83RD GENERAL ASSENBLY
REGULAR SESSION

JULY 1, 1983

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

The Senate will come to order. Will all guests in the
galleries please rise. Will...all those not entitled to the
Floor please 1leave the Floor. The prayer this morning
be...will be by Reverend Charles L. Kyle.

REVEREND CHARLES L. KYLE:
{(Prayer given by Reverend Kyle.)
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)

The Chair recognizes Senator Bock. Beading of the Jour-
nals. Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUOFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Mr. President, I move that the
Journals of Wednesday, June 22nd; Thursday, June 23rd;
Friday, June 24th; Saturday, June 25th; Sunday, June 26th;
Monday, June 27th; Tuesday, June 28th; Wednesday, June 29th
and Thursday, Jumne 30th, in the year 1983, be postponed pend-
ing arrival of the printed Journals.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)

You heard the motion. All those in favor say Aye. The
Nays none. The motion is approved. Senator Rock 1is recog-
nized.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, HBr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The appropriations conferees, I am told, will be
meeting shortly. That is the most significant, obviously,
part of business yet remaining. So, I would suggest in the
meantime that we afford them the opportunity to meet and I'm
going to suggest that we stand in Recess until the hour of
two o'clock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator Rock says that we will stand in Becess until
three o'clock. Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
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With 1leave of the Body, I ask that the sponsorship of Senate
Bill 824 be reflected as Degnan-Joyce. On Senate Bill 728 be
reflected as Degnan—Joyce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

You heard the motion. All those in favor say Aye. All
opposed Nay. Ayes have it. Motion is adopted. Now, I made
an error, it's two o'clock instead of three o%clock. Thank
you, Hr. President. Any further work? VYes, sir, Mr. Presi-
dent.

SENATOR ROCK:

Yes, for the benefit of everyone, everyone will be
affored, again, I hope, *he opportunity to consider their
bills or Conference Committee reports. Obviously, the vote
requirement at this moment is different than it was
yesterday, but we will at two o'clock get on the Calendar and
afford everyone the opportunity to do what they feel |is
important. Two o*clock.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator Rock...Senator Rock, the Secretary has some Mes-
sages, sir, that should be read. Mr. Secretary, will you
read the Messages from the House.

SECBETARY:

Message from the House by Mr. O'Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to concur with the
Senate in the adoption of their amendment to a bill with the
following title:

House Bill 556 with Senate Amendment 1.

Message from the House by Mr. O'Briem, Clerk.

Hr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to recede from their
Amendment No. 1 to a bill with ¢the following title:

Senate Bill 332.

Purther directed to inform the Senate the House regquests
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a Committee of Conference and the Speaker has appointed *he
menbers on the part of the House.
I have like Messages on the following Senate bills:
Senate Bill 346 with House Amendment 1.
Senate Bill 374 with House Amendments 1 and 2.

Senate Bill 378 with House Amendments 1, 2 and

Senate Bill 384 with House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 390 with House Amendments 1, 2, 3
and 4.

Sepate Bill 394 with House Amendments 1, 2, 3,
4, 8, 9, 10 and 11.

Senate Bill...481 with House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 714 with House Amendments 1 through
10, 12 through 20, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27 and 28.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Senator Rock moves that we recede from the request to the
House...acceed to the request of the House on the following
bills just r=zad by the Secretary.

SECRETARY:

A Message from the House by Mr. O*Briem, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has adopted the following joint
resolutions, in the adoption of which I am instructed to ask
concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

House Joint Resolution 33.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)
Executive. Resolutions.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 298 offered by Senator Kent.

Senate Resolution...and it's congratulatory...Senate
Resolution 299 offered by Senator Berman, it?'s congrat-
ulatorye.

Senate Resolution 300 offered by Senator Fawell, Geo—
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Karis, and Macdonald, and others and i:'s congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 301 offered by Senate Lemke, and it's
commendatory.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR JOHNS)

Resolutions Calendar...Consent Calendar.
SECEBETARY:

Okay. And Senate Resolution 302 offered by Senator
Carroll.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR JOHNS)

Executive. That's it, Mr. President, two o'clock. He
will stand in Recess until two o'clock.

BECESS
AFTER RECESS
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Will the Senate come to order. Messages from the House.
SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to adopt the first
Conference Conmittee report on House Bill 28 and request the
second to consider the differences between the two Houses.
Senator D'Arco is the sponsor of House Bill 28. They request
a second conference, they didn't adopt the first.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Yeah, you might as well forget about it because House
Bill 28 is mot going anywhere.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Senator D'Arco, do you...¥we have a Conference
Committee filed. Do think you will need a second Conference
Committee report?

SENATOR D'ARCO:

No, but what I*d like to do on 380, I'd like to...refuse
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to recede on 380 and have a Conference Committee be
appointed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, but we're on 28 right now. Senator D*Arco,
the...Senator D'Arco, the reguest is for a second Conference
Conmittee. If you would accede to that request we can kind
of move the paper along. Whether you do anything with it, we
don't know. Senator D'Arco. Senator D'Arco moves to accede
to the request of the House that a second Conference Comnit-
tee be appointed.

SECRETARY:

Message from the House by HMr. O*Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to recede from their
Apendreent No. 1 to a bill with the following title:

Senate Bill 57. And the} ask for a conference
and the Speaker has appointed the members on the part of the
House.

A like Message on the following Senate bills with House

amendments:

Senate Bill 620 with House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 1135 with House Amendnment 1.

Senate Bill 1315 with House Amendment 1.

And Senate Bill 513 with House Amendments 2, 3
and 6.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

On the Messages just...received, Senator Hall nmoves to
accede to the request of the House. On the motion, those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and the Senate
accedes to the request of the House. If I wmight have the
attention of the Body, on the Order of Secretary's Desk
Concurrence on page 5, the Chair will read those Senators who
have bills back on concurrence one more time to see whether

we can do any business on those. I've been informed that a
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couple of gentlemen would like to move and...and have action
on their bills. Senate Bill 242, Senator Bloom. Senate
Bill...359, Senator Kustra. Senate Bill 419, Senator Berman.
Senate Bill 834, Senator Degnan. Senator Degnan, did you
wish to...0n page 52 836. 1000. 1017, Senator Vadalabene.
Senator Vadalabene, that's creation of a tourism and conven-
tion bureau. 1067, Senator Schunemnan. 1119, Senator
Etheredge. Senator Bloom, you were off the Floor when we
called 242, Maximum population of cities for voters. Do you
want to run that one? All right. On page 5 of your Calendar
is Senate Bill 242 and Senator Bloom is recognized for
motion.

SENATOR BLOOMN:

Yes, itt's on concurrence and this is the bill that m@makes
a...minor change in the Election Code for election commission
compunities, and for awhile it appeared that perhaps the
Speaker had some use for it but I*m informed bhe does not.
The House amendment...this bill sailed out of here without a
dissenting vote. The House amendment delays the effective
date by one year, so that if those conmunities want to change
over to having the county clerk run the elections, it would
not happen until well after the Presidential elections. I*d
answer any questions; othervise, move that we coacur with the
House amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Geo-Karise.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Ii'm sorry, I was on the telephone. Would the sponsor
just yield? Could you just give me a brief explanation of
what's happening?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom, just a quick...guick explanation.

SENATOR BLOONM:

All right, one nmore time. It was a minor bill dealing

- o o
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with those counties that have an election commission. There
are only about nine of them outside Chicago. The House put on
an amendment that would put the effective date of the bill
until after the Presidential elections to give them the
option as to whether they want the county clerk alone to run
the jurisdiction. 1I've been holding it at the request of the
Speaker 'cause he thought he might have some use for it. He
does not so, therefore, I'd 1like %o concur in the House
amendment and send it off to the Governor. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Further discussion? Question is,
shall the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 242. 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 question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur with House Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 242, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. We were
on page 6 of the Calendar. Senator Etheredge, we had just
called Senate Bill 1119 and you were off the Floor. Do you
wish to...no. 1122. Senator Lemke is recognized for a motion
on Senate Bill 1122 with House Amendment No. 2.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I nmove to concur with House Amendment No. 2. This adds
reference to Chapter 122 and a 1/2 and it provides that high-
way commissioners shall annually determine the amount to be
raised for taxation for comnstruction, maintemance and repair.
This still leaves the power of approval of the budget in the
township's hands, and I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Lemke, is that the same amendment that we all
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objected to violently?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

NOee.NO...n0, it is not...Senator Schuneman got up and
thought that we were preempting the township board fronm
approving...having the power of approving the budget and
he's...he can tell you that that was his only objection.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I'm...I*m not so sure I trust the board anymore
than I trust the highway commissioner.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

¥ell, thank you, Mr. President. I rose op this bill the
other day out of a concern that we might be transferriag
power %o the highway coaomissioner and away from the town
board as far as the ability to control budgets. I 1later
found out after talking to some of my highway commissioners
and *o members of *town boards that the township officals, in
fact, support this...this bill and that it does not detract
from the power of the town board to set the budget, so I anm
now in support of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall the
Senate concur with House Amendment Ho. 2 to Senate Bill 1122.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all votad who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays
are 5, none voting Present. The Senate does concur with
House Awmendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1122, and the bill hav-

ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
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passed. Senator Jomes on Senate Bill 1153. Senator...Jones
is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR JCNES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Senate
nonconcur in Amendments 8, 9 and 10 to Senate Bill
1153...change that...it should be Senate Bill 1153,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

The board is now correct. We are considering Senate Bill
1153, and the motion 1is to nonconcur with House Amend-
mentsS...8, 9 and 10. On the motion to nonconcur, those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and the Senate
nonconcurs with amendments...House...House Apendments 8, 9
and 10 and the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senate
Bill 1174, Senator Rupp. Senator Bupp is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. First, I would 1like to...ask
leave to add Senator Luft bas a hyphenated cosponsor on
Senate Bill 1174,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there leave? Leave is granted.
SENATOR RUPP:

And...1174,...Anendnent No. 1 amends the Prevailing w#age
Act to include in the definition that public works projects
financed in whole or part with revenue bonds issued pursuvant
+o the Municipal Code or Industrial Building Bevenue Bond
Act. I ask that this...vwe cencur in this amend-
mente...Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1174,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I riseea..

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATCR BRUCE)
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May we have some order, please. Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

esel rise in opposition to this conference report. My
opposition 1is @not as much to the original bill of Senator
Rupp's as that in conference it seems to have picked up a new
mole. And the mole is the old Senate Bill 582 that we've
already defeated <tTWice. YOoW,~--.€XCuse Re, House Bill 582
that wetlve defeated twice. As 1 say, by difference is
nOTe..is not really with the sponsor of the bill. My differ-
enc2 is with this sneaky amendment, not sneaky on his part, I
do not mean it that wvay, but I would merely say to the men-
bers of the Senate, wvwe've defeated this House bill twice, I
think it would be the better part of valor and certainly show
discretion om our part if we would avoid sticking it to the
taxpayers on this unbelievable extension of prevailing wage
in the private sector construction.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rupp, before you speak, Channel 2 is seeking
leave to film the proceedings. Is there leave? Senator Rupp
grants leave. Senator Bupp is recognized.

SENATOR RUPP:

Well, there might be some connection between 582 and hav-
ing added Senator Luft as cosponsor...there might be some, so
I would like to yield to Senator Luft.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

All I would say, Mr. President and wmembers, that I
don't...I don't think Senator Rupp was trying to be sneaky
and I...I'm...I know that I wasn't trying to be sneaky. I
don't know vwho put the amendment on to tell you the truth
over in House, but I think whether it was here then or as it
is here now, I still think it's a gqood idea, and if we get

another shot to...to pass it, I think this would be a good
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time to do it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Schunemran.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, Mr. President, let's agree to nobody is sneaky
here, first of all, but let?s also agree that we voted on
this issue tuwice before and rejected it twice. We're in the
closing minutes, hopefully, of this Gemeral Assembly amnd it
really, X think, is...is putting a special burden on this
General Assembly when we keep bringing back bills that have
been rejected on Conference Committee reports, and we
shouldn't operate this way. Let's reject this regquest and
consider the bill at another time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Rupp may close.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Hr. President. Just ask for a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall the Senate concur with House Amendment
No. 1 to Senmate Bill 1174. 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?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 23, none voting Present. The
Senate does adopt...the Senate does concur in House Apmendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 1174, and the bill having received the
required comstitutioral majority is declared passed. For
what purpose does Serator Keats arise?

SENATOR KEATS:

I would...request a verification, but I...I would like to
throw in it one second, my comment sheaky was said vrong. I
did not mean sneaky the sponsors, I meant sneaky the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)




Page 12 - JOLY 1, 1983

A1l right. Been a request for a verification. Will the
mepbers please be in their seat. Will the Secretary please
call those who voted in the affirmative and when your name is
called, will you please respond.

SECRETARY:

The following...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

<o+ just...there has been a question raised about whether
or not the bill contains an immediate effective date and
required thirty-six for passage. It does not and so thirty
would be sufficient. All right. Senator Rupp, I'm informed
that the last page of Amendment No. 1, in fact, does contain
an immediate effective date, and so the bill to be effective
impediately...being effective inmediately would require
thirty-six votes for passage, so the <Chair was in error.
There were...on the guestion of a concurrence in House Amend-
ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1174, there were 31 Ayes, 23 Nays,
none voting Present, and the bill having failed to receive
the required constitutional majority of thirty-six is
declared lost. Senator Rupp, since you may be the first one,
there is the option under our rules that you may reconsider
that and go without the immediate effective date under Rule
20. Senator Rupp.

SENATOR BUPP:

I would request, Mr. President, that that move Le mnade.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Senator, since this is a House amendment,
We...We cannot follow that procedure, but if it were in a
Conference Committee report, you could take it out. All
right, the Senate nonconcurs and the Secretary shall so
inform the House. For what purpose does Senator Buzbee
arise?

SENATOR BUZBEE:

On...on a point of personal privilege, Mr. President.
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Now, Senate Bill 1174 was just concurred in...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

No, it...it was not, Senator. It...we had nonconcurred
in 1174.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, it had...it had concurrence up there and...and then
there was a roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)

Right.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Okaye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

But it takes thirty-six votes. It's a new day.
SENATOR BUZEEE:

All right, I understand that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Okay.

SENATOR BUZEEE:

My problem is that there are going to be some of us, in
particular Senator Carroll and myself and Senmator Schaffer
and Senator Sommer, that are going to be off +this Floor an
awful 1lot +today because we're working on getting the budget
in the place vhere everybody wants it to ke, and these kinds
of votes that are taken at this time when we're off the Floor
on sometimes an extremely controversial matters will reflect
in the...in the Journal as our not having been here; and I
don*t know what we do about that, we don't expect the other
fifty-five Senators to sit around here waiting on the four of
us all day, but it...it does not look good on our voting
record, and I, for omne, am not very happy about that. I
don't know what we do about it but I'd like for somehow or
other it to be recorded that we're at the people's businmess.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver.
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SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, thank you, Mr. Presidzat. I think that we w%ill
certainly...if w#e have any verifications, we'll not verify
the four individuals that 7you mentioned, Senator Buzbee.
That'll solve vyour problem. If you'll just go back and get
to work.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, this wmight be a good point in which to indi-
cate the direction of our proceedings today. Several
gentlemen and ladies have asked where we are going to end.
It appears with...in conference with the House leadership
that we will try ¢to conclude business today. Now today
includes, I would think, a good deal of early morming, and
so, we are not going to be out of here until probably twelve
hours from now, but we are going to try to conclude today
rather than coming back tomorrow; and the House has indicated
they would like to come back on July the 14th, and we would
like to conclude ever more so today. So, we would like to
finish the business of the Senate today. If you have Confer-
ence Committees be...be at it. All right, on the Secretary's
Desk Nonconcurrence, we'll run down through the list. House
Bill 265, Semator Zito. Senator 2ito 1is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR Z2ITO:

Thank you, Mr. President. A proper motion to monconcur
with this so we can have a Conference Committee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is to refuse to recede.

SENATOR 2ITO:

That's what I'd like to do. BRefuse to receds, Mr. Presi-
dent, so that a Conference Coppmittee can be formed and
appointed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to refuse. Discussion? Those in favor say Aye.
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Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to recede
from Senate Apendments 1 and 2 and asks for a Committee of
Conference., House Bill 280, Senator D'Arco...380.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

Yes, MHr. President, I would like to move to refuse to

PRESIDINC OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, the motion is that we refuse to recede fron
Senate Awmendment No. 1 and that a Conference Committee be
appointed. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Secretary shall so inform the
House. House Bill 1704, Senator Davidson. House Bill 1751,
Senator Darrow. Senator Darrow is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Hr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, I would ask that we recede from Senate Amendment No.
1. This legislation pertains to sanitary districts. It does
not pertain, however, to the Chicago Metropolitan Sanitary
District. The bill itself authorizes the sanitary district
to enter into anmnexation agreements not exceeding ten years
with property owners for the provision of sanitary services.
We had placed onto the bill an amendment that removes lan-
guage...removes premnissive language which allows any party of
a sanitary district preannexation agreement to...initiate
civil action, mandamus or other proceedings im order to
enforce and compel performance of an annexation agreement.
The House does not want to go along with that. They would
like to throw this into a Conference Connittee. It's my feel-
ing...I have a gut feeling that the purpose in doing so would
not be to the benefit of this Chanmber or to its members or to
some specific members of the Semate. I would, therefore, ask
that we recede fronm this amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion 1is to recede. The motion is to recede. Is
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there discussion? Question is, shall the Sepate recede fron
Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1751. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does recede from
Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1704, and the bill hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed and is effective immediately upon its becoming a law.
House Bill 1751, Senator Darrow. House Bill 2072, Senator
Schuneman. Senator Schumeman is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Senate refuse
to recede from Senate Amendment No. 3.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 3. Is there discussion of +the npotion? Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
refuses to recede. The Secretary shall so inform the House.
¥e will now go to the Order of Conference Comnmittee Reports,
with leave of the Body. Is there leave? Leave is dgranted.
Conference Committee reports on page 7 of your Calendar,
House Bill 26, Senator Egan. House Bill 28, Senator D'Arco.
That...that one 1is gone. House Bill 114, Senator Smith.
House Bill 406, Senator Marovitz. Senator Marovitz is recog-
nized for a motion.

SENATOR HMAROVITZ:

Yeah, I would move that the Senate do adopt Conference
Committee Report No. 1 to House Bill 406. It's a...it is an
agreed report between the sponsor of the bill and the entire
insurance industry. Puts the bill back the way it was when
it came out of the Iunsurance Committee and when it passed the
Senate and passed overwhelming without any opposition. I

would move that we do adopt Conference Committee Report No. 1
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to House Bill u406.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt the first Conference Committee on
House Bill 406. 1Is there discussion of the motiomn? Senator
Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1'd like ask the sponsor a
question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Can you tell me what the agreement that was reached on
the compromise with the insurance industry and the sponsors
of the bill? What was the agreement, and what is contained in
this...in this agreement?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

The bill as...as it passed out of the Senate was...%as an
agreed bill and there was no problem with it. When it went to
Conference Committee there was an attempt to put on some
other 1language on the bill wvhich was not agreed to, and we
withdrew from that attempt to change the bill so that it
would Jjust be the same bill that passed the Senate without
any additional language; and what that does is when an
employer dcesn't pay his health insurance, the employees
will...with receive notice so that they have an opportunity
to get other health benefits and that a copy of that notice
will be sent to the Department of 1Insurance so that the
employees would have an opportunity to get other health Lene-
fits. There's nothing on there of apy other nature or
any...controversial pature. It is the same bill that passed
the Senate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)
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Motion is that...Senator Smith. Senator Chewv.
SENATOR CHEW%:

Yeah, Senator Marovitz, does this have anything whatso-
ever to do with compulsory insurance?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOE MAROVITZ:

This has nothing...absolutely nothing to do with coapul-
sory insurance.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB BRUCE)

Senator Chew. Senator D'Arco.
SENATOE D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This...this bill is an agreed
bill with the health and life insuramce industry, and they
did take it to conference and there was nothing dome to it in
Conference Committee, so you can ask the representatives from
the industry. I would think Sepator Schuneman is aware of
this bill and there really is nothing in here +that didn't
pass out of the Senate origiwnally when the bill was before
us.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR GEOQ~KARIS:

According to the Conference Committee analysis, there is
a criminal penalty attaching here which I don't see in the
synopsis of +the original bill. In fact, according toc the
analysis it says that, "An employer who fails to notify and
as a result damages are incurred by emplioyees because of such

loss of coverage, shall...he shall be guilty of a Class B
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Misdemeanor." That was not in the original bill, if I recall
correctly.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz.
SEHATGR MAROVITZ:

That provision was in the bill that passed the Senate and
has been agreed to.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCE)

Senator...further discussion? Senator...Senator
Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, thank you, ¥r. President. I uwight be able to clear
up a little misunderstanding about this bill. Bepresentative
Greiman for years has been trying in the House to get the
insurance companies to notify employees when the employer
fails to pay the premiunm on group health insurance, aand
that's a laudable thing to do. The insuramce industry is
trying to been working with them to try to bring about a way
that that can be done. The problem is that the language that
he attached in the House would have caused insurance compa-—
nies to notify employees that they had no group insurance at
a time when the employer was perhaps just a few days late on
bhis premium, and that happens quite often. So, the language
¥as not acceptable that way. It is acceptable this
Way....Senator Marovitz has correctly described it and I
think the bill should be supported.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Schuneman...Senator Marovitz may close.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I would ask for an affirmative roll call on this
good bill, and it®s even supported by the father of mandatory
insurance, Representative Laurino.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Question 1is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Conmittee report on House Bill 406. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does adopt first Conference
Committee report on House Bill 406, and the bill having
received the required three-fifths vote of the nmembers
elected is effective immediately wupon its becoming a law.
House Bill 514, Senator Nedza. Senator Nedza is recognized
for a motion.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden:t and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I move to adopt the Conference Coamittee report on
the Senate Bill 514, In way of explanation, the reason
that...that the bill is before us is that the Senate amend-
ments that were attached to the bill, the House felt it did
not track each other properly so they, therefore, had it put
into a Conference Conmittee; and at that time, they...vwe
found that it did track properly but in order not to let the
time and potion go to waste, what we did is wve incorporated
it into one, so that is what the bill...ocr the Conference
Comnmittee report before us ise. There's no...there is no
change to the bill whatsoever with the exception that the two
amendments are incorporated into the bill as a...as a whole.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

piscussion? The motion is to adopt. Discussion? Discus-
sion? The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first
Conference Committee report on House Bill 514. 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 38, the Nays are 17,
1 voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference

Committee report on House Bill 514, and the bill having
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received the affirmative votes of three-fifths of the members
elected is effective immediately upon its becoming a law.
House Bill 573, Senator Weaver. Senator Keaver is recognized
for a motion.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. First, on a point of personal
privilege, I would 1like to advise the Senate that our good
friend, Jinm Martin's wife, gave birth to a bouncing baby boy,
their first, and I +think Jim and his wife should be
congratulated and we're happy for you, Jim. As to House Bill
573, I would move that we adopt the first Conference Commit-
tee report. There was one mistake in the bill. IDee..as to
the dosage of Lasix in the bill we passed both in the House
and the Senate, it referred to 250 cc. of Lasix. It should
have been 250 milligrams. So that's the only change in the
bill, and I would appreciate a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator DelAngelis. A1l right, Senator
Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. Just by way of comment, that sounds like
quite a difference in dosage, wvhich might suggest for another
reason that the Conference Committee ought not to be
approved; but I would go beyond that and say for those of us
who listened carefully but wvwere not persuaded that Lasix
ought to be authorized, who felt that for a variety of
reasons it was not hupane and not good for the long-ternm
interests of the borses or the horse racing imdustry, I
gather the appropriate vote is No. 1Is that correct, Semator
¥eaver?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, certainly that*s your opinion and it certainly is
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not the opinion of the chairman of the racing board or thir-
teen other states and the major racing states in the United
States. They use Lasix. Lasix was used on seven horses in
the Kentucky Derby in the Preakness. Every major racing
state allows controlled use of lLasix. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

No, I...l do understand that and I 1listened very care-
fully when we had the debate before. I think all I was
saying is that...that for those of us who were not persuaded
last time and who felt...who concluded that lasix should not
be authorized, obviously, the consistent vote is a No on this
Conference Committee report because all it does is to change
a rather glaring discrepancy, which obviously I assume was an
error, in the...the authorized dosage. Thank you. My vote
will be No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion?...Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

We2ll, Mr....Hr. Fresident, the bill did pass and it
iS...it was just a simple error. In fact, Senator HWeaver,
this...this decreases the amount of dosage that you can give
a horse...it decreases the amount that you can give the
horse, is that cocrrect?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

That is correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, additionally Channels S5 and 7 are seeking
leave to film the proceedings. Is there leave? Leave i;
granted. The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first

Conference <Committee report on House Bill 573. Those in
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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 45, the Nays are 10,
none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Confer-
ence Committee report on House Bill 573, and the bill having
received the affirmative votes of three~fifths of the members
elected 1is effective inmmediately upon its becoming a law.
For what purpose does Senator DeAngelis arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Kell, Mr. President, on a point of personal privilege.
We just passed the Conference Committee report on House Bill
514. I received the report about three minutes after the
bill passed. I voted No on a visceral basis and, unfortun-
ately, I wish I would have voted on the prevailing side so I
could bhave reconsidered that vote, and I don't kmow what we
do about these Conference Committee reports that arrive after
we vote on then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

A1) right. Senator DelAngelis, the Secretary informs nme
that all the Conference Committee reports on all the Confer-
ence Committees on the Calendar were distributed early this
morning. There may be a staff analysis but they should have
been distributed early this morning. House Bill 646, Senator
Luft. Senator Luft is recognized for a motion.

SENATGR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Senate adopt
Conference Comnittee Report No. 1 on House Bill 646. House
Bill 646...the Conference Committee report restores it to
it...the original bill, and originally the bill deal: with
the State Teachers Retirement System, and changes the provi-
sion regarding the minirum lump sum payment upon the death of
a retired member. It provides that the payment shall be +the
greatest of either one-sixth of the deceased member's salary

as of the date of his service vas terminated, that the con-
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tribution made by the member for survivor®s benefits less
interest thereon or it includes a new provision three thou-
sand dollars which is now one thousand dollars. This bill is
the same as Sepate Bill 507 that passed out of the Senate
earlier at a 59 to no vote. Mr. President, I would move that
we nov adopt Conference Committee Report No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Right. The motion is to adopt. Discussion? Senator
Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

¥Well, just to point out, Mr. President, that this bill in
this form was disapproved by the Pension Laws Conmission.
The bill was then, I +think, amended, was it not, Senator
Luft? And to bring it in conformance and to relieve the
opposition of the Senate...or the Pension Laws Copmission.
Now, it's back in its original form and it is disapproved by
the conmission.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Mr. President, just to correct the record. That young
man is currently passing out Conference Committee reports. I
don't want to make a big issue out of it but they are not all
passed out. He's passing out the next bill that's coming up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

It's...it's unfortunate, ¥r. President, that there's
confusion, but that's understandable. But all the bill does
is raise the pinimup death benefit from one thousand to three
thousand. Mos:t systems have minimum death benefits of at
least five or six thousand dollars. So this is
really...inconsistent that it should be so low as one thou-

sand, and all we're raising it is to three.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Luft may close.
SENATOR LUFT:

The only thing I say, Mr. President, is this the first
time that this has been changed since 1959, and I don't think
a thousand dollar death benefit is going to do anybody any
good right now, and I would ask for approval.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question 1is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Committee report to House Bill 646. 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 46, the Nays are 11, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Committee
report to House Bill 646, and “he Conference Coumittee having
received the affirmative vote of three-fifths the members
elected 1is immediately effective. House Bill 714, Senator
Coffey. Community college districts. Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. 1
move to accept +this Committee BReport No. 1 which earlier
dealt with two community college areas, opne in Senator
Bruce's comnupnity college area and one...or in his legis-
lative district and one in my legislative district. What
we've done here, we've included a...by an amendment to
include a school district...Onarga, Illinois, which is in
Senator Joyce's district, and we just ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall
the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on
House Bill 714. 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
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Ayes are 56, the Nays re none, none voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Committee report to
House Bill...714, and the bill having received the affirma-
tive votes of three-fifths of the members elected is effec-
tive impediately upon its becoming a law. House Bill 772,
Senator Barkhausen. Senator Barkhausen is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Nr. President and members of the Senate, I would move for
the adoption of the Conference Committee report on House Bill
772. He had earlier, by means of a Senate amendment, amended
a portion of the #ildlife Code to deal with taxidermists and
require that certain records be kept of wildlife turned over
to taxidermists for stuffing as it were, and was pointed out
that ought to have amended similar provisions of the Fish
Code to do the same thing. He already...we also put ip a
amendment to deal with a bill that the Association of Park
Distric*s had expressed an interest in to allow for money
coming from a certain fund to be used for capital development
of parks as well as for land acquisition. I would move for
the adoption of the Conference Committee report onm House Bill
772,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

eeewill the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Senator Barkhausen, there was some rumors running around
here late yesterday evening that this bill in a Conference
Conmittee was going to have a mandatory gun control amendment
in this Conference Committee. Is there any such animal or

words in this Conference Committee report?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

I...I heard the same rumors, Senator Davidson. That
apparently may have been an idea of a House member with a
particular interest in this area, but nothing of this nature
is in this bill...or Conference Committee report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOGR BRUCE)

Senator Davidson. Purther discussion? Further discus-
sion? Question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Committee report to House Bill 772. 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, npone
voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Committee report to House Bill 772, and the bill bhaving
received the affirmative votes of three-fifths of the members
elected is effective ipmediately upon its becoming a law.
House Bill 921, Semator Netsch. Semnator Netsch is recogmized
on a...for a motion on the first Conference Committee report
on House Bill 921.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move :that the Senate
approve the first Conference Committee report on House Bill
921. This was an Audit Cowmmission bill which provided
a...procedures for the deposit and bhandling of so-called
indirect cost reirmbursements. It was requested, as I under-
stand it, by the Department of Commerce and Commbunity
Affairs, particularly, that if another Statute required
deposit of the indirect cost reimbursements into a particular
fund that that be permitted and it not be covered by these
general provisions. There also was a technical correction to
the numbering provisions, but I...I believe it is only DCCA

which has the authority to deposit such funds in...in a spe-
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cific reguirement that will not therefore be subject to this
bill at least at the present tine. That seems like a
reasonable request. I would move +hat the Senate concur
in...or, I's sorry, approve the Conference <Committee Report
No. 1 on House Bill 921.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall
the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on
House Bill 921. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote WNaye. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 52, the Nays are nome, 1 voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Commit:iee report to
House Bill 921, and the bill having received the affirmative
votes of three-fifths of the members elected is effective
immediately wupon its becoming a law. House Bill 1371, Sena-
tor Carroll. House Bill 1805, Senator Keats. Conference
Committee report on +the Metropolitan Area Transportation
Council. Perhaps you should hold that, Senator Keats. House
Bill 219, Senator Rigney...Senate Bill 219. Clustered voting.
Yes, we are on...all right, we are now on Senate bills,
Senate Bill 219. Senator Rigney, did you wish to make a
motion on that Conference Comnittee report? Senator Rigmey
is recognized.

SENATOR EBIGNEY:

Yes, Mr. Presiden*, I certainly do move to adopt the
Conference Committee report on 219. This is the one dealing
with the clustered precincts. Actually, it went back to
Conference Committee because there was kind of a technical
error with one of the amendments that was contained on that
report. Actually, the...the effect of the amendments that
were put on 219 was to clarify the number of judges in the
political party that they were to represent anytime that we

were to cluster any of *these precincts. Now, that's what was
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missing at the time that we adopted the original legislation.
Also, one of these amendments took cut Chicago.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

I might be confused in 219 with 244, 219, according to
my analysis, deals with the county board of election commis-
sioners in DuPage only?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR BIGNEY:

You're...you're talking about, now, the Coanference
Committee report as it effects Amendment No. 2. Is that it?
Okaye. That particular one...that was the one that went back
for further clarification. W®hat we are doing there, under
the appointment powers, vwe're merely pointing out that each
political party would get to name one of the people to serve
as election commissioners, the Republicans would get one, the
Democrats would get one, the third one would ke appointed by
the county board chairman regardless of his party. The net
effect is to give the majority party two and the minority
party one.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARRON:
Will the spoansor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator...Senator...

