the Cook County Board of
Appeals shall state the reasons for and the methods of evalu-
ation§ used by the board in charging +he assessment. <Those
particular reasons would have to be writtzn or :yped on *he
copy of the statement which the taxpayer would receive. I'd
ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

A1l right. 1Is there any discussion? Senator Kusira has
moved the adoption of Committee Awmendment Ko. 1 to...Senate
Bill 626. All those in favor signify by saying by saying Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have. Comgittee Asendmen:t No. 1 is
adopted. RAny further committee amendments?

SECRETARY: ‘

No further coimittee amendments.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNUZIO)
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Any amendments from the Floor?
SECBETARY:

Amendment No. 2 by Senator Kustra. It's the smaller of
*he two.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. There
Was Some...concern expressed in committee that it uouldvtake
some *time for the board of appeals *o0 adjust to the changes.
This bill..this awendment wmakes the Act effective Januvary
1st, 1985.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 righ*. Senator Kustra has moved the adoption of
Amendpent No. 2 to Senate B1ill 626. Is there anysdiscussion?
211 those in favor will signify by saying Aye. Opposed Hay.
The Ayes havé i*. Amendment No. 2 is adoptied. Any further
amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3, by Semator Kustra.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEHUZIQ)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOBR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Hr. President and nembers of the Senate. There
was also a concern expressed in the Revenue Commit4tee that
+here would be some cost *hat would have to te borme by some-
one and that the Cook County Board of Appeals didn*t have the
budget to deal with this., This amendment provides for a
filing fee which <shall be paid to the board of appeals for
cach complaint filed for parcels to%taling one hundred thog—
sand dollars or more of assessed valuation as deteramined by
the assessor., That fee then would be distributed in +the-
following fashion; f£fifty dollars *o the board of appeals;

seventy dollars to the office of the assessor, and thi:ty'

\
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dollars <*o the office of the state's attorney of the couniy.
I'd ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER:‘ (SERATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Kustra bhas moved the adoption of
Apendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 626. 1Is there any discussion?
All those in favor will signify by saying Ays. Opposed Fay.
The Ayes have it. Amendment ¥o. 3 is adopted. Any further
amendments?

SECRETARY:

No farther asendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOE DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 853, Senator Davidson. Senate
Bill...Senate Bill 997, Senator D'Arco. Senate Bill 1125,
Senator B:uce, Read *he bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETABRY: .

Sepate Rill 1125.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No coumittes amendmen:is.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:
Ne Floor amendmen:s.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1151, Senator Smith. Read
the...Sepate Bill 1151, Senator Smith.
SENATOR SEITH: »

I1'd like to...Senate Bill 1151, I'd like recommit it back
to the commi*tee because there's some work to be done.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

All «=xight, Senator Smith has moved to recompit
the...Senate Bill 1151 +to the Cowmmittee on Transportation.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Senate Bill 1219, Sena-
‘or Nedza. Senato- Nedza on the Floor? Senate Bill 1257,

Senator Jerome Joyce. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
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SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1257.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. ¥No conmnmittee anendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Are there amendpents from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendments.

PREESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Sepate Bill 1295, Senator Philip.‘ 1296.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, pleasec. .
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1296.

(Secretary reads title of Lbill)
2rd reading of the bill. ¥No cowmmitiee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Are there amendments froer the Floor?
SECEETARY:

Amepdment ¥o. 1 offered by Semator Mahar.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar is recognized on Amendment No. 1. I would
alert the membership that eazlier %oday, gquite earlier today,
there was leave sought to filwm the proceedings and they are
being...filmed foday. Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thapk you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Amendment No. 1 %o Sepate Bill 1296 transfers one percent to
the alcobkol and other...other drugs prevention in Treatmen+%
Education Fund. The fund will then be used by npot-for-profit
groups, community based organizations and educational enti-
ties for programs of alcohol arnd ‘druq abuse, prevention,
educatior and research. No portion shall be used for admin-
istrative expense, %that is of +he one percent. This will be

