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83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY

REGULAR SBSSION

NOVEMBER 2, 1983

PRESIDENT:

The Senate will come to order. Will the members be at
their desks and will our guests in the gallery please rise.
Thank you. Our prayer this afternoon by the Reverend Eugene
Weitzel, the Director of Chaplains at St. John®s Hospital,
Springfield, Illinois. Father,

REVEREND EUGENE WEITZEL:
(Prayer given by BReverend Weitzel)
PRESIDENT:

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

SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Journals of
Thursday, October the 20th; Tuesday, November the 1st, inm the
year 1983, be postponed pending arrival of the printed Jour-
nal.

PBESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Johns. Any
discussion? If not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye. A1ll
opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and it is so
ordered. Resolutioms.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Resolution 368, it*s congratulatorye...by...by
Senators Lemke and all meabers, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 369, by Senators Priedland, Schaffer
and all members, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 370, by Senator Bahar, comngratulatory.

Senate Resolution 371, by Senators DeAngelis, Mahar and
Kelly, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 372, by Senator Egan, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 373, by Senators Geo-Karis and
Barkhausen, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 374, by Senator Jeremiah Joyce,

congratulatory.
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And Senate Resolution 375 offered by Senators Egam, Rock
and all members, and is a death menorial.
PRESIDENT:
Consent Calendar. 1Introduction of bills.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEBNANDES)
Senate Bill... 1367 offered by Senators Rock and Luft.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
ist reading of the bill.
Senate Bill 1368 offered by Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Rules conmmittee. We'll begin on page 20 with the motions
in writing to accept the Governor's specific recommendations
for change. HNiddle of page 20. 1I'd ask the sponsors of the
filed motions to get ready so we can amove, hopefully, with
some dispatch. That's Senators Welch, Maitland, D'Arco,
Hall, Bruce, Demuzio, Jerome Joyce and Marovitz. MNiddle of
page 20, on the Order of Motions in Writing to Accept the
Governor's Specific Recommendations for Change, the wmotion in
vriting on House Bill 41, Mr. Secretarye.

‘ACTING SECRETARY: (NE. PERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendation of the
Governor as to House Bill 41 in rmanner and form as follows.
Signed, Senator Welch.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Relch.
. SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 41 started out as a
bill concerning the free trade zomes. The Governor vetoed
that portion of the bill and put that in another bill spon—.
sored by Senator Bloom. The portion remaining in this bill
vas an amendment which I attached over here in the Senate in

June, and the amendmeant does this, it reduces the number of
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votes required for a quorum of the Illinois Valley Port Dis-
trict from four out five neambers to three out of five men-
bers, and that is the only thing remaining in this bill, and
I would move to accept the special...recommendation for
change of the Govermor.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommenda-
tions of the Governor as to House Bill 41 in the manner and
form just stated by Senator Welch. 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 55
Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. The specific recommenda-
tions of the Governor as to House Bill 41 having received the
required constitutional majority vote are declared accepted.
On the Order of Motions in Writing to Accept Specific Recom-
mendations, there's a motion filed on House Bill 67, Mr.
Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
I move to accept the specific recommendations of the

Governor as to Hoase Bill 67 in manner and form as follows.

, Signed by Senator Maitland.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, vwvery much, MNr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. The change that the Govermor has
suggested we concur with really techmical in natuté, only in
one instance it changes the refunding authority from the
probation office to the court, and that's a bookkeeping mat-
ter, that was the £first change. The second one was
the...deletion of the word "the" and doesn't change the...the

rest of the bill at all, and I would...would move that we
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in the manner and form just stated by Senator D'Arco. 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 52 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present.
The specific recommendations of the Governor as to House Bill
84 having received the required constitutional vote are
declared accepted. 186, Senator Hall. 234, Senator Bruce.
On the Order of Motions in Writing *o Accept Specific Recom—
mendations for Change is a motion filed on House Bill 234,
Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4B. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendation of the
Governor as to House Bill 234 in manner and form as followus.
Signed by Senator Bruce.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SBNATOB BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the Preedom of Informa-
tion Act that we have debated on this Floor inm two prior
occasions. He passed it out. The Governor has made, I
believe, forty changes of some import to this particular
bill. Although I do not wish to go through each one of thea,
the ones that have been controversial, at 1least, have been
the removal of any criminal penalties. He changed the
definition of public records under the reference to universi-
ties to educational institutions, decleted the requirement of
certified copies, allowed a seven-day extension if another

-body was involved, deletes the term "stromgly" in relatiom to
vhether or not a burdensome request outweighs a public inter-
est, adds the clause that repeated requests for the same
public records by the same person shall be deemed unduly
burdensome, allows for the approximate rather than total

nupber of full-and part-time employees to be listed in a bro-
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chure, on records stored by electronic data processing
requires a public body to furnish upon request the means by
vhich a comprehensive record may be obtained, deletes the
indigency as a factor for driver's license, abstracts; it
deletes a reference to other statutory fee requirements and
retains the current statutory reference, exempts certain
records, tax assessments and collection records, adds a
clause that they are exempt unless required by 1law, allows
the identity of informants to be exempted,
exenpts...investigatory reports, exenmption of reports which
endangers the life of a person, criminal history records are
changed...by judicial latitude, criminal history records also
allows the individual identified to retrieve the records only
if no other person's life or physical safety is in danger.
It goes on and on. I believe that the changes...the forty
changes that the Governor made avre, in fact, ueaningful. ¥We
have_ adopted thea in the House, it ought to be adopted...the
other last and most sigunificant one, I suppose, is the effec~
tive date of this Act which changed from January the 1st to
July the 1st to give everyone a chance to take a look at it,
read the impact of the Act on their specific area of interest
and get back to the General Assembly next year with any
changes they think might be required. With that, Hr. Presi-
dent, I would move that this Body accept the specific recoam-
mendations of the Governor as to House Bill 234 and that it
be adopted by this Body.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

¥r. President, will the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PBESIDENT:

Sponsor indicate he'll yield, Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I believe you had a like bill...a Senate bill, are the
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changes in the amendatory veto...House Bill 234 identical to
the changes made in your...the Senate bill that you sponsored
of a like origin?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

The...the Senate bill exists no more. The Governor
decided to work on 234, I met with him. The decision was
that we would work on 234 and veto the Senate bill, so these
forty changes are only contained in the House bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Oh, in view of the fact, then I rise in support of the
amendatory veto.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? If I can have
the attention of the membership, particularly Senators Bloonm
and Luft, two Peoria television stations have requested
permission to film, so the only objection comes from Senator
Bloom. How do you like that? Okay. Yeah, leave is granted.
Further discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall the
Senate accept the specific recommendations of the Governor as
to House Bill 234 in the manner and form just stated by Sena-
tor Bruce. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all wvoted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, there are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none
voting Present. The specific recommendations of the Governor
as to House Bill 234 having received the required constitu-
'tional majority vote are declared accepted. 292, Senator
Demuzio. BRead the motion, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
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Governor as to House Bill 292 in manner and form as follows.
Signed, Senator Demuzio.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very much, Hr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. House Bill 292 was a bill that
started out to allow the corporate officers of small busi-
nesses to withdraw as individuals under coverage of the
Workmen's Conmpensation Act. The Governor's amendatory lan-
guage here defines what a corporate officer is; it's a
bonafide president, or vice president, secretary, or a treas-
urer of a corporation who have voluntary elects to withdraw.
This provision was established in order to prevent corpora-
tions from...classified other enployees as officers to
evade...the provisions of this Act. And secondly, it deletes
a reference to a paragraph that...under the Workmen's Conmpen-
sation Aact, it has not been used in the...in the...in the
past. I knov of no opposition.

PBESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate accept the specific recoamenda-
tions of the Governor as to House Bill 292 in the manner and
form just stated by Senator Demuzioe. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, there
are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. The specific
reconmendations of the Governor as to House Bill 292 having
received the required majority...constitutional majority vote
are declared accepted. 333, sSenator Joyce. On the Order of
Motions in Writing, a motion filed on House Bill 333, Mr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
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I nmnove to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 333 in wapner and fora as followvs.
Signed, Senator Jerome Joyce.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

«esthank you, Mr. President. This is the Department of
Conservation®s snitch bill, we call it, it's the...authorizes
the money to be used to purchase flora and fauna as evidence
of violations...Acts...administered by the DOC, and the
Governor...what he did vas delete authorization for monies
extended for the Act to be taken from +the Department
of...Conservation?s...contractual services appropriation
because that fund was not...didn®t appropriate any nmoney for
that fund this year. So that’s the only change and I would
agree with the Governor.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 333 in the manner and form just
stated by Senator Joyce. 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?
Take the record. On that question, there are 55 Ayes, no
Nays, none voting Present. The specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 333 having received the
required constitutional majority vote are declared accepted.
Senator Hall, are you ready on 186? 406, Senator Marovitz.
Motion im writing to accept filed on House Bill 406, Mr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (AR, FERNANDES)

I nove to accept the specific recommendation of the

Governor as to House Bill 406 in manner and form as follows.