SENATOR DARROK:

If I*m...if I'm looking at this correctly, it says the
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chairman of +the county central committee shall sumbit the
nanes of three candidates. 1Is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

That's correct. That way he will submit those to the
county board. The county board chairman then will select oane
of those three people that has been pominated by the head of
the party. So, the idea is, of course, to give the input to
the political party in the county, to give them, you know, a
certain weasure of say, otherwise you'd have to turn it all
over to the county board chairman.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROH:

Well, how is the chairman of a county central committee
selected? Do the people, the constituents, in that area vote
for him?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

(Machine cutoff)...not :alking about how +the person is
selected, you're talking about how the party chairman is se~
lected? Well, I assume as in all other downstate counties,
the committeeman selects the county...or the county chairman.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Darrowe.

SENATOR DARROW:

You wmean to say that you're going to have three people
selected by some political hack that's chosen by precinct
connitteemen. The people don't have any gay in this. The
Democrats that go into that Primary Election don't have any
say who’s going to...who's going to make these choices.

You're getting it right back into back room politics,...smoke




Page 31 - JOLY 1, 1983

filled rooms, and downstate Republicans are going to have all
the say in this smoked filled rooms. 1It*s not a good, clean
system 1ike they have up in Cook County where the central
committeeman is picked by the people and thern he appoints the
precinct captains. VYou've got this all turned around again,
Harlan. You ought %o have a bill in here where you elect the
county chairmen like they do in Cook County and we'd get some
response to the people that are members of the party, not
those committeemen. I think you got the wrong idea here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Hr. President. Will the spomsor yield for a
question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITQO:

Senator Rigney, did you say that Cook County was excluded
from this provision?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Yeah, this is for DaPage County.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Zito.

SENATCR ZITO:

%ell, it*'s my wunderstanding, if I read this correctly,
and I remember President Rock on the Floor opposing it...o0n
this one point that Cook...there are parts of...of Cook
County, if Cook County is...is excluded, that would mean that
DuPage County could appoint poll wvatchers in Ccock County but
the reverse could not happen. Can you clarify that for me?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bigney.




Page 32 - JOLY 1, 1983

SENATOR RIGNEY:

No, that's another bill you're talking about. That*s one

that Senator Fawell has.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Could you clarify this one for me, please?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR BIGNEY:

Okay. First of all, we're talking about DuPage County
because they are one, I think, of the very few counties that
has a county board of election commissioners. In fact, I've
had some suggestion that perhaps they are the only county
with a county board of election commissioners. Now, at the
present time, as I understand, the circuit judge makes the
appointnent. We have been getting away from this process of
having the court directly involved in appointments of this
kind. So, I guess probably our choices were to simply turnp
the whole process over to the county board, and then the
county board chairman would make all of the appointments sith
the approval of the...advice and consent of the county board.
Now this is what it eventually boils down to; however, the
idea was to give some imput to the political parties them-
selves. I am sure that maybe the Democratic Party wsould not
be particularly happy to have all...have their election
compissioner appointed by a Republican chairman of a Repub-
lican county board without any inpu* whatsoever from the
Democratic Party. This gives the Democratic Party some

direct input into the process.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very puch. MHaybe I can...maybe I carn clear
this up. Senator Zito...Senator Zito...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Yeah. He is listening, Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FARELL:

What it 1is, we have three election commissioners, two
Republican and one Democrat. In your county you have two
Democrat and one Republican...or you may have five...I'm not
sure, but whatever it is, you've got control in...in Cook
County. Alright. Bight now, our chief judge is appointing
all three. It has been suggested that it would be more fair
that your chairman of...of our county, the Democratic chair-
man, should have the right to pick the Democra+* commissioner,
that the Republican chairman should have the right +to pick
one of the Republican commissioners, and whoever is in the
position as chairmar of the county board, which in oar county
is probably going to be a Republican, would...would pick the
third one. That's all it is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I'm a little confused.
We are talking about county board members? #ould the sponsor
yield? Or board of election commissioners?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator RBRigmey.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

We are talking about election commissiomers, election
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board, and that is a DuPage County function. They...they
have a county election board. Three members presently
appointed by the...as Bev Fawvell said, by the chief judge.
You are...yeah, by a Republican judge, all three of them are
now appointed. As you know, we're taking appointments away
from the judiciary now. For the wmost part, they're being
nade by the county board chairman with the advice and consent
of *the county board. That's what we're doing here. The only
little extra +hing wet're doing is giving the two political
parties a chance to make, in effect, a nomination of three
people for the county board...chairman will then select one
of those three people. One of +he three Democrats that's
nominated, hetll select one, and one of the three
Republicans, he®ll select one of those. Just giving the par-
ties some political input here. I don't think there's any-
thing wrong with the whole systen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Macdonald. Senator
Schaffer, would you...Senator Macdonald is trying to speak.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you. I think that this is...should be very clear,
and I think it isS @e..2...a good suggestion. One of the
former Senators...referred to these as party hacks. #Well,
the system is that these board of election commissioners
should be selected by the parties that represent them on
this...on this particular board that we're talking about.
The...if the first expired term is a Bepublican and the
compissioner served for only ome year, then it should be the
Republican county chairman's prerogative to nominate the
candidate, and if it should happen to be a Democrat whose
term expires first, I think it is fair for the Democratic
Party then to be able to select that person. I don?t see
what the confusion is about this. While DuPage County may be

the only county with that kind of a board, I think this is a
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good bill, and I hope that you will support Senator
Rigney's...Senate Bill 219.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Discussion? Senator Zito.
SENATOR 21IT0:

Mr. President, I apologize %o rise for a second time but
I'm opposed to this concept. I think it*s an impairment of
discretion...upon party officials submitting names to elected
officials. I don®'t think this...this proceéure should con-
sist, and in a decision with Redmond versus BRaney, the deci-
sion was that they felt that this, too, was an...an impair-
ment of discretion because we are having political officials
give and submit and influence names to elected officials. I
think it's a bad concept and I think it should be defeated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

««.further discussion? Senator Rigney may close.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, I would point out, this started as a highly
noncontroversial little bill dealing with the coamsolidation
of precincts in the off-year elections, and the original
legislation, in fact, was identical to some that you had, Mr.
President, that was merely telling how many election judges
ve are going to have when we combine four...up to four pre-
cincts in a consolidated election. The amendments came along
then and did a couple of other things im addition to that.
We have dwelled at some length here on the procedures for
DuPage County. It also provides for balanced representation
Ol...at the...the various polling places of...of the two
political parties, once you combine two, three, four or up to
five of these various precincts in the...in the one polling
place. I think what we've worked out here in the DuPage case
is certainly better than to simply give all of the authority
to the county board chairmam. I would think that the polit-

ical parties would vant to have a little input into the proc-
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ess, and that's what we've provided for is some party input
into the process. And when they will nopminate a 1list of
three candidates to send on to the county board chairman, and
then he nust pick from among that list of three candidates
one person to represent that party cn the election conpis-
sion. I ask for your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

<..S5enator Lenke. He was <closing, Senator Lemke, if
you...Senator Lenmke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I just want to be sure, though. This only affects DuPage
County, is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rigmney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Yes, this particular amendment that we're talking about
for the election commissioners only affects DuPage County.
The other part of the bill where Cook County was taken out of
it, that's the part of the bill that deals with the consoli-
dation of precincts. So, 1let*s oot confuse apples and
oranges here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan, did you wish to make a comment?
SENATOR DEGNAN:

I...I apologize for rising a second tinme. I have one
question...or one statement, I suppose. What we have here is
apparently people who are not elected submitting three names
to a person who is elected and forcimg that person to choose.
I'm not sure if that's constitutional or not. Could you
address that, Senator Rigney?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rigney. I know you were closing, Senator, but

I'm sure that you would prefer to answer these guestions.

SENATOR BIGNEY:
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I guess...first of all, I have to start out by saying
that my particular ability to ansver your question...I'z not
trying to avoid your gquestion, but when you get onto a con-
stitutional guestion here about procedures and whether or not
someone can actually make a nomination that ia turn you?ll
pick from that list of nominees. I really cannot answer your
question clearly with a yes or no. It just seems like it's a
good workable system. 1It's one I support because it does
bring at least a...a chance for the parties to participate in
the process. If we don': go this way, there will be no party
participation, period.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Sepator Rigmey, do you wish to close again
Or.e..alright. The guestion is, shall the Senate adopt the
first Conference Committee report on Semate Bill 219. Those
in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who ;ish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 32, the Nays are 17,
3 voting Present. The bill having failed to receive the
required three-fifths affirmative of the menmbers elected is
declared lost...Senator Rigney, do you...wish to request a
second Committee of Conference?

SENATOR RIGNEY:

ees¥e're willing to take the effective date off.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUDCE)

Well, okay. So that we understand where we are, under
our rules, we could do that with a bill. The problem is, the
Conference Committee was signed by up to ten members, and
ve...we cannot change the Conference Committee report. On
legislation that we are adopting we can do that, but since
this...the major...the only thing I know, Senator Rigamey,
that you could do is ask for a second Conference Committee

report, and you have the option, obviously, of taking out the
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effective date. Sebator Rigney.
SENATGR RIGNEY:

Wetll ask for a second Conference Committee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. The Secretary shall so inform the House.
Senate Bill 244, Senator Fawvell. Senator Fawell 1is recog-
nized on a motion on the first Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 244,

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very nuch. What we did in the Conference
Committec...first of all, I'd like to move that we accept the
Conference Committee No. 1. What we did was we excluded
Chicago in the House Amendment No. 2. The original House
Apendment 2 provided that when a municipality is 1located in
two or more counties, a registered voter who resides within
such county from either county is eligible to serve as a poll
watcher in any polling place in the city. The Democrats on
the other side were concerned about the eleven people living
in Chicago within DuPage County serving as poll watchers in
Chicago, and e, therefore, eliminated Chicago in the bill.
And I would move...if there's any gquestions, I'1l be glad to
answer them; otherwise, I would move to accept the conference
reporta.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BERUCE)

Discussion? Sepator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Yes, thank you, Wr. President. Senator Fawell, as 1
understand it now, we've taken Chicago out so DuPage County
folks cannot come down to Chicago and act as poll watchers,
but the bill still allows, and correct me if I'm wrong, Wwhen
a nunicipality is split by two counties, County X and County
Y, in a mupicipal election, poll watchers from County Y could
move to County X and watch polling places.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Yes, but only in municipal elections...welre not talking
about any other kind of elections. For instance,
Hinsdale...well, that isn't a good example...Wayne lives
half...is half in...in St. Charles and half...I mean, half in
Kane County and half in DuPage County. Now, if you are
running for the president of Wayne, either in the primary or
the genmeral, your poll watcher's certificate would be good in
either Kane or DuPage, but this is only, and I underline
only, for municipality electionsa.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

«e<0n the record, it's municipal electioms only?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Yes, it is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITOC:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. I'n not partic-
ularly opposed to the concept; however, 1'd like a clarifi-
cation on...on Sepator Degnan®'s guestion. When you say
municipal elections, does this include school elections, park
elections?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

NOee-n0, it?S...it's municipal elections. ®hat has hap-
pened is that...exactly what I have said has happened. A...2
town happens to slop over into the next county and...and

there was a...a gentleman who was runniug for mayor and he
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was allowed to watch, you know, in one area but not in the
other, that's all.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Ar. President. Rould the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates she will yield.

SENATOR JEROME JCYCE:

Okay. So, you can go from one municipality if you're in
one county where the...where the mupicipality overlaps in two
counties? But does it specify in there that you could...in
ARe..in an election...in...an adjoining town, camn you go
from...if you've got a friend running for mayor over in the
next town, can you go over there and do it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Sepator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

No, this only...I...ny understanding is, there are some-
thing like thirty-seven towns that are in two different coun-
tieSeee.thesssthe city 1limits are within two different coun-
ties. It would affect only those towns *hat are...you know,
the town itself is in two different counties.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jerome Joyce. Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARRQW:

Thank you, H#r. President. Would the sponsor yield?
I...somewhere in the back of my wmind, I'm reminded of a
Supreme Court case, I believe it was dealing with the
recorder of deeds, and in that case I believe there was sonme
laws mnade where the county chairman, the political chairwman,
could not select any elected officials, based on the fact
that a county chairsan was not selected by the people, he was

not voted by the people. I may be wrong on that, but if
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that's the case, how does that fit in with this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator...Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

eeeJaeeseI think you're on the wrong bill. A county
recorder does not rus in a municipal election. A county
recorder runs ip...in...are you talking about a...a city
recorder?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Darrov.

SENATOR DARROW:

Well, let's...let...maybe I ought to start off by saying,
I'm addressing the bill itself., The provision of the bill
where...vhere a legislative or representative district com-
prises of only one county or part of a county, its legis-
lative or representative committee shall consist of the
chairman of the county central committee and two members of
the county central committee who reside in the legislative or
representative district. That's still part of this isn*t it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FARELL:

Yes, but what that has to do is with the KRen Cole-Jerry
Weeks problen. If you remember, we had two representatives
who died before...yocu know, between the Primary and the Gen-
eral Election. IteseiDeee]l meade..the one...the amendment
really has nothing to do with the original bill. On the
original bill what we are addressing is a problem we found
out when we passed the last election law last vyear. What
happened was the coanty chairman, under that law right now,
has the right to appoint himself and two others, and this
happened. Unfortunmately, my chairman and the chairman of the
other township did not live within District 39. The chairman

from Bloomingdale Township Republican Party lived in Doris
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Karpiel's district. The chairman of Milton ‘Township, which
is Wheaton and Glen Ellyn, lived in...in Gene Hoffman's dis-
trict. So, we ended up with three people on the committee
and no one in the district being on the committee to pick the
representatives, and it happened twice, and...so we are
trying to correct that situation. W#hat we are saying o the
county chairman is, if this happens again, you got to pick
two people that live inside the district, that!s all. That's
all that does.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

«..Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

Well, the gentleman from Madison County indicated that
you had a pretty rough night last night and I should take it
easy and not ask anymore questions, so I won't ask anymore.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Purther discussion? Senator Fawell
may close.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you. I would ask for an affirpmative vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCE)

,The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Comnmittee report to Senate Bill 244. 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
vho wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are
52, the Nays are nonme, 2 voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conference Committee report to Senate Bill
244, and the bill having received the affirmative votes of
three-fifths of the members elected is effective immediately
upon 1its becoming a law. Senate Bill 313, Senator
Vadalabene. Coroners and fees. 313...Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, as I understand iz, 313 is +the...is the cor-

p—
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oners...what they did there in that bill, the House, they
amended the...that all the elected officials would be serving
on Jjuries. e sent that back to the House, ve did not
concur. W#e adopted Amendment...No. 1, and they did not
recede from Amendment No. 2, and they sent it bhack to us with
Amendment No. 1 and Amendment No. 2. So, there is a techni-
cal error inmn 313, and I think it ought to be sent back for
correction.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator vVadalabene, you do not wish to adopt the Confer-
ence Committee report?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yeah, due to a %technical error, I thimk it has to go back
and another conference ke held.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Senator Grotberg.
SENATCR GROTBERG:

Thank you. A gquestion of the sponsor before he proceeds.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

Alrighta.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Senator...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, now he does not plan to adopt t+his Conference
Conmittee report. Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Okay, but this is the jury exemption amendment. FWere you
t0...ny question, Senator Sam, were you to adopt it, we would
no longer have the jury exemptiom in it or we would have?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:
Were I to adopt it, it would have the...they would not be

exemnpted.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

«..they would not be exempted, were you to adopt it. and
sone of us, like the sponsor of the bill, wnyself, of that
same bill, don't want them exempied. And I...if you're
sending it back to conference, will we see it come back with
no exemption?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Well, that would be up to the House spomsor. The only
reason I'm sending it back, and maybe...you know, I need a
Parliamentarian on it, we did concur with Amendment No. 1.
Now, it's come back...and did not concur with Amendment No.
2. It went back over to the fHouse, they did not recede and
have sent it back...back over to us with Amendment No. 1 and
2. Now, is that technical...I think a second Conference
Committee has to be appointed to straighten that out, aund
then at that particular time, 1I'11 move to concur or not
concur with Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Alright. Senator Grotberg.
SENATCR GROTBERG:

..what I'm getting at, Senator Sam, is House Amendment
No. 2, the way it is now, repeals the jury exemptions, and
I'nm, of course, want to say that stay in. That's what our
analysis shows.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

well, I don't bhave it in front of me, but I understand

that they do...do not wish to repeal the exemption. And let

me tell you something, Senator Grotberg, that group is frus-
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trating me more than you are. I don't kmow what the hell
they want or what they don't want, and that's why I'm sending
it back and...and I'sm trying to get it finalized. But
they're driving me to frustration and I'm just about to...get
BY...take my name off of that bill. They're on again and off
again.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I...I have two guestionsa Number one, is that group
frustrating you more than Beverly is frustrating you? That's
the first question, you can answer them in order. The second
question is, the Senator is...is absolutely correct,
this...the...the amendment as it came back in the Conference
Conmittee report iSeeelSasait may be technical, but
itesoit'seesit?s.a.ite..it?'s entirely substantive *cause
it...it's...it talks about one amendment and it means to talk
about the other amendment. So, while it should have No. 2 in
there instead of WNo. 1, it changes the entire bill. Now,
that may be technical, but it just has to do with the entire
substance of the 1legislation by having the wrong number in
there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Okay. Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, on your first question, Senator Marovitz, I*'m glad
you brought that up. No, I am enjoying a fine rela*ion with
Bev.e And on the second one, let®s send it back over there
and get it straightened out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene, you do not with to make the adoption,
is that correct? We will put the question in the affirma-
tive, and I think Sepator Vadalabene is soliciting a No vote.

Is that correct, Senator? The question is, shall the Senate
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adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
313. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 4, the Nays are 13...he does
not wish to adopt the Conference Conmmittee report and we have
to move on to the next order of business. The first Confer-
ence Committee report is not adopted, and he requests a
second Conference Committee report. Your switches are work-
ing, the...the Senator did not wish to concur, and so we just
have to take the roll call for our record, and then we go on
to the second Conference Committee report. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAW®ELL:

Sam, before you leave, this is Bev. I was driving into
work today and I saw some tiger lilies that reminded me of
you, so I stopped and picked some ard I'm going to bring thenm
over.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)

(Machine cutoff)...Bill 437, Senator Fawell. Senator
Fawell is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very wmuch, Mr. President. I, too, want a
Conference Committee. This bill was rejected in the House
and they are asking for another Conference Conmmittee, so 1
think it's sort of silly to vaste time to do anything else
with it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. The motion 1is that we...the sponsor Joes not
wish to adopt the Conference Committee report. For our
records, we will take a roll call. It will be a gquick call,
s0 no one should get too excited. The question is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report om Senate
Bill 437. 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
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2, the Nays are 38, none voting Present. The Senate does not
adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
437, and the Secretary shall so inform the House that the
sponsor reguests a second Conference Committee. Senate Bill
440, Senator Marovitz is recognized.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and nembers of the
Senate. I would move that the Senate do adopt Conference
Committee report to Senate Bill 440, This 1is a...this
conference report is supported by DCFS, DPH and the Illinois
Medical Society and the Commission oa Children because it
helps give protection to childrem and preserve the system to
eliminate venereal disease and that trasmission of venereal
disease in children. We have checked with all the depart-
ments and the Medical Society, they are on...all in support
of this Conference Committee report, and I would ask for the
adoption of Conference Committee Report No. 1 to Senate PBEill
440.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is tc adopt. Discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOON:

Sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR BLOOMN:

In looking through this report it was brought to my
attention that the report states that the original report of
venereal disease received by +the Department of Public Health
shall remain confidential. I don't wunderstand how this
strict confidentiality 1language will enable us to protect
children under twelve through protective custody seatings and
to prosecute the abusers. In other words, other teenagers or
other kids...this information is passed along, and...and the

purpose...part of +the purpose is to stamfp out venereal
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disease. See the problem? They'’re...they're being treated
different as a classification.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

If...if we could have leave...if I could take this out of
the record right now, I want to get the department up here
because that question was asked and it vas amswered, and 1I°'d
like to get them up here to clarify that. Okay? Can we take
this out of the record with leave to get back to it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Take it out of the record and we'll get back to
it in just a wmoment, I'm sure. Senate Bill 702, Senator
Lemke. Partnership suits. Senate Bill 811, Semator Coffey.
Senator Coffey on the Floor? Alright. 923, Senator
Davidson. Senator Davidson is recognized for a motiom on the
first Conference Committee report onm Senate Bill 923.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Hr. President and members of the Senate, I would nmove
that we adopt the Conference Conmittee report. What it does,
we worked out an amendment to the two opposing parties?
agreement so that each one 1is prctected from the other,
and...the amendrment says, "provides that a petition signed by
at least fifty electors proposing a sale of the town building
shall go directly to the voters if the sale price, which must
be stated on a petition, is equal to or greater than the fair
market value of the building. If the sale price is less than
the fair market value, then the petition must be approved by
the building board of the managers before the guestion is
subpnitted to the voters." 1I'd appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall
the Senate adopt the first Conference <Conmittee report on

Senate Bill 923. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
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vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wishk?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that questionm,
the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Committee report to
Senate Bill 923, and the bill having received the affirmative
votes of three-fifths of the menbers elected is effective
inmediately wupom its becoming a law. Senate Bill 972, Sena-
tor Holmberg. Senator Holmberg is recognized for a nmotion.
SENATOR HOLMBEBRG:

The Conference Copmittee recommends that we concur with
House Apendment No. 1 to the...senior citizens free tuition
bill for public colleges and universities which redefines the
definition of senior citizen to Senior Citizen and Disabled
Persons Property Tax Relief Act. It also adds a provision
requiring that the Illinois State Scholarship Comnission con-
sider applications for financial aid from students attending
proprietary schools approved by either the State Board of
Education or the Board of Higher Education. HWe have had this
bill before us in the Senate this Session, but now it has
been amended, and i* now asks that funds for such assistance
shall be available from a special vocational training fund
provided by a separate line item. Funds for special voca-
tional grants shall no: be intermingled with other monetary
avard program funds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTEBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. Pardon for the interruption,
Senator Holmberg. It 1is my understanding that moments ago
the House defeated this same and bhave asked for a second
conference. If the Secretary would check, we may be wasting
our time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

---the Chair was just informed, Senator Holmberg, as you
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were in debate that this bill was defeated in the House just
moments ago. Senator Holoberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Then I would like to ask for a second Conference Commit-
tee report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Haitland, did yoa wish to comment?
Alright...again, we will...we will probably accede to the
request of the House that a second Conference Committee
report, but we will have to dump this one. So, the guestion
is, shall the Senate adopt the first Ccnference Conmittee
report on Senate Bill 972. 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 reccrd. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 5, the Nays are 22. The Senate does
not adopt the first Conference Committee report to Senate
Bill 972, and the...Secretary shall so inform the House. And
the sponsor, Senator Holmberg, asks for a second Conference
Conmittee...that...that a second Conference Conmittee be
appointed. (Machine cutoff)...leave to get back to 10302
Leave is granted. Senate Bill 1061, Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senate Bill 1061 was amended...it's a public aid bill,
and...in the House, and Amepdments 7 and 4, I believe,
evidentally flew in the face of some Federal legislation, so
we put the bill in the Conference Cowmmittee to bring all of
the amendments into compliance with current Federal laws, not
to jeopardize any Federal funding. I believe the House just
adopted this Conference Committee. I don*t think it's con-
troversial.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall the

Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report to Senate

Bill 1061. Those in favor vote Aye. Those orposed vote Nay.
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The voting is open. (Machine cutoff)...voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the
Ayes are 52...53, the Nays are none, none voting Present.
The Senate does adopt the first Conference <Conmmittee report
to Semate Bill 1061, and the bill having received the affirm-
ative votes of three-fifths of the members elected is effec-
tive immediately upon its becoming a law. Senate Bill 1199,
Senator Schaffer. Senator Schaffer 1is recognized for a
notion.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, Senate Bill 1199 is the Chain of Lakes-Fox
River Water Management Agency. Ve passed the House
bill...identical House bill to the Governor®’s Desk. This is
the Senate version. It did not, when it left the House, have
the final legal definition of the boundaries, so we put it in
a Conference Committee to put the boundaries in. So, it is
virtually identical with Senate Bill 1778. I believe there
are a couple of legal changes in the defimitiom, but it is
virtually identical to the other bill which is already on the
Governor's Desk, and I appreciate concurrence.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the guestionm is,
shall the Senate adopt the Conference Conmittee report on
Senate Bill 1199. 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are 1, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
Conference Committee report on Semate Bill 1199, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed, and the bill having received the affirmative
vote of three-fifths of the nmembers elected is effective
immediately upon its becoming a law. Is there leave to get

back to 120372 1218, Senator Degnan. Top of page 9, the




Page 53 - JUuLY 1, 1983

Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 121i8. Senator
Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. Conference Committee Report
No. 1 asks that the Senate concur in House Amendments 1 and
2, the House recede from House Amendment No. 3 and adds sone
language. Basically, the bill now is still providing that
election authorities should give coanty chairmen copies of
precinct registration lists. 1In the forma: it is now a two
dollar fee per precinct is alloved, not required but allowed.
It also added 1langquage, "requires a petition circulator to
indicate on each sheet the dates on which that sheet wvas
circulated." And also requires that no petition for nomina-
tion may be circulated more than ninety days before a £filing
date for that office. I move we adopt Ccnference Conmmittee
No. 1.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the gques-
tion is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Conmmittee
report on Senate Bill 1218. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 1, 1 voting Present.
The Senate does adopt the Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 1218, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed, and the bill hav-
ing received the affirmative vote of three-fifths of the mem-
bers elected is effective immediately wupon its becoming a
lawv. 1269, Senator DeAngelis. On the Order of Conference
Committee Reports, Senate Bill 1269, Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I wmove to adopt Conference

Committee Report No. 1 on Semate Bill 1269. When this bill
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went over from the Senate to the House, an amendment was put
on to correct a technical problem. 1In the review of that
apendment, it was determined that the original bill had a
technical problem. So, the Conference Coumittee report just
simply takes off the amendment and corrects the two technical
problems. I urge its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the gques-
tion is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Comnittee
report on Senate Bill 1269. Those in favor will vote BAye.
Those opposed vuill vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 51 Ayes,
no Nays, none voting Preseat. The Senate does adopt the
Conference Committee repor% on Senmate Bill 1269, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed, and the bill having received the affirmative
vote of three-fifths of the nembers elected is effective
impediately upon its becoming a law. Senator Bruce, on 1030.
Botton of page 8, Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
1030, Mr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1030.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. My wmotior will be that we
adopt the Conference Committee. The two House amendments to
this bill deal with the small town commercial zome improve-
nent, part of the Prairie State Two Thousand package. Amend-
ment 1 removed the requirement that the...the projects abut
or be adjacent to a State highway, and then Amendment No. 2
lowered the eligibility from one hundred thousand...one hun-

dred thousand population to fifty thousand in population. He
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had thought that we were not to have concurred and, frankly,
the spomsor made a...ad error, ¥e should have concurred in
the beginmning, and so, I would ask for your favorable vote on
the adoption of the Conference Conmittee.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If no%, the ques-
tion is, shall the Senate adop:t the Conference Conmnmittee
report on Senate Bill 1030. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The vating 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 57,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1030,
and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed, and the bill having received the
affirpative vote of three-fifths of the members elected is
effective immediately upon its becoming a law. 440, Senator
Marovitz. On the Order of Conference Committee Reports, pid-
dle of page 8, the Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
440, HBr. Secretary...Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. Once again, U440 is a report that Director Greg
Kohler and...and DPH and the Illinois State Medical Society
have agreed to and put together so that we can track venereal
disease in childremn wunder twelve. Obviously, in children
under twelve there 1is a presumption with...with venereal
disease that there has been child abuse. The department will
be...given the name, age and address of those children under
twelve so that they can begin an investigation to track the
venereal disease and track the child abuse. And I know of no
opposition to this legislation. I would ask for adoption of
Conference Committee Heport No. 1 to Senate Bill 440.

PRESIDENT:
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Discussion? Discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Yes, I'd like to ask Senator...Marovitz a gquestion.
PRESIDERNT:

Indicates het'll yield, Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Bill, can you tell me, when they find out if, in fact,
the child does have venereal disease...a minor, I guess under
twelve, would +that parenat be notified that that child has
venereal disease?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

The answver is, yes, through the physician.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

In other words, is there any requirement in here that the
physician notify the parents if their child has venereal
disease?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Yarovi<tz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

That...this bill does not deal with that subject matter
at all. It has nothing to do with that.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Well, I...I think it does have something toc do with it.
This is one of the items that we were concerned about in that
Senate Bill 737, +that parents aren't being notified, and I
think a parent would like to be. I'm not trying to stop your
bill, because I think this is a...a...an excellent direction,

but I wish you'd be more considerate of the parents in...when
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these subjects come up, and...it should...it should be built
into this bill that parents are notified if their...if their
twelve year old has venereal disease.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOON:

Yes, the concern that I raised insofar as the prosecutors
were concerned, the...the guestion I raised has been
answvered. The problem *hat they have is with am underlying
Act, not with this bill, and...and maybe, Senator Kelly, you
and I can get together and satisfy both of those concerns in
another bill. But there?s no problem with this bill. Thank
you.

PRESIDENT:

-Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

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

PRESIDENT:

«e.indicates he?*1ll yield, Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Senator, couldn®'t this venereal disease very well cobe
from the parent of the child that?'s involved and, therefore,
a case of incest?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

That is exactly what this bill is about, so that the
department will go out to the parent®s house and check for
abuse and whether this has come from the...from the parent.
That is exactly wha* this bill is about and trying to prevent
so that...and to answer Sepator Kelly's gquestion,...the
report will come one of two ways. It will come to the

department®s attention one of two ways, because the child is
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brought in by the parent to a doctor and the doctor sends in
the 1lab report to the department, as is required; or two, if
it is not brought in by the paren*, once the department gets
it their first thing is to go out to the parent...to the hone
of the «child where the parents are and then investigate it.
So, in either case the parent will in all cases be notified
and we will try ard, number one, eradica*e the disease and
nunber two, most importantly, find out if there has been
child abuse to get that child out of that hone.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

I have had some work with incest cases. #We have a...a
system in our county that is fairly unique amnd I bhave
been...have some dealings with...with some of these children.
The problem is that if the parent is notified instead of the
proper aunthorities, I would be afraid that the parent would
coerce the child and prevent him from telling the authority
anything that would happen, and so I...I think just the way
the bill is vritten is...is the proper wvway, and I would sug-
gest an Aye vote on this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Marovitz may close.

SENATOR MABROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. Fresident, I would just
solicit your Aye vote for this bill that will, hopefully,
help prevent cases of incest and child abuse and venereal
disease and the spread of venereal disease in children under
tvelve years of age.

PRESIDENT:

The question 1is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference

Committee report on Senate Bill 440. Those in favor will

vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
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Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 54, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate
does adopt the Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
440, and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declare passed, and baving received the affirpa-
tive vote of three-fifths of the members elected is effective
immediately upon its becoming a law. 702, Senator Lenke.
811, Senator Coffey. Senator Smith, on 114. Senator Egan,
on 26. Do you wish 1-1-4 called, Senator Smith? Alright,
top of page 7, Conference Comnittee report on House Bill
1~1-4, 114, On the Order of Conference Committee Reports,
Conference Committee report on House Bill 114. Senator
Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move to accept +he Confer-
ence Report No. 1 on this bill, House Bill 114, which is a
harrassment bill, and it deletes the title and everything
after the enacting clause, replaces with an expansion of the
offenses of institutiopal vandalism, changes the name of
offense to institutional intimidation, provides that the
offense includes harming any person or member of a congre-
gation while attending or travelling to and from church
services or activities at the place of a religious ‘worshipe.
Thank you, #Hr. President. As a result of the Conference
Committee's report, it reads thus, the Digest is nov...it
permits residential picketing when the dwelling is used as a
hotel or motel or when such picketing is related directly to
the operations of a nursing home, apartment building, con-
dominium or cooperative...dwelling where such picketing is
taking place. It also permits the Chicago Bolice Department
t0 seize vehicles used in *he commission of; one, aggravated
battery with a deadly weapon; two, intimidation; three,

compelling organizational memberships or persons. These are
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nevw crimes of...for which there may be a seizure of vehicles.
And three, it adds a new provision of aggravation where the
court may impose a more severe sentence for offenses taking
place on the grounds of a place of worship or any building
used for such purposes. MNr. President, I move to accept the
conference report.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Geo-Karis. Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. Senator Smith, Margaret,
I...I 1love you nadly and I...I worked with yocu to help get
your bill out onto the Floor of the Senate and out of the
Senate when it only pertained to offenses :aking place in
Qeesil @ceein @e..in a place of worship. Briefly stated, I
find Representative MNcPike's bill affixed hereto, the resi-
dential picketing. That bill was <roundly defeated im the
House, I think it only got thirty-six votes. I would rise in
opposition to accepting the Conference Committee report with
the extra language on it. I withheld my signature, as did
thes..Senator Sommer and...the...the House Republicap Repre-
sentatives. I really domn't think tha® at this late stage in
the Assembly that it is wise to affix a bill that was
jefeated...a House bill that was defeated so badly in the
jouse to this bill. If you would take Representative
fcPike's bill back off, we <could have another Conference
lommittee report and take care of the pressing problem in
rour district; but as the Conference Connittee report is
written, I ~cannot support it and would urge people on both
sides of the aisle to reject this report. Thank you.
RESIDENT:

Senator Smith.