done to the Department of Mental Health and the Division of
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Alcoholism. Some twenty s*a*tes already earmarkb funds in
this...in this manner. This year of the...of the
seventy-sevenr wmillion dollars, that is FY 183, of the
seventy-seven nillion dollars generated from liguor taxes
only tventy~three willion dollars has gome 1into alcohol
treatment. The money is being'spent for adult program...will
be spent for adult programs to deal with seven hﬁndred and
seventy-nine “housand people im Illinois. &hat I'm saying is
that i4's +time tha* we g2t some money in*o educational pro-
grams and that we do some research in this area. There are
all kinds of statistics in regard to alcoholism and I think
if we're going to be considering an increase in the alcobol
tax, which we're doing right now, it's time that we earmark
these fupds, and it's time that the industry gets bebind it
and supports i*. For a number of years, they've been saying,
get money fros the Pederal Government and +he money never
came, ve've alvays had to supply it with State and local
government. I solicit your support for this worthy amend-
ment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR RRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Awendment No. 1. Discussion? Senator
Ethergdge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDIBG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator Mahar, how much money would be involved im this
transfer? .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator  Mahar.
SENATOR MAEHAR:

Wetre talking about a little over a million dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
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Senator Btheredgs.
SENATOR ETHEBEDGE:

And this would be...this would come out of the General
Revenue Fund +hen. It would be a reduction from the General
Revenue Fund in *that amount.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar.

SENATCR MAHAR:

This would be earmarked funds from the alcohol tax. That
would be...rigkt now wha* we're doing is we're spending
monies for +treatment Dbu% we're not putting any monies inta
prevention, educatiom and research. I've Leen vorking on
this program for ten years and trying to get money for pre-~
vention, education and research, and what I want %0 see is
some of this *ax increase go into that area rather than in
the General Revenue Fund, and the only way ve can do it, I
think, is by this amendment, and that's what I'm asking for.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE: .,

Senator, I...I'm just trying to wunderstand what the
fiscal iampact of *he adoption of this...amendment wonld be.
I've not bad the opportunity to see <he amendment. Would
this be...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Well, really i*...there's no change in *he fiscal impact
as far as the State of I11inois iS...it just says that cer-
tain nmonies will definitely be used in these areas which,
heretofore, have not been used. What I'm saying is, we want
t0 call attention %0 all of these organizations ou* *here who
are volunteer, who are not-for-profit, that they are going to

get some money to continue the work that they need to do, and
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this will just be sure *hat we carmark tha%t very small amount
of money for that purpose.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Sena*or Etheredge.
SENATGR ETHEREDGE:

Does +*his mean then that the...the monies that we...are
you saying tha* we're already spending more money than this,
so that what we're doing is simply earmarking some of this
income for...specifically for that...that purpose?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR‘ MAHAR:

Right now, of course, the alcohol tax goes into the Gen-
eral Revenue Fund, and it‘'s something around seventy-seven
million dollars, I think, <this vyear. Of <hat,...about
twenty-three wmpillion is being used for treatment. I'm...I'm
not talking about treatment per se, I'm talking about addi-
tional gponies being used for prevention, education and
research. In other words, it would be crystal clear, if this
amendrent were added and if the bill is Gfpassed, that there
would be this amount of money, one percent, would be going
into Ehat fund which would be used for that purpose.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator...I have Senators Lechowicz,
Kelly and Collins. Senator Lechowicz. .