Signed, Senator Marovitz.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR HAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and amembers of the
Senate. I would move that the Senate do accept the
Governor's specific...recommendations for change, House Bill
406. This bill deals with employers who are delinguent in
their premium payments of group accident and health insurance
and the possible ramifications of this on the employees.
Insurance companies have to notify the Department of IXnsur-
ance regarding such delingents and the Department of Insur-
ance would notify the employers of the obligation. There was
a portion of the bill whichk provided +that the...that the
enployer must post a notice for the employees, and the Gover-
nor believed that the provision might absolve the employer of
its responsibility unless the department could prove that we
don*t want to absolve the employer of any responsibility. ¥We
agree with his specific recommendation for change, and I
would move that we do accept that in House Bill 406.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor...as to House Bill 406 in the manner and fora just
stated by Senator Marovitz. Those in favor will vote Aye.

Those '

opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On *hat question, there are 54 Ayes,
no Nays, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bill 406 having received the

required constitutional majority are declared accepted. Top

of page 21, on the Crder of Motions in Writing to Accept,

there's a motion filed on House Bill 564, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

I nove to accept the specific recommendations of the
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Governor as to House Bill 564 in manmer and form as follows.
Signed, Senator Demuzio.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Demuzio.
SENATOB DENUZIG:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, BHouse Bill 564 was a bill that related to the legis-
lation to allow the accumulation of sick leave from the last
employer. However, when we passed the bill, there was a
technical error in the amendment that provided that the sick
leave would be allowed *o be accumulated fros all employers.
The Governor corrected that simply to limit that to the last
employer only. That is the only change that he made. I
don*t know of any opposition, and I would move that we accept
the Governor's amendatory veto.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall the
Senate accept the specific recommendations of the Governor as
to House Bill 564 in the manner and fore just stated by Sema-
tor Demuzio. 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 55 Ayes, no Nays, none
voting Present. The specific recommendations of the Governor
as to House Bill 564 having received the required constitu-
tional majority vote are declared accepted. 606. Motion in
writing on House Bill 606, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECBRETARY: {8R. FERNANDES)

House Bill 606...I mnove to accept the specific recom-—
mendation of the Governor as to House Bill 606 in manner and
form as follows. Signed, Senator Bruce.

PBRESIDENT:
Senator Bruce.

SENATCR BRUCE:
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Thank you. With leave of the Body, I would like to have
that motion shown as Senator Netsch-Bruce. Senator Netsch
had wished to file that motion and then I inadvertently filed
it before her, and I would like to have her handle the motion
and show her as the principal sponsor thereof.

PRESIDENT:

All right, with leave of the Body, Senator Netsch will be
shown as the sponsor of the motion and Senator Bruce kindly
yields to Senator Netsch. Senator Netscha.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 606, as many of you
may recall, is the comprehensive rewriting of the sex offense
Statutes. It basically repealed eight previously existing
Statutes and consolidated all types of sexuval offenses into
four gender neutral categories of crimes. I would like to
mention briefly before I refer to the points that vwere
amended that the classification 1is fairly isportant, and
instead of the current confusing array of Statutes, this
bill, as I indicated, creates a coherent classification
systen of sex related crimes. The two most serious of the
crimes, which are Class X and Class 1 Felony crimes, exclu-
sively pertain to sexual penetratiom as it is defined im the
bill. The other two crimes are Class A Misdemeanor and Class
2 PFelony, and they pertain to sexual conduct which involves
only what has come to be known as touching and fondling, not
sexual penetration or attempted sexual penetration. This is

important because the sex conduct crimes are not lesser

included crimes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator HNetsch, pardon me just a moment. If the Senate
could come to order, please. WTHI has requested 1leave to
film the...the proceedings. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:
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Thank you, I would like to repeat one point because this
is important, I think, in terms of understanding the struc-
ture of the Act. The...the sexuval conduct crimes are not
lesser included crimes in the sexual penetration...crinmes.
These are four distinct categories. I vwould also 1like
to...briefly to address a point that come up a good deal fre-
quently. Although the term Yrape" is no longer im this bill
as a legal term of art, rape will remain a part of our Jlan-
guage, and it seems appropriate that we keep it in the
noncriminal Statutes which are also amended in the course of
House Bill 606 because it is a generic term which does
include all of the victims of sex crimes, and those two bills
are basically designed to help those victims. I would also
like to make it clear that the elimination of the word ®rape"
as a legal term of art, that is as a specific offemse, in
House Bill 606 is not intended to eliminate the word from
the face of the map. If it is used by a party or a witness
or a court official in a trial, that is not in the Jjudgment
and intent of this Legislature intended to be error, let
alone reversible error. Now, with respect to the changes
that the Governor made, a number of them were matters of fornm
and some technical corrections. He renamed the two aggra-
vated forms of crime; instead of sexual assault with
aggravating circuastances, he called it aggravated criminal
sexual assault. That is perfectly all right, it doesn't any
way change the intent of the bill. Be...he eliminated the
word Ycoercion." I don't perhaps agree with that decision,
but at 1least it was...we understand why it was dome, and
clarified the exclusion of medical personnel and...then they
are acting in the normal course of their business from any
possible liability under the Act. I think those...and he did
make some adjustments in the spousal rape sectiom, basically
restricting it only to the more serious category of criminal

sexual assault. T...I think those are the...the essence of
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the changes that were nade. As all of you know, this bill
still has a delayed effective date and any further thoughts
that need to be addressed will be addressed in legislation in
the sSpring Section...Session next year before the bill
becomes fully effective. With that explanation, I would move
that we accept the specific recommendations for change aade
by the Governor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is,...Senator Bloom. Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOON:

Well, ¢thank you, very much, Mr. President and fellow
Senators. What I'o going to articulate is probably not par-
ticularly fashionable. I*d 1like to thank, on the Floor of
the Senate, Judge Steigmann from Champaign County who made
many of the suggestions that Governor Thompson embodied in
his amendatory veto, but I think this goes to show what
happens vhen you try and amend the Criminal Code...a portion
of the Criminal Code, the sex offenses, as if other portions
of the Criminal Code did not exist. There's still some prob-
lems, and in trying to clear up the glaring problems, and I
believe there are land mines im this yet, the second floor
opened up another problem. What we're going to vote on and
vhat our prosecutors have to prosecute sex offenders under is
a bill now that says, if a young man is seventeen or under
and he has sexual intercourse with a girl between the ages of
nine through twelve, with no force, there®s no crime. If a
boy seventeen or older has sexual intercourse without force
wvith a girl under twelve it's Class X; with a girl over
tuelve it's Class A Misdemeanor. There'll probably be legis-~-
lation to clear that up. But what this bill now says is, if
your wife is dragged into an alley by soaeone with an eppty
gun and he takes her purse and there's only two cents, it®s

Class X Felony, but if he drags your wife into an alley and
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rapes her without a gun, it®s a Class 1 Felony. Therets a
big difference. That rapist will be out on the streets. I
question this as good public policy. I'ma..Im sure that
this will get 1lost in the barrage of press releases by the
various interest groups that want this, but what we've done
is taken a fairly clear and concise sex offenses section of
the Criminal Code and made it very complicated, all in the
name of saying we're going to increase rape convictions in
the County of Cook and elsewhere in the State, and we really
are doing a disservice...ve're really doing a disservice to
the prosecutors, and we're doing a disservice to the very
people that we say we’re supposed to protect. I don*t think
anyone in this Chaaber, outside of perhaps the sponsors and
myself and maybe the chairman of the subject matter commit-
tee, truly know wvhat's in this bill, and I think it's one of
those animals that®s going to come back and bite us; and as I
said, right now, if your wife is dragged into an alley by
someone with an empty gun and her purse with two cents im it
is stolen, it's Class X. It's a far stiffer penalty tham if
she's dragged into that alley and raped, and...and I don*t
think that serves any one ill...you make...Serves any one
well. You make your own choice. I feel +that we're really
not creating good public policy. Thauk you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Ngtsch
may close.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Nr. President. Very briefly, the objections
that Senator Bloom raised are the same ones that he had last
June when the bill was overwhelmingly supported and passed by
the...both Houses of the Illinois General Assenbly. It is
true that the Governor's amendatory veto created one problenm,
we already have a bill prepared to address that. Ia..I

wasn®t going to menmtion it, Senator Blooa, until you d4id; but
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beyond that, I would simply point out that there is a consis-
tent coherent spectrum of penalties covering all possible sex
offenses that are now reflected in this bill. If you 1look
back to the materials that we passed out last June, there
vere major gapping holes in the coverage of our law then.
That will no 1longer be true. The objections that Semator
Bloom has raised are his own policy objections to what is in
the bill, and they do not in any way reflect anything differ-
ent from his position then and they...are not consistent with
the vay this...Semate and House have voted on several occa-
sions now on House Bill 606. Any problems +that may still
exist will be further addressed before the bill becomes fully
effective, and it will be shared as Senator Sangmeister has
comnitted with state®s attorneys and others during the course
of this next year. I would strongly urge that we accept the
Governor®s proposed changesa