SENATCR SMITH:
Mr. President, if I may at this time, I'd 1like to take

tais out of the record for the time beinga..
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“RESIDENT:

Alright. Take it out of the record, Mr. Secretary.
RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

(Machine cutoff)...resolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 303 offered by Senator Egan, it's
congratulatory.
~RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Resolutions Consent Calendar. {4achine cutoff)...BRock,
vere you ready on 1203? On page 9 of ycur Calendar is the
first Conference Conmittee report on Senate Bill 1203, and
Jenator Bock is recognized for a motion.

IENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
jenate. I would move to adopt the firs*t Conference Committee
report on Senate Bill 1203. As the bill left the Senate, and
it left unanimously or virtually unanimously, it dealt with
the problem of the settlement of the invalid tax that certain
municipalities had imposed upon their residents and how to
handle the question of retroactivity. There has been, I an
told, a settlement of sorts reached...an agreement reached
that the date from which the refund would start is...is in
place by...by Senate Bill 1203. The 1legislation in the
Conference Comnittee was amended to deal with another 1legal
problen. The first, of course, is the substance of 1203,
when regarding the problem of municipalities that have levied
an illegal utility tax, and the other deals with aunicipal-
ities levying a tax on gross receipts which include the State
tax liabilities. This amendment is designed to make substi-
tute language and changes in the organization of the bill?s
language that will strengthen, we hope, the legality of the
legislation in the eyes of the court. I kXnow of no objec-
tion, and I would urge the adoption of Conference Committee

Report No. 1.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt. 1Is there discussion? Senator
Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, Senmator Rock, I
don't mean to be an obstructionist, but as you kanow, I've
been at 1least tangentially involved with the problem that
I...I guess you're seeking to correct, and I'm sorry that I
haven't hkad a chance to look at the latest version of this
bill until this moment. I...I wonder if you could take a
moment though to...to trace us back through the...the problem
that you've been attempting “o get at with Senate Bill 1203
and...and for the record state what you feel it accomplishes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

I will take it out of the record and afford the Senator
an opportuni*y to read it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Take it out of the record. Sena-
tor...Senator...alright., House Bill 114, Senator Swmith is
recognized for a motion on the first Conference Committee
rzporte.

SENATOR SMITH:

Mr. President, I'd like to have a roll call on this so
that I might get a second Conference Committee, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. The Senator has...does not wish to adopt the
first Conference Comnittee report. {Machine cut-
off)...D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

I...I just think we...we should proceed with the Confer-

ence Committee report and, you know, vote Aye or Nay depend-

ing on how you want to vo:te on the issue, and if it passes,
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it passes. If it fails, it fails. So, why don't we
just...she 1is asking to adopt the first Conference Conmittee
report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

No.
SENATOR D®*ARCO:

Yeah, proceed with the issue, let's go with *he issue.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

No, the...alright. Why don't we...why don't we take this
out of the record until we get everybody on the same track.
Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Yes, I want to...a Troll call on the first Conference

Committee.to adopt it, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Alright. Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOBR DeANGELIS:

Well, I hope the members remember what this bill is
about. This is the picketing bill, and I thought...and I
vasn't privy to all the debate going on between you and Sena-
tor Bloom, but I thought there was somewhat of an idea that
something was going to be done with this, but I guess you
vant...you want to try and run it now, right? W§ell, I rise
in opposition to it because...not because of the good amend-~
ment you put on, but because of the attempt to put on the
picketing bill that was previously Representative McPike's
bill that had failed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Just a...an inqguiry of the Chair. If this motion fails,
does it automatically go to a second Conference Committee?
PBESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

If she...if...if Senator Smith requests a second Confer-
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ence Conmpittee...Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Yes, and may I have a roll call ou this...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Yes,...are you soliciting an Aye or a Nay vote, Senator
Smith?

SENATOR SMITH:

eeeI'm...I'm asking for an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. The gquestion 1is, shall the Senate adopt the
first Conference Committee report on House Bill 11i4. 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 question,
the Ayes are 22, the Nays are 30. The Senate does not adopt
the first Conference Committee report to House Bill 114,
Senator Smith requests that a second Comeittee of Conference
be appointed. The Secretary shall so inform the House.
Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

I just want to say, thank you.
PRESIDIHG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there leave to go *o the Order of Secretary's Desk on
the Order of Concurrence? Leave is granted. O©On the COrder of
Concurrence, on page 5 of your Calendar, is Senmate Bill 1000
under the sponsorship of Senator Rock. Senator Rock is
recognized for a motion on House Amendment No. 1.

SENATOR BGCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1000 as it left this Chamber created *he
Prairie State Two Thousand Fund. The House, with ey
approval, put on an amendment to make some technical changes.
It afforded the right of appointment to the Governor to

appoint members to the board, deleted any salary provision
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for board members, and it increased the...permissible amount
of outstanding stock, presumably to offset the loss of the
daily operating funds which wvere eliminated by deleting the
bondirg authority. The bonding authority has been deleted.
I would move the adoptiom...or concurrence in House Apendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 1000.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Senator Keatse.

END OF REEL
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REEL #3

SENATOCR KEATS:

Just a quick gquestion. Phil, this does not have any of
that CETA language. I can’t find on my report...this doesn't
have that...with that I...I would say to my Republicans,
although the bill is not perfect, it is certainly an excel-
lent effort aand I think we should support the Senate Presi-
dent in...in his efforts on this bill, and I will «certainly
do so.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The gquestion 1is, shall the Senate concur with House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1000. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. (Machine
cutoff)...voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the UHNays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt...does
concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 1000. The
bill having received the affirmative votes of three-fifths of
the nmembers elected is effective immediately upon its becom-
ing a law. Senator Bock, you had 1301. Did you wish to run
that one now? All right, on...on page 6 of your Calendar,
Secretary's Desk Concurrence is Semate Bill 1301. Senator
Rock is recognized for a motion. CGn page 6.

SENATOR EOCK:

Yes, I will move to comcur with House Amendments 3 and S.
Apnendment No. 5 is a technical amendment that was proffered
by the Reference Bureau. It designates...changes two section
numbers. The amendment which the House...¥with which the House
concerned itself was Amendment No. 3 and they made some spe-
cific changes at the request, I am told, of the State Board

of Elections. 1In general, it specifies the duties of a
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county clerk with respect to deputy registrars, and I am told
that these changes were also at the request of the County
Clerks' Association, and these changes having been accepted,
they have withdrawn any opposition, I am told, to this legis-
lation. It provides that precinct committeemen and cther
deputy registrars may accept registrations, except, obvi-
ously, during that thirty-five days immediately preceding an
election. The county clerk assumes the responsibility for
training all the deputy registrars, and it provides that the
employees of the Department of Public Aid and the Secretary
of State or +the Department of Labor are eligible to be
appointed as deputy registrars in the temporary places of
registration that we outlined im the original provisions of
1301. There is a master file set up and a card...uniform
registration card set up that will be put into place by the
State Board of Elections. I know of no objection and I would
solicit your approval of House Amendments 3 and S.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

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

Indicates he will yield. Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

President Rock, when you suggest that there's no opposi-
tion or that there's agreement, who is the agreement between
and where is the opposition lay down on this one?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator BRock.

SENATOR ROCK:

By understanding...and I was not present at the wmeeting,
my understanding was that the Association of County Clerks as
represented by the Clerk of Cook <County agreed with the

Senate...with the House sponsor, namely, BRepresentative
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Madigan, that given these changes as incorporated in Amend-
ment No. 3 the Association of County Clerks did not have any
problem or objection with it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, if...if you support registering of people in unen-
ployment offices, in the Department of Public Aid offices and
some other places, I guess you should vote Yes for this bill.
But if you don't, regardless of what agreement, and...and I
don't think an agreement with our good Clerk Stanmley Kusper
in Cook County and Speaker of the House, Madigam, is conclu-
sive evidence for the Republicans to vote Yes for this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Bock may closea
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is permissive legislation. It affords the oppor-
tunity to have more deputy registrars again, obviously, with
the intent to register more people whatever...of whatever
party, and I would urge concurrence in House Amendments 3 and
5 to Senate Bill 1301.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the concur in House Amendments 3
and 5 to Senate Bill 1301. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opem. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 31, the Nays
are 21, none voting...1 voting Present. {(Machine cut-
0ff)e..if we could find a copy of the bill to see...it itself
contains a immediate effective date or either of the two
amendments. All we have is the Message to work from. On
that question, the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 21,...1 voting

Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments 3 and 5,
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and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed, and baving failed the
required...to receive the reguired three-fifths vote is
effective on July the 1st of 1984. Senator DeAngelis, for
vhat purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

A verification.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

A1l right, there's been a request for a verification.
Will +the nmembers please be in their seats. Will the Secre-
tary call those who voted in the affirmative.

SECBETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Bruce,
Buzbee, Carroll, Chew, Coffey, Collins, D*Arco, Darrow,
Davidsor, Dawson, Demuzio, Egam, Hall, Holmberg, Johss,
Jones, Jerome Joyce, Kelly, Lenke, Luft, Marovitz, Nedza,
Netsch, Newhouse, Sangmeister, Snith, Vadalabene, ¥®elch,
Zito, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis, do you question the presence of any

nenber?
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Demuzio.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator Depuzio just walked by right in front of Senator
Hall.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Chew.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Chew on the Floor? 7Yes, he just walked in the
door.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Davidson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
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Senator Davidson is in his seat.
SENATOR LCeANGELIS:

Cala.e.cal I just make de..
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBR BRUCE)

No, on the verification. We'll talk...we'll take a per-
sonal...any further gquestions? Senator DeAngelis, do you
guestion any other member? All right, on the verified roll
call, +here are 31 Ayes, 21 Nays, 1 voting Present. The
Senate does concur with House Amendments 3 and 5 to Senate
Bill 1301, and the bill having received the required coan-
stitutional majority is declared passed and having failed to
receive the necessary three-fifths vote is effective on July
the 1s%*, 1984. All right. For what purpose does Senator
DehAngelis arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

As just as a wmatter of inquiry. Did the bill have an
effective date and you moved it forward or did it not bave
any effective date at all?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

If did not have any effective at all in...in the bill nor
*he two amendments. The bill was silent but I...the Chair to
edify the Body, added the last part about the effective date
just so that no one got too upset. S0,...it...the net effect
is I could have stopped after it said it passed, and then
someone else has to figure out when it becomes effective but
I thought I wanted to alert the Body that it would not be
effective for one year from today. What purpose does Senator
Buzbee arise?

SENATGR BUZBEE:

Well, first of all, I would like to move to reconsider
the vote by which House Bill 1301 the Conference Committee on
that vote was just passed. That's the first thing and then
I've got something else.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)




Page 71 - JULY 1, 1983

The wmotion is to reconsider the vote. Senator Lemke
moves to lie that motion upon the Table. Those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and tbe motion to recon-
sider is Tabled. Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Yes. Again, I assume Senator Heaver's promise awhile ago
still holds. Senator Carroll and I are chatting with the
House Democratics and we're...the sooner we can get that
done, the faster we can get together with Senator Schaffer
and Senator Sommer, and the faster the Body can get out of
here. So, I hope that you would pay us some courtesy as you
did Semators Philip and...and Bock on previous days.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I purposely did not verify you or Senator Carrocll.
* PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. #W®hile we're on that order, do any other Sena-
tors wish to seek concurrence? I have KRustra, Berman,
Degnan, Vadalabene, Schuneman and Etheredge. Any change?
All right. If I might have the attention of the Body, we
will have the...the first Supplemental Calendar on your desks
in a moment. There are twenty-seven Conference Copmmittee
reports that have been filed, and they are in the process of
being printed and will be distributed before we take up the
first supplemental. So, the Senate will stand at ease for a
moment while those reports are being copied and the Calendar
is being printed and distributed, and for what purpose does
Senator Nedza arise?

SENATCR NEDZA:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I'm being troubled with a
physical impairment. Johnny, I won't say what you said. And
if my condition is such...I physically will not be able to be

on the Floor, I'd like to at this time ask leave to have my
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name s*tricken as +the sponsor of Semate Bill 1336 and have
Senator D'Arco's name instituted in place of wmipe, and in
Senate Bill 526 have Senator Zito's name replacing mine.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, it's 1336...vhich...is it House bill or Senate
bill?

SENATOR NEDZA:

Senate Bill 1336 for Zito...I mean for D'Arco and...
?RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

D*Arco, right.

SENATCR NEDZA:

«e-and 526 for Zito.
>RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EROCE)

That must be House Bill 526.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Senate bill.

YRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, you've heard the motion. The motion is to
substitute sponsorship on Senate Bill 1336 from Senator Nedza
to Senator D'Arco, and on Senate Bill 526 from Senator Nedza
=0 Senator Zito. Is there leave? Leave is granted.
This...Dight I have the attention of the Bedy? This Body is
1illed with heroes and heroins and Senator Watson has a
trophy to present to some of those. Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Yes, thamk you, HNr. President. As you know the
iouthwestern Illinois Industrial Association has the annual
Tegislative Tennis Tournament each year and we had that the
first of July, and we had a good turn out, and I'd like to
present the trophies to those here in the Senate Dnow
who..o.who are the winners, and what I might do is just go
tarough and read all the ones who did win so that you'll be
asare of it, and we did pretty well. The Senate...we had

~airee winpers in the Senate to one winner in the House. So, I
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think we should congratulate our...our Senate members for
“hate It wmay be the only thing we beat the House on
Ditee.any way in Division A, which is the so-called champion-
ship division, Dick Marshall who is with Shell Cil and former
epresentative Doug Kane were the winners, and then Senator
Dick Luft, and Don Etchison, an aide to the Governor, came in
second. These are doubles. Everybody plays doubles. 1In the
Division which is not quite championship but...it'®s close,
another...a former winner, George Sangmeister, in fact, he
womn the first tournamen: that Southwesterp Illinois Associa-
tion had amd Sid Marter with the Illinois State Chamber of
JoImmerce, unusual combination there, were the winners in the
Division. Second place was Representative Art Turner and
Cindy Kramarz, and Cindy was the only Bepublican, uanfortun-
ately, from the Senate to...to do well in the tournament and
we certainly congratulate her. She's an intern. And then, wue
had something new this year, we had a racketball tournament,
and first place ir that was Billy Marovitz, second place was
"epresentative Mike Curran, and that's im the Championship
Division. And thes in the B Division, first place was Mike
~onahue, fiancee of laura Kent, and second place was Tin
‘ennessey. So, I have the trophies here and those of you who
are in earshot and would like to pick up those trophies, why
rlease do so. And I*d 1like to thank Bob Walters and the
jouthwestern Illinois Industrial Association for hosting this
wnnual event. We had a good time and a good time was had by
111.  So, I thank you, very much for giving me the oppor-
tunity to present these awvards at this tinme.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, congratulations %o our Senate winners.
(Machine cutoff)...purpose does Senator Vadalabene arise?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, 1I'm going to make another amnouncement on the Inde-

pendence speech...Il...they're going 1like hotcakes, and if
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anybody whats one they can come over and pick one up. They're
really going fast.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

#ell, I don't know...I don't know if we're going toc be
here tomorrow, but I just want to announce one more time <the
Legislatort's Night at White Sox Park is one Augqust 4th. It's
an evening game at seven-thirty with the Detroit Tigers and
there's barbecued ribs and fried chicken, hamturgers and hot
dogs, and beer and wine and dinmer with the ball players.
It's a vonderful night. You can bring your kids. Parking 1is
included, there's free parking. 1If you call my secretary and
give her the orders, we can reserve the tickets. It...it's
really a wonderful night. We®ve had it about two or three
years. We all eat together and and then go tc¢ our seats and
I hope that everybody will make it on August 4th. Please try
and call before you leave for...for home.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

For what purpose does Senator Watson arise?
SENATOR RATSON:

One other thing omn the temnis tournament and the
racketball tournament, I think everyone should take special
note of Billy Marovitz award, it's the "Big Jock" award and
I...anyway, you ought to see it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Senator Dawson, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, 1°'d
like to ask 1leave to take House Joint Resolution 33 fron
committee and place it on the Calendar.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, the motion is to discharge the Senate Conmmit-
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tee on Execative from further consideration of HJR 53...33
and have it placed on the Calendar. On the motion +to dis-
charge, discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate Committee on Executive is dis-
charged arnd the bill will be placed on the Calendar. All
right, the Secretary informs me that he has distributed to
your desks Conference Committee reports and a Supplemental
Calendar and that is Supplemental Calendar No. 1. If we will
go back to the regular Calendar, Senator Coffey was off the
Floor when w#e got to Senate Bill 811, and that is on page 8
of your regular Calendar. Page 8 of your regular Calendar.
Senator Coffey is recognized for a motion on a Conference
Conmittee report. Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, M¥r. Eresident and meambers of the Senate. The
Conference Compittee report adds a additional parcel of 1land
of approximately ome acre of land in Johnson County adjacent
to the land described in this provision, and it Jjust adds
another parcel to the parcels already that we have had earl-
ier in the bill, and I*d ask for us to accept that parcel of
land. It®s in the City of Vienna.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt the Conference Cozmittee report.
Is there discussion? Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

A1l right, what does the...major portion of the bill do?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

I+'s the...it's the transfer of easements bill that the
Department of Transportation already has. There's about
thirty some parcels of land. There was one left off and this
just adds another parcel in Johnson County.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator...all right. Further discussion? Further
discussion? Ques*tion is, shall the Senate adopt the first
Conference Comnmittee report on Senate Bill 811. 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...50...the Ayes are
50, 1 voting No, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt
the first Conference Conmittee report to Semate Bill 811, and
the bill bhaving received the affirmative votes of three-
fifths of the members elected is effective immediately upon
its becoming a law. Senator Zito, on the first Supplemental
Calendar is House Bill 104. Senator, are you ready ¢to pro-
ceed with that? There's a Conference Committee report
that...which has been filed. Senator Zitc is recogmized for
a motion.

SENATOR 2IT0:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. I would move that
the Senate accept Conference Commitiee report om House Bill
104. That was a report that created the Commissionm on Health
Assistance Programs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR Z2ITO:

Be happy to answer any questions of the membership.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOCR BRUCE)

All right. Discussion? Discussion? The guestion is,
shall the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report
+0o House Bill 104. Those in favor vote BAye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. Or that guestion, the Ayes are
37, the Nays are 12, 3 voting Present. The Senate does adopt
the first Conference Committee report to House Bill... 104,

and the bill having received the affirmative votes of <three-
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fifths the members elected is effective immediately upon its
becoming a law. House Bill 186, Senator Hall. Senator Zito,
for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR ZITO:

I'd like to move to reconsider the vote by which...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Zito moves to reconsider the vote by which House
Bill 104 passed. Senator Chew moves to lay that motion upon
the Table. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The pmotion to Table prevails. House
Bill 186, Senator Hall. House Bill 345, Senator Luft. Sena-
tor Luft is recognized for a motion on the first Conference
Committee report on House Bill 345.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move that we would
adopt Conference Conmmittee Report No. 1 to Bouse Bill 345,
and I will try, if I can, to explain what bhas happened.
First, we are increasing the membership of the Illinois lig-
uor Control Commission by :vwo members; one to be appointed
from the Democratic party, one to be appointed from the
Republican party. Second of all, ve are...providing a mecha-
nism by which...nunicipalities of one pmillion or more, all
applicants for 1licenses for four o'clock...two +0o four
o'clock licenses for liquor must notify the city councilmen
from that area...or alderman. The third thing we are doing
in here 1is adding the word public community college every
time it says forest preserve districts or universities.
It...the way I understand it, if a caterer is in a university
or a public area, if he has a liquor license for that time
that he is catering, he can serve liquor. They cam do it
everywhere else with the exception of public community col-
lege districts, and public compunity college districts is
being added in.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
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Discussion? Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, Representative Luft, you were saying something about
YOUee.put sone changes in here concerning those per-
SOnSe-.applicants for liquor licenses must notify the alder-
men Or was it...would you explain that again?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BROUCE)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

If you'll 1look on page 3, lines...vell, let's look at
lines 18...16, "Any licensee are privileged to sell alcoholic
liquors between the hours of 2:00 a.m. and 7:00 a.n. on
veekdays nor between the hours of 3:00 a.n. and 12:00 noon on
Sundays unless such person has given at least fourteen...days
prior written notice *o the alderman of the ward in which
such person's licensed premises are 1located stating his
intention to make applications for such license.®
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

«-sRepresentative Luft, is this a State-wide provision or
do it only affect the <cities with population exceeding
One...is that only aimed at the City of Chicago? Currently
in the City of Chicago we do have a Liquor Commission. Am I
correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator...Senator Luft,
SENATOR LUFT:
I assume SO.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:
In the event that the alderman is not notified, what

happens...to the person's...application for a ligquor license?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Apparently, it's void. It is my understanding, Senator
Jones, that this happens now. I wmay be wrong but I anm
telling you what bappened...what I have been told that this
is an existing situation in the city, and I was asked to add
this onto this bill and I did so.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

I think we better take a very, very close look at this
new language in this Conference Committee report, and what
the sponsor is doing is simply this, currently in the City of
Chicago you do have a Liquor Commission and what the sponsor
is doing that giving the alderman the...the veto right over a
person's application for a liquor licenses; and all the prob-
lems that'll be bad in the City of Chicagqo, I think that <the
commission that 1is currently there, the sergeant who is
in..s..the police sergeant who 1is im control of it...all
you're doing is opened up a Pandora's box wherein legitimate
businessmen will be placed in a position wherein they would
have to have an approval of an alderman in order to conduct
business in his particular ward...in a particular 1ligquor
business. I think this is a very, very bad...amendment, and
I *hink we should lock at this larguage very carefully before
we vote om it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR KOCK:

Thank you, Wr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of the first Conference Conmittee
report on House Bill 345 and, Senator Jones, I would think

that you would be also rising in support, 'cause it doesn't
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say that the alderman has any veto power over a licensee.
What it says is that if a saloon keeper is going to apply for
a four of'clock license in our neighborhoods, that he has to
give notice to the alderman that he's making am application.
That's all. It*s a notice requirement just so the alderman
knows, and then, I presume, *the alderman, as they are want to
do, will report to the people in the mneighborhood and f£find
out, do you wvant a four o'clock salcon or do you not? I...in
ny experience, having live on the west side, I can tell you
+hat there are a lot of residents of...of neighborhoods along
North Avenue, along Lake Street, who don*'t want a four
o'clock license, and all we're asking under this amendment is
to afford the alderman, the elected representative of those
people, a notice. They don't have any veto pawer. It?'s a
notice. I +think it's a very good amendment. I urge the
adoption of the first Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I also concur with the President of the Senate,
Senator Rock, *hat this a good Conference Coammittee report.
It's a notification procedure for the elected officials to
participate at a public hearing in referemce to if there's
any change or request in the hours of a liquor establishment.
It's not a veto power of any sort. It's a notification
procedure so that in this way the alderman of the respective
ward is well aware of the fact if he wants to cowme in and
bring in people from the adjoining...immediate adjoining area
so that there is no shock saying, how in the world did this
four o'clock license come into existence. It?’s been done by
a matter of courtesy in the past, and it, in fact, I'm sure
the good gentleman from the southside is well aware of the

fact that any change in liquor licenses within their respec-




Page 81 - JULY 1, 1983

tive wards, they have to have the agreement of the people in
the immediate surrounding area, and they're saying, yes, the
public officials should also be...have the cpportunity to
participate at the public hearing at the Liquor Control
Commission and mpotification procedure is...that's exactly
what this bill does. It's a good Conference Conmittee,
deserves your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGHNAN:
. Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I...both Senator Rock and
Senator Lechowicz have said what I was to say, and I...I
would just ask every member of the Body to support us on
this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINS: *f

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and menbers of the Senate.
I rise very strongly in support of this...Conference Commit-
tee report, and I wish we had had this type of law on the
books several months ago and maybe I could have gotten some
sleep at home one night when the people of my community after
a tavern had opened up in that area, not far even from a
church, and the people didn*t know that this was happening.
They didn't even know that I'm not the aldermam. So, I asked
them to go to your alderman and talk to your alderman about
it. I think the alderman should be notified. I think
the...it should go further and say that there should be
public hearings conducted in that ward because that is that
alderman®s responsibility, and I tell you, I am sick and
tired of the phone calls and problems that I'm having by
taverns popping up over night in anyplace that they want to
in my district, so I ask for concurrence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
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eseSe€ek recognition for the first time? Senator Jones
lor a second time;
3SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank vyou, Mr. President, and I hate to rise a
second time but the patter is still not quite...quite clear.
ind when I asked the sponsor of the Conference...Conference
lommittee report what was he doing, and he informed me then
that he believed this...this was already the practice in the
ity of Chicago, which it is not. But one other point I want
to ask you concerning this, currently if a liquor establish-
nent allows or a tavern wants to expand their hours, they...I
know they must receive...get so @pmany signatures from the
registered voters within the area. Now you are repealing
certain Acts therein named, approved August 15, 1941, What
are you repealing in the...in the Act?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

What lines are you talking about repealing?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Lines 14, 15 and 16.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

I*m sorry, Mr. President, but on line 3, page 14...0h,
wait a minute, I got you now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock, can you enlighten us?
SENATOR ROCK:

Yes. I think, Senator Jones, that...that is not a
repealer, that is a cross-reference toc the Act which is being

amended by this provision. That®s the title of the Act,
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Jopes.

SENATOR JONES:

Well, perhapsS...Mr. President, perhaps maybe you should
have sponsored the...the Conference...Comrmittee report,
because I don't want to see a situation wherein any legiti-
mate business who receives a license from a local unit of
governnent...to which they are entitled to but in order for
that business to operate, that...that busibness could not
receive a...a license to do business in certain sections
of...of any city. Now, Sepator Collins, and...you...you talk
about drinking, you talk about alcohol, but I believe a...a
drugstore can open up in your community and they can sell all
types of drugs, but they do not need the approval of the
alderman to have drugs in your community. But to just to jump
on one particular establishment because they sell alcohol, I
think it is wrong, and I think that this Ccnference Conmnittee
report should be defeated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KOSTEA:

¥ell, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I...I'm just sitting here listening to...a debate that ought
to be taking place im the Chicago City Council, not...not the
Illinois State Senate. ¥e're wasting our time. It's June
30th, the hour is late, here we are debating a matter that
the city council ought to be talking about, and I don't know
what the State Legislature is dealing with this for. Ranks
right up there with 1lights at Wrigley Field as far as I'm
concerned. 1'd vote Noa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Br. President. The only problem I have with
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the bill is that the licensee would have to give the written
notice to the alderman of the ward. I think it would have
been nmuch more preferable if the Liquor Commission had noti-
fied the alderman that an application had been filed with hinm
concerning a liquor license, because it also provides that
the service of such written notice must be included in his
application with +he 1licemse. You are really, I think,
extending a burden on the licensee that heretofore has never
been done, and I'm not too sure that there may mot be 1legal
challenges if the service isn't made properly or if the...if
the notice was not extended to the alderman.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Luft may close. Senator
Luft, did you wish to...Senator Lechowicz. 1I'm sorry, Sena-
tor Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I really hate to get up a second time but I think there's
something else in this Conference Copmittee, and I don't know
if it's been brought to the attention, but on page 4 of the
Conference Conmittee, it says, "a public community college
district." I guess you're also pernitting liquor to be sold
at a public community college district now, and I'd like to
know exactly where that®s at.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

I explained in...when...in my earlier statement that we
are only allowing, if you read that, you are allowing any
State university to sell liquor on that premise if there is a
caterer coming in. The caterer can sell it if he is licensed.
If you're having a party at the wuniversity and it*s being
catered, he can come in. That's already law. The only thing
we're doing now 1is inserting "or public community college

districts." Allow them to do the same thing that everyone
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else, I assume, is doing, because it's in the Statutes that
they may do that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

¥ell, it says, "By a catering establishment which...which
has rented facilites from a board of trusteses of a public
com@unity college district.® Where is that at? Where is
this bill applicable to?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

If you look up farther in the page, it's talking about
where they can including, I think, the Chicago Park District
it says on lime 17, "if approved by the park district commis-
sioner." 1t goes down listing other areas until you get on
page 20 where it says, "or under control of any State univer-
sity,” and then all we do is add in the language %or public
community college district."™ We're making what is applicable
to every other public place the same laws for the public com-
munity college districts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
. You still haven't ansvered my question. Which one?
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

All public community college districts.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Luft...or Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