SENATGR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Just very briefly, if I may.
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, Senator Bgrman, a number
of years ago; in fact, Berman and I, bhandled this bill in the
House in reference to having a certain docllar amoun: ear-

marked, percentage wise, for the *reatment of alcoholics out

of the liguor tax. Now what bhe...what Senator Mahar is
trying to do is to expand that and have one percent allocated

no* only for the treatment...not for the treateent bu+ for
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the education of the serious affects of alcohol. I think it
is a step in the righ* direction. I think that it*s an area
that does cause some social problems. A number of years ago
we addressed this providing funds for the %“reatment of alco-
holics based upon a tax on alcohol. I believe that +this 1is
a...a step that should be supported because education prob-
ably is one of the most important facets so a problem would
not develop after the usage of...or moderate usage of ;lcohol
there should be no problems but, unfortunately, circumstances
do exist in our society where problems do occur amd,
hopefully, this will preven% *hat. I encourage your con-
sideration of this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank...thank you, Mr. President. Just briefly, I*m also
going *o support Sepator Mabar. He has...been working onr this
for many years diligently. I know he and I attend=d a mee*-
ing in the south suburbs of the orgapization that's been
dealing with the alcoholic problem, and I know that with this
anendment I know Senator Mahar would be more inclined to sup-
port +his bill, and I will support Senator Mahar and +the
amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, *hank you, Mr. President. 2aAnd I rise in support of
this amendment too. I think every year for the 1last four
years, I, too, have had legislation on the Calendar, and bhave
some on there noQ, for the...for prograwms for the prevention
of alcohol ard drug abuse to be allocated and...and adminis-
tered by the State Board of Education to local schools where
our problems really start, and that is in the schools, with

our young people, And if I'm going to cast an Aye vote on
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this bill, I want to know that some of that w=money will, in
fact, be set aside and it's a very small amount, one petcent;
to be se+...asides for programs for educa*ion and prevention
of alcohol and drug abuse. So, I,'too, support this amend-
ment.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SERATOR SCHUNENAN:

Mr. President ard members of the Senate, I rise in sup-
port of this amendment. As I understand i%, if this tax bill
passes we will increase revenues by some fifty =million
dollars. ¥®hat the sponsor seeks to do here is allocate about
one million dollars of that amount for this very worthwhile
purpose, and I think it's a good idea, I'm going %to support
the amendmeni, I urge others to 4o likewvise.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sepator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Hr. Presiden* and members of the Senate. One
of the major issues this Session in both Chambers has been
DUI, getting tough on the drunk driver, and I think we're all
in support of that, we're going to see all those bills reach~-
ing the Governor’s Desk. I think we. ought *to +take a second
step here, not only punish the drunk drive but let's help him
get rehabilitated, educate them, tha* seems o be the right
thing and the humane thing to do and I, too, am going to sup-
port this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Mozion is +to adopt Amendment No. 1. Is there further
discnssion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:
No furiher amendmen*s.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR BRUCEF)
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3rd reading. Senate Bill 1297, Senator Philip. Read the
bill, Mr. Secre=ary, please.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1297.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. Ko committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Are there amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Anmendment No. 1 offered by Sernator Sangmeister.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sena*tor Sangmelster is recognized.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Hell, seeing as someone has apparently found a better
way, a* this poimt, I'1ll withdraw that amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

The amendment will be withdrawn. Further amendments?
SECEETARY:

Amendment;No. 1 offered by Senator Philip.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Philip is recognized.
SENATOR PHYLIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of *the
Senate. I certainly hope we fournd a better way. I want to
conpliment Senator Rock and the Governor's Office, we have
vorked long and hard on this compromise, hopefully, it will
stay together. Briefly, *his is what it does, it increases
the personal income tax rate beginning 19684 to 1.5 and by 2.4
for corporations, and it lowers this rate each year by one-
gquarter for individuals and two-fifths for the corpcrations.
So that in 1986, it*1ll be back down to 3.5 on individusiz and
5.6 on corporations providing the eight~fifths...mairtaining
the eight-fifths. Secondly, it provides, I think, thk: only

property tax relief wefll probably see this Session &: . that
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is allowing you to take your total real estate bill and sub~
tract it from your State Income Tax, so you'd have, taking
your fotal tax...real estate tax bill from your State Income
Tax form. That would be great relief for the suburbs, partic-
ularly for the collar counties and suburban Cook. = Thirdly,
it increases the circuit breaker from twelve thousand to fif-
teen thousand, providing added tax relief. If we would pass
this and it would becowme law, it would be probably the‘great-
est tax relief we've bad in a long, long time in the history
of the State of Illinois. I move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR\ BREUCE)