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEFATOR DEAUZIO)

The guestion...Senator Bloom, she...Senator Netsch was
closing. Senator Bloom, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR BLOOM:

My name wvas mentioned in debate, and I...I'd just say we
pleaded all along through this process not to put this on the
books until these problems are ironed out and I...they are
not just my objections. I am getting these from prosecutors
in my district. I would be like the rest of you to say fine,
ve camn pass a bill and tell the various interest groups who
want this, we've saved you; but as a pratical matter, I truly
believe that we are doing them no service and, if anything,
we are doing them a disservice and making it harder for our
prosecutors to get the kinds of convictions they ought to
get. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEHUZIO)
The gquestion is, shall the Senate accept the specific

reconmendations of the Governor as to House Bill 606 in the




manner and form Jjust stated by Semator Netsch. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting 1is 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 49, the Nays are 5, 2 voting Present. The specific
recomsmendations of the Governor as to House Bill 606 having
received the required constitutional majority vote of Sena-
tors elected are declared accepted. 643, Senator D%'Arco.
Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {NBR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 643 in manner and form as follows.
Signed, Senator D'Arco.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill involved the 1licen-
sure provisions for private detective agencies and alarm con-
tractorse. What the Governor did in his amendatory veto was
deal with one of the exemptions to the Firearz Owners Act
and put in investigators of the State®s Attorneys Appellate
Service Conmission as people who are allowed to carry a gun
under the exemption. I want to read into the record soame
language in the definitiomal section of the bill, it's very
important, I think, for the record, to indicate that the
language of the definition’s section excludes insurance
adjusters who are full-time or part-tinme employees of an
insurance company and also excludes independent insurance
adjusters employed by an insurance company on a case-by-case
basis. We want that understood that they are not included
within the purview of the this legislatiocn, and I move to
accept the Governor's amendatory veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion
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is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 643 in the manner and form just
stated by Senator D'Arco. 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 53, the Nays
are none, 1 voting Present. The specific recosmmendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 643 having received the
required copstitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. 760...wait a minute. House Bill 657,
Senator Egan. All right, HMr. Secretary, read the wmotion,
please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {dR. FERNANDES)

I nmove to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House...as to House Bill 657 in wmanper and
form as follows. Signed by Senator Egan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
bill whenm it originlly passed contained a unifors language
referring to residence as it was the establishment of a new
offense of criminal trespass to a residence. 1In one...in the
penalty clause the word had been inadvertently...the word
#building" inadvertently used in place of residence. The
Governor corrected it. It's a technical correction. I move
for its adoption, Mr. President.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Further discussion? Is there any discussion? The ques-
tion is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bill 657 in the wmanner and form
just stated by Senator Egan. Those in...in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish?
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Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the HNays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of +he Governor as to House Bill 657 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. House Bill 768, Senator Vadalabene. Mr.
Secretary, read the bill...the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. PERNANDES)

I nove to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 768 in sanner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Vadalabene.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yfes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
The bill is irntended to cover local lawv enforcement officers;
hovever, the current...fora of the bill may include employees
of the Department of Corrections, Central Management
Services, Conservation, Mental Health, the Commerce Commis-
sion and the State Fire Marshal. To include 1law enforcement
officers of these agencies is neither workable or desirable.
The Governor®s action clarifies that the bill will only
affect local law enforcement officers and not State
employees, and I move to accept the specific recomendation of
the Governor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Apny discussion? The question is, shall
the Senate accept the specific recommendations of the Gover—
nor as to House Bill 768 in the manner and form Jjust stated

by Senator Vadalabene. 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 52, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations

of the Governor as to House Bill 768 having received the
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required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. 798, Senator Vadalabene. Mr. Secretary,
read the wmotiomn, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

I nove to accept the specific recommendation of the

Governor as to House Bill 798 in manner and form as follows.
. Signed by Senator Vadalabene.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, MNr. President and...members of the
Senate. The Governor cites a U.S. Supreme Court ruling of
the Employment Opportunity Commission which decrees that any
mandatory retirement age less than seventy years for police
and firemen was @not valid unless a bonafide occupa-
tional...qualification was considered. The section vetoed is
contrary to the court's decision and would create a personnel
management problem for the department, and I move to accept
the specific reconmendation of the Governor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 798 ip the manner and form just
stated by Senator Vadalabene. 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 nore, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bill 798 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. 814, Senator Maitland. Mr. Secretary,
read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I mnove to accept the specific recommendations of the
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Governor as to House Bill 814 in manner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Maitland.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Hr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Semate. I concur with the Governor's recon-
pended changes in Homse Bill 814, and it really becomes a
technical issue. This, incidentally, is a part of the pack-
age that we passed last spring to encourage a consolidation
wherever feasible, and the Governmor has suggested that the
comparison of State aid...entitlements be made only in the
new district's first year of existence, and if the clainm of
the previously existing districts is greater, a supplementary
payment equal to the differemce shall be made for the first
three years, and formerly, it was for each ome of the three
years; and this is brought about because after the consoli-
dation takes place, +hen for those remaining years there
wouldn't be this chance for comparison. So, I do move ‘that
ve accept the Governor's specific reconmendation for change.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discossion? The guestion
is, shall the Senate accept the specific reconmendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 814 in the manner and form just
stated by Senator Maitland. 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 vwho wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 55, the HNays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bill 814 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. UPI has requested permission to take
still photos. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted. 833,

Senator Etheredge. Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 833 in mamner and form as followvs.
Signed by Senator Etheredge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEBHUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, HBr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill requires the Department of Revenue to nmake
quarterly reports to cities and counties...explaining to
them...or reporting to them the sales tax receipts...within
the quarterly reporting period. The Governor®'s amendments do
two +things. Number one, the first recommendation for change
protects the confidentiality of individual taxpayers. The
second change changes the period in which the report is due
from ninety days after the end of the quarter to ninety days
after the deadline for making the reports. I recommend that
ve accept the Governor's specific recommendations for change.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 833 in the form...in the manner
and form just stated by Senator Etheredge. 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
55, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Theé...the spe-
cific recommendations of the Governor as to HBouse Bill 833
having received the required constitutional majority vote of
Senators elected are declared accepted. House Bill 929,
Senator Davidson. M#r. Secretary, read the motion, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR., FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the

Governor as to House Bill 929 in mapnner and form as follows.
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Signed by Senator Davidson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of this Senate, the Governor
pade a technical change which I agree with saying
that...vould be paid the difference in relatiom to the sape
salary on the higher to the lower paying school district if
they merge. This prevents the State from having to pick up
the cost of living. Appreciate a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 929 in the manner and form just
stated by Senator Davidson. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted vwho
wish? Have all votedv who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 53, the Hays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bill 929 having received the
reguired constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. 1024, Senator Jones. Mr. Secretary, read
the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recompendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1024 in panner and form as follows
and signed by Senator Jones.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOC)
eeesSenator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Sepate.
Senate...House Bill 1020...as it left the House allow the
person who is a licensed broker to place their license on an

inactive status if they were an employee of local wunit of
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government. The G&vernor in his recommend change said per—
sons who also work for Federal or State Government should
have this same privilege. - So, this is what the amendment
did. The Governor recommend we take out local and give the
same privilege to all governnmental employees, and I move that
we do accept the...Governor's recommend change on House Bill
1024,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Amy discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to HOuS€...3S...as to House Bill 1024 in the
manner and form just stated by Senator Jomes. 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
54, the WNays are none, none voting Present. The specific
reconnendations of the Governor as to House Bill 1024 having
received the required constitutiopal majority vote of Sena-
tors elected are declared accepted. 1054, Senator Kelly.
Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERBANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1054 in panner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Kelly.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President and amembers of the Senate.
House Bill 1054 which passed the General Assembly created a
statutory prohibition against the 1land disposal of 1ligquid
hazardous waste. It also created similar prohibitions against
liquid solvents, authorized the siting of future regional
pollution control facilities and it provided a financial

mechanism for the purpose of developing hazardous vaste
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treatment facilities. The Governor used his amendatory veto
to preserve the statutory provisions of Senmate Bill 171 which
vas passed and became law in 1981. The statutory law prohib-
ited the land disposal of hazardous waste subject only to the
exception where a real hardship can be proved. In addition,
the Governor also defined the word "landfill,” and he deleted
the provisions of Section 22.6 because he pointed out that
there was very little liquid solvent waste being landfilled
at this time. I don't know of any opposition to the
Governor*s action. This bill was passed earlier as an agreed
bill, and I, therefore, move to concur in the Governor®'s spe-
cific recommendations to House PBill 1054 and solicit your
favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussion? The
question is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommenda-
tions of the Governor as to House Bill 1054 in the manner and
form just stated by Semator Kelly. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Senator Johns. BHave
all...have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The...the specific recom—
mendations of the Governor as to House Bill 1054 having
received the required constitutional majority vote of Sena-
tors elected are declared accepted. House Bill 1108, Senator
Welch. Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1108 in manner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Welch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:
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Thank you, 8r. President. The Governor made three basic
changes in House Bill 1108. The...the original bill set wup
WaS...¥We called the Hazardous Waste Advisory Council. The
Governor has deleted that with the note that +the Hazardous
daste Task Force appointed by Senator Rock and Attorney Gen-
eral Hartigan is going to take the place of the advisory
council. The remainder of 1108 would concern protection for
employees who institute or testify im proceedings under the
EPA. The bill prohibits employers from discrisinating
against ¢hose employees. Another change the Govermnor made
was to return to the EPA as opposed to the Pollution Conirol
Board the right to set fees. In addition, the Governor
expanded the bill to cover not just disposal facilities but
all hazardous waste facilities since those are all going to
be permanent and covered.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recompendations of
the Govermor as to House Bill 1108 in the manner and form
just stated by Senator Welch. 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 specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bill 1108 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators..-elected
are declared accepted. 1133, Senator Bruce. HNr. Secretary,
read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PEBNANDES)