No further questions. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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A1l right. ‘Further discussion? Further discussion?
Senator Luft may close.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'1l1 +try. There are three
provisions in here, the way I understand them. One of them is
the nmechanism we set forth in the discussion with Senator
Jones on the notification of the ward individuals when appli-
cation is made for a liquor license. The only way that bas
of interfering with anything is that when the application is
made, there has to be a certification that notification of
the alderman has been nade. Second of all, vwe
aree..including conmunity colleges with every other form of
public body uander the catering system of serving liquor; and
lastly, vwe are allowing the Governor of the State of Illinois
to increase the number of a Liquor...Control <Conmmission by
two members, one of those being a Democrat and one of those
being a Republican, and I would remove DY...IL€REW By wmotion
to adopt Conference Conmittee Report No. 1 on House Bill 345.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Comnmi ttee...report to House Bill 345. 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 question, the Ayes are 45,
the Nays are 13, 1 voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
first Conference Committee report to House Bill 345, and the
bill having received the affirmative votes of three-fifths of
the members elected is effective impmediately upon its becon-
ing a law. House Bill 558, Senator Naitland. {Machine cut-~-
off) es.Maitland is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I

move the Senate do...accept the first Conference Committee

report to House Bill 558, In the Senate we had put...an
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amendment on that deleted some of the intent of...of the
originial House bill, and the <Conference Committee report,
vhich was agreed to by all, indicates that if the county
treasurer shall forward the certificate received from the
previous owner to the next buyer of the vehicle. The owner
shall have the certification mailed or...or delivered to the
Secretary of State with a certificate of title and assign-
ments. This, then, protects both the local aunit of government
and mests the obligation...or meets the «concern that the
Secretary of‘State had.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt. Is there discussion? Discus-
sion? The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first
Conference Conmittee to House Bill 558. 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 guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Coummittee report to House Bill 558, and the bill having
received the affirmative votes of three-fifths of the members
elected is effective immediately upon its becoming a law.
House Bill 584, Senator D'Arco. Senator D'Arco is recognized
for a motion on the first Conference Committee report.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. There was a question about the
rehabilitat ion language concerning the...the agent's right to
be rehabilitated by the company. We lessened the time period
in which the company had the duty, so to speak, to rehabili-
tate the agent. The independent insurers and everyone else
in the industry support this amendment, and I awmove to
concur...I w@ove +to adopt Conference Committee Report No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? The guestion

is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference Conmittee
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report to House Bill 584, Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted vho wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Semate does adopt the first Conference Conmittee
report on House Bill 584 and the bill having received the
affirmative votes of three-fifths of the members elected is
effective immediately upon its becoming a law. House Bill
606, Senator Netsch. Senator Netsch is recognized on a
motion concerning the first Conference Committee report on
House Bill 606. Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Hr. President. The Conferemce Coumittee report
addresses itself to several of the concerns that were raised
during the Floor debate and specifically im the nemorandum
that Senator Bloom had circulated. For one thing, it cor-
rected a gap that had come about because of...sose language
we had earlier included in the bill as a result of compro-
mises made during the committee procedures and it deals with
the age problen. It corrected it...as set forth im a fact
sheet which I have now circulated to everyome, and I think if
you scoot through that, we had one area wvhere we had no crime
covered and that is now in the...Class A Misdemeanor Section,
that is fully covered. 1t also restructured the nmistake in
age defense which we had put in the bill initially as a
result of the Illincis State Bar Association request, and it
nov provides simply that it shall be a defense to any offense
under Sections 1213 through 1216 which are the basic sections
that the accused reasonably believed the person to be sixteen
years of age or over and that pretty much addressed that par-
ticular concern. It made absolutely clear, and I think this
was a very good change, that the bill will apply only to
offenses created after the effective date of the Act, so that

we have no problem about having to elect whether you're to bhe
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sentenced under the new Act or the old Act which was one of
the concerns that they raised. It is effective only with
respect to offenses created after the effective date of the
Act, and that eliminates a lot of problems; and probably the
most important <thing of all is that the Act itself will not
become effective until July 1, 1984. Now that does two
things; one, it gives everyone an opportunity to look at the
provision again very carefully, first of all because any
major change in the law, and it is a major change in the law,
should be available to the prosecutors, the defense attor-
neys, the public defenders and others before it becones
effective so that they have a chance to become familiar with
it; secondly, it does make it possible, and...I think Senator
Sangmeister may address himself in more detail to this, for
a number of people to look at it again and make sure that it
does exactly what all we want it to do. I +think the basic
structure of the Act was described the last time ve looked at
it, It is, as I indicated then, a sajor piece of legislation
vhich addresses the very real concern that the 1law in
its...hodgepodge form as it was currently written was sipply
not reaching all of the sex offenses which ought to be
reached. This does it by two basic crimes, criminal sexual
assault and criminal sexual abuse, and each one has a set of
aggravating circumstances. The crimes are clearly defined in
the Act., It does provide a continuum, a spectrum of offenses
that we believe will provide coherence for the first time in
our sex offense crimes. I would add, because I think this is
also very important, that the bili as it came over from the
House, I <think clearly did need a great deal of work. With
the full cooperation of Senator Sangmeister as chairman of
the Judiciary Conmittee, and the minority spokesman, Senator
Bloom, we had, I think it was abou%t nine hours of subcoamit-
tee hearings and intensive participation, not only by the

nembers of the subcommittee but alsc on the part of several
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members of the Illinois State Bar Association; particularly,
Mr. Davison, who started out, I think, being officially
opposed and has ended up supporting the bill. I think all of
that input has helped enormously to clear up ambiguities and
to make a...a much stronger piece of legislation out of what
came to us from the House. We believe it is in very, very
good form; if it is not, if there is any problea that anyone
has or second thought, subsequently, we will have a fgll year
for all of those to come to attemtion, and a full year for
any changes to be made and, of course, we bhave Senator Rock's
full cooperation in making any such changes if they should be
needed. We are not aware of them at the moment but it will
give us that time to observe i*. I will be happy to answver
questions. I would solicit your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. We
didn*t have too much chance to discuss this bill the last
time because we all agreed we were going to put it intc a
Conference Committee which bhas been done, and the latest
problems that developed at that time have been cleaned up on
this bill. What you're voting on today, of course, iS...is
without question the major criminal law change of...of this
Session. Senator Netsch has indicated to you we have taken
eight separate...different sex offenses and classified then
into four, really two different categories each with
aggravating circumstances. My osn personal opinion is, I
think this will work. As she indicated, when it came over
from the House it...without being derogatory of the House's
work on this bill, there -was an awful lot that had to be
done, we put more time on this bill than anything else we did
in the criwminal law Session this year. I think it is in as

good shape as we can expect at this time. WRhen we discussed
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this bill the last time, I was still concerned that there
were cracks that we may fall into or land mines laying
around; and in order to...alleviate that, our original plan
vas that we would take this Conference Coazittee report and
let it sit until this fall which would give us all this
summer to work on it. Ip fact, to be very honest about it, I
made a commitment to Senator Bloom that that's exactly what
we were going to do and I have gone back on that cosmiteent.
I might say that there's a good reasoR...one good...there's
never a good reason for going back on a coamitment; howvever,
holding it now until this fall would have only held it for
that period of time which would have given us maybe
another...another four or five months. By putting an effec-
tive date in this bill of...July 1Ist, 1984, we will have an
entire year within which to further look at this, and what I
intend on doing is sending the final copy of this bill to
every state?s éttorney in the State of Illinois and every
chief circuit judge and have them review it and they will
have to look at it now without being able to say, well, they
may or may not adopt this, and then we will have a year
within which to get all that information back; and I can
assure you that either this fall or next spring, if there are
any problems with the bill why, obviously, they are going to
be corrected far before this bill becomes effective. Maybe
that's a little different way than originally treating a
piece of 1legislation, but I think that it*s fair, and to
Senator Bloom, my personal apologies for going back on ny
word.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SERATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you. Senator, I just want to clarify an area of
the bill that...make sure that in its Conference Comnittee

form is the same way that it left regarding the marital rape
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section., We have tightened up the marital rape provisions so
that there would be an action for marital rape only under
certain very restricted conditions, and perhaps you, with the
report in front of you, could enumerate those very limited
and restrictive conditions under which marital rape actions
would be allowed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank...éhank you, that is correct, Senator Marovitz. If
you will look...if you' have still the copy of the bill on
page 6 of the enrolled bill, the...it now provideé in Section
1218, Subsection C, "No person may be charged by his or her
spouse under Sections 1215 and 1216 of this code," that is a
flat prohibition. That 1is a reference to the so-called
fondling and touching section. So there is no spousal action
permitted under those sections at all. It goes om to say,
"No person may be charged by his or her spouse under Sec-
tions 1213 and 1214 of this code, unless when the act wsas
committed,” and then it lists five restricted circumstances:
petition for dissolution of marriage; the parties were living
in separate residences; the accused displayed, threatened to
use or used a dangerous weapon; the accused caused great
bodily harm to the victim; there had been a pattern of inten-
tional violence perpetrated by the accused which had caused
bodily harm to the victim. Those are the only five circun-
stances that...that will permit a prosecution for marital
rape.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, just...I think that's about as tight as we could

have gotten those provisions of marital rape, and I...I think

that the chairman of the conmmittee and the spokesman of the
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conmittee and the sponsor of the bill and all those groups
including the State's Attorney froe Cook County deserve a
tremendous amount of credit for the time, cooperation and
conciliation they spent on this bill. This is probably the
toughest subject that has come before this Body in the crim-
inal law area since I've been here, and toc come to an agree-
ment on this bill took hours and hours of work amd compromise
and conciliation. Perhaps everybody hasn't got what they
wanted, but I think this is a very fine work product; and
certainly by next July, 1984, we will know of any
improprieties that are in the bill and we'll be able to cor-
rect them, and I would solicit an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Will the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates she will yield. Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

In a hypothetical question, just say, hypothetically, a
man is in a very heated divorce and the wopan decides to
charge you vith rape. She filed the complaint. You're sit-
ting there and the 1lawyer comes to you and sayS,=..¥etre
going to make a deal for you, we'll drop the rape charge but
you'll give us the house, the T.V., the summer home, the
stock, you tell me exactly what bhappens under this...this
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Ife..if I heard your hypothetical correctly, Senator
Philip, it is not possible for any person to charge another
with a crime directly. That has to go, obviocusly, any com-

plaint has to go to the prosecuting officer, to +the state's
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attorney and the state’s attorney has got to be satisfied
that all of the conditions of the Statute as it is written,
which are quite restrictive, exist and that it is @e..an
appropriate one for prosecution; and that, okviously, is not
an easy burden given the restrictions here. I might say that
of the...X believe it is twenty~seven states...an I
right...that have no bar to spousal rape at the current time,
that there have been, I think, in the last fifteem years only
about sixty prosecutions that have every been brought,
many...some of which have resulted in a conviction, and some
of which were terminated. It is not going to be a major...it
is not a major part of this bill, as a matter of fact, Sena-
tor Philip. It is not excluded, but it is npot the nmain
thrust of the bill, and there are not going to be many prose-
cutiomns.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Well, 1I'm not certainly an expert on divorce, I've had a
few in my short checkered career; and I'm going to tell you
one thing, if this doesn't leave a man at a disadvantage, I
don't know what does. Now, you've got everything you've
worked for all your life and you many not be wrong, she may
be wrong, you know, and she files the complaint on rape, they
got you. And you're going to have to give in and give her
everything you've worked for your whole entire life. Now you
know that happens. That goes on in courts all the time with
lavyers. They're always ready to make a deal and...and 1I*l1
tell you ome thing, any man that votes for this ought...ought
to take a second think and look. This is a very dangerous
thing. It'll have a terrible affect on +those divorce pro-
ceedings.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Gec—-Karis.




Page 95 - JULY 1, 1983

SENATIOR GECQC-KARIS:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemeq of the
Senate, would the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

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

As you know, we had an understanding with Sena-
tor...Sangmeister, who was the chairman of the Judiciary II,
and Senator Bloom, the minority spokesman, and myself, that
this bill would be held in a Conference Committee Report
until the fall so we can make some more improvements. Now, I
believe you mentioned earlier that...now I think the...the
picture has changed from what Senator Sangmeister has said.
Now, do you have a copnitment from the President of the
Senate that if we have amendments, pmore amendments to come in
with to this bill in the fall season or up to the time that
you have the date effective of July 1, 1984, is that correct?
Do you have a cosmitment from the President of the Senate,
and I believe he's in his seat or was, that he will permit us
to bring in any amendments even though we might be in a
budget Session?...permit us to bring these amendments and
offer them on the bill, because I'1l tell you...give me your
ansver first, then I'11 speak.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Yes, the answer is, I have such a commitment, and I would
also like to say so that there's no nmisunderstanding about
this, Senator Geo-Karis, while I understand the discussion
that Senators Bloom and Sangmeister bad, I was not a party to
it. I am the sponsor of the bill and it was always my inten-
tion that we would address those particular concerns and bhave
a Conference Committee reported on now; bat in any event, if

in this period either betwveen now and the fall or now and
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next spring there are any problems that are brought to light,
and I don*t think that is very likely given the several
hundreds of hours that have been spent in pouring over this
bill, vwe have Senator Bock's comnitment that we will be given
the opportunity to address then.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo—-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
there's no doubt there's been a lot of good work done with
this bill. I*'m not going to oppose it, but I do want to
bring up something. I have a copy of a letter here today that
was mnailed June 29th from the Illinois State's Attorneys®
Association...concurring with us that +they would deem it
best, for example, to defer consideration of the bill until
the fall of '83, to allow adequate time to fully explore its
ranifications. However, I'm not going to insist on that. I'np
going to vote for the bill today based on the representations
made my Senator Netsch that vwe will be able to bring in
amendnents. One of the things that I have constantly opposed
is a minimizing of the crime of rape. Rape is a horrible
crime. A  traumpatic crime. A crime of great force and vio-
lence. There's no such thing as a 1little rape. It's 1like
pregnancies, 1I've said before, there's no such thing as a
little pregnancy; and somehow we're going to have to find an
apendment, and I'11 be glad to do it if...I have the %iume,
which we will have with the vaiting period, to put a section
in there to define rape the way it should be in the criminal
Statute. The women's movement should be conmended for the
last five years, because through them they have magnified the
very horror of that horrible crime of rape, and Ie..I...I
really commend them for it. People know what you mean now
when you say rape. They don’t always know what you mean when

you say criminal sexual conduct...criminal sexual assault,
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‘cause I've tried it on some of my constituents and they
thought what*s that, but when I said rape they knev immedi-
ately. So, based on the promise of the sponsor and the Presi-
dent, wvho has been sitting in his seat agreeing as I saw hinm,
I will support this bill at this time, and also based on the
fact that my state's attorney is going to make some sugges-
+ions for anmendments, based on the fact that the state’s
attorney of Rock Island Coumnty, who was here +the other day
and I gave him copies of the bill and everything that went
with it, is also going to be 1letting me know just what
changes should be pade 'cause he's had ten years experience
trying these cases. I've bad experience trying these cases
and, therefore, I will support the bill and 1 urge everyone
else to support it so that we can get it on the books since
it's not going to be effective *'til July 1, 1984 and since we

can make amendments until them.

END OF REEL

REEL #4

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, MNr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I urge support for the first Conference Connittee
report on House Bill 606, and I wish to publicly thank Sena-
tor Sangmeister and apologize to Senator Bloom. The sugges-
tion that the effective date be delayed was mine, and let nme
give you the reason because it's just exactly as Senator Geo-
Karis pointed out. I will cause once the...the bill is
enrolled and engrossed, I'm going to send one to every omne of
the hundred and two state's attorneys and point out the fact

that the effective date is next July, and encourage each and
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every one of those elected officials and the bar associations
to report back to us by October when we come back here. So,
that if, in fact, there is something that someone is con-
cerned about, we can can and will address it. To hold it on
the Calendar siwply did not carry with it, I suggest, that
sense of urgency that will be created now. I think the bill
iS...is worth a try and I urge an Aye vote, and I will pmake
sure that all concerned are properly notified and that we can
have their proper response so that we make sure that this
most progressive Statute is given its just due.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Well, I guess you can gather from what transpired, I...I
think it*s unfortunate no ome can argue€...no0 one can argue
wvith the goals of this bill, and I think many of the prior
speakers know that and we have spent a lot of time on it. I
think you can gather from the tenor of the remarks that
unfortunately politics has entered into this somewbat, and
it's really unfortunate, *cause I dom't think anyonme in...I
take that back...I think most of us in this Chamber have not
read this bill and our constituents haven®t read this bill,
they don't knov what's in the bill. The people expect us to
do what's right and to analyze and to exercise our judgmrent
on their behalf. There are major changes. Today, one of the
staffers pointed out the way the word coercion could be read:
that arguably, under this kind of language coercion could
include sexual harassment and in certain circumstances could’
be turned into Class X. Those kinds of bomks are there. I'n
concerned...I'm concerned that we may pass another nmachine
gun bill but the die is cast. It's unfortunate, as 1 said,
that politics has entered into this, because what were doing
today will probably be to pass a bill that's almost right, if

one accepts the arguments of the proponents. And I don't
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think ve do ourselves any well or amy good as an institation.
I've talked with my prosecutor and told him what was done. I
accept the apology but, unfortunately, I don't think that
ve're going to do ourselves any good by doing this; and most
of all, I don® think welre helping the class of people that
we're trying to help, because as I said at the beginning of
my remarks, no one can argue with the goal of this bill and
that's why all of us...all of us spent so much time. I*m not
going to vote against this bill because that can be inter-
preted by certain pecple who are zealous in their beliefs as
sonehow being against them, but I'm going tc vote Present;
and those of you who are concerned...whoc are concerned that
we may be confronted with a machine gun bill, as happened the
last Session, I would suggest that the wisest course at this
stage would be to vote Presemt. Thank you, very much.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCOC:

Br., President, I rise in support of the bill. It should
be knovn by the Body that because of the delayed effective
date, nobody would be tried under this bill until after July
1, 1984. So, anybody who is accused of a crime from this
time...to July 1 will be tried under the old law which is
very good, because if there are problems with this bill we
can correct them in a year. Sepator Philifp brought up an
interesting point. He said a...a wife could use this as
an...negotiating tool im a divorce proceeding. In other
words, he's saying she could tell her husband, I will drop
the indictment against you for rape if you give me more mari-
tal property than is presently being offered in this deal.
That's possible. I'm not saying that's not possible, because
that is possible, but if you look at the other side of the
issue, what happens if a husband does, in fact, rape his

wife? ®hat recourse does the vife have under the present
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law? She has none, because under the present law it's pro-
hibited. So, we have to weigh these situations and do what
we think is right, and we've got a year to think about it.
So, I rise im support of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussicn? Semator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Body. I
did not intend to rise, Senator Netsch, on this bill, but do
I think, for the record, that I...I should. It is an issue
that spousal rape especially is an issue that I introduced in
this Body about five years ago, and I have continued to
introduce that bill and it, in fact, passed this Chamber and
was stalled in the House. I think the most significant point
about this bill no matter what other probleas ve may have
with it 1is that the intent is clear, and it does have sonme
safeguards to avoid many of the...the problems that have been
raised and there is time left to work out those other prob-
lems; but I think if we put this bill into law, then those
vho are really serious about the fact of trying to get sonme
convictions for the hideous crimes of rape will then seri-
ously begin to work onm trying to get an effective law before
this bill becose into effect. This is the only way that I
think we can get that sincere effort and, therefore, I will
move to concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Purther discussion? Senator Netsch
to close.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. Just one response to Senator Geo-Raris!'
point, it is true that Hr. Petka has writtenm a letter on his
own behalf, he is a state's attorney; but 1 would also remind
you that Mr. Dozier, who is a state's attornmey of Mclean

County and the president-elect of the State®s Attorneys®
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Association, has written a letter supporting House Bill 606.
I had distributed that to you earlier. I think that is very
indicative and the State's Attorneys' Association has not
taken a position 1in opposition to this bill. It rejected
motions to do so on two occasions. Just briefly in- closing,
ve have talked about this before, it is a major piece of
legislation, it is an important piece of legislation. It is
in many respects a very tough bill. It closes a number of
gaps in the spectrur of sex offenses, but it also is a modern
one. It recognizes that there....rape is not just simply one
act by a husband against a wife against her will which is the
old-fashioned definition. It recognizes that there is a
large spectrum of sex offenses which have not been effec-
tively covered in the past and which should be effectively
covered. This bill will do it. I urge your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Question 1is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confereace
Conmittee report on House Bill 606. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is openm. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 50, the Nays are 1, 8 voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Commit-
tee Report to House Bill 606, and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senator Rock, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of -the
Senate, it appears it will be a long, long evening. The
appropriations people, I'm told, are still npeeting. There
is...there are a number of pieces of paper that have to flow
between the Houses. I am going to suggest that we take a
Recess and afford the members an opportunity to grab a bite
to eats I would move that we stand in Recess for one hour.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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see0kay. The motion is we stand in Recess for...for cne
hour, until seven o'clock. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KABIS:

Mr. President, before vwe go any further...ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate, if the Appropriations Committee is
tied up that lomg, why don*t you just give us am hour and a
half. By the time we go out to get something to eat, we
don't have time to get hack.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR BROCK:

Senator, all I wanted to do was afford...the Conference
Committee reports are now starting to be filed. I just
vanted to afford the membership an opportunity to have their
reports heard. Seven-thirty is fine with me.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE)

Alright. NHove that we Becess until the hour of
seven—-thirty. Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Rock, Senator Sommers and I have been sort of
sitting around here all afternoon wondering whether
Republicans were going to be involved in the process or not.
Can we go out for dinner or...or what should we do? I mean,
within the realm of reason. I don't want +o give you %00
broad an option there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

That, I assume, was a rhetorical question, Mr. Presi-
dent...yeah.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright...motion is that we stand in Recess until the
hour of seven-thirty. ©n the motion, those in favor say Aye.

Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate stands in Recess
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until the hour of seven-thirty.
RECESS
AFTER BRECESS
PRESIDENT:

The Senate will come to order. If you®ll tura to your
Supplemental Calendar, we'll begin where we left off. The
Chair has just been advised that the House has takes action
on one of our Conference Committee reports and so we have to
take remedial action. Turn to page 2 on the Calendar,
there's a Conference Conmittee report on House Bill 1178.
Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. The House has already rejected
the first Conference Coamittee report on...they got 60 votes
but they needed 71, so we're back into a second Conference
Connittee already. So, I would move that we do not adopt the
first report and go to the second Conference Conmittee.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. The guestion is, shall the Senate adopt the
Conference Committee report on House Bill 1178. 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 uish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 13, the Nays are 12, 3 voting Present. The Senate does
not adopt the Conference Committee report on House Bill 1178,
and the Secretary shall so inform <the House. Senator
Bruce...Senator Bruce requests the appointment of a  second
Conference Committee. Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Senate Bill 702. I ask that the...we dc not accept the

first Conference Committee report.
PRESIDENT:
Alright, wait till I find it. Yes. Page 8 on the Calen-

dar, the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
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702, Mr. Secretary, on the regular Calendar. The gquestion
is, shall the Sepate adopt the...Conference Connpittee tepért
on Senate Bill 702. 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 question, the Ayes are 10, the Nays are 11,
9 voting Present. The Senate...the Conference Conmittee
report is not adopted, and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. Senator Lemke requests the appointment of a second
Conference Committee. Alright, back on page 1 on the Supple-
mental Calendar...Supplemental Calendar No. 1 om page 1, we
left off at House Bill 643, For the information of the
meabership, the conferees on appropriations are sitting in ay
office. So, if there is need to find Senators Schaffer,
Sommer, Carroll or Buzbee, that?’s where they are. On the
Order of Conference Comaittee Reports, Conference Compittee
report on House Bill 643, Senator DYArco.

SENATOR D'ARCG:

Thank you, Hr. President. The House has adopted this
Conference Committee report. There was a problem in the
report concerning the Department of Law Enforcement's ability
to check omn identifications for conviction of people that
apply to the Department of Reg. and EBEd. as security guard
personnel. It was...the language was wuch too loose.
It...it allowed corporations and units of laocal government to
receive this information. Nobody wanted that so the language
in the Conference <Copmittee report strictly limits this
information to the Department of Registration and only for
the purpose of meeting the regquirements for 1licensure, and
then the files would only be dissenrinated to people who were
enpowered to receive these files. I don't know of any
opposition to this zreport, amd I would ask that it be
adopted.

PRESIDENT:
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Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If npot, the
question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Committee
report on House Bill 643. 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
vish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 48,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Semate does
adopt the Conference Committee report om House Bill 643, and
the bill having received the...required constitutional major-
ity 1is declared passed, and having received the affirmative
vote of three-fifths of the nmembers elected is effective
immediately upon becoming a law. On the Order of Conference
Conmnittee Reports, Conference Committee report with respect
to House Bill 645, Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate,...House Bill 645 provided for 1license plates for
former prisoners of war. Bhen it came over here, Senator
Vadalabene put on an amendment which provided that the sur-
vivors of Pearl Harbor should have personalized license
plates also. Unfortunately, we made an error in not desig-
nating that only the American side of the Pearl Harbor attack
could have personalized 1license plates, and Bepresentative
DiPrima objected to the fact that perhaps the Japanese sur-
vivors of Pearl Harbor could have license plates and, there-
fore, they would not accept our amendment. On this Confer-
ence Committee report we have straightened that problem out
to specify that you had to be a member of the United States
Armed Forces. Wetve also provided for personalized license
plates for pickup trucks and, furthermore, special license
plates for fire;..volunteet firesen. This committee report
has already been adopted by the House, and I*'d ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:
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Discussion? Discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What did you do with allied troops? 1n other words, you
know, during the war we had people that didn®t belong to the
American Army, but we had people that were attached to it
from various countries like Poland and France and Italy and
Czechoslovakia and that. I want to kpow if we...if this is
going to cover that or what.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

With regard to the Pearl Harbor survivors, the language
is, "Any present or former member of the United States Armed
Forces who is a Pearl Harbor survivor, as identified pursuant
to criteria as determined by the Secretary of State.®
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Faurther discussion? Senator Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

On the volunteer firemen, are we going to allow thea spe-
cial plates at...at a fee, Senator, or is that...

PRESIDENT:

Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

They are not getting free plates, they have to buy their
plates and pay the same as if they were buyimg their plates
for their cars.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

#ell, now that wetre taking this great step, what...what
about volunteer ambulance drivers? What...what about the den
mothers, what are we going to do for them? You knowa...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Darrowv.
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SENATOR DARROW:

#ell, I...I assume that some enterprising Representative
from a downstate rural county will come in with an amendment
to do that next spring.

PEESIDENT:

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

SENATOR DABRRON:

I again state that this Conference Committee report was
adopted by the House or Representatives. I'd ask for a
favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

The guestion is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Compittee report on House Bill 645. 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 qguestion, the Ayes are
45, the Nays are 4, 1 voting Present. The Senate does adopt
the Conference Coammittee report on House Bill 645, and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed, and having received the affirmative vote of
three-fifths of the members elected is impmediately effective
upon its becoming a law. Senator D'Arco. On the Order
of...Conference Connmittee BReports, there®s a Conference
Comnittee report on House Bill 647. Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'AECO:

Thank you, Mr. Chairmane..I Realaa..
PRESIDENT:

That's a different hat, John.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

This bill...no, this bill allows park districts parti-
cipating in joint recreation programss to levy a tax to fund
their portion of the retirement cost for persons employed in

such programs. The amount of the tax cannot exceed the
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amount that the district contributes to the IMBF Pension Fund
for their employees. It also provides that the interest
charge for making late payments *o the fund is increased from
one-half to one percent. 1In the Chicago Teachers® Retirement
System it allows teachers'! organization salaries to be based
on actual salary rather than the regular salary of a teacher.
I don't knov of any...I'm sorry, Senator Schunesan and I have
discussed...have discussed a portion of the bill that deals
with the...with the park district portiom of it, and there is
some discussion on that part of it, and I would yield now to
Senator Schunenan.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I simply want +o point out, Mr. President, that
this is an increase in the right to levy tazes by park dis-
tricts. Now, admittedly, the amount of money that is
involved in this particular need for tax money is...is obvi-
ously rather small. I think we have to, however, look at the
principle of vhether or not we should be again increasing the
right of 1local units of government to...to levy additional
taxes Oh...ONn property owners without going to referendum.
There 1is one other problem with this bill, and that is that
the portion of it that deals with the Chicago teachers does
not have exemptiop to the State Mandates Act. So, to what-
ever extent that bill may be a mandate on the part of the
State Government, the State mnay have to pick up the cost.
So, you've got twc problems in this bill...the bill is
opposed not so much by me as it is by the Taxpayers® Federa-
tion of Illinois that brought the increase in the levy to my
attention. So, I really think we ought to send this back and
take that particular section off, put the...State mandates
exenption on the bill and brimg it back here and approve the

rest of it.
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PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATCOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I wanted to address nyself to
that point also, and...and a question, I guess, to Senator
D'Arco. When I saw this section, I assumed it meant that the
authority to levy the extra tax was with respect only to the
pension costs of the emgployees referred to in the section.
Although, because I don't bhave all the prior sections, I'm
not sure I can tell exactly hov many we are talking about or
who they are or what they are doing. First of all,...is that
correct up to that point?

PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Yes, that is correct.
PRESIDENT:

Senatoxr Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCAH:

Could you identify what enployees these are and what
they're doing? There's a reference here, for example, to a
fund and some aforementioned references which are hard to
trace. Can you identify who these employees are?

PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

These are employees of park districts under a...a recrea-
tional program agreement that deal with handicapped people in
recreational...providing recreational services for handi-
capped people. Now, this is a joint agreement among
very...anong the park districts to do this.

PRESIDENT:
Alright. Further discussion? Further discussion? Sena-

tor D'Arco may close.
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SENATOR D*ARCO:

Alright, the...the...to address Senator Schuneman®s ques-
tion about the State Mandates Act, there is a provision in
the bill that the employer contribution would be picked up by
the teachers' organization. So, the State Mandates Act would
not apply in...in this particular...the cost would be picked
up by the teachers® organization, so the State wouldn®t bhave
to pay amy additional costs. We can argue the philosophy
about whether this...this tax is good or not. The total cost
of the tax is a hundred and ninety thousand dollars. It*s
for park districts that deal in recreational progranms under
d...a joint agreement to provide services for handicapped
people for recreational purposes. I think jit's a good bill,
and I would ask that we adopt this Conference Committee
report.

PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Compittee report on House Bill 647. 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
wvho wish? Take the record. On that guestion, there are 19
Ayes and 30 Nays, 1 voting Present. The Conference Committee
report is not adopted, and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. Senator D'Arco regquests the appointment of a second
Conference Committee. Top of page 2, Senator Macdonald.
Conference Committee report on House Bill 691, Senator
Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, MHr. President. This report recommends that
the Senate recede from Senate Amendments 1 and that the bill
be further amended to make technical corrections and to add
an amendment to the State finance concerning Comestic Vio-
lence Shelter and Service Fund. 1In terms of Amendment No. 1

which was technically incorrect, we corrected that apendment




Page 111 — JOLY 1, 1983

and then we did add this Domestic Violence Shelter and
Service Fund, and everyone signed off on this bill, apd vwe
ask for your concurrence on the first Conference Committee
report Ole..
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

One question, Mr. President, if I may.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she'll yield, Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

In the couanties over five hundred thousand, where's this
money dgenerated for the Domestic...Violence Shelter and
Service Fund?

PRESIDENT:

Senatolee.
SENATOR LECHORWICZ:

How do they get...where do they get the pmoney from?
PRESIDERNT:

«++Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

From marriage license fees in the county.
PBESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussiom? If not, the
guestion is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Committee
report on Senate...House Bill 691. 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
51, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the Conference Committee report on House Bill 691, and
the bill baving received the required comstitutional pmajority
is declared passed. House Bill 700. Senator Schaffer is

working on the appropriations. Is there leave to get back to
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that when he gets back on the Floor? Leave is granted.
House Bill 1045, Senator Marovitz. Conference Conmittee
report on House Bill 1045, Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROYITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. I would wnmove that +the Senate adopt Conference
Committee Report No. 1 to House Bill 1045. It had the amend-
ment on there drafted by the Farm Bureau vhich I read into
the record at the time of concurrence, and which has now been
added to the bill, and the amendment specifies that agricul-
tural workers do mnot include individuals whose principal
occupation is not agricultural enmployment. And it's been
agreed to by everyone. It was drafted by the Farm Bureau. I
think it takes care of everybody's problems, and I would just
ask for adoption of Conference Committee Report No. 1 to
House Bill 1045.

PBESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. Just
for the record, I want to make it perfectly clear that
although the Farm Bureau did draft the amendment they remain
neutral on the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Elooa.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Is there a reason why Senator Rigney and Semator Coffey
did not sign the Conference Coomittee report? I note that
both Semator Rigmey and Senator Coffey are in their chairs.
Perhaps they could enlighten us.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR BIGNEY:

Well, first of all, I would have to agree with the
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sponsor. I think the amendment that has been added on, in
effect, will kind of exempt out the bean walkers that we were
talking about the other night since those people,
their...their primary job is not one of agricultural enploy-
ment. I did not sign the report because, frankly, I remain
opposed to the principle of +the bill involved here. I'n
going to cast a No vote on it and merely leave it at that.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Marovitz, do you wish to close?

SENATOBR MAROVITZ:

I would really ask...there's been a lot of swork done on
this bill, Senator Vadalabene introduced Sister Lolstta
from...from...from Our Lady of Lords, and she was here
strictly for +this bill. She had to go home. This is
very...an important bill. I think we've compromised and done
everything that everybody wanted, and I would ask for an
affirmative roll call.

PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Connittee report on House Bill 1045. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed vill 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 40, the Nays are 17, nopne voting Present. The Senate
does adopt the Conference Committee report om House Eill
1045, and the bill baving received the required constitu-
tional majority is declared passed, and having received the
affirmative vote of three-fifths of the members elected is
effective iamediately upon its becoming a lav. Senator
Watson. On the Order of Conference Committee BEReports,
there's a Conference Committee report on House Bill 126i4.
Senator Cemuzio. Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:
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Thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Senate adopt
Conference Committee Report Ho. 1 to House Bill 1264, The
original legislation amended the Psychologist Registration
Act to require that all psychologists inm an association
or...partnership hold a valid existing certificate of regis-
tration. It authorized the Department of Registration and
Education to censor anrd reprimand registered psychologists in
addition to suspending or revoking their registration. The
House concurred with Senate Anendpents No. 1, 2 and 4, and
these amendments add some clarifying language and then change
the nmeabership of the advisory board. The House concurrence
was a 109 to 1. But the House refused to concur with Senate
Amendment No. 3 which allowed +the department to approve
curriculum instead of programs. Senate Amendment No. 3 is no
longer in the legislation. Now, we've added some substantive
change that I think should be definitely brought to the
Senate's attention. This...the first language is part of the
Optometric Act. Now let nme make perfectly clear from the
very beginning that this is not the...topical ocular drugs
which ve have debated on this Floor several different times.
This is not that language. The language that is in this par-
ticular Conference Committee is the same language that was in
House Bill 952 which passed 112 to nothing, and Senate Bill
1075 which passed 55 to 1. The language...let me just spend
some time om this particular amendment. The...the subject
matter is supported by the Department of Registration...and
Education and the Optometric Examining and Disciplinary
Comnittee and its association...its State association. It
changes the date that the departsent begins administrating
and enforcing the Act from the dedicated funmd to the current
Act from July 1, 1983, to July 1, 1985. There simply will
not be sufficient money in the fund until after the mext
licensing cycle to operate the fund, so we want to extend

that...that deadline. It changes the grounds for discipline
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by deleting unconstitutional or frivolous advertising
restrictions and adding as reasons for discipline, unprofes-
sional conduct, incompetence, mental...instability as proven
in court and failure to perform a nipipum eye exam. Deletes
reference to reinstating licenses and provides for a mecha-
nism of restoration. It adds language for an inactive status
license to the Act, which among other benefits for the licen-
see allows a person to retire his license and not be respon-
sible for continuirg education. There are several technical
changes in the Act. It increases the penalty under the Act
for violations from a petty offemse to a Class A Misdemeanor.
It adds contact lenses to the defipition of optometry. It
reinstates language in the Illinois...in an Illinois Suprene
Court decision that a manufacturer or fabrication of lenses
is not the practice of optometry as described in Section 3 of
this Act. This subject matter will simply allow the depart-
ment to more efficiently enforce the Act and to begin admin-
istration from the dedicated fund when there's money avail-
able in the fund to do so in 1985. Now, additional. language.
Two pieces of legislation were introduced, House Bill 402 and
Senate Bill 818. I was the sponsor of Senate Bill 818 and
Representative Mautino was the sponsor of House Bill 402. We
heard Senate Bill 818 in the Pensions and Licensed Activity
Conmittee, and it was held there because of pending negotia-
tions that was going on between the plumbers uniom in Chicaqgo
and the dowanstate plumbers., There...they...they had problenms
with the legislation, but we decided toc hold Senate Bill 818
in committee and allow House Bill 402 to be a part of the
negotiations between the downstate plumbers and the...and the
Chicago plusmbers. The laborers also had problems with the
legislation. Since that time, there's...constant npegotia-—
tions have been going on and we bave reached an agreed amend-
nent between thea...the tvo factions...actually three

factions. I would like to spend some time discussing this
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particular amendment. This...the actual amendment clarifies
the definition of plumbing. It states that all plumbing must
be installed by licensed plumber...plumbers. The current law
is unclear as to where the plumbing of drainage ends. This
legislation clarifies that the building drain ends five feet
beyond the foundation walls, that's the building drain or the
plumbing drain. At this point, the piping becomes the build-
ing sewer. The building sewer is not plumbing and does not
have to be installed by a licensed plumber, but installation
nust meet the State Plumbing Code. There®s curreantly no code
requirements for building sewers. The tap of a water main,
all connections and piping is to be done by a licensed
plumber. It is currently unclear if the waterline from the
property 1line to the waterline...to the water main, excuse
me, is plumbing. This change is of concern to naunicipal-
ities, and we have tried to address their concerns. The
Illinois Municipal League has some concerns with the 1legis-
lation, but I'd...like to read into the record that the
intent of this legislation is not to change the current prac-
tices of operating municipal water systess nor it is...is it
not to change +the current practices concerning vater meter
installations. The Municipal League has some problems with
that language and with that concerns, and I want to read into
the record the intent of the legislation is not to affect
those areas. The legislation also clarifies terms and prac-
tices for sponsors and apprentice plumbers. An appremtice
plunbing license will not be renewed after six years. This
is an agreement that was made between the industry and the
unions. An additional member representing 1labor is to be
added to the current nine-member Plumbing Code Advisory Coun-
cil, and this council advises the Department of Public Health
in rule making. This legislation is...was introduced prima-
rily through the efforts of the Department of Fublic Health

because of the jurisdictional problems concerning plunmbing
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and plumbing sewers and plumbing drains. I bave with a@e a
couple of designated hitters who, hopefully, will be able to
help answer any questions that you pight have in regard to
this legislation, and I'11l be glad to take any questions at
this tinme.

PBRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHGWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Will the gentleran yield to
one gquestion?

PEESIDENT:

Indicates he will yield, Senator lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

The front portion of this Conference Committee dealt with
your last subject matter in reference to the plumbing and the
plumbing licensing laws betwveen what they can dd and what
laborers can do. Is Mr. Breyback and Mr. Cummero now¥ in
favor of this Conference Committee report as submitted?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Ratson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Yes, from what we understand, he is.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Sponsor yield to a question?

PBESIDENT:

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

The language that regulates the plumbers, is that pre-
emptive? Does it preempt the city's power to regulate?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:
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You're talking about a home rule community such as ‘the
City of Chicago?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Yes.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hatson.
SENATOR WATSON:

I understand that there's specific language in the Act to
allow Chicago to tun its own progran.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Could you...could you...could you read that language,
please, Senator?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

It's not in the...the current bill we have pow, it®s in
the Act already, and this is just for Chicago, any other hone
rule compunity this does preempt.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

SO0eeeSOeesd0..odo you have that section with you? 1I*d
like to just come over...I don't doubt your word, Senator, I
just...I simply want to be assured before we vote.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Further discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, Hr. President, obviously, if that is true, the City
of Chicago vwould not have any opposition to it, but I think

it's such an important issue that maybe we should take it out




Page 119 - JULY 1, 1983

of the record for the moment and show us the section that
applies, and we'll be happy over here.
PEESIDENT:
Senator HWatson.
SENATOR ®ATSON:
Could we bave leave to come back to this?
PRESIDENT:

Sure. Take it out of the record, Mr. Secretary. Senator
Bruce. On the Order of Conference Cosmittee Reports is a
Conference Committee report on House Bill 1789. If I can
have the attention of the membership, Carol Fouler from
WCIA-TV has requested permission to videotape. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, M#r. Presidents I'S...I'®...Dy Bmotion will be
to accept the first Conference Cosmmittee report on House Bill
1789 as amended, and the amendment is a...is a fairly sig-
nificant one. It allows a one-time increase for retirees in
the State employees, State universities, downstate teachers
and Chicago teachers' systems of ten cents for each year of
service. Ten cents per nmonth times the number of credible
service years. It increases the...survivor's benefits by
one~half of one percent for each year that has lapsed prior
to 1-1-82. The cost of this prograa will not kic§ in. It is
a established class. This is a one-time increase. The
oldest people will get the largest increase, and the annual
loss and cost will decrease very rapidly as those people die.
And the current enployees will get absolutely nothing from
the bill; they have to have retired before 1978 to receive
any benefit from this legislation. I ask for your favorable
vote.

PRESIDENT:
Discussion? Discussion? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:
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Thank you, Nr. President. Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he®1ll yield, Senator Fawell.

SENATOR PAWELL:

Senator, according to our analysis, you have added a
State mandates exception...exemption, which is...which is
fine except that a...it says that the exemption should only
be directed to the...provisions...proposed to the Chicago
Teachers?' Article, because what you have done 1is you have
included the State finance systess, and...you can't exempt
the State from a State finance system, I don't think. Can
you comment on that?

PBESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

The 1language is on page 30 of the amendmént, and it's
very clear. "Any increased cost of a 1local goveranment
attributable to this Amendatory Act of 1983 are not reisburs-
able by the State.” I am told that...by the Referemce Bureau
that that is in the State Mandates Act and that clarifies
that within this Act any additional costs are not reimburs-
able, and that certainly is the legislative intent. The
Reference Bureau was asked to draw up 1language that would
make +this not reinmborsable, and that is the language they
have given us.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHONWICZ:

One question, Mr. President. What will this cost the
Chicago Teachers® Pension Pund or the backs of the taxpayers?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce...Senator Bruce.

SENATGR BRUCE:

The annual cost, I am told, of this program will be four
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million dollars. 4.1 million to be exact. The...the fund
last year, I am apprised, had a significant increase in earn-
ings from investments. The State employees, State univer-
sity, downstate teachers also are in the progranm.
PRESIDENT:

Senator lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, that may be true...that they had a good year last
year, but if they don®t have a good year, doesn't that conme
back from the real estate property tax owner?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

My Chicago colleague, Senator Savickas, indicates that
that is correct, that it...it is a...you pay yours through a
levy.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

That's enough for mea
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator D*Arco.

SENATOR D*'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. I reluctantly rise to oppose
this Conference Conmmittee report. This increase of ten cents
a month is a very costly one even though there®s a cap of a
hundred dollars a month on it. The total that could accrue

is up to twelve hundred dollars a year, and the...actual
cost to the system, the State employees it would cCOStea.l.1
million; the State universities, 1.5; the downstate teachers,
the actual cost to the...Downstates Teachers'! Pension Systen
would be 13.7 milliomn, and the accrude liability would be a
hundred and ten million. To the Chicago teachers® system it

would be 4.1 million, the accrude liability, 27.5. 1It's very
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unfortunate that we have this bill conming before us at this
late hour, and if it was presented in py committee, there's
no question it would have been defeated and it should be
defeated now.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Simply to point out, as Sena—
tor Dt'Arco did, that the annual cost is very, very high, but
take a look at what the cost would be over the life of this
provision. If you add up the unfunded accrude liability for
each of the systems, you've got a total cost over the life of
a hundred and seventy-five million dollars.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. As I understand it, this is
applicable to the downstate teachers'! system, to the Chicago
teachers?' system, to the State enmployees! system and any
others, Senator Bruce, and if So...university, right. I
don't think we heard separate costs, or at least I did noot,
on State employees and university. Do you have those fig-
ures?

PEESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

The annual cost to State employees is four million. The
annual cost for wuniversity enmployees is 1.5 million.
Downstate teachers, just to get it all in the record, is
13.7, Chicago teachers is 4.1.

PRESIDENT:
Alright. Any further discussion? Further discussion?

Senator Bruce may close.
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SENATGR BRUCE:

Well, what we're talking about is a ten cents per month
for each year of credible service. It...it is not a great
deal. It allows the people who have been retired before 1978
a one-time increase. It also increases survivor®s benefits
of one-half of one percent. I believe that the...the class
of people covered by this is declining. We should see the
cost go down each. year, not increase as some people have
said. I would ask for your favorahble vote.

PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Comnittee report on House Bill 1789, 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. O©On that gquestion, there
are 20 Ayes, 27 Nays, none voting Present. The Conference
Committee report is not adopted, and the Secretary shall so
inform the House that Senator Bruce requests the appointment
of a second Confererce Committee. 1835, Senator Sommer, too,
is working on the appropriations. Is there leave to get back
to that one? 1955, Senator Kustra on the Floor? The wmiddle
of page 2. No. Senator Schaffer is still off the Floor.
228, Senator Lemke. Conference Compmittee report om Sebate
Bill 228. No, take the first two off. Conference Committee
report on Senate Bill 228. Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What Conference Compittee report on Senate Bill 228...I'd
like to adopt it. What it does is adds to there the bill we
passed out of here, which is Senate Bill 226, which is a bill
that ve...has been agreed to as far as the extension of six
months group bemefits. 1It's been agreed to by the group
insurance carriers, the esployers and the unions. I think
it*s a good bill and I ask for its adoption...adoption of the

Conference Comnittee.
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PRESIDEKT:

Discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I°ve been workimg with Senator
Lenke on this bill, you know, for several mopths now. It'*s a
pretty gcod Conference Committee report. It does deal with a
legitimate problem, the employee has got to pay the bill him-
self, I think it®s a fair solution to a legitimately serious
problem, and I would urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Committee report on Senate Bill 228. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 51, the Nays are none, nowe voting Present. The' Senate
does adopt the Conference Cosmmittee report on Senate Bill
228, and the bill having received the reguired constitutiocnal
majority is declared passed, and baving received the affirma-
tive vote of three-fifths of the members elected is effective
inmediately upon its becoming a law. 492, Senator Rupp.
Alright. Senator Rupp, on 492,

SENATOR RUPP:

That bill has been defeated in the House...the Conference
Committee, rather, and I ask that another Ccnference Commit-
tee be appointed. ,
PRESIDERNT:

Alright. The question is, shall the Senate adopt the
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 492. Those in
favor vote Aye. Opposed wvote Nay. The voting is open. Take
the record. On that question, there are 13 Ayes, 19 Bays, 0
Present. The...Conference Comnittee report is not adopted
and the Secretary shall so inform the House, and Senator Rupp

requests the appointment of...second Counference Committee.
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Senator Watson,...did you indicate you're ready to go? Hid-
dle of page 2 on the Supplemental Calendar is a...Confereace
Committee report on House Bill 1264, which was previously
discussed. Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. On page 20 of the Conference
Committee report on House Bill 1261 there is line 18 through
20 says, "“except as may otherwise be provided within and pur-
suant to provisions of...Section 16 of this Act." And
Section 16 of thié Act exempts communities aver five hundred
thousand. This should satisfy the concerns of Senator
Newhouse and others that brought this up.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Just a point of inquiry. Are...are you on 1264 or 12612
PRESIDENT:

1264.

SENATOR FAWRELL:

1264, O©h, I'm sorry, I thought you said it was 1261.
PRESIDENT:

(Machine cutoff)...Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Are there any other questions? Otherwise, I move for the
adoption of Conference Committee Report No. 1 to House Eill
1264.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

«eed question of the spomsor.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he®ll yield, Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

In 1264 you got three to four different parts. This is
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the one that allows a psychologist who holds a plumbing union
card can now fit eyeglasses less than five feet from the wall
anderground, unless he works in Chicago, that's a home rule
unit and then he needs...then he needs two years in continu-
ing education. I...I appreciate it. Actually, part of the
bill is not bad, but I do have to concede that I don’t know
that we need to put into the Statute that...the five feet and
less on the Plumbing Code, and I...I really don*t think that
plumbers should fit eyeglasses. 1 just don*t think we should
allowv that.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOHN:

Yes, Frank...Senator Watson, on page 7...if I understaad
the language from lines 10 through 17, basically, it's saying
the city can only hire...only 1licensed pluabers cam do
inspection for «cities. Thank you. The lights have gone
down, it's more intimate and family-like, and it's as it
should be, yes. Is that not correct? Basically, only 1li-
censed plumbers. I mean, this is what the lamnguage says. I
appreciate your remarks earlier when the bill was before us,
but it says, "The inspection of plumbing and plumbing systens
shall be done only by the sponsor, who is a...turns out to be
a licensed plumber or his agent who shall be an Illinois 1i-
censed plumber.” Nothing contained skall prohibit licensed
plumbers or licensed apprentice plumbers, et cetera, from
inspecting, altering and things like that. But is...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Is this in reference to the Peoria court case?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloos.

SENATOR ELOON:
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That would be at the back of my mind.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

The case decided that only a licensed plumber can inspect
the vork of Aeee0f a plunbinga...of the plumbing
trade...plunbinge...of a plumber. So, in other words, we have
to...we have to have a licensed inspector who is a plumber to
inspect it.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOONM:

Well, I'11 shorten it up. So what...what you're saying
is that only 1licensed plumbers can iaspect plumbing and
plumbing systeas for municipalities.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Ratson.
SENATOR WATSON:

It has always been that way, I understand, but the -court
case reaffirmed that.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATCR BEUCE:

Senator Watson, bas this got the Medical Practices Act
change on continuing education?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

NOoo
PRESIDENT:

Alright. The question is, shall the Senate adopt the
Conference Committee rTeport on House Bill 1264. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The

voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
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wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 38 Ayes, 11
Nays, 3 voting Present, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed, and hav-
ing received the affirmative vote of three-fifths of the mem-
bers elected is effective immediately upor its becoming a
law. Top of page 3, Conference Committee report with respect

to Senate Bill...Senate Bill 521. Senator Lerke.

END OF REEL
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REEL 45

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What Senator Bill 521 is the paremtal comnsent on...to
abortion and the Conference Comaittee corrects a aistake the
House net...made in ane..in aR...d...an asendment. They
called it a Senate amendment and they should have called it a
House amendment. I...what the amendment did was add the lan-
guage with the Medical Society that they...that they wished
to clear up some problem they have with the kill. I think
it*s a good bill. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Schuneran.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

%ell, just a question of the spomnsor. Senator, does this
language coamply with the most recent Supreme Court decision
if...in the case of...of notification?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LENKE:

In the recent decision they went a little further thanm
notification. They said that you nust...have parental con-
sent. This only goes as far as potification, setting up the
prerequisite. The case did not deal with this matter of
notification. That was dealt in *wo prior cases which have
still being held...held the law by the...the U.S. Suprenme
Court.

PRESIDENT:
Discussion? Discussion? If not, the question is, shall

the Senate adopt the Conference Committee report on Senate

S o
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Bill 521. 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...the Ayes are 48, the Nays
are 4, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
Conference Committee report on Semate Bill 521 and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Conference Cosmittee report on Senate Bill
530, Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, thank you, M¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate, Senate Bill 530, as it left the Senate, was a
bill that dealt with foreign banks. The House added an
amendment wvhich was purely technical, Amendaent No. 1...I'D
sorry, Amendment No. 1 added immediate effective date. Amend-
ment No. 2 was simply techmical, and the third amendment,
there are two foreign banks, the Bank of L-E-U-8-I, Leumi, I
guess, and the International Cosmerical Bank of Chipa have
expressed an intent to establish a facility under the current
Statute, and itt's not clear wvhether that current
lav...whether these banks would have such authority, so House
Amendment 2 would clarify that such banks do not have the
authority to establish a facility. I don*t know of any
opposition to these amendments, and I would move for the
CODCUrLCEnce.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Yes, Mr. President. Was that the Bank of Leumi in
Chicago?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Denmuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

According to the sheet I have, it is the Bank of Leumi in
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Chicago and also the International Comgercial Bank of China
have expressed an intent to establish a facility and these
amendments vere intended to make sure that they do mot have
such an authority to establish a facility.
PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he*ll yield. Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Does this bill refer to amy other banks cther thapm those
two im particular?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Denuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, that...that is apparently the omly two that have
expressed an intent to establish a facility and that's why,
apparently, the two were named. They are not pointed out nor
named in the specific asendments to the Statute, but appar-
ently the apendments were addressing theuselves as purely
technical making sure that the two banks that apparently that
have expressed an interest with the comaissioner's office do
not have the authority.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? PFurther discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Coamittee
report om Senate Bill 530. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. BHave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
#ish? Take the record. On that guestion, there are 50 Ayes,
no Nays, 2 voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Confer-
ence Committee report om Senate Bill 530, and the bill having

received the required comnstitutional majority is declared
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passed. 726, on the Order of Conferemnce Coamittee Reports,
Conference Comnittee report on Senate Bill 726, Senator
Lenke.

SENATGR LEMKE:

I*d 1like to move to adopt Conference Committee...first
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 726. What it does
is incorporates the original bill, plus it deletes the lan-
guage that we had objection to about the Rockford Civic
Center no bid contract, leases and so forth. I think it*s a
good bill. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Chew. No...o0n this
bill? No. I didn?t think so. (Question is, shall the Senate
adopt the Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 726.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those copposed 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, there are 41 Ayes, S5 Nays, 2 voting Present.
The Senate does adopt the Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 726, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed, and having
received the affirmative vote of three-fifths of the members
elected is effective immediately upon its becoming a law.
849, Senator Bruce. Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill 849, Mr. Secretarye.

SECERETARY:

Senate Bill...on Conference Conmittee report on Senate
Bill 849 with House Amendments 1, 2, 3 and 4.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BEUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill has been thoroughly

analyzed. It has passed out of the House 111 to 2 already

this evening. It changes the Open HMeetings Act as it relates
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to the Illinois Commerce Commissionr. It permits school boards
and the school board's association to hold closed sessiosns
with representatives of those State associatioms. It handles
municipalities® problems they are having with salary sched-
ules to ensure that salary schedules are part of the collec-
tive bargaining and bargaining negotiations betueen employees
and cities, and so with those three changes, I bLelieve that
we have worked out our problems and I°d solicit a favorable
vote.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall the Senate adopt the Conference Committee report oo
Senate Bill B849. 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 gquestion, there are 53 Ayes, 1 Nay, none
voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Conference Commit—
tee report on Senate Bill 849, and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed, and
having received the affirmative vote of three-fifths of the
menbers elected is effective immediately upon its becoming a
law. 1026, Senator Hall. Senator Hall omn the Floor? On the
Order of Conference Comnittee Reports, Conference Conmittee
report on Senate Bill 1026, Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr...thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I move to adopt the first Confer-
ence Copmittee on Senate Bill 1026. This...the language of
DCA position is that they don*t like the provision, but they
can live with it and that it no longer pulls that in the
original bill. The provisions regarding change of 1location
or ownerships are designed to prevent new ovners from laying
off workers, hiring JTPA workers and having them subsidized

by public funds while the displaced workers collect unemploy-
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ment benefits. The consultation provisions are taken
directly from CETA language that the JIF will update in
9-30-83. 1 move for the adoption of Conference Committee lNo.
1 on Senate Bill 1026.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Before you really blast a
bill, you're supposed to say this spomsor is a wenderful
gentleman, a truly kind man, a decent Senator, but boy, this
is a bad bill. Let pme tell you what the House put in. As it
went out of the Senate it really wasn®t a bad bill. It now
says that whenever you have these training prograss, the
union must give full, okay. This isn*t even collective bar-
gaining where you talk to the unionm. The union has to fully
okay even though they're not even a party to this. This is
not in the Federal language, it's the CETA language, it®s for
all intents and purposes is now gone. I do have to say the
extension of a union okay, not even a bargaining process, the
union has to okay i%t wvithout being part of that. So, what I
say to you, the original bill was not bad. The House amend-
ments on this bill are unbelievable. I think the House put
these amendments on specifically to kill the bill. I think
ve should take them back off.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President. I°'ve just been informed that
this first Conference Committee failed in the House. I...and
so, therefore, that I better take it out of the record at
this time.

PRESIDENT:
Well, you want to get a secaond one? The gquestion is,

shall the Senate adopt this Conference Coamittee report on
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Senate Bill 1026. <Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Take the record. On that
question, there are 10 Ayes, 19 NHays, 1 voting Present. The
Conference Committee report is not adopted and the Secretary
shall so inform the House. Senator Hall regquests the
appointment of a second Conference Committee. 1313, Senator
Savickas. On the Order of Conference Committee Reports, the
Conference Connittee report on Sepate Bill 1313, Senator
Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Hr. President, Conference Committee report contains
the original bill of 1313 that increased a ninimum fine for
violating a Chicago Park District ordinamrce regarding harbors
and waters and vessels, and raised it from twenty-five
dollars to fifty dollars. House Amendment Bo. 1 incorporated
in here authorizes the State to lease the Chicago Broadway
Armory to the Chicago Park District, and the report also con-
tains that it authorizes the Chicago Park District to issue
genaral obligation bonds 1in conjuction with the Chicago
Public Building Connission Projects, provides that the
Chicago Park District will not be held liable for passive
negligence claims arising on or after October 1st, 1983.
This, I guess, deals mainly with boaters out on Lake Michigan
that use the park district harbors, and it authorizes the
Chicago Park District to issue an additional forty million i
working cashk bond buns...bonds...buns. I would move that we
concur.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOSNICZ:

Will the sponsor yield to a guestion or two, Mr. Presi-
dent?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will, Senator Lechowicz.
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SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

On the Conference Committee report, lines 50 through...52
to 55, it says, "With the concurrence of the public buildiang
compissioners, the Chicago Park District may issue its owmn
general obligation bonds and levy a property tax sufficient
to pay principal and interest on the bonds and may levy a
property tax at a rate sufficient to pay maintenance and
operation costs on a project comstructed by the Public Build-
ing Commission,” and 1I'd like to know what projects you're
referring to; and as I read this, you're asking for forty
million dollars may be 1in projects which is on page 2 as
well.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yeah, the levy is limited to the cap of 2.3 percent, so
there is the cap on it. You're right, the forty million in
bonds is over a fifteen-year period and hopefully would
result the...they feel in a considerable savings to the tax-
payers by...instead of buying or issuing and borroving aoney
on tax...anticipation notes, they feel that they can save
approximately two million dollars a year by going through the
bond route.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Pirst of all, could we have a little order?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR LECHORICZ:
No, wait a minute.
PRESIDENT:
Oh, I beg your pardon. Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
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1 asked for some order first, and I believe this is a
very important piece of legislaticn because this is another
tax increase in the City of Chicago, and as I read this...and
as I read this...

PRESIDENT:

All right, will the members be in their seats and will
our guests please retire to the back of the Chazber.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

-ssald as I read this tax increase, it may be even for a
new purpose which...that was my first question and it wasn't
ansvered, because if we're...we're talking about érojects
being constructed by the Public Building Conmission in
concurrence with +the Chicago Park District. Now, it was my
understanding that the Public Building Conmnmission now and
vhea it was created was created for that Qpecific purpose,
and novw we're saying besides the Public Building Commission,
the park district is going to get involved and then...and
take over the projects as well, which is reflected on page 2.
It says, "The Chicago Park District shall have the obligation
to maintain and operate the project."/ That's one gquestion
which wvasn't ansvered. And my second gquestion, how much of
a tax increase is this per house...or estimated cost inm the
City of Chicago?

PRESIDENT:

Farther discussion? Senator Collins. Was that a qgues-
tion? I beg your pardon. Sepator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, I think some of the Senators are getting carried
away with this concern on taxes and tax increases.
There's...it's going to cost the taxpayers in the City of
Chicago either way, whether they go out for tax anticipation
notes to pay for the operating...operation of the Chicago
Park District and its services or if they go through the

bonding...the bonding way. Now, the question is, which is
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cheaper to the taxpayers of the City of Chicago? The Comp-
troller and the finance people, and Iz not a financier, feel
that going though the bond issue area ill result in 1less
cost to the taxpayers of the City of Chicago, about a six
percent savings going this vay. Now, the Semator maybe is a
little up-tight and concerned, I could see his point; but
when talk about just hiding away from issuing the bonds or
issuing tax anticipation warraasts that cost the same tax-
payers more money, I would say that we should go the bonding
area.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

I'd like to ask the sponsor a question.
PRESIDENT:

Yeah, there®s five people bhave...have wished...yeah.
Senator Watson, the sponsor indicates he'll yield.
SENATOR WATSON:

Is there a referendum on this?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICEKAS:

No.
PEESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

How will the State Mandates Act apply here?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

These are municifpal bonds. The State Mandates Act does
not apply.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
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SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Mahar.
SENATOR HAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. Will
the sponsor yield?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Senator Mabar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Senator Savickas, about the lease, will the park district
lease all the property permanently or...tell me about the
lease.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Is this on...the Broadway Armory?
PBESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR MAHAR:

On the Broadway Street Armory.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

The Broadway Armory is a twenty-year 1lease and it's a
dollar a year lease, and it's...and it's just to a accommo-
date the Governor in this...in this area.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. The...there may or may not be
justification for the issuance of GOs instead of the building
conmission bonds, but there also is in this bill a specific

increase of forty million dollars in authorized bonding by
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the Chicago Park District without the submission thereof to
the voters for approval. That is forty wmillion dollars in
addition to, I believe, twenty-five million that had been
authorized before. I assume this is for working cash fund or
whatever else they choose to cause it. I do not see bhow it
is possible for that amount of extra bonds to be issued with-
out a tax increase, and I'm not quite sure why the park dis-
trict needs forty million dollars in additional bonding
authority for dits vorking cash fund. Can you answer those
questions?

PBESIbENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, I could attempt *o...part of what I%ve heard. It's
not a full forty million dollar borrowing fund. _There
is...already tvelve nmillion dollars that is able to be bor-
rowed against. We're talking about increasing it <twenty-
eight willion to...to forty =million. So, the actual new
borrowing power would be twenty-eight million.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR RETSCH:

I'm...I'm not sure that's absolutely correct because one
sentence says, "Bonds in the amount of not to exceed forty
million dollars," it used to be twenty-five million dollars,
"may be sold in any ome year,® and so forth. The five mil-
lion and seven million, it seems to me, are gquite separate
from that increase ia the authorization.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Okay, Senator Netsch basically asked the question but I
still didn*t get the answer to Senator Lechowicz®s question

notwithstanding whether or not we...you know, the tax levy is
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probably a cheaper way out of this for the taxpayers. How
auch are we talking about? You know, what does it cost the
taxpayer notwithstanding what the option would be?
PEESIDENT:

Senator Savickasa.
SENATGR SAVICRAS:

Senator, I'@...I'®m sorry I didm't hear you, there's so
much noise.
PRESIDENT:

All right, could we have a little order, please. ®ill
the mnmembers...please be in their seats. If the staff would
take the conferences off the Floor, it would be appreciated.
Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Okay, first of all, Mr. Presideant, I really can't see togc
well in this type of lighting. I really can®t. Now, Senator
Netsch asked a question that I had planned to ask, but Sena-
tor Lechowicz also asked a question of which I did not hear a
clear answer from...from the sponsor. He indicated, however,
that the alternative would have been more...will be more
taX...property taxX...greater than a...property tax increase
than this option would be. So, I want to know, in round fig-
ures, how much will it cost the taxpayers based on this levy
to meet the obligations of the park district?s working cash
fund.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I've been told it would cost four cents per hundred on
the bond route. If the park district was to operate at the
same level, it would cost five cents new tax levy this year
on the regular way and five cents the following year for a
total of tem cents. That is why the financiers feel that the

bond route is the best way at this time toc go to finance the




Page 142 - JoLY 1, 1983

operations.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins. All right, further discussion? PFurther
discussion? Senator Savickas may close.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

¥ell, MNr. President and members of the Senate, I do wish
that you would confer with Conference...Conference Comnittee
Report WNo. 1. We are all concerned with the park districts,
our recreation areas. We are all concerned with the finances
to keep them operating and what it means tc our own constit-
uents. I would suggest that if we feel that the park dis-
tricts should operate and should afford a recreational
facilities to our comnunities that we should take what the
financiers feel is the more reasonable approach to that oper-
ation and support the Conference Committee Report No. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall the Senate adopt the <Conference
Compittee report on Senate Bill 1313. 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 that question, there are 29 1Ayes, 21 Nays, 3 voting
Present. The Conference Committee report is pot adopted, and
the Secretary shall so inform the House. Sepator Savickas
requests the appointment of a second Conference Committee.
Senator Savickase.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

It seems that on some of these issues the staff that has
been working on appropriations is gone. Evidentally no one
has really watched what's happened. Could we just reconsider
this and see what our...where our people are later? You
know, they're off...off the Floor. If we're going to run
reasonably, it's awful hard to do with a lot of our people

missing.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Point of personal privilege, Mr. President. I was...
PRESIDENT:

State your point.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

.ssI was off the Ploor and inadvertently my switch was
voted Aye on...Senate Bill 521, and 1'd like the record to
reflect that if I were here, I most definitely would have
voted No on the bill.

PRESIDENT:

The record will so reflect. Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

I voted...ny switch was voted No...I'm sorry, my sSwitch
was vote Yes on 521. I...if I had pushed the correct button,
it would have been ©No.

PRESIDENT:

Record will so reflect. Senator Hall on 186. Order of
Conference Compittee Reports, Conference Ccomittee report on
House Bill 186. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I move for the adoption of a Conference...Compittee
OfleeeONseaSenate Bill 186. Now this bill would set up a spe-
cial fund to which self-insured employers would pay a fixed
apount to cover worker's compensation claim. The purpose 1is
to ensure that employers of self-insured employsrs would
receive benefits in case of the enmployer's dissolution or
bankrupicy. It also declares that the State of Illimois is
not an employer for the purpose of this Act, and that the Act
shall not apply to State universities. Ncw, I will defer
to...to Senator Angelis...DeAngelis because he has an amend-

ment and it*s from there he'll carry *the ball.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yes, several years ago...thank you, Hr. President.
Several years ago we creatd a group self-insurance prograg.
We...at that time the program was to levy all the people in
it in the event there was a default. We?ve now created a
solvency fund for it, so I urge its favorable adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Schunenan. All right, the
question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Comnittee
report on...on House Bill 186. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voited who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays
are none, nome voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
Conference Conmittee report on House Bill 186, and the bill
having received the regquired constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 320, Senator Bruce. House
Bill...House Bill 643, Senator D'ArcCO. We did that? all
right, on page 2...page 2 of your Supplemental No. 1 Calen-
dar, House Bill 700, Senator Schaffer. Senator Schaffer is’
off the Floor. House Bill...

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Schaffer has indicated that the first
Conference Committee report on 2058 failed in the House. That
bill is of some importance. Oon the Order of Conference
Committee Reports, we will have to duap the first Conference
Compittee on 2058. There's Senator Schaffer...Senator
Schaffer on 2058.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, the House has failed to adopt this Confer-

ence Committee. I would...let's just dump it. ®We seem to be

starting to dump a lot of things right now.
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PRESIDENT:

All right, the question is, shall the Senate adopt a
Conference Committee report on Senate...House Bill 2058.
Those in favor vote Aye., Opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. We're dumpimng the report, Senator. That's what he
requested. Take the record. On that question, there are 8
Ayes, 30 Nays, 4 voting Present. The Ccnference Committee
report is not adopted, and the Secretary shall so infors the
House. Senator Schaffér requests the appointmen* of a second
Conference Committee. Senator Sommer, you have 1835. Is
that the one? Conference Committee report, Supplemental No.
1 on page 2, there's a Conference Committee report oBn House
Bill 1835. Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOHMER:

Mr. President and wmembers, I move we adopt the first
Conference Committee report on this bill. What is says and
what it does is says that a county nursing home, I think
there are only about twenty-two of them left in the tate,
can accept any kind of patient. There's been sone ques—-
tione...this is what we think the law is nov and this sioply
restates the law as we think it is.