Mozion is *o adopt Amendmen®t Wo. 1. Discussion? Senator
Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Tbank you, Mr. President, I move...I rise in support of
Amendment No. 1, I think, for a couple of reasons. One, as
Senator Philip has indicated, we have attempted at least to
reach sowme kind of a consensus. W®e are, obviously, at this
moment, no%t there yet. He will have the opporiunity tomorrow
to, again, Tetire to our respective caucuses but I {hink we
should_ afford the spomsor the opportupity' +to have this
legislation, since this is the last day, in the form in which
he wishes to présent it, and I vholeheartedly concur and I
have asked =y menmbers, and Senator Sangmeister graciously
acguiesced, to withhold or withdrawv any amendments that were,
otherwise, filed, and I would also move the adoption of
Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? The gquestion is on the adoption of
Amendment No. 1. Those in favor say Aye. Opposed ©¥ay. The
Ayes have it. BAmendment No. 1 is adopted. Further amend-
ments? ‘

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1302, Senator DfArco. Senate
Bill 1325. Is there leave for Senator Rock to handle that?
lLeave is granted. Read the bill, Mr. Sécretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1325.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill., Ko committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Are there amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendments.
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. If I migh* have the atienzion of the Body,
this 1is the last time we're going to be on 2nd reading. If
any mepber now decides be would like to have a bill called,
we will go back to it, go *hrough it amd that?s it. Senator
D'Arco, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR D'ARCO:

I would like to have Amendment No. 1 to 997 called.
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

A1l righ%t. We will Teturn %o Senate Bill 987. Hr.
Secretary, read the bill a second time, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 997.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. Ro cormittee amendments.
PRESIDIXG OFFICER: (SERATOR BERUCE)

Ate there amendments from the Floor?
SECBETARY:

Amendment ¥No. 1 offered by Senator D'Arce.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator D'Arco is recognized.

SENATOR D'ARCO:
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Thank you, Mr. President. What this amendment does, in
fact, the title is called the Illinois Health-Care Cost Con-
tainment System. AS you know, Mr. President, there are one
million Medicaid pa+*ients in the State of Illinois. ¢t costs
+he State of Illinois one handred and thirty-three dollars
per patient, per month +to maintain health costs for these
patients. ¥hat +this amendment provides is a ‘prepéid
health-care system £for +the poor who are on Medicaid. This
nmandates +he Depar4ment of Public Aid +to enter in*o
bid...arrangemeats with...with health~care providers so that
Medicaid patients will be afforded health care with...under a
prepaid system commonly kpow as HMOS. Why are ®e doing this?
¥r. residen*, the reason we are doing this is because *hese
health-care providers will only assess the State an average
amount equal to eighty dollars per patient, per month instead
of the hupdred and *hirty~three dollars that it presenily
costs the State. In other wvords, Mr. President, there will be
a savings to the State of upvards of four humdred and fifty
million dollars a year under a prepaid healty—care system for

Medicaid patients in the State of Illinois instead of the

' presen: fee-for-service system that ve presen:tly are emduring

in a very bad fiscal situation. Mr. Presidest, the amendment
lists all types of utilization factors that will be employed
in o;der to0 provide that these patienis be given the type of
medical care that will ensure that they are mot hospitalized
the way they are hospitalized presently, because the incen-
tives to cut costs are not in our present hospital systenm.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Ladies and Gentlemen, we have not yet concluded the busi-
ness of the day. We will do so shortly, but if we can keep-a
little order, we can conclude very promptly. Senator D*Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO: \