I nove to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1170 in manner and form as follows.
PRESIDING OFFICER:z (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BERUCE:
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Thank you, MNr. President. This will just take a moment.
Yesterday, we passed this bill out of here I believe without
objection. This deals with the sales tax collection on gaso-
line motor fuel sales. There was a mistake in the computer.
The bill we passed did not match with the...identically with
the Governor's amendatory veto. We've got to do it again. I
would ask for your favorable support. It passed out of here
yesterday already once, we need to do it again.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall the Sepate accept the specific recossendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 1133 in the panner and form
just stated by Senator Bruce. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all voted who wish?
Take the record. O©On that guestion, the Ayes are 52, the Nays
are none, 1 voting Present. The specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 1133 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. 1170, Senator Donahue. Mr. Secretary,
read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I nove to accept the specific reconmendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1170 in manner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Donahue.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President. In House Bill 1170, the Gover-
nor has simply made a technical change, changed two and's to
or's. 1 would move that we accept his...his specific recoe-
mendations for change.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENU2Z2IOQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
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is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 1170 in the manpner and form
just stated by Senator Dorahue. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed 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, the Ayes are 53, the Nays
are none, nome voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bil 1170 bhaving received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. 1179, Senator Buzbee. HNr...Mr. Secre-
tary, read the motion, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (NR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1179 in nmanner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Buzbee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Hr. President. This is the bill which estab-
lished the mininum requirements of courses for high school
graduation. We had established that a student will have to
have, by lav now, a ninimum of three years of English, ¢twvo
years of math, one year of science, two years of social
studies and one year of either art, music or foreign 1lan-
guage. The Governor added the word ™or vocational edu-
cation.”" So now that the student would bhkave ¢to choose or
could choose tather_'betueen one year of either art, music,
foreign language or vocational education. I have no problen
vhatsoever with the addition of the language ™or vocational
education.® I do have a philosophical problem with the
Governor being a super legislator and rewriting legislation,
but I fought that battle two weeks ago and I lost. 1 still
think the Governor is exceeding his constitutional authority

but that's beside the point at this point. I would 1like to
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accept the Governor®s amendatory veto onto this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)
Is there any discussion? Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:
Thaak you, Mr. President. A gquestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Semator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Senator Buzbee, I understand then...or I hear that the
State Board of Education is already making rules and regula-
tions on this bill before its passage. 1Is that true?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

That is correct, Senator Luft.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Are they narrowly defining courses and providing what
ve're supposed to do before the bill even reaches thenm?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIOQ) 4

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

I understand that that is also correct, that they
are...there is apparently some confusion in the Office of
Education, and apparently there was some confusion in the
Office of Education as to legislative intent, and so it
iS...I thank you and welcome the opportunity to establish in
the debate record today the 1legislative intent. Let me
reiterate for the State Board of Education that
this...legislation has always been debated by all the spon-
sors of this bill, and Senate Bill 669, to allow school dis-
tricts flexibility so that all students are served well by

it. This bill is pot...not a means to eliminate vocational
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education. In testimony before both conmmittees and debate on
each Floor, flexibility has been a basic concern for this
legislation. The intent of the legislation is to require all
students to have the courses that we have already discussed.
If a student is in a vocational education program and they
are taking business math, accounting, computer science,
industrial arts math; such as drafting, this bill allows the
flexibility that these courses fall under the wmath require-
ment if the basic core of these courses are math oriented.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Buzbee, there's been a request for leave t0...by
Channel 7 to record the proceedings. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. Senator Buzbee.

SENATCR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I wonder if we could have sone
leave for a little bit of order while we're at it also.
IS...is that request in order?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Yes, that request is always in btder. 9ill the Senate
come to order. Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

When 1I'm having trouble hearing myself read the prepared
script here, why, I know that it's getting a little noisy.
Science courses counld also be taught in the vocational edu-
cation areas; such as nutritional science, auto mechanics,
agricultural biology, et cetera. The math and science
courses need to be taught in the area that will benefit stuo-
dents the most. That requires flexibility in the rules and
regulations, and we certainly want our students to achieve
and enjoy education pnot fail. And again, Senator Luft, I
thank you for the opportunity of putting that into the legis-
lative debate record.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
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SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very mpuch, HNr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I rise in opposition to the motion
as I rose in opposition to the bill last spring. I am con-
cerned that perhaps we are overreacting. As you know, a
nunber of reports have come dovn from the Federal level that
chastise in one way or another the public elementary and
secondary system of edacation that ve have im this nation.
Some of the criticises is justified, some is not. But as a
consequence of that, it seems to me we are overreacting to
those reports. This Body, last spring, in Senate Resolution
61, I believe, sponsored by Senator Philip and Sepmator Bock,
created the Coamission on the Improvement of Elementary and
Secondary Educationm imn this State, and that .conmission is
meeting now and will be meeting and reporting to this General
Assembly in about fourteen months. HWe are studying in detail
the problems of the systems in this State. Perhaps some kind
of mandatory curriculum is necessary, perhaps not, but my
concern now is that what we are going to do with some stu~-
dents is force them out of school because there is no flexi-
bility in this specific area, as Senator Buzbee has indi-
cated. Why not let the student and the counselor, the adoin-
istration determine what courses they take? Let the school
board have vigorous standards but give them the opportunity
to be flexible. what wve're going to do here, I fear, is
force those marginal students out of school at age sixteen
because they simply won't want to track this kind of aggres-—
sive curriculum. Many...many schools already have even
stricter requirements but they have the flexibility to allow
those students wvho can*t track that curriculum to take a
lesser vigorous curriculum. It*s a well-intended piece of
legislation, but my concern is it's going to backfire and
therefore we should...ve should defeat the motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRAS)
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Is there further discussion? Further discussion? If
not, Senator Buzbee may close.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. My good friend, Senator
Maitland, gave bhis typical knee-jerk reaction speech to any
bill that has anything to do with eduction that might on any
vay...night in any way...impose on the so-called right of
local control. I also am an advocate of 1leocal control.
Senator Maitland, I...Y think that your...your argument was
contradictory, as a matter of fact. You stood there on the
Floor and you said that there are many school systems who
have...that there are many school systens who have =auch
stronger and much more stringent requirements than this bill
calls for. ©You're absolutely correct. %®e have never labeled
this bill as a panacea. We have never said that this bill
was anything more than a basic let's learn something in
school sort of bill. This bill will not even guarantee that
they will 1learn something in school. It simply is a state-
ment of the intent of this...of the...of the Legislature and
the Governor and the...and the Statutes of this State...could
I have some order, Mr. President, please. I can't hear.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Could we break up those conferences in the back, Senator
Bruce, Senator Lemke, Representative O'Connell. Senator
Keats, would you leave Senator Chew alone.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

It...it is npothing more than our saying that to be able
to call yourself a high school graduate from the State of
Illinois, you will have to take three years of a course
called English. My goodness, how revolutionary. You will
have to take two years of a...o0f a course called math; that
is certainly an imposition on local control. You will have
to take one year of a course called science, radicalism. You

will have to take two years of a course called social
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studies, stepping on the toes of the local school board. You
vill have to take one year of a course called either art, or
music, or foreigm language, or vocational education. Now, I
submit to you that this doesn't even begin to get...go near
as far as the President of the United States went in his call
for an ungrading of the quality of education offered by our
educational system. It is a begimning. It is not a panacea.
It is not an end. It was interesting to hear that the State
Superintendent of Public Instruction in this State testified
in front of the Appropriations Committee that he was opposed
to this bill, and now, just here within the last few weeks,
wvhy, he's come out with some statements that...that perhaps
ve ought to make some kind of course regquirements before a
kid can graduate from high school. This is just a very
beginning. It is backed by those folks who have been taking
the brunt of the...of the criticisme of the educational systenm
and that is the teachers. It is backed by the Illinois Edu-
cation Association and the AFT; and I would say to you that
it is in line with the Bonald Reagan approach, Senator
Baitland, it is in line with the Ronald Reagan approach to
what we ought to be doing as a start in our educational
system. I would tell you that I think it's a good bill, and
I would ask for your acceptance of the Governor®s amendatory
veto.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR D'ARCO:

No, I just want to point out that this bill doesn*t go
far enough, Senator Buzbee. You should really teach the kids
Marxism, and Leninism, and Baoism, and all kinds of communist
political theory so we knov they?re...you know, we know what
our epemy is all about and what they do as well.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee was on closing remarks, Senator D?Arco.
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The question is, shall the Senate accept the specific recom-
nendations of the Governor as to House Bill 1179 in the man-
ner and form just stated by Senator Buzbee. 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 gquestiom, the 1Yeas are
43, the Nays are 12, none voting Present. The specific
reconnendations of the Governor as to House Bill 1179 having
received the required constitutional majority vote of the
Senators elected are declared accepted. House Bill...1239,
Senator Lemke. Bead the motion, Hr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (¥BR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1239 in zanner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Lemke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LENKE:

What this bill does is gives the Attorney General a
jurisdiction over pmatters relating to the Mobile Home and
Landlord and Tenant Act. The Governor deleted the provision
wvhich was put in the Act that gave the park owners substan-
tial and unlimited control over the sales transaction of
mobile homes within the park. The reason for doimng it, and I
agree with it, there's a constitutional question in regards
to that, and I think it's a...a good amendment and I ask for
an acceptance.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommenda-
tions of the Governor as to House Bill 1239...those in
favor...in the manner and form just stated by Senator Lenrke.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting

is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
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Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the BNays
are none, none voting...none voting Presemt. The specific
reconmendations of the Governor as to House Bill 1239 having
received the required constitutional vote...majority vote of
Senators elected are declared accepted. House Bill 1262,
Senator Maitland. Read the motion, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FPERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1262 in panner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Maitland.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Once again, the
Governor has made a change in...in a piece of the...of the
reorganization legislation that...that makes good sense. As
the bill passed the Body last spring, it called for a grant
from the...State during the first year of formation of a new
district, the difference between the debts of those two
school districts; and the Governor®s...fear here was that it
might encourage those school districts to incur a larger debt
in anticipation of comsolidation, and that, of course, would
cost the State more money. So he has limited or narrowed the
scope of this legislation to the three funds, the educational
fund, the OBN fund and transportation funds for the year
ending June 30th, prior to the consolidation. Obviously,
this will save money, encouragesSs..g9o0od business and account-
ing matters, and I would move that the Senate accept the spe-
cific recommendation for change.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommenda-
tions of the Governor as to House Bill 1262 in the manner and

form just stated by Senator Maitland. Those in favor vote
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Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Yeas are 56, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The specific recommendations of the Governor
as to House Bill 1262 having received the required constitu-
tional wmajority vote of Senators elected are declared
accepted. House Bill 1342, Senator Darrow. Read the motionm,
Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1342 in panner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Darrow.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, House Bill 1342 permits the disclosure to a peace
officer identifying information about a person transported to
or from a mental health facility. 1In the Governor's amenda-
tory veto, he merely clarifies the purpose of the bill and
does not alter the intent or scope of it. He indicates that
the person tramnsported...or that the facility director nust
disclose to a peace officer the name, address and age of the
person transported to a mental health center. I would move
that we concur with the Governor's amendatory veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate accept the specific reconmenda-
tions of the Govermor as to House Bill 1342 in the manner and
forn just stated by Senmator Darrow. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
Oon that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none

voting Present. The specific recommendations of the Governor
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as to House Bill 1342 having received the required coastitu-
tional majority vote of Senators elected are declared
accepted. House Bill 1386, Senator Kustra. Read the motion,
Nr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1386 in manprer and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Kustra.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, M¥r. President and members of the Semate. The
Governor's amendatory veto on House Bill 1386 does not apply
to the original bill which made technical changes concerning
school board member residency requirewments and also provided
for extended board member terms under the consolidated elec-
tion lav. What the amendatory veto does is strike an amend-
ment which was added to that bill. That amendment attempted
to clarify that a superintendent who accepts a nulti-year
contract waives his or her tenure rights. The Governmor fel*
that the amendment further confused the issue and that it
should be dropped from the law, and I would ask that we
accept the specific recommendations for change.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate...accept the specific recom-
mendations of the Governor as to House Bill 1386 in the man-
ner and fore just stated by Senator Kustra. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes
are 55, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The specific
reconnendations of the Governor as to House Bill 1386 haviqg

received the required constitutional majority of...vote of
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Senators elected are declared accepted. House Bill 1388,
Senator Hall. Read the motion, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of
the...Governor as to House Bill 1388 in manner and form as
follows. Signed by Semator Hall.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentleaen of the
Senate...House Bill 1388 authorizes the property to the City
of Centerville which is a pond which was to be used for park
purposes. The pond was created by the Department of Trans-
portation upon excavation of a road building purposes. W®hat
it does, it changes and inserts two words. It amends House
Bill 1388, on page 2, by deleting line 4 and inserting in
lieu thereof, "thence vwesterly."™ I move for the adop-
tion...acception of the specific recommendation of the Gover-
nore.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall the
Senate accept the specific reconmendations of the Governor as
to House Bill 1388 in the manner and form Jjust stated by
Senator Hall. 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. Oon that question, the are 57 Ayes, no Nays, none
voting Present. The specific recommendations of the Governor
as to House Bill 1388 having received the required constitu-
tional majority are declared accepted. Oon the COrder of
Motions in ®riting, top of page 22, there's a motiom in writ-
ing on House Bill 1530. Mr. Secretary, read the motion,
please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
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I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1530 in manner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Bruce.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
PRESIDENT:

Will the members please be in their seats and wve'll take
the conferences off the Floor. Senator Bruce on 1530.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President ard menbers of the Senate.
Senate...House Bill 1530 is the collective bargaining bill
for the educational employees of the State of Illinois. It
has come back to the Senate in a different foram that we voted
on it in June. The Governor has made several recommendations
for change in his amendatory vetoa. Most of these changes
I've had a chance to discuss with him and his staff, and we
have reached agreement, I believe, on the changes and there
effect, and generally I would say that I am pleased with what
has occurred by the amendatory veto. I might wish to cover
with you the key provisions that have been altered since our
last debate on this bill. The bill begins with a revised
policy statement in which the Governor makes clear, and which
I certainly concur, that educational employees should be and
will be governed by separate labor relations board. Let ne
direct you to the changes made in the policy statement of the
bill and note that the Governor used such word as the
uniqueness in the work calendar, the work duties and...as
well as historical and traditional patterns of bargaining.
411 these citations, I believe, by the Governor in his intro-
duction indicate and demonstrate the different needs in the
educational community and their need for an entirely differ-

ent board. Now, let me cover with you some of the specific
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changes that the Governor made and the w®major ones sade in
House Bill 1530. In Section 4, the Governor revised the
scope of bargaining stating that employers shall be required
to bargain collectively with regard to policy matters
directly affecting wages, hours and terms and conditions of
employment as well as the impact thereon upon reguest by
enployee representatives. He add and changed the definition
of supervisor by stating, that any individual...that super-
visor means any individual bhaving the authority and the
interest of the employer to hire, transfer, suspend, layoff,
recall, promote, discharge, reward or displine other
employees within the appropriate bargaining unit and adjust
their grievances or to effectively recosmend such action if
the exercise of such authority is not of a routine...is not
of a merely routine or clerical nature but requires the use
of independent judgement. The term supervisor inclades only
those individuals who devote a preponderance of their employ-
ment time to such exercising authority. The Governor also
changed the definition of managerial employee stating that
that will mean an individual who is engaged predominately in
an executive and management functions and is charged with the
responsibilities of directing the effectuation of such man-
agement policies and practices. 1In addition, amd this is a
change that we agreed to before the bill left here, at least
in committee, as it relates to confidential employees, and
the Governor stated that, "A confidential employee means an
employee who; A, in the regular course of bis or her duties
assists and acts in a confidential capacity to persons who
~formulate, deternine and effectuate management policies with
regard to labor relations or who; B, in the regular course of
his or her duties has access to information relating to the
effectuation or review of the employer?s collective bargain-
ing rights.® In addition, he added in Section 8 language con-

cerning exclusive representatives stating that any labor
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organization that is the exclusive bargaining representative
in an appropriate unit on the effective date of this Act
shall continue as such until a new one is selected. It con-
tinues in Section 7 to state, "Nothing in this Act shall
interfere with or negate the current representation rights or
patterns and practices of employee organizations...which have
historically represented enployees for the purposes of
collectively bargaining.” In addition, he added language con—-
cerning fair share provisions stating that fair share can be
bargained by the parties. In addition, in Section 11 he
states that the exclusive representatives shall certify to
the employer an amount not to exceed the dues auniformly
required of amembers which shall constitute each non-member
employee’s fair share fee. In addition, it gives the
board...the Educational Labor Board the power to adopt,
promulgate, amend or rescind rules and regulations im accord-
ance with the Illinois Administrative Procedure Act as now or
hereafter amended as it deems necessary and feasible to carry
out this Act. In addition, the words ™om strike™ are
added...if, however, in the opinion of an employer a strike
is or has become a clear and present danger to the health or
safety of the public, it may initiate in the circuit court of
the county in which such danger exists an action for release
which...relief which may include but is not 1limited to
injunctive relief or related to injunction. I believe that
the...the matter as before us, the Governor has acted on
amendatory veto and answered many of the questions and prob-
lens that we had in this bill when it went out of here. I
believe that we ought to accept the specific recommendation
of the Governor as to House Bill 1530.
PRESIDENT:

All right, the Chair will observe there are nine members
so0 far...thus far vho wish to be heard. Discussion? Senator

Geo~-Karis.
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SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, ®#¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I consider teachers professionals just like lawyers.
This bill is not just a collective bargaining bill; this bill
is a strike bill for teachers. The teachers in my area are
for collective bargaining with mandatory arbitration and
right of appeal to the courts, but the nmajoritye..the
overwhelming majority of my teachers would rather bhave that
and not a strike bill. What this bill is doing is legalizing
strikes for public employees and increasing the costs of...to
the taxpayer by the very setup in the way this bill is organ-
ized. In all due respect to the Governor, I think he has
tried to make it a better bill, but this bill initially was a
bad bill. 1It*s a very costly bill to the taxpayers, and 1
feel that when you legalize strikes for public employees,
such as teachers, and the children are out running around on
the streets because the teachers are out on strikes and their
parents are working, I think we®re creating a bad precedent.
They are not second-class citizens. 1 have been a teacher
nyself, they are first-class citizens but they are profes-
sional people, and I think they should be treated profession-
ally and not with a...so-called collective bargaining bill
which is really a strike bill, and I speak against it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

eesthank you, Mr. President. Would the sponsor yield for

a couple of questions?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he®ll yield. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Senator, basically, 1I...I 1like the changes that the
Governor has put into the bill, but I have got a couple of

questions that have been presented to me. HNumber one, if we
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pass this amendatory veto, and I'*m asking this because I'm a
little new to the game, when is the effective date?
PBESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

The...the effective date when it 1left here and as it

remains in the amendatory veto is January the 1st, 1984,

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

One of the guestions that I have been asked is how in the
world are the boards supposed to be able to be ready by Janu-
ary 1st, which is only a couple of months away? You know, it
has been suggested to me that by overriding the veto it would
be delayed until July 1st, which will at least give then
enough time to...to get set on this thing. Has any consider-
ation been suggested on this?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Vell, we went <through the whole guestion of effective
dates and passed it out of both Bodies January the 1st, and
the Governor did not change that January 1st effective date
in his amendatory veto, and the...the reasoning is this,
there was a...a large feeling that in the educational con-
munity, January is sort of a neutral time vhere people are
there. Eighty-five percent of the teachers presently are
under some sort of collective bargaining agreement. We can,
in fact, continue those, and most of them would be expiring
in the summer or in July or August or September. It made a
great deal mnore sense to be involved in negotiations
and...and representation elections if they weren®t already
represented, because if they are represented *hey are auto-
matically pulled over. Eighty-five percent of the cases,
ve'll just roll these people right on over into the systen,
gives us six months to handle those that are not in. So,

We...Wwe thought it would cause less problems in January than
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in July and Augqust and September when school boards, school
mnembers and teachers are scattered throughout the State of
Illinois, be they in university or K through twelve.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Yeah, jus*t...just one other guestion that was brought to
my attention. I understand under the amendatory veto that
the State no longer is going to pick up the tab for the arbi-
tration. IS...is this true and what is going to be the cost
to the...to the average school district on something like
this? Do you have any...any figures at all?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Under the amendatory veto, each side will pay their own
cost.
PRESIDENT:

All tight, Sepator Demuzio. Oh, well, I'm going to have a
little...there's about twelve lights that are 1lit here. 1I'n
going to have trouble trying to accommodate everybody. We'll
do the best we can. Semnator Luft.

SENATOR LOFT:

Question, please, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates...the sponsor indicates he’ll vyield. Senator
Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Managerial employee, the definitiom, is it determined by
his title or by the role of the imdividual?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

On...on managerial employees, Senator Luft, I believe the
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GOovernor in...in his definition made it very clear that it
iS...it is not the +title. It is the guestion of the pre-
ponderance of time that the employee will spend in the ques-
tion of management, and those people who would be excluded
from management are omnly those people who would be limited to
wvhat is known as the central management teanm. So, I would
believe that the...it is not the title.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Luft.
SENATCR LUFT:

Okay. As a mpanagerial employee, is that normally the
central managemeat team?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Brucea.
SENATOR BRUCE:

That...vwhen we are...I believe that we will develop and
using NLRA decisions, the National Labor Relations Act, that
they have...they have very narrovly defined managerial
employees, and I believe that that will be the case
here...that that function of management would be 1limited to
and kept within a central management team. We're not talking
about excluding everyone, just those very limited people that
are central management, at the very highest level.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Indicate hetll yield, Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

---Senator Bruce, I have a gquestion concerning your
section on confidential employees. Could you tell me wvhether
or not that section refers to only those persons who work

with collective bargaining materials?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you. Both...both this guestion and “he earlier one
bring to mind the National Labor Relatioms Act, and when we
start talking about confidential employees, professional
employees, managerial employees, I believe that...that all of
us should be aware that under National Labor Relations Act,
we have had more than thirty years of decisions. Other
states, when they have enacted collective bargaining bills,
have looked %o the prior decisions under the Natiomal Labor
Relations Act, and I believe that the State of 1Illinois
should also do that. We don't have to reimvent the wheel
when it comes to deciding what is a confidential enployee.
The purpose of that exclusion as it exists in the section
iS...is to ensure that people are not put in any sort of
position of being conmpromised. The definition within the
Statute says that they muct have access to the confidential
labor relations material of the employer, and so that would
probably mean the secretary to the head of the labor rela-
tions section would be a confidential employee. It would not
and should not include people who have access to the budgets,
planning documents and other gemeral material of a...de..an
educational institution.

PRESIDENT:

Sepator Helch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Then your specific intent is to exclude any person who
vould be an otherwise confidential eomployee if they don't
deal vith...collective bargaining.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

That is correct. Again, we should 1look to the private
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sector where we have a...a good case history. The matter has
been well debated and decided. The definition, for example,
is not even within the National Labor BRelations Act at all.
This has been done on a case-by-case basis, and I believe
Illinois, in interpreting this law, their courts and the
agencies of the State of Illinois should not be bound by the
private sector; but where those prior decisions under the
National Labor Relations Act can be used to give appropriate
guidance to the courts and agencies of the State of 1Illinmois
on how a matter should be...decided as to whether or not an
individval is a confidential enmployee, those private sector
cases should be utilized.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

So, vyour intent is to include other case decisions in
NLRB references in interpreting the...the provision of the
Statute dealing with confidential employees, is that correct?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

I would assume that the courts of the State of Illinois
and the Educational labor Board wsould certainly want to look
at the National Labor Relations Act and develope from that,
where they can, a definition of confidential employee. We do
not need to reinvent the wheel, it®s thirty years of case
decisions.

PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, HMr...thank you, Mr. President and members of
the Senate. I have a parliamentary inquiry of the Chair and
then a guestion of the sponsor.

PRESIDENT:
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State your inquiry, sir.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Mr. President, vhat are the requisite votes required to
pass this with an effective date of January 1st, 19842
PRESIDENT:

The Chair will rule that +thirty affirmative votes are
necessary to accept the Governor®s specific recommendations
for change. Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, first, I wvwould like to read to you Article IV,
Section 10 of ¢the 1Illinois Constitution. "3 bill passed
after June 30th shall not become effective prior to July 1st
of the next Calendar year unless the General Assembly by the
vote of thtee—fifths‘ of the members elected to each House
provides by an earlier effective date." Now, I would also
like to read to you an annotative form, a decision rendered
in Klinger versus Howlett that says, "If a bill is initially
passed before Jupne 30th and is amendatorily vetoed, it*'s date
of passage is wvhen the General Assenmbly accepts the
Governor's reconmendations. Assuming that occurs after June
30th,? which is in this case, "the new law cannot take effect
until July 1st of the next year umnless it contains an earlier
effect date and is passed by three-fifths of the members
elected to the House." I would like %*o then ask the Chair o
amplify why it is that ruling in direct contradiction to both
the Constitution and a ruling of the Illinois Supreme Court
in Klinger versus Howlett?