PRESIDENT:

Discassion? Discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHQUSE:

fould the sponsor yield to a gquestion?
PRESIDENT:

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

What 1is the change that has takem place as a result of
this action?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SCHMER:

Senator Newhouse, currently county nursing homes believe
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they cam admit anyone whether they...whether they*re public
aid patients or private pays or...I guess that's probably the
only two categories you could have. There®'s been some talk
in the pnursing home community that the county...county nurs-
ing homes have to take public aid patients exclusively before
they can take private pay. The fact of the patter is +there
are certain situations where private pay people actually want
to go to the county nursing home *cause they like the facili-
ties and are willing to pay the...the going rate, whatever it
is. And this simply restates that even though that...that is
the law now but there's been some question as to whether it's
the lav.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Ches.
SENATOR CHEN:

Thank you, MBr. President. Question tc the spomnsor.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Sena*or Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Senator Sommer, do we have ccunty nursing homes in
Chicago proper?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Senator Chesw, to the best of my knowledge you do not.
Thes.s.and I cannot think of the pame of it, is organized
under the...one of the Hospital Acts rather than the County
Nursing Home Act. It's a different Act that we?re affecting.
So, it's my knowledge that there's pno county...0ak Forest
is...ls organized under the Public Hospital Act not under the
Nursing Home Act, amnd this affects county nursing homes under
the Nursing Home Act.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.
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SENATOR CHEW:

Yeah, and the Department of Public Aid has agreed that
this is not damaging to any of their recipients and et
cetera, et cetera. Is it a fact that you have the lamguage
that the Department of Fublic Aid bas agreed upom this con-
cept?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

1 can?t say, Senator Chew, I have not talked to then
about this.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHE®:

You don't have any confirmation at all or whether they
are neutral, in favor or against?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sopber.

SENATCR SOMMER:

¥ell, I've had no discussious with them at all. This
only affects county nursing homes, and there arem't any in
Chicago.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jones. Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHENW:

I would rise in support of this insomuch as it doesn?t
affect...and the Department of Public Aaid bhas, in fact,
agreed as far as Chicago is concerned.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. Would the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates hetll yield, Senator Jones.
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SENATOR JONES:

Yes, Senator Sommer, I recall this same type legislation
approximately three years ago, we was on counties and town-
ships. Does this 1legislation relate to the pay patient
versus the public aid patient in nursing homes?

PRESIDENT:

Senator ScmmeEr.
SENATOR SCHMMER:

It does, but all it says is that the county home could
adnit a paying patient if they wish to.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

But doesn't it, in fact, say that theretll...they will be
admitted on equal basis, so, therefore, what will bhappen is
that they'll allow the county nursing homes in the southern
part of the State of Illinois if the paying patients want to
get in, then they may not admit some of those who cannot
afford to pay to get in, and this is the gist of this legis-
lation.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Well, I suppose you could say that; however, it would
seem to me that the public aid patients would go to private
nursing homes. A1l this does was allow county nursing homes
to take paying patients.

PRESIDENT:

Question 1is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Committee report on House Bill 1835. Those inm favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Oa that gquestion, there

are 47...48 Ayes, 2 Nays, ! voting Present. The Senate does
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adopt the Conference Committee report on House Bill 1835, and
the bill having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passed and having received the affirmative vote
of three-fifths of the members elected is effective immedi-
ately upon its becoming a law. Senator Smith, for what pur-
pose do you arise?

SENATOR SMITH:

Mr. President, I was busy here with a young 1lady and I
missed my voting. I would have voted Yes with 1835. Would
the record so reflect?

PRESIDENT:

The record will so reflect. all right, on
the...Supplemental Calendar No. 2 has been distributed.
House Bill 112, Senator Marovitz. Page 1 of the Supplemental
No. 2, House...Conference Committee report on House Bill 112,
Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and mesbers of the
Senate. I would move that the Senate do adopt Conference
Commnittee Report No. 1 to House Bill 112. This just dindi-
cates that wefre trying to limit the nuaber of continuances
in housing court and we're saying that if there are, that the
reason...that if someone wants a continuance, the...there
should be a written motion filed by the party seeking con-
tinuance, and I would ask for adoption of Conference Compit-
tee Report No. 1 to House Bill 112,

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Marovitz, I only have the report itself and not
the...and not any analysis. I remember the bill in committee
and there was some guestion about the fact that the require-
ment of a written motion for a continuance applied only to

defendants and not to plaintiffs in this type of case. Is
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that...is that the same or has that been changed?
PRESIDENT:

«e-Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MABROVITZ:

The Conference Committee report is as the
bill...identically as the bill came ocut of the House because
there mnay be cases where the City of Chicago or...or others
are delaying cases in housing court, and we want to make sure
that these buildings are put up to code so that the individu-
als in qguestion are not subject to a...to serious health
hazard. It could be delays om both parties and that®s...that
really is the wvay...it properly should be, not just the
defendant. If...we want to make sure that nobody delays
cases in housing courts so that slumlords have their prop-
erties on the...not up to code and that people are subject to
health hazards.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkbausen.
SENATOR EARKHAUSEN:

Does thee...the bill or the Conference Committee though in
its final form, does it require a...a written motion if a
plaintiff wants to continue a Building Code vioclation case
@Seseas Well as the defendant? I...l...you've mentioned the
form that it came out of in the House, and not looking at the

bill Or...T...I can't tell what form that was.

’ PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MARQVITZ:

The answer is, yes.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Question is,
shall the Senate adopt the <Conference Committee report on
House Bill 1112...112. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those

opposed w%ill vote Nay. The voting is openm. Have all voted




W Page 151 - JuLy 1, 1983

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 50, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
Conference Committee report on...House Bill 112, and the
bill...having received the reguired constitutiocnal majority
is declared passed and having received the affirmative vote
of three-fifths of the members elected is effective immedi-
ately upon it becoming a law. 1002, Senator Coffey. Confer-
ence Committee report on House Bill 1002, Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Hr. President. On the Conference Connittee
No. 1 has alresady been turned down in the House, and I'd ask
for us to turn this Conference Compittee report down also.
PRESIDENT:

All right, the Senator has requested that we dump the
first Conference Conrmittee report. The guestion is, shall
the Senate adopt the Conference Committee report on Hoase
Bill 1002. <Those in favor vote Aye. Those cpposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Take the recocrd. Gn that guestion,
there are 9 Ayes, 15 Nays, 1 voting Present. The Conference
Connittee report is not adopted and the Secretary shall so
inform the House. Senator Coffey requests the appointment of
a second Conference Comnittee. Senator Maitland on 1143,
Conference Conmnittee report on House Bill... 1143, Senator
Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
would move that the Senate accept the Conference Committee
Report No. 1 to House Bill 1143, <This Conference Conmittee
report has already passed out of the House 109 to 0 and there
are four changes in the bill, and let me briefly discuss
thes. First poinmt, it contains now House Bill 728 which was
the subject of a bill that was sponsored by Senator Jeremiah

Joyce was the Scandinavian Lekotek bill. Nuamber two, it pro-
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vides that if a school fails to provide the ainimum school
term, the exclusive penalty is lost in State aid thus there
can be no other loss of...of recognition. Thirdly, the orig-
inal House Bill 107 is added providing that police control
over school real estate includes improvements om that real
estate, that's just a...a change in the 1language. And
fourth, it clarifies that the holder of a school service per-
sonnel certificate is entitled to all rights of holders of
teaching certification, including teacher benefits, compen-
Sation and working conditions. This 1is no change. It's
clarifying 1language, and I would mcve that the- Senate accept
this Conference Conaittee report.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall the Senate adopt the Conference Committee report on
House Bill 1143. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, there are 53 Ayes, 1 Nay, none
voting Present, and the bill having received the
required...constitutional majority is declared passed and
having received the affirmative vcte of three-fifths of the
members elected is effectively inmmediately upon its becoming
a law. Senator DeAngelis, 1249. On the Order of Conference
Committee Reports is Conference Committee report on House
Bill 1249, Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I urge the adoption of Confer-
ence Committee Report No. 1 on House Bill 1249. All this does
is say that "shall be no less than" rather than "shall not be
reduced." It's a techpical amendment required to be at Fed-
eral compliance.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the guestion is,




Page 153 - JULY 1, 1983

shall the Senate adopt +the Conference Committee report on
House Bill 1249. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. BHBave all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, there are 53 Ayes, no Nays, Dnomne
voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Conference Commit-
tee report on House Bill 1249, and the bill having received
the reguired constitutional majority is declared passed and
having received the affirmative vote of three-fifths of the
nenmbers elected is effective immediately upon its becoming a
lava. Senator Degnan, 1337. Conference Cosaittee report on
House Bill 1337, Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President. I would move we accept
Conference Committee No. 1 on House Bill No. 1337. The bill
adds additional item to the Contractual Grant between DCFS
and voluntary child care agencies will not require any addi-
tional appropriations in those situations where DCFS is not
meeting mutually agreed upon contractual cobligations regard-
ing placement of children in private family foster...family
care. This bill requires DCFS to pay for the social service
costs iancurred. Social service costs are already defined by
contract and account for half of the foster care rate paid to
private agencies. Absent any gquestions, I'd move we agree
with Conference Conmnmittee Report No. 1 on House Bill 1337.
PRESIDERT:

Discussion? Sepator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Would the sponsor yield?
PBESIDENT:

Indicates he*ll yield, Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:
Senator Degnan, in this new Jlanguage in this bill

will...will we be paying for children when they are not actu-
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ally in the agency?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR LDEGNAN:

No.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONRES:

The...the way I read the...the...the Ccnference Committee
report with the added language, we will be paying for care or
a reasonable cost to the agency when actually no children are
in the agency. Are there any other agency where the...where
DCF will pay for care or a cost of the care per day where
there aren't any children there at all?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

I don't know, but sy understanding of this bill is that
DCFS contractually will agree to pay not for the children but
for the social service costs other than the cost for the
child that have been incurred contractually.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JGONES:

Well, the way the language reads is that whem DCFS con-
tract with these private agency what's going to happen is
that there will be instances where and times when there will
be no children at all in the agency but yet still the State
will still be obligated to pay for children when they arentt
actually in the agency, and I don't know of any other agency
where we pay for care for children when the children are
actually not being cared for, and this is what this added
language does to this bill.

PBRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Sepator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Will...will the
sponsor yield?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield. §enatot fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

According to our analysis...wvhat @y coclleague on the
other side of the aisle says is true, what we're talking
about is we're going to contract say with...with a...a child
care agency, and if they don't have the kids, they still get
paid. If they have a...if we contract for...for a month and
the child stays there for two weeks, or if they don't want to
take another child in place of that child, we're still going
to pay for the ponth and it's going to cost us eight hundred
thousand dollars?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Well, oy understanding, Senator Fawell, is we will pay
for a portion of that but not the whole cost for a child who
is not in the family unit.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Does it saye..you know, I*m sorry, I...I have the bill
here but I...I haven't looked at it; I*nm just looking at oy
analysis, it...does it say that we will Jjust...we will
paYe..owhat a half? a fourth? What...what are we going to pay
if...if there's no child there?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

e will make regqular payments equal to the actual days of
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care times the daily rate, which means if a child is not
there, we will not make the payment.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Can you tell...I've got the bill now, cam you tell &me,
you know, what...what line you're looking at?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Let me read from the analysis, "Contracts for foster care
payments to any agency shall copntain a rate schedule, the
nunber of days of care contracted for, that part of the daily
rate which is reimbursable and the periods when...DCFS shall
make regular and special payments under the agreement."
The...the Conference Conmmittee before you requires regular
paynent to occur as specified in the contract. Regular pay~-
ments equal actual days of care times the daily rate. It
also mandates that special payments shall occur at least
quarterly. Special payments egual total days of care pro-
rated on a quarterly basis for which DCFS ccntracted minus
the actual days of care times the sccial services costs dis-
tributed per day.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsor...and I...I apologize, I've been
looking for that report and I just can®t seen to find it
here, but...are you talking about agencies cor are...are you
talking about foster homes, and what category Ofaea.0f
clients, are you talking about children, for example, that's
placed in a foster home because of...of child neglect or for
whatever reason, abandonment; or are you talking about wards

of the State for more intensive care and treatment with other
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complicating problems, social services and all that goes
along with it? +w®hat kind of client are you talking about?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

We're talking about foster care ageancies only.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

So, you're not talking about foster homes which...which
is different. Tewales.I wished I had a copy of it because
let me tell you something, I have an agency in ay district
which it is very important if the intent of this legislation
because the contracts stipulate usually a number of kids per
year or a number of clients per year. Okay? But it does not
mean the sape clients. So in other words, you could, in
fact, go through a period that you didn*t have anyone im that
agency. The problem is you have to maintain a certain amount
of staff on a consistent basis because while you may not have
a client or any clients today, next week, you may ke up to
your maximum that you're licensed for. So you can't keep
hiring and firing the staff if you expect to have adeguate
social service staff to met the criteria of that contract.
That is a real problem and I don't know how some of you feel
about it, but you understand I came from social service and 1
used to have to grant and avard those contracts, and I have
some in my community that is almost having to close down
because of those gaps in services. Now 1 don't know what
you're really doing because I don't have the bill there. We
need something inbetween there +o maintain those agencies
because the «clients go in and out for indefinite periods of
time.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.
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SENATOR DEGNAN:

Senator Collins, that's precisely what we're doing.
PRESIDENT:

All right, further discussion? Further discussion? Sena-
tor Jomnes.

SENATOR JOMNES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. I apologize for ~rising
twice on this. I agree with what you said, Senator Collins,
on this issue. However, what is contained in here 1is the
average daily payment per child at a maximum rate. If you're
going to contract for a long period of time, the rates should
be wnuch 1lovwer because there will be periods of times where
you do not have any children in...in the agency. So, we will
be paying the max rate for the agency for children when the
children aren't actually in the agency. If you go and have a
long extended contract, then the rate should be at a lower
rate to compensate for the times when children are not in the
agency, and I recommend a No vote on this Ccnference Commit-
tee report.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan may close.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Rell, this bill tried...this Conference Committee tries
to deal with fixed costs only, Senator, and when the children
are there, you're at maximum rate, true, but when they're not
there, you're aot at maximum rate. I urge we adopt Confer-
ence Compittee No. 1 on 1337.

PBESIDENT:

Question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Committee report onm House Bill 1337. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 43

Ayes, 9 Nays, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
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Conference Comnmittee report on House Bill 1337, and the bill
having received the required constitutiocnal majority is
declared passed and having received the affirmative vote of
three-fifths of the members elected is effective ipmediately
upon its becoming a law. All right, Semator Sam, are you
ready? UPI has requested permission to shoot some pictures,
again. Just give them your profile. That a boy. Okay.
Leave granted? Leave is granted. Senator Rigney on 2078.
Conference Committee report on House Eill 2078, Senator
Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

The purpose of House Bill 2078 is to further define the
rule making authority of the Illincis Department of Agricul-
ture as it relates to several of the Acts that they adminis-

"ter. It clarifies the Livestock Ruction Markets Act. It
allows auction markets to file a trust agreement in lieu of
posting a five thousand dollar cash bond. It alsoc spells out
some of the reasons for rejection under the Illinois Swine
Dealers Act. Makes some minor awmendments to +the Bovine
Brucellosis Test Act, and one other thing that was added on
in Conference Committee, it increases from twelve to twenty
the members on the Illinois Racing Advisory Panel.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the guestion is,
shall the Semate adopt the Conference Committee report on
House Bill 2078. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? BHave all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquestion, the Ayes are 49, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Conferenmce Commit-
tee report on House Bill 2078, and the...and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed and having received the affirmative vote of three-

fifths of the nmembers elected is effective immediately upon
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its becoming a 1law. 2201, Sepator Berman. Supplemental
Calendar No. 2, the bottom of page 1. Oon the Order of
Conference Committee reports 1is Conference Committee 2201,
Senator Berman.
SENATOR EERHAN:

Thank you. I move that we adopt the Conference Committee
report. The bill is the same way as it came over from the
Senate. We thought we might use it for any one of a number
of purposes. We haven't. A1l it does is what the description
says, "provides for a child ip adolescent office in DMHDD."

Move the adoption of...of the Conference Copmmittee report.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? If not, the question is, shall the Senate

adopt the Conference Conmmittee report on House Bill 2201.
- 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. Cn
that gquestion, there are 48 Ayes, no Nays, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the <Conference Committee
report on House Bill 2201, and the...and the bill having
recieved the required constitutional majority is declared
passed and having received the affirmative vote of three-
fifths of the members elected is effective inmmediately upon
its becoming a law. 83, Senator Jones. 272, Senator
Kustra...Senate bill. Top of page 2 on Supplemental Calendar
No. 2. Conference Conmomittee report om Senate Bill 272, Sena-
tor Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTBHA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. The
originmal Senate Bill 272 authorized the court to require a
ninor to pay the cost of his or her proceedings as a condi-
tion of probation or conditional discharge. An amendment was
added in the House which did the following, "Probation provi-

sions of Juvenile Court Act are amended to provide that a
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minor may be ordered to undergo medical or psychiatric treat-
ment rendered by a psychiatrist or psychological treatment
rendered by a clinical phychologist." Basically, i*t puts
into the law the option of allowing the court to send a kid
to a psychologist as well as a psychiatrist. The purpose of
the Conference Conmittee was to correct that language to take
care of i*. It was a technical problem with it. Now ve have
another piece in that particular Conference Copmittee report
which does the following; it amends the Court of Clainms Act.
The number judges of the Court of Claims is dincreased fron
three to five. The nevw judges have staggered terss. The
first new judge's term ends the third Monday in January,
1986; the other judge's term ends the third Nonday in Janu-
ary, 1988. The number of judges whose concurrence is neces-
sary in order for the court to render a decision is increased
from two to three. I would ask for approval of the Confer-
ence Conmmittee.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? Senator lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHGWICZ:

The two new judges for the Court of Claims, how are they
selected?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

They are selected by the Governor.
PRESIDENT:

Senator lLechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

One from each party?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTBA:

NO...00.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

A guestion of the spomsor.
PRESIDENI:

He indicates he'll yield, Senator Netsch.
SENATCR NETSCH:

Is there a large backlog in the Court of Claims, is that
the reason for increasing the number of judges?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTBA:

Yes. It's mny understanding that the Governor has
requested this increase because of that backlog and that this
has been agreed to by the leadership.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Purther discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Committee
report on Senate Bill 272. 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 are 50,
the Nays are 3, 1 voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 272, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 690. On the Order of Conference Committee
Reports, Senate Bill 690, Senator Chew.

SESATOR CHEW:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move that the Senate
accept the Conference Conmittee report on Senate Bill 690.
A1l of the inclusions were, in fact, passed out of this Body,
and after the House went short on Senate bills, those bills
that bad passed here on a substantial majority were included

in Semate Bill 690. I would ask for a favorakle vote.
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PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOB KELLY:

Yes, I'd just like to ask a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he?ll yield. Semator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Can you tell me what other adoptions are im this amend-
ments? It seems to me like there was an increase in weights,
are...is there?

PBESIDENT:

Senatotr Chewv.
SENATOR CHE®R:

No, there's no increase in weights. %e have passed that
out and it deals with second class roads for the purpose of
garbage pickup mobile contaimners where a truck comes in and
gets the used container, leaves a new one, and this kill was
also passed out of the Senate.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bloouwu.

END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR BLOOM:

Yes, Senator, 1I'm a little confused by the language on
page 4. It looks like you're...in the 1long...in the 1long
paragraph startirg at 1line 10, you get down to 14 it said,
"you can't exceed the weight on amny single axle thereof."
Looks 1like you're raising it from sixteen thousand to
eighteen...thousand pounds. You see, you®:re putting im the
word "single," nowv that changes...that changes the whole
thrust of the thing, because before that, you said any axle
thereof. Now you could conceivably double those up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Weight shifts from one axle to another, Semator; however
that was in Semate Bill 44 which passed the Sepate 46 to S so
ve've already passed it and it was just an inclusion in here.
But at that time we did discuss the...¥weight. You see, if I
could draw the picture where these containers are raised in
this angle to bring onto this attached trailer to the truck
that moves these containers. At the time that it's on a
slant...the weight does shift to the rear axle; once it is
level the weight comes back. So it was passed out of here,
Senator, at 46 to 5.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOM:

What happened to it?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEWN:

The wisdom of the House killed many of the Senate bills,
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as you know, and *his bill was just merely adopted into 690
so it would stay alive. The Sepate had passed it, the House
didn*t even hear it on 3rd reading, as it did many other
bills. In this bill we have 411, 530 and 44 and it's all
included in 690.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate adopt the Ccnference <Committee
report onr Senate Bill 690. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is ofen. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 23 Ayes, 21 Nays, 8 voting Present. The
Conference Committee report is not adopted and the Secretary
shall so inform the House. Senator Chew requests the
appointment of a second Conference Conmittee. Senator
Collins, on Senate Bill 1001. Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Defeated in the House so, therefore, I would just request
a second Conference Comnittee.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Collins wvishes to dump the Ccnference
Committee report on Senmate Bill 1001. The guestion is, shall
the Senate adopt that Conference Committee report OR...oD
Senate Bill 1001. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote May. The voting is open. Take the record. On that
question, there 1is 6 Ayes, 16 Nays, 4 voting Present. The
Conference Conmittee report is not adopted and the Secretary
shall so inform the House, and Senator Collins requests the
appointnent of a second Conference Compittee. 1064, Senator
D'Arco. On the Order of Conferemce Committee reports,
Conference Committee report om Senate Bill 1064, Senator
D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:
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Thank you, HNr. President. This is the Medical Center
Commission bill. There wvere socme problenms concerning
the...the reverter provision in the Act of the Medical Center
Conmission. We changed the reverter provision to provide
that the determination of whether or not a use was being used
correctly would be made by the Circuit Court and not by the
Medical Center Conmmission. He also provided in the Act for a
historical...historical districts that improvenments
of...residential properties of historical districts could be
made by the Medical Center Commission, and also a provision
concerning when a mortgagee...when there is a foreclosure and
restrictions as to use of the reverter concerning the rights
of the Medical Center Compission. I don®t know of any
opposition to the bill. Senator DelAngelis and I are cospon-
sors, and I would ask we adopt Conference Committee Report
No. 1.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
the Senate adopt the Confereace Committee repor¢ on Senate
Bill 1064, Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote Nay. The voting is open. A1l voted who wish? All
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquestion, there ara 47 Ayes, no Nays, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the Conference Conmittee
report on Senate Bill 1064, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. He have
leave of the...may I ask leave of the Body to have Senator
Bruce handle the Conference Commitee report on House Bill
4652 Leave is granted. On the Order of Conference Committee
reports, the +top of Supplemental No. 2, is the Conference
Committee report on House Bill 465, Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:
Thank you, Mra President. This report was

the...recognizes the Back of the Yards County Fair in Chicago
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and the DuPage County Fair as.=..as well as new county fairs
to be funded from the Pair and Exposition Fund. The report
vas drafted by the Department of Agriculture. They take no
position on it. The ©provisions from which the fairs are
exenpt relate to the requirement of county board recognition
and participation in and restrictions on use and methods of
distributions from the fund. It increases the line iten
appropriation to county fairs to a hundred and forty thou-
sand. Cf that amount, one hundred thousand goes to the Back
of the Yards Fair. According to the House staff,the DOA"'s
budget will be increased in the Conference Commitiee to
include the hundred and fifty thousand dollars for the DuPage
County Fair.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Yeah, I'd like to ask a guestion of the spcnsor.
PBESIDENT:

He indicates he'1ll yield.

SENATOR WATSON:

What do we have here, we got the Back of the Yards Fair
in Chicago? Is taat oae of the provisions here and we're
going to sgend how much?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Brace.
SENATQGR BERUCE:

Why don't we take this out of the record.
PRESIDENT:

Take it out of the record. The board is lighting up like
a Christmas tree.Senator Sangmeister, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
Thank you. #Well, particularly while swe're at ease, why

don't we lower the lights once more and I would say everytime
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Senator Collins arise, the lights cught to rise with her and
they ought to go back down again whea she sits down. All
right.

PRESIDENT:

Very good. Mr. Secretary, will you dim the...put the
dimmer switch on. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEOC-KARBRIS:

Mr. President, on a point of personal privilege. I can
appreciate Senator Sangmeister®s concern but there are sonme
of us who have the other problem. 1I%*'s awfully dark and, you
know, when you're here all day long and you wear glasses, as
I do and some others do, it's not very easy to read all the
fine print. I would like it a 1little 1lighter, if I  wmay.
Can't we compromise it?

PRESIDENT:

It is the comnsensus of the Body that we wish to keep you
in the dark. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...l wonder if this would be
aN...ah opportune time to perhaps read the -resolution.
PRESIDENT:

{(Machine cutoff)...for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DAWSON:

If we have nothing better to do right Dnowe...
PRESIDENT:

No, that's...that's...that is really not the point. If
you have something you wish to address, please let us Kknow.
SENATOR DAWSON:

House Joint BResolution 33 on page 1 of Supplemental
Calendar No. 2.

PBESIDENT:

A1l right. If you'll turn to the Supplemental Calendar,

Supplemental No. 2, with leave of the Body, we'll move to

the Order of Secretary'’s Desk Resolutions at the request of
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Senator Dawsomn. ©On the Order of Secretary's Desk Resolutions
is House Joint Resolution 33, Senator [Lawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate.
House Joint Resolution 33 creates a Child Care Study Conmmis-
sion to investigate the status and the need of...and the need
for «child care programs in Illinois. There's going to be
tvelve members appointed with the Speaker of the House, the
President of the Senate, the Senate Hinority and the House
Minority each appointing three memkters.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATCR KEATS:

How...question of the...of the President. How many votes
is this going to take, seventy or eighty?
PRESIDENT:

This House joint resolution will require thirty affirma-
tive votes. Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Parliagentary inguiry, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

State your point.

SENATOR 1ECHOWICZ:

Can we create by...a commission by resolution if theret*s
an expenditure of State money?
PRESIDENT: ‘

fes, by roll call vote we can do that. Senator
Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHORICZ:

#ell, then wmay I ask the sponsor a gquestion, the dcllar
amount of the appropriation and where it*s located?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:
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Senator Lechowicz, there's going to be no staff and no
public members on this here.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Hell, let wme just point out to the membership of this
Body that we were supposedly and still are supposedly in very
strict budgetary constraints. And if you take a look at some
of the Conference Coummittee reports that have been submitted
have not been addressed to, there's an awful lot of new
commissions being created, and some of them require staff and
sone of them do not. I personally believe that the public
believes that we are over-comnissioned now. I personally
believe that the public believes that that's all we do is
travel in our...on our respective junkets. I believe that it
would be best...to our best interest, no matter what the
title may be, that if you want to do this work, it should be
donewithin our conmittee systen. And for that reason, I
stand in...in opposition to this Resolution No. 33.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I concur with Senator Lechowicz and God knows we love
children, but we have the Illinois Legislative Investigating
Commission. If there's any necessity to do any kind of
investigation we «can do it there. But why...and we do have
the Child Care Commission, I don't know why we need another
one. And...and I...I cannot support it.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR HACDONALD:
Senator Dawson, what would this commission be able to do

that the existing commissions are not already doing?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Senator Macdonald, this last month we had so many people
coming down here about child care and the State support
declining on it and the Governor's...original Fiscal 1984
Illinois State budget proposed significant reductions but no
rate...rate increases for child care providers, and we feel
that by putting these legisla*ors together on this here that
we could do a...a study. It’s nothing to do about investi-
gations, it's just studying the prchblems.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, shows I got...yes, thank you, Mr. President
and members of the Senate. I am in the opinion that Senator
Lechowicz's argument wsas a valid one. Ncw I have been
opposed ever since I've been here to the constant creation of
conmissions. I would suggest to the...to the legislators
that if you want a little pet project for your district or
for political reason, you try and get a few hundred thousand
dollars or thousands of dollars to do something back home for
the people that you represent, even if it*s oot but a few, if
you just want to take something back home. I think it is
unconscionable for us to struggle to pass an income tax and a
property tax and a property tax and a property tax and a
sales tax and then chop it up into new commissions to study.
Hell, everybody in this State understands the problems of
this State, of children and of all of the agencies and people
and client that we serve in this State. And it's unfortunate
and it wmay be misconstrued by the press or by blacks or by
who in the hell ever, I don't care, because this is a blacks
requesting a coamission. But I am going to vote...agaiast

any and all appropriations for the creation of any and all
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nevw study conmissions and for those that are unnecessary that
are created for pork barrel. Now 1let's Jjust say, find
yourself another hitch because you're not going to get out of
this Body this year with no comsissions, fifty thousand,
forty thousand or +two hundred thousand dollars here and
there. let's give it to the poor.
PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you Mr....Mr. President. 1 believe that the
Sponsor...l believe that the sponsor of the resclution didn't
give you all the facts. What it does, it gives tax incen-
tives to businesses for development of programs for employees
or development of day-care centers in State enterprise 2zone.
NOW...DnOW what...what this resolution actually does is this
is the...in some states they have already adopted prograss
where parents with children at...at their work site can have
their children there and those children can be cared for
on-site. This is what this...this resolution actually does.
I noticed...yesterday 1 sav...I know we do have a School
Problems Commrission, but I saw a resolution fly out of hers
yesterday dealing with the educational system, and that reso-
lution will call for the appointment of individuwals; and I
noticed a whole lot of green lights on those resolutionms, so
if you're going to be consistent on the resolutions and
adopting commissions, then I think Semator Dawson should have
his fair shot at this and should get just as many dgreen
lights for this as the resolutions received yesterday that
was sponsored by the Senate President and Minority Leader.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEN:
Yes, Mr. President, all over this country industry has

begun to incorporate within their premises day-care centers
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for working mothers. This resolution was bora prior to the
passage of our tax bill. In Senator Dawson's area the Gover-
nor has designated a enterprise zone. I think it was three
in Chicago and that area has one and it also has a Port
Authority. What we're trying to do here is to make it easy
for working mothers to have facilities for the children. The
other thing is, the tax incentive for this...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

-+slet's just take this out of the record, okay? We'll
work it out.
PBESIDENT:

Take it out of the record, Mr. Secretarya. {Machine cut-
off)...Fawell, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, Hr. President. I would like to have the reso-
lution read now, if at all possible, and I would appreciate
if my colleagues would please sit down and...and listen for a
minute.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Will the members please be im their seats.
Senator Dawson, can you take that conference a little further
back? We've been asked to ask the members to be in their
seats. BResolutions, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)
Senate Resolution 300 offered by Senators Fawell, Geo-
Karis, Macdonald and all members of the Senate.
(Secretary reads Senate Resolution 300)
PBESIDENT:
Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:
Thank you, Mr. President. I would like to ask all the

Senators to join in this resclution. Laura, we certainly
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wish all of you and...and Hike the very best. You are about
to embark on a...a marvelous jourmey. I wish you lots and
lots of years of happiness, and I do move for the adoption of
this amendment.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Leave to show all members. Senator Fawell
moves to suspend the rules for the impediate consideration
and adoption of Senate Resoclution 300. 211 in favor of the
motion to suspend indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The...rules are suspended. Senator Fawell now
moves the adoption of Senate Resolution 300. All in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
resolution is adopted. <Congratulations, Senator Kent. Sena-
tor Kent.

SENATOR KENT:

Thank you, Mr. President and all my colleaques. I cer-
tainly appreciate this very much, and I would just like to
say two things. Senatoi Bock, I hope that we're not here for
you to preside as the captain "of our ship;™ and, Bev, I cer-
tainly appreciate this and I wish the best for you and Sam as
well. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Same.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Laura, that wvas awful nice of you, but what am I going to
do with Mary? And while I'm on the mike, Bev, the flowers
you sent me over here this wmoraing, one of them is going
limp.

PRESIDENT:

Messages from the House.
SECERETARY:

A Message from the House by HMr. O'Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate

the House of Representatives has refused to adopt the first
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Conference Committee report on Semate Bill 437 and requests a
second Committee of Conference to consider the differences
between the two Houses in regards to Amendsment No. 2. 2and
the Speaker has appointed the members on the part of the
House, and Senator Fawell is the Senate sponsor of this bill.

And I have a 1like Message on Senate Bill 972
requesting a second conference. The Speaker bhas appointed
the members. Senator Holmberg is the Senate sponsor.

I have a like Message on Senate Eill 1026 reguesting
a second Comnittee of Conference. The Speaker has appointed
the members. Senator Hall is the Senate SponsoI.

I have a like Message on House Bill 114 and they
request the second and the Speaker has appointed the members
on the part of the House, and Semator Smith is the Senate
Sponsor.

I have a 1like Message on House Bill 1178. Senator
Bruce is the Senate sponsor.

I have a like Message on House Bill 1955. Sepator
Kustra is the Senate sponsora

And I have a like Message on 2058. Senator Schaffer
is the Senate sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Hall moves that the Senate accede to
the requests of the House for second Conference Committees on
those bills read by the Secretary. A1l in favor of the
motion to accede indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The Senate does accede to the request of the
House for the formation of the second Conference Conmmittee.
We're awaiting the arrival of the Supplemental Calendar No.
3, so if we'll just stand at ease for a few moments we'll be
ready to goe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
If I might...the Senate will come tc¢ order. On the

second Supplemental Calendar, Senator Jomes has informed the
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Chair that Senate Bill 83 and the Conference Committee
thereon, that the House has refused to adopt the first
Conference Committee report. Semator Jones, Yyou're recog-
nized for a motion.

SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. I request a second
Conference Committee report and...because the bill did fail
in the Senate, +the first Conference Committee report and I
want a second.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

211 right. Senator Jones moves that we not adopt. The
question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Committee on Senate Bill 83. 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 4, the Nays are 11, 3 voting Present.
The Senate does not adopt...does not adopt the first Confer-
ence Connittee report to Senmate Bill 83, and the sponsor asks
that a second Conference Committee be appointed. Right. If
I might have the attention of the Body, the Secretary has
distributed the...the third Supplemental Calendar, a third
supplemental is now on your desk. ¥No, it is not...you have
to keep Supplemental Gne, Two and now Three; they are not
duplicates; it's all new material; you still have to keep two
because we haven't wrapped up two. All right, that's fine.
If T might bave your attention, on page 1 of that Supple-
wental Calendar, there are...all right. #e understand
that...do the mesbers to my right, have you received a third
Supplemental Calendar? #e have a gap here in the niddle.
411 right. There are...on page 1 of that Supplemental Calen-
dar, we will not cal House Bill 1812, Senator Degnan, that
is your bill and it®s a lengthy Conference Committee. It is
being run and as soon as it...it is run we will distribute

that to your desk, but that's...we will eliminatethat. On
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page 2...all right, I'm sorry, the second one has been deliv-
ered,we will be able to coasider that. Sepnator Luft, for
what purpose do you arise? Allright. Ccnference Committee
report. Semator Rock, you had a bill on the regular <Calen-
dar, did you wish to...we took it out of the record. If you
will return to the regular Calendar, on page 9 is Senate Bill
1203. Senator Rock is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR EBOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Geatlemen of the
Senate. Sepate Bill 1203 is an amendment to the Illinois
Municipal Code, and what it does is incorporate the agreement
that was reached in the court case concerning the repayment
of taxes collected under an invalid tax by the cities of Oak
Park, Evanston and BRosemont. Oak Park and Evanston had
a...the court had indicated that the tax pmay well be...the
refund may well have had a retroactive effect, and what this
does is set the time 1limit for that retroactivity. The
House, by amendment, added anmother provision with respect to
another court case that is +technically, I think, now in
proper shape. Senator Barkhausen, who reguested that it be
taken out earlier, I am told, is now satisfied with
the...with the wording. I know of no objection and I would
move the adoption of Conference Committee Report No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1203.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members,...I am not standing in the way
of the adoption of this report, I'm not on the committee. 1
just...Senator Rock, this 1is the problem that I had, and I
don't think it has any practical impact but, for the record,
I...I thought it ought to be noted, is that some of the lan-
guage wvhich I think is...is still ino this report was

troublesome im that i+t indicated and that, I thought, an
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attempt on the part of the Legislature to declare valid that
which the Supreme Court had declared to be unconstitutional,
these ordinances in question, in other words. and it...and
itesait's a...goes against something as fundamental as
Marberry versus Madison to say that the legislature can vali-
date by subsequent Act a ordipance or law which the highest
court in the State or the land has declared to be unconstitu-
tional. I think +the bill has a...or the report has valid
objectives in...in attempting to...to save money for, not so
much Evanston and Cak Park and Rosemont because I think the
case is already settled and anybody that might try to recover
money will be bound by that judgment in the class action case
but there are two other municipalities in the State, I under-
stand, Fast St. Louis and Natiomal City, Illinois where a
similar municipal ordinances have been in effect and there
might, at some future date, be a question of having to refund
money in this case; and also Senator BRock was naking refer-
ence to a case known as, Ghetto, I don't knovw the full nane
of it but it's another class action case dealing with the
question of a utility tax imposed on...or including as part
of the base upon which the tax is imposed that very tax
itself. and T guess the case is still somewhere in the
courts and there might at some point be the question of hav-
ing to refund money. This report would say that that poney
would not have to be refunded. So, I think it's a...it's a
valid attempt at trying to...save nmoney for the municipal-
ities involved, bu:t I did...I did have that one philosophical
problem with us trying to say just ip...in the case of
Evanston, Oak Park and Rosemont that...that ordinances
are...are€ valid which the Supreme Court has declared to be
invalid.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:
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94ill the sponsor yield for a guestion?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo-Karisa.
SENATOR GEG-KAEIS:

On page 1 of...the first Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 1203, in line 24, in the middle of the 1line, it
says, "No...no municipality shall be...shall be required to
rebate, refund or issue credits for any taxes described in
this paragraph and such taxes shall be deemed to have been
levied and collected in accordance with the Constitution laws
0f...the State.® It's my understanding that the levies that
were nade...the ordinances that were passed to allow these
taxes were found to be unconstituticnal by the Supreme Court
of Illinois. Can you tell us if that is so or not?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bock.

SENATOR EGCK:

You are referring tO...page...lime 24 on page 1?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bock.

SENATCR EOCK:

What...what it's suggesting is +that Oak Park and
Evanston, for instance, have been required to rebate but this
sets a time limit.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR BRUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

I understand...it set a time limit, but the statement in
there, wy impression is that you're trying to make something
legal that was declared illegal by the Supreme Court of Illi-
nois, and I think that language is objectionalle.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bock.

SENATOR BOCK:
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Well, your...your argument is essentially the same as
Senator Barkhausent!s, and I can understand the philosophical
difference because Senator Barkhausen was guite correct. It
is an attempt to retroactively validate these taxes which
have, in fact, been held to be unconstitutional, and we are
validating them for a certain period of time to prevent the
absolute...windfall and...and prevent the disastrous effect
it will have on those two municipalities. This is, frankily,
by agreement of the parties, and we ares now validating that
agreement.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEG-KARIS:

Does this mean then the taxpayer cannot go back to these
punicipalities and collect the fees that were taken from the
taxpayer illegally?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator BRocke.

SENATOR EOCK:

No, they are, in fact, receiving a two-year refund.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thaok you, Mr. President. Ie..1 would 1like the
sponsor to know that I...I'm not in any way trying to jeop-
ardize his bill, I realize the problem that bhe is in;
but...in a not unsimilar circumstance, there are many school
districts, municipalities, taxing bedies in dowanstate I11i-
nois that are caught up on a very similar situation with the
tax and the law that was changed and here regarding pollution
control equipment on nuclear pouer plants. I wouldeeoelaeaol
have a question to the sponsor, if he would yield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Jerome Joyce.
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SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Where is the rebate going?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator BRock.

SENATOR EROCK:

To the custonmers.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Senator Jerome JoOyCe€.

SENATOR JEROME JCYCE:

So those customers are not going to get that rebate then,
is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR EOCK:

No, the customers are getting the rebate, for a two—year
period pursuant to their agreement.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jerome JoYyCe.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

All right. But...all I want to say is that we could use
some help in certain school districts and taxing bodies
around the State that have beem caught in a very similar
position as this and...and it is indeed having a disastrous
effect on those areas. And we have a bill here tonight not
asking for forgiveness or any of the kind, it's Senate Bill
101 that has been amended in the...in the House, and we bave
a Conference Compmittee that is going to be going over to thenm
for signatures, and it would be very helpful if we could get
some help on that, both here and on the other side of the
rotunda. And that's what I ‘ask for, Semator Rock, is a
little help.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
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Well, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I believe this is a fair and equitable Ccnference
Committee and should be adopted. Basically, what transpired,
two villages levied taxes in good faith, in fact a very...and
they were accepted and used in the corporate funds according
to lav and them they...when the appeal was given to the
Supreme Court and the court ruled it invalid. Now, the
punicipalities +then are...are faced with the dilemma of
trying to make refunds on taxes collected by electric bills,
gas bills, telephone bills. It's very difficult to do. And
I think this is a very equitable compromise, that you're
saying, yes, it's been proved invalid but please don't place
these nunicipalities im any type of jeopardy and that the
nmoney that was collected was spent in good faith and please
to eliminate the rtebate. And I move...I would concur with
+his Conference Committee No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Barkhausen for a second time.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

I just want to clarify, Mr. President and member;, par-
ticularly because of the guestions raised by Senator Geo-
Karis, that insofar as the wutility tax is concerned,
thiSe..this bill would not...would not prevent a refumrd that
will otherwise take place. The municipalities in question,
Oak Park, of course, where Senator Rock is from and...and
Evanston and Rosemont will still have to provide the refund
pursuant to the settlement agreement that bhas been approved
by the Jjudge in that case. It®s a class action suit, and
should any one of those taxpayers try %o come in at a later
date asking for more of a refund than the settlement pro-
vides, they would not be able to get it because they would be
bound by the judgment approved in this class action case; so

this is not taking anything away from the taxpayers where the
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utility tax provisions are concerned. It could conceivably
affect the...the so-called Ghetto case, the guestion of a tax
on a tax, and whether...whether a court at sose point would
order a refund of a tax deemed to be illegal in...in this
situation could possibly be affected by our actiom here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Collins. All right. Fur—-
ther discussion? Senator Rock may close.
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1203 and the first Conference Committee
report, I think, are worthy of our approval. There is little
or no controversy. It is very technical, very legal and
it...it does, in fact, help *the Village of Cak Park, and I
would urge your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Committee report on Sepate Bill 1203. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? BHave all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
46, the Nays are 8, 1 voting Present. The Senate does adopt
the first Conference Comnittee report to Senate Bill 1203 and
the bill having received the...the...the affirmative votes of
thrze-fifths of the members elected is effective immediately
upon its becoming a law. We will ncw go to the third Supple-
mental Calendar. The first bill on that Supplemental Calen-
dar is House Bill 114, Senator Smith. Semator Smith is
recognized for a motion on the second Conference Committee
report on House Eill 114,

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 114 met with the

second Conference Committee., It taken off all the amendments

and it's back to its origional stage, and I know of no other
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opposition., Therefore, sir, I move the adoption of Confer-
ence No. 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt the second Conference Compittee
report. Is there discussion of the motion? Discussion? The
question is, shall the Senate adopt the second Conference
Committee report on House Bill 114, Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on
that question, the Ayes are 51, the Rays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does adopt the second Conference
Committee report to House Bill 114, and the bill having
received the affirmative votes of three-fifths of the memkers
elected is effective inmediately upon its becoming a lawe.
House Bill 516, Senator Marovitz. Senator Marovitz on the
Floor? House Bill 690, Senator Sangmeister. Senator
Sangmeister 1is recognized for a motion on the first Confer-
ence Committee report on House Bill 690.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. When
this bill came over from the House originally it...it dealt
with the theft of public utilities. For example, you take
your water and you shunt it around the meter, why you'd ke
guilty of stealing public utility services. We thought that
there ought to be a presumption in there that if you're the
owner of the property that you were the one that did it. The
House has never agreed with that and doesn't want to agree
with it, so what we are doing here is removing the amendment
that ve put on when we sent it back to the House and, there-
fore, I now move that we adopt Conference Conpittee Report
No. 1 to House Bill 690.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Discussion? Discussion? The mnpotion is to adopt. The

gquestion is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
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Committee report to House Bill 690. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Comnittee report to House Bill 690, and the bill having
received the affirmative votes of three-fifths of the members
elected is effective immediately upon its becoming a 1law.
Senator Marovitz has returned to the Floor on House Bill 516.
He is recognized for a motion. For what purpose does Senator
Geo-Karis arise?

SENATOR GEG—-KARIS:

Point of personal privilege. Because it's so darned dark
in here...I came to vote my switch and I voted Ray Hudson's
switch instead and didn't vote mine, and I would like to be
recorded as Aye ODe..690.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The transcript will indicate your wishes. Ssenator
Marovitz, you are recognized for a motion on House Bill 516.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Sepnate. 1
would move that the Senate do adopt Conference Conmittee
Report No. 1 to House Bill 516. It puts the bill back in its
original form and allows for the admission of evidence by a
psychiatrist or a psychologist as to the unfitness of a
person to discharge parental responsibility. This is for the
protection of the child, and I would ask for the...adoption
of Conference Committee Report No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Marovitz..-thank you, MHr. President. Senator
Marovitz, you said it puts it in the original form, but actu-

ally we are receding from Senate Amendment No. 1. You're not
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receding from a House amendment. Oh, I'm sorry, it*'s House
bill, okay, I'm...I'D SOYry.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:
#ill the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Darrow.
SENATOR LCARROW:

Are the psychologists now in agreement with this legis-
lation?

PRESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Totally.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference Comnittee
report on House Bill 516. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Comnmit-
tee report %o House Bill 516, and the bill having received
+he affirmative votes of three-fifths of the members elected
is effective immediately upon its becoming a law. House Bill
1054, Senator Kelly. Senator Kelly is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank 7you, MHMr. President and members of the Senate. I
move to concur im Conference Comnittee Beport No. 1 on 1054,
ThiSe..this bill concerns the disposal of hazardoss liquid
waste. It...the House would not go along with the amendment

adopted by this Body which was controversial, Senator Demuzio
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had offered. And its...a* this particular moment, it*s an
agreed bill by all the business comnmunity, and I don't know
of any opposition. I'd appreciate your supporte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate adopt the second Ccnference Conmnmittee
report to House Bill 1054. 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 52, the Nays are 1, 1 voting Present.
The Senate does adopt the second Ccnference Committee report
on House Bill 1054, and the bill having received the affirma-
tive votes of three-fifths of the nembers elected 1iSa..is
effective immediately upon its becoming a law. House Bill
1253, Senator Marovitz. Senator Marovitz is reéognized for a
potion.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

12932
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

1293,

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Right, yes. Thank you, very much. I would mBOVE...is
this ¥o. 2 or 172 Ckay. I would move that the Senate do
adopt Conference Committee Report No. 1 to House Bill 1293.
A1l it does is allow a lien for police authorized tows. It
has nothing to do with money, Clarence. The..the...it does
not remove the cap but just allows a...for police authorized
tows, it gives...gives them the...the lien on the tow and it
does not remove any cap that has been on the bill; that has
been taken off the bill. I would ask for adoption of Confer-
ence Committee Report No. 1 to House Bill 1293.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? The question

is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee
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report on House Bill 1293. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Naya. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on that
question, the Ayes are...49...the Ayes are 50, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Sepate does adopt the first
Conference Conmmittee report to House Bill 1293, and the bill
having received the affirmative votes of three~fifths of the
members elected is effective immediately upon its becoming a
law. House Bill 1812. Mr. Secretary, has that Conference
Committee report been distributed? The Chair is informed,
Senator Degnan, has had...it has been distributed so we can
handle it. Senator Degnan is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR DEGHNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move we accept Conference
Conmittee Report No. 1 on 1812, which is origipal bill 1812
intact, allowing computer generated ballot applications with
party check-off boxes. 1In the Confereance Copmittee report wve
recede from Senate Apmendment No. 1 which had some guestioans
on vwhether or not it was double taxation. Further, the
Conference Committee adds a paragraph to allow the State
Board of Elections to maintain something called a rescarch
library that includes current preciact election results and
maps of current precincts from all election authorities in
the State. It requires the Board of Elections to nmake this
precinct data available for inspection by the public, and it
includes Congressional candidates agmong those entitled to
receive copies of those abstracts. I move we adopt Confer-
ence Compittee No. 1 on House Bill 1812.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOH:

Yes, a question. On page 6...I1 guess it would be 1lines
21 through 29. You're setting up a research library at the

State Board of Elections, is that correct?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

That is correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloomn.

SENATOR BLOOHM:

and apparently, you're saying, "included but not 1limited
to every precinct in the State," is that it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:
That*s correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Bloomn.

SENATOR BLOOM:

And a map of every precinct and current precinct poll

lists from...everyone in the State?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)
) Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

-..every election authority, Senator Eloomn.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCE)

Senator Bloosn.

SENATOR BLOOH:

Current precinct poll lists from all electios jurisdic-
tions in the State, that's like every single precinct in the
State and every single poll list im the State, as...as I
understand it. How much will it cost, just for openers?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:
I'm advised the estimates are four thousand, Senator

Bloom.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Eloom.

SENATCR BLOOM:

It*'lle..it?1ll only cost about four thousand to have every
precinct and every...voter in the State. Maybe I'm misunder-
standing the...the language or the intent. Go ahead, could
YOUeoo®
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Maybe I'm misunderstanding the intent, toc. I'd like to
take this out of the record.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Take it out of the record. House Bill 1838, Senator
Egane. House Bill 1864, Senator Savickas. Senator Savickas,
I...I can't see. DO you...do you wish to proceed? Senator
Savickas is recognized for a motion on House Bill 1864.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well I guess we'll npove to concur with the Conference
Committee report. Wait...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

(Machine cutoff)...take it out just for a minute, Senator
Savickas, and we'll get right back to you. Leave to take it
out of the record? All right. House Bill 1941, Senator
Schuneman, are you ready? Sesnator Schuneman is recognized on
the second Conference Committee repart on House Bill 1941.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. The Senate adopted Senator
D'Arco's amendment which was Amendment No. 3. That awmendment
was later objected to by the House because of the outpatient
psychiatric coverage that was being changed. That issue has
been agreed upomn now in this Conference Copbmittee reporc, and
I would urge adoption of the report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Is there discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Has the second Conference
Committee report been distributed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The Secretary...indicates that it has been,
we'll...we'll...ve*ll wait just a second.
SENATOR LECHONICZ:

NOueeoeROueasNOaeanO, just the...this is the first Confer-
ence Compittee, first.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, I'm...I think it is the second. The Calendar
indicates the second report. All right. Sepator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, the...the Calendar must be in error then, Hr.
President, because this is the first Conference Conmmittee.
The...the report so indicates ande.«

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

de've...we've checked our files and it is the first
Conference Committee report. The Calendar is in error and
anybody that thinks ve can keep up with all this stuff...all
right, ve're...we're doing...doing very well. Now, Senator
Lechowicz, have you found the first report? Senator
Lechowicz is recognized.

SENATOR LECHORICZ:

I always had the first report, I didn®t have the second.
I just wanted to bring it to the attention of the Chair.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BERUCE)

Bight. Well, we were in error and thank you for correct-
ing us. Senator Schumeman On...on the report.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

I...I've described the <report, H#r. President. I'd be

glad to ansvwer any questions if anyone has any. If not, I

move that the Senate comcur with the first Conference Commit-
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tee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Committee report to House Bill 1941. 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
recorda. On that question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are 1,
none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Confer-
ence Commit:tee report to House Bill 1941, and the bill having
received the three~fifths affirmative vote of the nmembers
elected is effective immediately wupon its becoming a law.
House Bill 2014, Senator Rock. Senator BRock is recognized on
a motion on the first Conference Copnmittee report on Bouse

Bill 2014.

END OF REEL
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REEL &7

SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The Conference Conmittee report om House Bill 2014
does two things; it calls for the Senate to recede fronm
Senate Amendmert No. 1 which was that provision that provided
that poll watchers may not...or 3judges may not bke poll
watchers, that we...we recede from that amendment from that
provision and we add the language that tracks...Senate Bill
1234, you will recall that Senate Bill 1234 which we received
very widespread media attention was that proposal offered by
the chairman of the City of Chicago Board of Election Commis-
sioners with respect to judges of election having, frankly,
full-time or at least professionalizing the judges of elec-
tion im terms of their activities of registration and canvas-
sing. This proposal, while not identical to 1234, contains
the same concept. It provides for the...to afford the oppor-
tunity for those jurisdictions that have a Board of'Election
Commissioners to install...the system of administrative
judges, judges of elections that may be assigned to register
and canvass voters at anyplace within the precinct or at such
fixed location as the election authority may deem. It calls
for an equal balance between the political parties. 1t calls
for compensation to be determimed by the board of election
commissioners, and it calls of reimbursement if, in fact, the
board of election commissioners 1is currently being reim-
bursed. I would urge the adoption of Ccnference Conmmittee
Report No. 1 to House Bill 2014.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)
The motion is to adopt. Discussion? Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDCNALD:
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Thank you, Mr. President. I reluctantly, regretably have
to say that there were no Republican signatures on this par-
ticular Conference Committee report, and I would like to ask
the sponsor a questiqn or two, if I might. When we talk
about minioun performance...wille...will he yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR PBRUCE)

Senator...Senator Rock.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

¥hen we talk about minimum performance standards, can you
elaborate a little bit to tell us what we mean by npinimum
performance standards.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Rocke.

SENATOR EOCK:

Hell, I +think, ominimum performance standards are to
DCeweWeo..we authorize the election authority to determine
what, in their judgenment as election officials, minipum per-
formance standards ought to be, and we call £for them to
impose those standards on these designated judges.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR HMACDONALD:

§ell, then we come down to reasonable compemnsation. Can
you...can you tell us wvhat...who establishes reasonable
compensation and what...what is reasonable compensation?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR EOCK:

Well, again, we suggest that reasonable compensation
ought to be provided for those who provide this service; and
we, again, leave the guestion of...or leave that determi-
nation to the proper authority, to the election authority who
is actually assigning these individuals.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Well, lastly, it...in our analysis it says, "The report
also contains a very unclear retroactive statement in the
last paragraph." Could you elahborate on that, please?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR EROCK:

I beg your pardomn, I was preoccupied. %ould you @ind
repeating the guestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOGR BROUCE)

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Yes, in the last sentence of...of our analysis, it says
that the report also contains a very unclear retroactive
statement in the last paragraph. What...what does that pean
exactly?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator BRock.

SENATOR EOCK:

I think that apglies, frankly, only to the City of
Chicago Board of Election Commissiomers. I...I think what
they're getting at is it says, "If immediately prior to the
effective date of this Act, any county made payments for
expenses incurred in the registration and canvass of voters
in connection with the general...Primary and General Elec-
tion, such counties shall provide for and make payment for
expenses incurred as herein provided for registration ang
canvassing.™ I thipnk in our county, the county bore the cost
0f...0f the registration and canvass, and if they did so,
they would ‘be placed in the position of having to bear at
least part of the expenses of this nev systen.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

{Machine cutoff)...Macdonald.




Page 196 - JULY 1, 1983

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Br. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I...I just echo the objections to my colleagues from the
House and the others who were on the Conference Committee in
the Senate to say that we just feel that this is a vaque
and...and not clear, and that some of the...some of the
provisions in this Conference Copmmittee report
al€esesdC€a-sare really not acceptable and we would ask for
your No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Mr. Eresidemt, a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOGR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTEA:

Senator Rock, is this part of the puff *n stuff package?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR RBROCK:

Quite...quite to the contrary. 1 read a letter +to the
editor in one of our Chicago major newspapers from no lesser
a personage than the United States Attorney from the northern
district of Illinois who suggested that HNr. LaVelle's idea
for professionalizing judges and canvassers and registrars
was an excellent one, and I happen to agree and that's what
this is about.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Kustra. Further...further discussion? Senator
Rock may close.

SENATOR BROCK:

Thank you, #r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. You will recall, and 1I'm sure Senator HMacdonald

will, when Senate Bill 1234, which was an amendment to the
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Election Code, incorporating very specifically Chairman
LaVelle's outline of...0f what the adpipistrative judge
system ought to look like; and at that point, we heard a
nunber of objections on the basis that it was much too spe-
cific and it really didn't give the Election Authority very
much latitude. That bill passed out of this Chamber with 42
affirmative votes. Now, Mr. LavVelle, having suffered the
slings and arrows of the House Conmittee, apparently, has
decided that, well, general language which will afford hinm
the opportunity to install this system in the City of
Chicago, a system that has been lauded in the editorials
and...and other media outlets in our city, now it's too broad
or too vague or something. It is an attempt by the chairman
of the Board of Election Commissioners o professionalize
judges of election in terms of registration and cavassing.
Re leave the discretion in the hands...rightfully where it
ought to be in the hands of the election authority, and we
call for them to set up the system. It...it merely author-
izes him to do this and I...I...I would ask that we adopt the
first Conference Comnittee report on House Bill 2014,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Committee report on House Bill 2014. 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 question, the Ayeé are 30,
the Nays are 26, none voting Present. The bill having failed
to receive the required three-fifths majority vote is
declared lost, and the sponsor asks for the appcintment of a
second Conference Coamittee. House Fill 2058, Senator
Schaffer. 1Is Senator Schaffer on the Floor? House Bill 26,
Senator Vadalabene. Agent Grange Compission, Senator
Vadalabene. For what purpose does Senator Keats arise? Gh,

on this one. Senator Vadalabene is recognized for a motion.
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
In the Conference...Conmittee Report No. 1, I move to concur
in House Amendment No. 2 to the bill, As youU...as I
explained in the first report, the Vietpam veteran regional
offices would have tc be delegated to the DCCA. There was
some comments by some Senators that...they had to be adminis-
tered through the Department of Veteran Affairs, but it...it
#as...the grants had to be administered through the DCCA
through the regional offices. Also, along with the committee
report, Conference Committee Report No. 1; secondly, it adds
public members to the following legislative commissions.
Each 1legislative 1leader appoints one additional public
senber, and in the event the number of public members
exceeded the number of legislative nmembers, the number of
legislative members were also increased. An increase in the
aumber of the legislative members occurred in only seven such
compissions. Twenty-six commissions received four additional
public members and seven of the twenty-six increased 1legis-
lative members...seven of the twenty-six increased legis-
lative members for balance. Thirdly, in addition, at the
sovernor's request, there are two additional members for each
>f the following executive boards; the Illibncis State Museun
Board, the Illinois State Historical Library Board and the
I[1linois Pollution Board. This bill does not create any new
commissions or boards, and I concur in House Amendment No. 2
to the...to Senate Eill 26.
JRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
S5enate, here we go, it's getting a little bit later and it's
jetting a 1little kit bigger, and now we're saying that not

only do we have enocugh commissions in this State, but we're
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joing to expand them. We don't have enough people serving and
jathering all this wonderful information for us, Lbut we're
joing to expand them. And yes, the Governor's going to make
1is appointments; and, yes, the President of the Senate...the
speaker of the House is going to make their appointments and
ie're going to have all this wonderful participation, but the
taxpayer is going to pay the bill. That's the ultipmate
situation. And I alsoc want to point out to you, if you read
<his wonderful turkey, Senate Bill 26, first Conference
lommittee report, take a look at page 22, lines 18 through
21, and I've been reading this thing with absolute glee. It
tells you that we even have a pay increment increase, board
nenbers shall be paid thirty thousand per year until July 1,
79, thirty-three thousand...thirty-four thousand nine hun-
ired, thirty-seven thousand; chairpman, thirty-five thousand.
Jh, this is a beauty. This is an absolute delight, but if
jou have any concern about the people at home, you would
lefinitely vote No on this first Conference Committee report.
JRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Friedland.

SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
jenate. Senator Lechowicz hit it right on the button. This
Looks...0n a time of budget cranches, welre increasing these
sommissions, this is watering day...watering time at the
1ippo trough here, and there's some clinkers in here, and I*d
irge you to reject this and take it back and take the
slinkers out. Thank you.
>RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsor.

?RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Collins.
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SENATOR COLLINS:

By increasing the numbers of members on these commissions
ind the operating costs for them in expense and everything
alse, the new chairmans, what's the total cost of this
sonference...report?

RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene. The question 1is the cost of
che...the coammissions.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

First of all, I think the Senate...all right, I*11l yield
:0 Senator D'Arco for a minute.
>)RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

You know, Mr. President...l know it's late and maybe my
2yes are deceiving me, because I got the impressiomn that,
iccording to Senator Lechowicz, we seem to be creating more
scommissions than are presently constituted or...but that's
the impression you seen to be leaving me with this Body. I'm
looking at a readout of the commiésions that are in this bill
ind they all seem to be very good commissions, Ethnic Herit-
ige is in this, the Municipal Problems Commission is in, the
)Jangerous Drug Commission 1is in this, all...very worthy
somaissions, Status of Women are in this. 311 I...I don't
inderstand his objection to the fact that =more 1legislative
1embers are being put on these commissions or more public
wembers are being put on these conmissions. There is npo
increased funding in +this bill that 1 am awvare of. So, I
lon*'t think we should leave the impression with the Body that
1te're doing something uncanny here.

*RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Senator Collims.

SENATOR COLLINS:

«es] asked a guestion of the sponsor. You allowed
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another member to answer that gquestion. Now, I must coatinue
and say to Senator John Jr., that is not true. The fact that
vou increased legislative nembers on a commission, we are
vaid a per diem each day that we serve on those commissions
vlus travel cost to and from wherever we're going if it's
overnight. Now...and so does the public members, sc don't
try and pretend here that this is not costing anything. This
is costing enough money alone to make the difference between
life and death of at least ten people in this State if you
increase their general assistance. So, I said, no, we should
not concur with this committee, it is unnecessary. And as to
“he impact of all of these conmmissions, probably...other than
~he Dangerous Drug Comrission in here, we could Jjust scrap
them all because they are worthless.
"RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

For what purpose does Senator Lechowicz arise?
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Point of order, Mr. President...my opening remarks I
pointed out the expansion of the existing coppissions. If
~ou take a look at pagé 2%l.e..
2RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

What...what is your point of order?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

My point of order is that there are new people being
hired here, that's located on page 21, lines 24...

'RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, Senator...that...that is a gquestion for debate,
it's not a point of order. Hell, you may use...Senator
- echowicz, it's...it®s a point of debate...we cam get back to
vou on the second time arocund. All right, Ladies and

entlemen, I have Senators Zito, Hudsom, Marovitz, Netsch,
‘arkhausen and...and the Chair is happy to entertain everyone
tere at eleven twenty-two, but J...I would point out

thate.sall right. Senator Zito.
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ENATOR 2ITO:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. If I can have the
attention of the Body for a second, we heard this bill the
other day; and the reasonm I'm interested in this, not because
I have a spot on a comnission, but because Representative
Toha O'Connell, Representative Kustra, if you recall in the

ouse, vworked many long bours and got national publicity
vecause we were the only...only State in the nation that had
~he guts to come forward and establish an Agent Orange
~ommission. He formed that commission. He's worked dili-
gently on that commission. The arquments that we're talking
about tonight are adding wmore members that Jobn necessarily
was not in agreement with, but we're working onm that, amd the
argument the other day by Senator Davidson was that it's a
turkey, that it should be killed. And the arguments he had
~he other day was about the job retraining. #ell, Senator
‘avidson, I*m from that generation; and Senator Collins, %o
vour remarks, I realize too that there?s a lot of people in
my generation that made sacrifices in the Vietnam ¥War, and I
thiak this is an opportunity where we can help Vietnam War
‘eterans in the State of Illinois find employment at no cost
to the taxpayers and find a way out of all those things that
you talk about that your people need as well. I think the
“imse 1is nov to pass this coopmission and to continue the work
of the commission, it's already established. They're asking
‘or another chamce to continue do to the work. They're also
asking for am opportunity to place people in employment if
‘ederal dollars are available. They're noc*t asking for
another State dollar, they're asking +to establish this
commission so that they can help find work. If anybody has
nade any sacrifices, it's certainly been Vietnam ¥ar Vet-
erans, and I think...I know it*s late, but I think we should
-ive it a little more consideration than...than what we're

giving it right not. I urge an Aye vote.
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‘BESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Hudson.
+ENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I%11 try to make this very
brief. Members of the Senate, it's not that we're doing any-
~hing necessarily uncanny here tonight; but probably with all
lue respect to Senator Sam we, have an idea that should be
:anned. I happen to be a chairman of one of the commissions
»m the listed here, and we have over since I...at least I've
1ad anything to do with that commission, we have tried to
)perate it in very tight fiscal restraints and hold cost
lown. As a matter of fact, we haven't come in for any
increase in our budget for the past three, four or five years
10w, and I believe that if we proceed down the route of the
:xpanding the @eembers...the nuobers on these comnissiosns,
it's going to make our job tremendously more difficult %o
10ld our costs in line which I feel we are compelled to do.
[ think that's what the public is expecting of us. 1It's what
{ think most of our colleagues here are expecting of us on
these conmmissions, keep their costs im line; and if we begin
to expand the membership, those costs, I think, are going to
ceflect the results by increase in costs. So, I'm somewhat
celuctantly, and with all due respect to the sponsor, I...I
would wurge also a rejection of this Conference Committee
report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Hell, I...I think that we ought to vote this Conference
Conmittee report down. I think there?s a lot of s*uff in
this conference report that even the people who are on the
commission...the chairman of the commissicns don't even know
about and what the effect is. #hoever drafted this thing

didn't even talk to the people who are on these commissions
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into trying to do the work that will benefit the people that
are involved with the purview of the commissions, and I think
we ought to vote this thing down so that we can put it back
the way it originally was, leave the same members on.
Ife..if all this...if all this bill does is expand the
membership, then we don®t need it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would add only one new piece
of information, perhaps, to the debate. The suqggestion has
been nmade that we are not creating any new commissions, that
is literally true; but we are repealing the repealer on at
least three commissions that I have been able to identify so
far in this long monstrosity. I would consider *hat the cre-
ation of new commissions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, I would simply add that apart
from the expenses of all of the additional members that this
Conference Committee report would call for, I would point out
that among the boards and commissions which would bave their
nepbership expanded is the Pollution Contreol Board which
would go from five to seven, an additional two positions.
Each...each member there is paid thirty-seven thousand five
hundred dollars a year. So, this bill has a price tag of
seventy-five thousand just in salaries alone, let alome all
of the expenses which will accrue. I think this...this type
of report shows an...a real insensitivity to the taxpayers
that ve ought to be...we ought to be a little bit more con-
scious of our image the day after we did what we did
yesterday.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz, did you...all
right. Senator...Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise 1in opposition, also, to this Ccnference Committee
reporte. I think...as Jjust been stated by one of ny
colleagues that only yesterday we found it necessary to raise
the taxes of this State to take care of the needs of the
people of the State of Illinois. I don®'t think this is coe
of the needs that they...that they need, and I think we ought
to eliminate this right quick.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Vadalabene may close.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, first of all, just let we say a few words. You know,
this came to me just about as big a surprise as it came *o
all of you. Now, standing behind me, you know, you can hear
him, Senator Davidson, you can hear him, he's got a good
laugh, but 1let ne tell you, he created the furor. ®e canme
over here with a good, clean Agent Orange bill, and he was
the one that said it was a turkey. And because the clean bill
did not pass, we got into this kind of a hassle; and I dontt
know what the hell they do over in that House, but every tine
I see a bill come back from the House, it's not the sane
damned bill that I sponsored, you know, and then I have the
job of trying to get the damned thing passed. Now, I'm not
in favor of what I'm doing here either, but this ought...this
ought to teach some of us a lesson that when you have a good
bill, a good Conference Committee bill, and they you...you
massacre it, this is what you get later on, something like
this. And, Senator Davidson, you car laugh, and this is not
fun for me; but the next time you crucify a bill, you better
know what you're talking about, and I ask for amy kind of a

roll call you want to give.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

No, Senator Geo-Karis, we've just about beaten this one
to death. The gquestion is, shall the Senate adopt the first
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 26. 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 10, the Nays are 43,
none voting Present. The Senate does not adopt the first
Conference Conmittee report to Senate Bill 46 and the Secre-
tary shall so inform the House. Senator Vadalabene, do you
request a second Conference Copnittee? 2All right. Second
Conference Conmmittee has been requested. Senate Bill 98,
Senator Luf+*. Senator Luft is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Senate do adopt
Conference Committee Beport No. 1 on Senate BEill 98. Senate
Bill 98 has *wo nev provisions in it which were put in by the
Conference Committee. One of those...provisions inserts new
language into the 1Illinois Inconme Tax Act to pro-
vide...consistency with 1Internal Revenue Code. The language
provides that when a taxpayer is living or traveling outside
the United State and Puerto Rico on the date upon which his
tax return is due to be filed, such taxpayer shall not be
reguired to file...his return or be subject to penalty until
sixty days from such due date. I want to point out that this
provision is allowed under the Federal but not State Income
Tax Law, and this pro-tax...language will allow taxpayers the
same consideration they receive under Federal tax at the

tate level. We put this in the Conference Committee report
at the request of the Taxpayers' Federation, and I
would...move for the adoption of the Conference Committee
Report No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Barkhausen. Oh, =sorry, Senator
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Barkhausen, Senator Luft wanted to mention one other thing.
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

I forgot part of the Conference Committee report. I
would like to yield to Senator Btheredge to...please explain
the second portion of this report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there leave? leave is granted. Senator Etheredge.
SENATOBR ETHEREDGE:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, the
second part of this Conference Conmittee report is the con-
tent of Senate Bill 477 which, if memory serves me correctly,
passed out of this House on the BAgreed Bill List. What
ite..what it does is to require the Department of Revenue to
publish annually a report of the personal income tax receipts
by county.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BERUCE)

Now, discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. Eresident and mewmbers, just to explain why I had some
reservations about signing this report. 1I...I like the por-
tion which Senator Etheredge Jjust explained. I had some
misgivings about...even though it is apparently...I'd take
the word for a fact that the Internal Revenue Code allows an
extension of sixty days for filing for somebody that is
traveling abroad. It seems to me that that's...you might
even call it sort of a fat cat exemption, in that if one is
going abroad for one week on business. I think everybody is
conscious of when April 15th rolls around, and the mere fact
that one is out of town for a few days in...in Europe or
wherever shouldn't...shouldn’t be in...if scomebody owes ten
thousand dollars in taxes, they should aot necessarily be
allowed to collect interest on that money for an additional

sixty days because of the mere fact that they're taking a one
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week trip to Europe on business or recreation, so I had sonme
misgivings about that even though I'm told it's included in
the Internal Revenue Code.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Barkhausen, the...the
law regquires that you may not pay a penalty but you pay
interest from the date of April 15th in both...in koth the
Internal Revenue Code and this situation also. They would be
paying interest to the government even though they bave not
filed. So, on the tem thousand dollars you were talking
about, they*d probably be paying about twenty percent inter-
est.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Purther discussion?...Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

I didn't see that here, Senator Luft. I%1l...I'11 take
your word for it but it®s not clear, at least with the 1lan-
juage contained in this Conference Committee report that
interest would otherwise be due for that period of tine.
'RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.

{ENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, #r. President. I...I don't see anything wrong
with this provision really. 1In the Federal Tax Lavs you
are...granted an automatic extension if you just simply file
a piece of paper for at least, I think it's two months, at
least to June 15th. This is really not very different from
~hat. In addition, I would =suggest to Senator Barkhausen
~hat if that individual owes ten thousand dollars, they prob-
ably greatly underestimated their income and they®re probably
going to get hit very badly in any event just simply for mis-

sing the estimation time. So, I...I don': think we're going
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to be losing anything, and there are large numbers of people
vho are out of the country on business, not necessarily on
frivolous activities. I don't see that this is not a reason-
ible protection for then.

"RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Luft may
close.

SENATOR LUFT:

I just renew my motion, Mr. President.
J3ESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Committee report to Senate Bill 98. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wio wish? Have all voted wbo wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 40...51, the Nays are none, 1
voting Present. The Sepnate does adopt the first Conference
Committee report to Senate Bill 98, and the bill hav-
ing...received the affirmative vote of three-fifths of the
menbers elected is effective immediately upon its becoming a
lawe Senate Bill 186, Senator EBuzbee. Senate Bill 310,
Seirator Vadalabene. Senator Vadalabene is recognized for a
aotion,

SESATOR VADALABRANE:

All right, Hr. President and members of the Senate, on
= 2 first Conference Committee on Senate Bill 310 this is the
rejional superintendent of schools pay increase, and what
they've did is they've reduced the original amount from five
thousand dollars to forty-five hundred the first year effec-
~ive of August of 1, 1983, and one thousand dollar increase
each year after that until July 1, 1986. If you recall,
~here +were some colleagues on both sides of the aisle who
verfe hesitant about the pay raise prior to the State 1Inconme
“at passage. Well, those of you who were concerned about the

state Iacome Tax passing, as you well know, it passed and I
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vas3 one of the supporters of the State Income Tax. During
-ha waiting of the process, the regional superintendents got
+>gether and reduced their salaries, as 1 have Jjust Bmen-
tioned. I think it's had plenty of debate, and I would like
to concur with the...with the amendment.
-1ESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsora.
RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Sam, how...what does a regional superintendent
o?

. RESIDING QOFFICEBRB: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

{ENATOR VADALABENE:

State reports, school lunch programs, send me letters,
:all me on the phope. Hell, I didn*t even get to go to
school, let alone know what a regional superintendent did.
JRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)

Discussion? Further discussion? Senator lechowicz. Gh,
jenator Collins, had you not concluded? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Hey, this is serious. ©Now, what...what is their salaries
for shuffling those papers, and sending yocu reports and
letters, and lobbying on these bills for raises amd whatever?
What do...what do they make now? What's the salary?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

The present salary of a regional superintendent...the

current salary in populations of less than forty-eight thou-

sand, he makes thirty-one thousand a year. In populations of




Page 211 - Jury 1, 1983

forty-eight thousand to nine hundred and ninety-nine thou-
sand, he makes thirty~five five. 1In one hundred thousand to
nine hundred and ninety-nine thousand, he makes thirty-nine
thousand, and in one w@illion and over, he makes forty-one
thousand. And I know a lo* of schocl people who make a hell
of a lot more money than that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, does...does he work year-round or just during the
school season?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

He work...does he...does his office and he still shuffle
papers year-round when school is out, or does he work nine
months a year when school is in session?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

He works the year-round and also I...I have discovered
that he also participates or controls the sale of school
buildings as they close.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Senator Collins, did you...Semator Collins,
it's twenty minutes till twelve. Senator Collims.
SENATOR COLLINS:

What...I...I mnoticed, H#r. President, that you've talked
about twelve o'clock. What difference does it make?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

It makes no difference to me. I'm here...I'm here for
the night. All right.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Oh, okay. I thought it had some impact on the...the




Page 212 - JOULY 1, 1983

nunber of votes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BROCE)

Oh, no.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Okay. Okay. ®ell, everybody talks all year long and for
seven years they've...you've talked, so it's my time now, and
I have something *o talk about. This is very serious. Now, I
want to know the total amount of dollars we're talking about
for this appropriation. Seven million is
thate...¥what...billion...what...what ate you talking
aboat...million, I mean.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

If I recall, in the original bill it was between seven
hundred and eight hundred <thousand dollars. If I recall.
S0,...and they took a reduction, so it*d be closer probably
to seven hundred thousand.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Colliuns.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Well, I have to be against it. I don't think that we can
when...even with the tax package that we passed yesterday,
with the very optimistic projection on income revenue...I
mean, revenue growth and a shortfall that we can afford to
talk about giving anyone a raise, and most certainly somneone
that no one can honestly %tell us what they really do or even
what...if what they do have any...any real impact on the
school system, and for that reason, I have to be against this
report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, X have Senators Lechowicz, Fawell, Coffey,

Bloom; and, Senator Denuzio, if you'd come up here 1I'd 1like

t0...all right. Senator Lechowicz.
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SENATOBR LECHOWICZ:

Not onlye...thank you, Mr. President. Not only does this
provide a salary increase for the...county superintendents,
but it also provides on page 3 an increcase for two assis-
tants. One assistant may be...conpensated at...eighty per-
cent 1in lieu of seventy-five percent rate, and the other not
exceeding sixty-five...from sixty. Now, we defeated this
measure twice already for the county superintendents. Now,
we have a Conference Committee report not only in...making a
sight adjustment...decreasing it from five thousand increase
next year to forty-five hundred, them two increments after
that at a thousand apiece, so it's really sixty-five hundred
dollar raise, but now we're also taking care of the two
assistants. I recommend a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)

FPurther discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. For my colleagues!?
edification on the other side of the aisle, what a regional
superintendent does, first of all, they are in charge of
this...certifying the teachers. I have to send my four
dollars in to my regional superintendent every year to renew
my certificate or else I cannot teach. He also is im charge
of the institute days. He is in charge of the regional board
who...who settles the disputes between school districts. For
instance, right now in my...in mny district @®heaton and
Warrenville are trying to separate, and half of Wheaton wants
to leave and the other half wants to keep them, and it is a
major dispute. It is a full-time Jjob. Yery frankly, ny
regional superintendent is getting about balf of what our
superintendents of schools are getting, and yet, he has the
same degree, he has put in the same amount of hours, if not
more, works year-round, and I honestly think this is one pay

raise which is long overdus.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise again in opposition to this bill, in all due respect to
the spomsor of this bill and the...I know his efforts in
trying to get this bill through but there's two problems I
have with it, and ope is, as I stated earlier, on some
increases to similar commissions, but we're about to give
another pay raise, and it is a sizable pay raise and I don't
think if we would take the +two gentlemen that's regional
superintendents in my area there could be any two finer indi-
viduals and those two people...and probably not any more
capable or competent than...in the State of 111inois tOe..to
take care of this type of job...and one's a Republican and
one's a Democrat, so it's not political. Put for us to be
here and discuss a pay raise, at this time, of this size, for
these individuals when ny constituents in my area are asking
me, why do we even keep them around? And I would suggest, and
I have suggested, to our regional superintendents that they
shouldn't be down here asking for a pay raise at a time when
some of my constituents are saying, we don't think we even
need regional superintendents, and there is a pay increase
for the two assistants also and, again, those assistants that
I know and in my area are...are fine individuals, but I don't
think we ought to be down here, especially a day after...and
I don't want to be down here a day after raising the taxes on
the people in my district and in this State, and here now
deternining...ve got extra revenue now, we can stacrt in
giving pay raises, putting wmore nmoney into comnissions
and...and going into that kind of spending. I supported the
tax increase yesterday on the basis that we needed revenue
for existing programs and services, and this is pot existing

costs, and I *think we ought to turn down this Conference
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Committee report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Bloon.

SENATOR BLOOM:
Well, thank you, at the risk of being repetitious, I just

want to pick up on a theme that Senator Coffey articulated

and that iS...this is one of the reasons why ve need tax

increases. We say it's for education but it never gets to the

kids. It's alvays sopped up by educational adoinistrators,

and the teachers see this and you wonder why the teachers get

together and try and get more because they see people that

are essentially serving as niddleman between an ossified edu-

cation bureaucracy in Springfield and our school systess,

they're very well paid for what they do. This is not what we

should be doing. This is one of the reasoms, as I said, why

we have to raise our income taxes, and this is wrong, and

I..-I'm not chastising the sponsor ‘cause he...he gave us the

reason in the middle of his explanation, and I sure hope they

get that school building
cents. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER:
Further discussion?
SENATOR BEUCE:
¥ell, thank you, Nr.

particular pay raise.
anytime that we're going
in the State of Ililnois

don't serve in this Body

sold, but I...I had to add nmy two

(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Bruce.

President, I rise in support of this

I think that we have an okbligation
to take over the setting of salaries
of who

to recognize that those us

have to look to those who rum in our

districts and serve the schools in the State of Illinois that

they have a

We gave these gentlemen a pay raise four

right to get a pay raise every once in awhile.

years ago, and I

have talked to many of them. One of the superintendents indi-

cated to me that when

school principal, and had he remained in that position

he'd left...he left as an elementary

until
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today, the person that's in that position is making more
money than he is, and so there have been pay raises in the
industry that he regulates but not within his own occupation.
It's been four years, it's time to take a look at their
salary. They did come in with a five thousand dollar
increase. They've now come down to forty-five hupdred
dollars, a total increase this year, State-wide, with this
salary increase is siX...six hundred and eighty-four thousand
dollars. That's it. Now it's spread over the State of Illi-
nois, I think there are fifty...I can't reaember, I think
there are fifty-seven of these superintendents State-wide.
They are involved with State aid. TheY...distribute over a
billion four hundred million dollars a year. They are
involved with truancy. The truancy progran is in
their...they...register and certify every teacher in the
State of Illinois. They're involved with the sale of...school
property. They run the institute days if there's a dispute
over comnsolidation. If we get into a gquestion, as I have, of
vho is in or out of a school district and who vanis to peti-
tion in or out as individual land owners, they, in fact,
handle that. They have been involved in the last two years in
Senate Bill 700, which we passed out of this Body, which
allows them +to be involved in the voluntary recognition of
collective bargaining agents. The will be involved, if the
Governor signs Senmate Bill 1530, with additional obligations
under collective bargaiming in the State of 1llinois. They
have been elected. They will take office in August of this
year. I think it reasonable to say that these gentlemen
should get a forty-five hundred dollar raise. I think that
all of us have had raises, and...and I...I wish that...who?
Well, we...we passed a raise for ourself, you may recall,
four years ago. And I...I believe that it is reasonable for
us, for those pecple who are county officials and vork back

in thee...our districts, to respond to the problems that they
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have in raising their families, and we ought to vote for this
pay raise.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JCYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Presideant. I rise in opposition to this
pay raise. I think that the...the job they do, that Senator
Bruce just mentiomed it, that's amazing. I was on the county
board for some six years. 1 served on that compission...or
on the committee that dealt with superintendents, at that
time they were called, and...and Y finally asked to get off
of it because there was nothing to do. I think they should
thank their lucky stars that we aren'% abolishing them, and I
think that...you know, another thing, they haven't had a pay
raise in four years, well, they weren't drafted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. Because they
take...August office, if thirty votes is what...OC
thirty...less than thirty-six votes goes om, what 1is the
answer to that from a...from a final result? It's got noth-
ing to do with next January or next July when it would take
effect, because they are by Statute or Constitution, one vay
or the other, can't receive a pay raise once they're in
office. Do you understand my question, Mr. President?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEBATOR BRUCE)

Well, why don®t you restate it because I'm not sure that
I do.

SENATOR GBOTBEEG:

Okay, I'm...I'm having difficulty trying to...it takes
thirty-six votes to make it effective in August. If it gets
thirty and it becomes effective in July, I don't know whether

it's got a...what kind of an effective date it has on it, but
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constitutionally, they can't get a raise while they're in
office. So, if the...if the Taise goes 1into effect next
January because of...d0...do they ever get the pay raise,
that's all I wonder, if it should pass with less than thirty-
six votes?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg, within the Conference Committee report
is an immediate effective date and, therefore, to becone
immediately effective it will require thirty-six affirmative
votes. Thirty will not pass it because it has an immediate
effective date. It's a Conference Committee report and, you
know, we have a second Conference Committee report could be
added and that whode gquestion that you have brought up bas
been discussed, I am...Sure. Further discussion? Further
discussion? Senator Vadalabene may close.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, 3just let me make one point that the...the guestion
was brought up about the assistants. In reducing the...the
salaries of the regicnal superintendents, they also, in their
visdom, reduced the...the percentage of the assistants, and I
thought I also ought to make that observation because that
was brought up. I don®t know hovw to respond. They baven't
had a pay raise since 1979, and if they don®t get tkis one,
they'll have to go another four years. I think they do a
good job. I can tell you sometime, you know, when I'm
not...I'm not presenting this bill, how important a regional
superintendent was to me. I wouldn®t be here. Hovever, I
would ask for a favorable vote and see where we are.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Conmittee report on Semate Bill 310. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The votimng is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
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the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 22. The Semate does not adopt
the first Conference Conmittee report to Senate Bill 310.
Senator Vadalabene, do you trequest a second Conference
Committee report? All right. Senator Vadalabene has made a
request for a second Conference Conmnmittee regort. Senate
Bill 437, Senator Fawell. Since Senator Vadalabene didn't do
so well, it's appropriate that you be next. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very wmuch. This 1is the second Conference
Committee and...and I would wmove that it be accepted. It
just passed the House 73 to 23. Wwhat it does,...it...it just
nakes a...a fevw minor changes. It provides...for the...the
bill now reads that it is a petty offense for anyone know-
ingly to allow underage drinking or possession of alcohol in
a residence which he occupies if and only if it inveclves two
or more persons at least one of whoe is under eighteen, plus,
and that means and, the person occupying the residency knows
of the underage drinking or possession, and the underage pos-
session or consumption is already unlauful under the Liquor
Control Act, and the resident of the house...the occupant or
the residency knows that the underaged drinker has left the
resident drunk, and I move that it be concurred.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussiobp? Senator...Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISEER:

This thing has been moved around a couple of...is the
first or second Coaference Coamittee report? This is the
second, right? BoOy,...it's getting late and I can't remenber
what?*s...is this thing now back to the way ocur first Confer-
ence Committee report was supposed to be? I quess that's the
way to ask it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:
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The only addition...remember, I showed you when you
signed the report, that it just said, +he occupant of the
cesident knows that...that the minor has 1left and he is
irunk.

'RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister. Perhaps...Senator Sangmeister, you
might belp by explaining where we are.
{ENATOR SANGMEISTER:

NOWa.oDOW everybody wants to know what the bill
‘0eS...getting back to her question, if that's what you're
asking for an explanation for, that...the House apparently
wvanted to have in there very clearly that when the eighteen
year old left the premises intoxicated that yon kmew that he
was intoxicated or she was intoxicated, when he left the
premises, and that...I have no problem with that providing
you buy the whole concept of the bill which went out of here
once. If you want to debate that all over again...

“RESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
3ENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
-iais has been cleaned up, and I urge a favorable roll call.
P {ESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Collins.

S INATOR COLLINS:

One gquick gquestion. If you know that the...that the
ninor is drunk when they leave and you call +the police and
notify him,...are you still then charged or held responsible
for if he's getting into troukble?

RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Fawell. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

No, l...T don®t...no, you wouldn't be.

“RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Collins.
«> [ATOR COLLINS:

Ite..it clearly reads, you know, I want you to show nme
that...read that to me in that report. Don't...you know, you
said, I don't know; then you said, I don?t think so. That is
very imporant because we cannot control an eighteen year old
to keep him from leaving the house., Now you...all you can do
is call the...the authorities and 1if you do, then that
sheuld...should excuse you from any liability as to what he's
joing.

"RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Favell.

SE.ATOR FAWELL:

An eighteen year old is not supposed to be drinking. I
.e11, that*s against the law right now.

CRE3IDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Sepator Collinms.

STNATOR COLLINS:

I...I agree with you, Senator Fawell, but the reality is
we have fourteen and thirteen year olds drinking. Now if an
eighteen year old get drunk in your house, you come in from
vor: and he's *here, or she?'s there, get into an argument,
and tell him to go and clean up his room, and he storm out in
the street, you call the police. What in the world can you
1o about it except inform the authorities?

"RESJIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BERUCE)

All right, Senator...Senator Fawell.
SELATOR FAWELL:

That's right, I would inform the authorities and...and,
vou know, I'd either keep them there, I mean, if it was ay
kid or my friend, I*'d keep thenm there.

"RISIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Senator...Senator Zito.

5 "YATOR 2ITG:
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Mr. President, I apologize, I don't mean to take the time
o. this Body, it's very late. Senator Favell had introduced
this bill. There were some ques*tions with in when the House
anendments sere put on. We agreed in Conference Committee, as
a cosponsor of the bill, that we would clean that language up
and bring it backe. It was agreed to on the Floor of this

»dy that that was going to be the case, and I just rise to
tiat point of information. I think that eliminates some of
tie discussions. The debate and the people that are...are
ajainst the bill were probably against the bill when the bill
wis here for 3rd reading, so it would be fruitless to con-
tinue to do that.

"RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Friedland. Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Just a question of the Chair, Mr. President. I have a
couple of communities in my area whose ordinances are
stricter tham this., %ould this lower...would this...I'm ask-
ing the Chair, Geo, do you mind? I...pmaybe Senator Geo-Karis
would like to ask my question for nme.

"RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Why don't you ask me and let me take shot at it first.
SENATOBR DeANGELIS:

Well...well, I want to know if this supersedes the ordi-
nance?

RESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR BRUCE)

All right, we'll check...we'll get back tc you. Senator
sloome
SENATOR BLOONM:

Yes, briefly. George and...we have worked with Senate
111 437 and tried to assist Senator Fawell, and I think part
of...0f the debate has disclosed that there are communities
and wvillages with ordinances that are far broader and

stricter than this, and as a practical matter, it will be
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practically applied. The purpose, I think, is set out in the
.anguage on the first page where it starts to say that a
rerson knowingly permits a gathering...a gathering. Now a
jathering is bpot a term of art, but obviously...obviously,
it's directed at teenage beer blasts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

May we have some crder please. We've done...we've done
very well today. If we could just continue, I think, going
for a few more moments. Senator Bloon.

SENATOR BLOOHM:

AT very best. I don't know, if you lower the 1lights it
gets mpore intimate and then there's 1less...less energy
expended. I know. However, I...Senator Becker inforas ne
that...Senator Geo-Karis doesn't like to get that intimate.
But the point of the...point of the matter is, the bill has
been worked and reworked, and I think that we can...ve can
find fault with an easemen* bill if we want to, and
TeeelaaaI'd urge people on both sides of the aisle to support
this. It's not...it's not going to do that much that would
be harmful to the fears you've expressed, and it certainly
could do something positive to address the remedy that...I'nm
sorry, address the remedy, I'm as punchy as everyone
else...t0 address the problem that was presented to our

committee when it originally appeared. Thank ycu.

END OF REEL
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REEL é8

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

(Machine cutoff)...amendment. It seems to amend the Lig-
uor Control Act, and it...it would not be a restriction on
home rule units. They <could have concurrent jurisdiction
under their police powers to...to make more stringent ordi-
nances in this area. Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I don't want to take anymore time, but I wasn't applying
it to a home rule unit. I'm talking about any village that
might have an ordimance that's more severe than this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

{dachine cutoff)...that*s right. WNophome¢...okay. Fur-
ther discussion? Senator FPawell may close.

SENATOR FARELL:

I would ask for a favorable vote, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the...second
Conference Comnittee report on Senate Bill 437. 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 37, the Nays are 11,
3 voting Present. The Senate does adopt the second Confer-
ence Copmittee report to House Bill 437, and the bill having
received the affirmative votes of three-fifths of the members
elected is effective immediately upcn its tecoming a law.
Alright. On the order...on your regular Calendar, on page 8,
is House Bill 1805 with the first Conference Copmittee
report. Senator Keats is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR KEATS:
Mr. President, I would move that we take a roll call

Ole..first Conference Committee report of Bouse Bill 1805.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BROUCE)

Senator Keats, did you wish to explain it?
SENATOR KEATS:

I'd be more than happy to.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BERUCE)

Well, I think you're going to have a...a chance to.
SENATOR KEAZTIS:

Okay, thank you. ©No, I did not presume to go on to the
roll call without explaining it. Okay, what Sepnate Bill 1805
is, it is the major revision of the Regional Transportation
Authority. I will only take two secownds wcrth of...of polit-
ical comments, and then I*1l1 give you a guick descripiion of
the bill. Politically, if there's anyone in here who would
rise to defend the operation of the ETA over the last ten
years, I think we*'d all laugh you out of the Chanber. In
terms ofe..

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

For...for what purpose does Senator lLechowicz arise?
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Point of order, Mr. President. I believe you didn't ask
for leave to go to this order of business, and leave was not
granted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

¥e were on Conference Conmittee reports., We just...just

considered Senator..e.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

One noment...one moment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Alright.

SENATOR LECHOW¥ICZ:

We were not going in this order. And im order to do that
you've got to get leave, and Jleave is npot...I object
to...giving you leave for that purpose.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Well, Sena*or, when we're on the Order of Conference
Committee Reports, we're on the Order of Conference Comnmittee
Reports. W¥e...we are on that order. Senator Fawell Just
considered a...we've been on it for the last three hours.
S0, ve're...we're there. Alright. Senator lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

We were not on this order of business. ¥e were not on
the Calendar for the...Conference Committees oD...the first
Conference Committee reports, and I believe We're ON Qee.ad
totally different Calendar. In order to switch from one
Calendar to another...and you're suppose to go straight in
numerical order. In fairnmess, you should receive leave.
That was not granted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Senator Keats has moved the adoption. 1Is there
discussion? I think Senmator Chew, Senator Kelly, Senator
Watson. Senator DelAngelis,...are Jyou...alright. Senator
Keats to explain the first Conference Committee report.
SENATOR KEATS:

Okay, thank you. (uickly, I say, abnycne who wants to
defend the performance of the RTA over the last ten years,
we'll laugh you out of this Chamber. This bill is the first
major revamping we have done in the ten years that it's been
in existence. What it basically does is sets up an oversight
boarde...initially, we would have a transition koard, and then
over that...once we finish with the transitioning boarda...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

For what purpose does Senator Kelly arise?

SENATOR KELLY:

Yeah, point of order. I thought that Senator Lechoxicz
had raised a poimt here and...that we went to a different
business without getting a leave, and there was never a...a
response. BAnd it seems to me that that was in a...his point

was vell-taken, and it should be, and that we dide..
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Well...alright...

SENATOR KELLY:

eeeg0 to an odd point of order. We always go numerical
in this...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

se--alright., Let me just make the ruling. We were on the
Order of Conference Committee Reports. ¥e stayed on that
order of business. We are now on the...on the Order of
Conference Committee Reports on House Bill 1805, and that's
the ruling of the Chair. Alright. We...we did not move fron
the order of business. We have been on that order, we have
moved throughout the Calendar all night long. Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:;

Okay. Mr. President, I want an inquiry to the Chair.
Jkay, if we'’re on that point of...o0f...of business, where on
these conference reports in numerical order d4id we move from
the last bill to this one? I'd like to know where...where
it's located, on which one of these reports?
2RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

It's on the regular Calendar on page 8. Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

How did we get to the regular Calendar? He weren't on
:hat just a minute ago?

RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

We were on that order of business. The...the Calendars
ire 1issued to0...by orders of business, and we were on the
irder of Conference Committee Reports, and the Chair has
aoved for the last tvelve hours from one Conference Conmittee
eport to the other as gentlemen came off the Floor or left
111 day lomg. But we are on that order of business.
Jdright...for what purpose does Senator Chew arise?

SENATOR CHE%:

I rise on a point of personal privilege. It is now after
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noon at night. 1805 1is going to regquire a lot of tinme.
‘here's a lot of questions got to be asked on it, and accord-
ing to what I have received recently, nothing has changed. I
.on't think this Chamber want to go into this tonight. I
think we ought to recognize the fact that we*re human beings.
.nd  it's no use attempting to rush anything through this
“hamber, and I don't think we ought to debate it, and I would
i0 move that we would adjourn.

*‘RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

{(Hachine cutoff)...you were no%t recognized for the pur-
pose of a motion. Ng, you were recognized onm a point of per-
sonal privilege, Senator. Alright. Senator Rock.
oENATOR ROCK:

Well, I <can see that this is going nowhere fast. The
-ouse has adjourned as youU...I'n sure you Xnow. We've had
~he appropriations people working now for in excess of twelve
hours, and they tell us that the paper work...although the
budget is in excellent shape because of their efforts, it
will still take about four hours to process the paper and get
everything in front of us. So, I suggest, Mr. President,
-hat ve stand adjourned until nine o'clock tomorrow morning.
?RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERBUCE)

Alright. The potion is to adjourn. We have sone
announcemrents. Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

¥ell, this...you know, I think we're stalling here,
and...I don't...I don't think we're accomplishing anything.
I think we should vote on this bill now. 1t's a very major
0ill, and we should vote on it now. And if we have to come
tack tomorrow, we can come back tomorrow and take up swhatever
other business we have. But I don't suggest that we adjourn,
and I would oppose that motion and ask all of our colleagues
to oppose it and vote on this bill.

" BESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Alright. The wmotion to adjourn is not debatable. The
yaestion is, shall the Senate adjourn until...there's been a
raquest for a roll call. We will have a rcll call. Those in
favor of adjournment till nine o'clock tcmorrow morning will
vite...vell, the question is to...to Recess. Recess until
nine o'clock this morning. The potion...Senator
B)CKeaeiSeeeis it appropriate we...asend your motion? 1It's a
mytion to Recess until 9 a.m. today. On the motion, those in
rivor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vcte Nay. The
vrting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
Lish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 32,
~1e Nays are 20. By...majority vote, the Senate stamds in

:cess until the hour of nine o'clock. For what purpose does

mator D'Arco arise?

%7}

~{NATOR D*ARCO:

I want to verify the affirmative roll call.
. IESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR EBRUCE)

Alright. No, that...that is...that is in order. Will
-a1e members please be in their seats. There's been a request
far a verification. The Secretary will call those who voted
i1 the affirmative.

"3CRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Barkhausen,
Bwcker, Berman, Bloom, Bruce, Buzbee, Carrcll, Collins,
Dirrow, Davidson, Demuzio, Ftheredge...

' RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator DTArco.
SINATOR D'ARCO:

I can®t...I can't here the roll call, Mr. PFresident.

tESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Alright.

J3CRETARY:

Fawell...

2 tESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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If we will slow down, give Senator D'Arco a chance,
ad...and, Senator D'Arco, just...just so you kDOW...we'll
have to get twelve off. It doesn't require thirty, it takes
jist a majority of those voting, so you have to work it down
te twenty...twenty before we...okay...okay, I...I thought
naybe we...the Chair might help you on that. The motion to
verification is...is withdrawn. The Senate stands in Recess
until the hour of nine o'clock. For what purpose does Sena-
t»r Dedngelis arise?

SINATOR CeANGELIS:

¥ell, some of us have been here for eleven days, some of
us would like to see our fawmily. If it®s going to bLe nine
and everybody's tired, let?s make sure everyktody is here at
nine o'clock.

*RESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright.