Under a prepaid system, it is only natural that :be

doctor and the hospital would want to keep a patient as an
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outpatient rather <than as an inpatient in the hospital
because there is a cap on the amount of reimbursement for the
doctor and the hospital. Under our fee-for-service type
system, that does not equate because there is no cap and it
is to the advantage of *he hospital and ' the doctors to
hospitalize patients that may not need hospital care in
order to build up +the cost of the hospitalization. Hr.
President, I <hink +this is a good amendment. I+ will save
the State at least four hundred million dollars a year, and
we know the Medicaid budget is over a killion dollars this
year, and they cut fifty-five thousand patients off the
Medicaid rolls because +ihe State couldn'* afford it, and I
mnove for its adoption.
PRESIDIHG OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Hotion is to adept. Discussion? Senator Bloom.
SENATCR BLOONM:

Yes, verf briefly, while this may not be technically in
perfect form, the Deparmen:t of Public kid does have RFP's out
for +the Medicaid portion, and there are some providers that
would like to provide...to offer services for us on a State-
wide basis and the department does not presently have that
authority. So, itfs...as I say, while it  might not be in
technically perfect form, I...I understand what Sebnator
DfArco is doing, at least, for ope portiom of health care.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

fas...Senator D'Arco. Was that...was +that a question,
Senator Bloom? All righ%. Any furtbher discussion? The ques~
tion is on the adoption of 2memdment Wo. 1. Those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 1 is
adopted. Pur*her amendmenis?

SECRETARY:

No futher amendments.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

3rd reading. Any o*her Semator wish to call a bill on
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3rd reading? Last call...on 2nd reading? On second? 21l
righ*. Senator Lemke. Sena*or Lemke has sought leave of the
Chair, he...we have one bill we would 1like to recall that was
arended today...and the amendment needs to be Tabled. Senator
Lemke.

SEHATOR LEMKE:

Senate Bill #1. I*d like...I'd like to Table Amendments
2 and 3 to Senate Bill 41 since there is some coantroversy and
misunderstandings about the amendment. We can always talk
about it in tbhe House.

PRESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOE ERUCE)

211 right. Is there leave to take Semate Bill 41 back to
+he Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of Tabling two
amendments? Leave is granted. The bill is on the Order of
2nd Reading. Senator Lemke pov moves to Tabkle Amendments 2
and 3, Sepator Lemke? All right. Senator Lemke moves to
reconsider the vote by which Amendments 2 and 3 were adopted.
On that motion, those ip favor say Aye. Opposed W¥ay. The iyes
have it. The vote is reconsidered. Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LERKE:
I would 1like to change the sponsorship of Semate Bill
" §33. I'd like to withdrav as a SPORSOTaws
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

~..Wait a minute, Senator Lemke, let's...let's get done
with 41. .

SENATOR LEMKE:

Oh, okay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) )

Motion is...motion is to Table Amendment ¥No. 2 and 3. On
the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Byes
have it. The amendments are Tabled. Senator Savickas, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SAVICEKAS:

For two motions, Mr. President and members of the Senzte.
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One is +to discharge tha Committee an Elec?ions and Reappor-
tionment from further consideration of House Bill 200 apd ask
that the bill be rereferred to the Committee on Judiciary I.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there leave? Leave is granted. {fachine cut-
off)...Senator Savickas.

SERATOR SAVICKAS:

Second motion would be *0o discharge the Committee on
Insurance, Pepsions and Licensed Activities from further con-
sideration of House Bill 2071 and ask +that the bill be
rereferred to Agriculture, Conservation and Energy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. Senator Grotberg om 20712
SENATGCBR GROTBEERG:

No, on 200.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

211 right, let's...let's get rid of 2071. You';e heard
the mo*ion *o discharge and rerefer. On the motion, those in
favor say Aye. Opposed HNay. The Ayes have iz -apd the
bill...House Bill 2071 1is discharged and rereferred pursuant
to the written motion. Senator Grotberg, for what purpose do
you arise?