PRESIDENT:

Well, the Chair 1is not prepared to discuss a ruling of
the Illinois Supreme Court or any other coart for that mat-
ter, and while you're on your feet we®ll give you a
chance...is there leave for <Channel 5 to fila Senator
DeAngelis®' parliamentary inquiry? Leave is granted. Pur-

suant, however, to Chapter 1 of the IXllinois BRevised Stat-
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utes, Sections 1201, in specifically, and 1203, House Bill
1530 and its specific recommendations for change will, in the
opinion of the Chair, reguire a majority vote of the Semators
elected in order to accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor in accordance with Section 9 of Article
IV...Paragraph A of Section 9, which I can read to you if you
vish, of the Constitution of Illinois, because it says,
"Every bill passed by the General Assembly shall be presented
to the Governor within thirty calendar days.”™ And then you
look back at the Statute and, "Passed...a bill is éassed,"
the Statute said, "at the time of its final legislative
action prior to presentation %o the Governor.® The firnal
legislative action, in fact, took place prior to June 30.
Senator CeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I don't have the reference in front of me, but I do
believe that subsequent to the passages of those +two Stat-
utes,...and I think the Chair was, in fact, the author, if
I'm not mistaken, of those two Statutes. 1Is that correct?
PRESIDENT:

I at least voted affirmatively, yes.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

That in 1975, the Attorney General ruled that the court
decision was, in fact, the 1lav...the court decision that
interpreted the Constitution was the law and that the Statute
was not, in fact, operable. However, I do understand that
those rulings bhave never been challenged, sa, therefore, we
could bhave a...an argument about that, but I do vant to go on
record that I disagree with the Chair and I feel a challenge
would be in order because of the ruling of the Chair. Now,
can I ask my question of the spoamsor?

PRESIDENT:
Yes, certainly, and just im response, let .me Just say

that I...we...we have so ruled in the past. This...this is
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not a deviation from prior rulings, I'm...I'm sure
aware. Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yes, I understand you passed out something at the
ning of the Session...
PRESIDENT:

That is correct.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

<ssthat said you made a similar ruling in 1979; ho
that ruling was not challenged either, correct?
PRESIDENT:

Oh, yeah, that is correct.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Okay.
PRESIDENT:

That is correct. ¥ith leave of the Body, Channel
would like permission to film. Senator DeAngelis is
roll here. Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he!1ll yield, Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, hi, Mom. Senator Bruce, I'm glad to see that
all your determination to keep the bill in its pristin
that you did agree that perhaps it wvasn't as good a
thought as it was when it left here and are willing to
the amendatorily veto. I only have one guestion, is
anything in the ameandatory veto that will exeampt...that
exenpt this Act from the State Mandates Act?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

There is nothing in the amendatory veto. There...th
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language within the body of the bill itself.
PRESIDENT:

Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Senator Bruce, I know there is imn the bill, but you
know better than I, being the astute legal mind that you are,
that you cannot exenpt...that you cannot exempt under the
State's Mandates Act by reference. 1In fact, I think' if you
looked at the referemce in that Act, I'm not so sure the
reference is even correct, but you cannot, under the State
Mandates Act, exempt by reference, and that was why I had the
gquestion as to vas any action taken that by its action would
exenpt it? Because you can*t do it by reference.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Senator, within the Mandates Act there is provison for
waiving. Within this Act, it is wvaived., So, I pean, in
Section 21 of this Act it states, "inapplicability of the
State Mandates Act."

PRESIDENT:

Senator DelAmngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

eesI'm taking far too much time, but...also in the Act it
indicates that you cannot waive by reference, particularly,
if the Act itself involves a personnel mandate. You can't do
it by reference. So, it is my feeling, as the letter that I
received regarding this bill back imn June, that whatever the
cost of this Act is, and I think members of this Body ought
to hear it, is going to be borne fully by the State of Illi-
nois which then means...which +then means the very people
you®re +trying to protect are im essence going to suffer
because the greatest dollar we give is to education, and if

we have to fund Mandates Acts under this law and 536, edu-
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cation is the one that's going to come out on the short end
of the stick.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, so that we're clear, the statement within this
legislation is that the State Mandates Act does not apply,
and that 1is a specific exception granted iithin the State
Mandates Act, and this Act finds that the increased addi-
tional annual net cost resulting from the enactment...of this
Act would be less than fifty thousand docllars in the aggre-
gate for all local educational employers affected by this
Act. Now, that®s the exclusion under which we have said this
bill is...is, in fact, not under the State Mandates Act.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, MNr. President. If I might direct a guestion
to the sponsor. I think he referred earlier to the rule
making power that is provided for in House Bill 1530, and I
know that the scope of that rule making power has been a
subject of some concern and ih...SORe...certainly some inter-
est. I wonder, Senator Bruce, if you would try to give us
some idea of what is encompassed within the rule making power
that is...authorized to the board, how comprehensive it is,
the extent to which it can or should take into comnsideration
earlier NLRA.rulings as part of its own rule making capacity,
and so forth. I think it would be very helpful in under-
standing the bill if you could shed some light on that.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:
Senator Netsch, that was one of the matters that the

Governor was concerned about, and that is within the Act




S S

Page S4 - NOVEHNBER 2, 1983

itself now,...as passed by this General Assembly, will give
the board broad povers to adopt, promulgate, amend or rescind
rules and regqulations. They would be, I believe,
comnprehesive imn scope. He have a large educational com-
munity within the State of Illinois. They have many nmatters
that will have to be resolved. As I mentioned with the con-
fidential employees and with managerial employees, 1I'm sure
that those rules, however, will be patterned where applicable
along the National Labor Relations Act. They have developed a
long, 1long history of decisions im this particular area in
the private sector; and where they can be utilized, we ought
to, and should, and I'm sure will, utilize those. In addi-
tion to that, I believe that Illinois, élthough we do not
have a collective bargaining bill, has established a...a long
history of collective bargaining. As I mentioned earlier,
more than eighty-five percent of our public school teachers
are presently under collective bargaining agreements. HNany
of those have been challenged im court. I'm sure that the
rules and regs will take a look at those as they are devel-
oped by the Educational Labor Board.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Just simply, thank you, I think that®s a very helpful
explanation, and it seems to me that it ought to quiet a good
many of the concerns about the kind of history that will be
incorporated into the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Darrov.
SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Mr. President. Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates het*ll, Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:
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Senator Bruce, Senator Geo-Karis spoke about the strike
provisions in this legislation. Are there any circuastances
under which an injunction or injunctive relief would be
allowed?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

9ithin the body of the Act, the power of injunction is
granted, as I mentioned in my opening comments, to allow
courts %o issue injunctions. I believe, however, that as we
issue those injunctions and take a look at the long labor
history established in the United States in both the private
and public sector, that we ought to take a look at what bas
happened in other states. Two states have already given the
right to strike in the educational employee sector, Hawaii
and Pennsylvania. They have developed a long history of what
to do within when...when 1labor disputes occur and...and
strikes occur and what they ought to do with injunctions. 1In
Hawaii, they allowed enjoining, as Illinois does, to protect
the health and safety of individuals within the State. In
Pennsylvania, they put in health, safety and wvelfare; and I
believe within our 1Illinois Statute, we have acted very
wisely in our definition by deleting any reference to welfare
and staying only with health and safety. That leaves, Sepator
Darrow, the matter within our court. Judges too oftem inde-
pendently decide what is welfare, and we have decided that
problem for them by deleting that question. Decisions in
Pennsylvania and Hawaii, where a good deal of disputes have
occurred, judges have consistently...ruled on the question of
health and safety hazards, and they have enjoined each and
every time in which they have found the health and safety to
be in danger. Illinois, I believe, rightfully puts the deci-
sion process in the Legislature by saying health and safety

and removes from the courts any discussion of welfare.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

Are there any other...causes other than health and safety
for which an injunction can be sought?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

No, We've...we've...welve said a...a health and safety,
that any individual district employer who finds the health
and safety may petition a court and they will decide on that
basis of health and safety, and those questions alonea
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:
If the sponsor would yield.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yield, Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