SERATOR GROTBERG:

Senator Savickas, a question. Did...did I hear you say
Senate Bill...Bouse Bill 200?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Senator Grotkerg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:
Am I the sponsor?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senazor Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKRAS:

Yes, there was a reguest...yes, Senator Grotberg is the
sponsor of “he...the purpose is that therte is another bill
that ‘pertaining *o basically the sane subject matter and one
of the witnesses is Judge Pompey and it would cause an incon-
venience to go Dbetween committees that aren't scheduled on
+he same days...conming down specially on this legislation,
and we wanted *o accommodate hiw and have i+t heard in the
saze committee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Gro:berg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Is he for it or against it?
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SERATOR ERUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SBVICKAS:

I have po idea.

PRESIDING OGFFICER: (SENTAOR BRUCE)

Senazor Grotberg.

SENATOR GRGTBERG:

Can we make the motion next week, Senator? I have to
talk to wi+<h the House sponsor, Mr. Cullerton, and I'm, you
kosw, we all want to work Together, itt's a fine <hing that we
do, when my bill of the same subject matter died im the sanme
committee and, yon know...well, I +thought maybe Exec. or
som2thing where I...at least before I go to the meetings, you
know.
fBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)

Senator Grotberg, the...the motion 1is, in...in fact,
is...is done. Sepator Grotberg.

SENATCR GROTBERG: A
You can have all the fact...l was pushing my light and

calling and...and you, ¥r. President, were busy, but I%11l
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talk to <he...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Why don't you talk to Senator Savickas and I'm sure he's
a reasonable man...

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Yeah, he's...he's a good chairman of the <conmittee on
committees and...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Right and maybe he can reassign it. Senator Watsom, for
vhat purpose do you arise?
SENATOE WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1I'd like to be taken off as
chief sponsor of House Bill 581 and replaced with Senator
Weaver.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Is there leave on House Bill 581? Leave is granted. For
what purpose does Sena*or Leumke arise?
SENATOR LENKE:

(Machine cutoff)...remove as chief sponsor of Senate Bill
633 and placed wi“h Senator Degnan.

PRESIDING QOFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

You've heard the motion on 633. Is :there leave? leave is
granted. Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. Another housekeeping matter, may I add Sema-
tor Keats as the third hyphenated cosponsor of House Bill
60672
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

You've heard the wmotion. Is there leave? Leave is
granted. Is there leave to go to the Order of Resoluticns?
Leave is granted. Resolutions. For what...for what purpose
does Senator Denuzio arise?

SENATOR DENUZIC:

hdded as a...just ask...just ask leave of the Body io be
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added as a cospopsor of Senate Bill 1156.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
A1l right. 1Is there leave? Leave is granted. Resolu-
tions.
SECRETARY:
The following resolutions are congratulatory:
Senate Resolu*ion 200, by Senator Savickas and all Sena-

TOTs.

Senate Resolution 201, by Senators Grotberg, F¥Friedland'

and Etheredge.

Senate Resolution 202, Senator Vadalabene.

Senate Resolution 203, by Senators lLemke, Deghan, Becker
and all Sepators.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Resolutions Consent Calendar. Can I have the attention

of the Body, we bkave an Agreed Bill Lis% “omorrow. If I

-

might have your attention, im the event +that you are the
sponsor of the folloving bills, the following bills have been
removed and since we azte on the las* day, they will be
removed this evening so that they may appear on their proper
place and order on the Calen@ar tomorro%, that is Semnate
Bill 94, I Lelieve the sponsor is Senator Watson, Senate Bill
693 and Sepate Bill 1234, Those three bills have been
renoved by signature of five members and they will be removed
from the Agreed Bill List and placed on the Order of 3rd
Reading. Any anpouncements? Any further business to cone
before the Senate? Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you. Nine o'clock tomorrow morming, Mr. President,.

and I'd ask all the members to be present and p#ompt and we
can, hopefully, handle the matter with some dispatch.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is the Senate stand adjoufued uotil nine o'clock

£0mOCrO¥ @OLRing. Ccn *he motion o adjourm, dicussion?
I
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Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The

Senate stands adjourned until 9:00 a.m. tomorrow.