In the bill, and I'm not sure how it*s affected by the
amendatory veto, there is a so-called fair share provision.
It's mny understanding that that is npot an automatic right
but, in fact, is an issue that's to be negotiated unit of
government by unit of governpent. Am I correct in that
assupption and does that type of...verbage meet a constitu-
tional challenge in the courts?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Senator Schaffer. Pair share funding is a
patter covered within the Governor's amendatory veto, and it
is clear that fair share is a permissible, negotiable issue
within the confimes of collective bargaining. The amendment

as it is before this Body was drafted to make constitutional
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the provisions on fair share according to Supreme Court deci-
sions, including the Aboud decision. Thousands of teachers
are already presently negotiating and covered under fair
share, and that fair share provision allows exclusive repre-
sentatives to collect from fair share payers an amount up to
the amount of dues paid by members. House Bill 1530 estab-
lishes a procedure that meets the constitutional test of the
United States Supreme Court in Aboud and follows the decision
and proceedings of the Supreme Court in Ellis versus the
Brotherhood of Railway, Airline and Steamship Clerks im which
briefs swere filed stating, "Whereby employees can constitu-
tionally may be required to contribute to the cost of any
activity undertaken by an exclusive representative in an
effort to bring about improved working conditionms, élthough
such...improvements often are secured through collective bar-
gaining and contract administration. An exclusive repre-
sentative, particularly in the public sector, may engage in
other activities in order to achieve them. The Constitution
does not require that objecting...employees be exempted from
contributing to the cost of these 1latter activities.®
Because the court has drawn a line between what is properly
chargeable ander fair share, and what is...what is
nonchargable expenditures for share...fair share provisions,
a procedure is necessary to assure that the exclusive repre-
sentative is able to charge objectors only for the former and
not the latter, and I believe within the confines of 1530
that is set forth, because the court in the Aboud decision
affirmed that it would be highly desirable for unions to
adopt a voluntary plan by which the dissenters wvwould be an
affordede..an internal union remedy. So, it is negotiable. It
is an item that is presently utilized in the State of Illi-
nois. I believe it meets the...the test in Aboud, the ques-
tions in the third circuit in the Antonacci case and the nat-

ter which was just filed on Thursday...Monday of this week in
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the Ellis case.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Deamuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Would the sponsor...yield for a guestion?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yield, Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

You mentioned the fair share provision. #ho determines
what amount the fair share payer must pay +to the exclusive
representative?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Under the Act as outlined and as the court opinions have
decided in both Antonmacci, the case has come up under Ellis
and other cases before the United States Supreme Court, the
procedure that the Supreme Court has outlined is they would
like to have a volurtary plan which would be decided under
an internal union manner, and that would be the exclusive
right of the union to determine the refund procedure.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DENUZIO:

Oon your explanation, you referred to a procedure whereby
the fair share payers who object and receive a partial refund
of the fair share fee for those amount of dues that do not go
toward the activities related +to improving working condi-
tions. Since there's no specific reference to such a refund
procedure in the bill, am I correct in assuming that jyou
envision +the Educational Labor Relations Board promulgating
rules calling for school employ unions to establish proce-

dures?
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PRESIDERNT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

I...I certainly think that the Educational Labor Board in
drafting their rules and regulations would take a close look
at the Supreme Court and what they've handled. The Supresme
Court gave ad...ad...a very good sigmal in Aboud in which they
stated that they wanted to...to develop a voluntary plan.
The Ellis case presently before the Supreme Court, a proce-
dure was outlined and perhaps it would be good just to review
what is presently before the United States Supreme Court.
After the Aboud decision came down, every AF of 1l.,..CIO Union
in the United@ States and including the National Education
Association and the AFT, set up and have implemented a volun;
tary program to refund money to objectors. Under most of
those plans, an exclusive representative promptly at the end
of its fiscal year selects an impartial third party to deter-
mine the appropriate fair share amount of funding. "If a
fair share payer objects to paying for activities unrelated
to collective bargaining," and those are the words of the
United tates Supreme Court, "and improving working condi-
tions," again, the words of the United States Supreme Court,
nthe exclusive representative shall promptly establish an
interest bearing escrow account and place the anount estab-
lished by the impartial third party not properly a part of
the fair share payment therein and put that in escrow; there-
after, a dissenting employee would receive payment for the
amount determined to have been expended for unrelated activi-
ties.” He would get that back plus accrude interest. I...you
should note two things that complies with the...with the
decision in Ellis and Antonacci. First of all, that an
objector will get back his money for unrelated activities;
that is unrelated to collective bargaining and working condi-

tions. That comes back quickly and antomatically. Secondly,
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the nmoney withheld is not used by any...exclusive bargaining
agent, It is immediately put up ip...in escrow, and the
amount due back is determined and refunded with interest.
PRESIDENT:

All right, the Chair will just reflect that we have one,
two, three, four, five, six additional wmembers who have
sought recognition and will be recognized, obviously. If I
can have the attention of the membership. With leave of the
Body...obviously, there is a matter of great interest that
has kept the people in the gallery and the press corps in
their seat. W®ith leave of the Body, we will pick a time cer-
tain to go to that order of business so that there is no mis-
take and all the members will know. That matter is, obvi-
ously, is on consideration postponed, it is House Bill 1805.
I should...at the hounr of four o'clock...at four ofclock we
will go to that order of business. So that everybody under-
stands, at 4:00 p.m. today, we will move to...from wherever
we are, we will move to the Order of Consideration Postponed
for the purpose of 1805. Hopefully, in the meantime, we can
do something else. Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yield, Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Senator Bruce, when you were asked earlier about super-
visor, and you said it would depend on the...preponderance of
enployment time. The guestion I have, would ¢that include a
department chairperson in that title?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:
Senator Davidson, it would be my feeling since that we

vere talking about determination by actual function and anot
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title, and since we're talking about whether a person has the
right to hire, fire and effectively recommend a...an indi-
vidual, that under NLRA rules, regulations and prior court
decisons, I don®'t believe that department chairs in either K
through twelve or community colleges would...would be consid-
ered supervisors; they rarely could be, and I think that if
they were to have spent a preponderance of their employment
time, as it was defined by the Governor in his asendatory
veto, they could be, but I don*t believe that they...that
they do. The Yeshiva decision which dealt with ©New York
seened to say that they would be, but it is clear under Illi-
nois lav and the proceedings here that that is entire differ-
ent situation. They do no* have the input in its administra-
tive or managerial decisions which the Supreme Court found
determinatve in that case.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENU2IO)

Further discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HODSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, try to make this as brief as I can. There's nothing,
in my opinion, that the Governor can do to make this bad bill
a good bill. The only excuse, it seems to pe, for 1legis-
lation of this kind would be if it assured the orderly flow
and provision of governmental services to the public; in this
case, education to the public, but it won®t. I am convinced
that under the provisions of the measufe and the amendments,
that we will see strikes in the State of Illimrois, and the
kids, the school children, are going to be lost somewhere in
the cracks jast as they were in the City of Chicago. Much
has been made of the fair share provision as cited in these
amendments. I have said on this Floor before that the fair
share provisions really ought ¢to be called forced share
because nobody cam convince me that a teacher who pay not

wvant to belong to a union should be forced to pay into the
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union even on the basis as outlined in these fair share
agreements for services, perhaps, that that teacher d4id not
vant. So, let's call fair share by its rightful name and
let*s <call it forced share, at least, so it seems to me any
vay. Finally, it is my humble opinion that this measure
merely broadens the grip of organized labor on the public
sector; in this case, the educational sector, organized labor
which has fallen upon hard times, membership wise, in other
areas now seeking to plow deeper and wider...furrows in a new
field on a State~-wide basis, with a State seal of approval,
nev furrows in nev fields. And it seems to me, finally, that
like a boa constrictor, this ¢type of 1legislation and its
logical developments will continue to squeeze the educational
process in this State until it renders that process helpless
to serve the very public that it is intended to serve and
that is the school children of the State of Illinois who, by
the way, are not mentioned a great deal in all of these
debates. I would merely ask you, my friends and colleagues
in the Senate, to think seriously and deeply about this whole
business and would urge that you not accept the Governor’s
suggestions, his amendatory vetoes, in ¢this case, in the
hopes that maybe the entire bill wmight in some way still be
defeated as it rightfully should be.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Purther discussion? Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
will be very brief. I +*hink most of the gquestions have bheen
answered by Senator Bruce. I must admit that I*m a little
surprised that ve are rehashing and discussing the sane
issues and points made when the educational employees were
also included in 536. The major provisioms in this bill did
not change, they are the same. Most of the key definitionms

are still the same. I agree with the Governor that because
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of some of the...the characteristics of the problems that
faces the education compunity that it is necessary that they
have a separate board and a separate law for governing
collective bargaining. I think for those of you who feel
that by passing this law that we're going to see an increase
in strikes, that you're wrong. I think we are experieancing
right now an increase in strikes because there are no unifornm
laws in the State governing collective bargaining and pro-
tecting the rights of public employees. This bill will
afford a orderly transition, an orderly negotiations, and it
would most certainly minimize the chances for strikes. 1
think that the Governor in his amendatorily veto of this bill
set forth some very clear definitions and intent for this
legislation. These issues, again, has been discussed and I
can't understand why most of you are acting if though you've
never heard of these provisions before. They were in 536.
Those of you who voted for that bill voted for the same
provisions. I ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENU2IC)

Further discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. If the Attorney General
doesn't raise up here and hit me under the chin as he's...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

I'm glad you brought it up. Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:
Welcome to the Floor, General. I have a couple of gques-
tions, for the record, of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:
. In Illinois there is a long history of bargaining without
a comprehensive law. Is it true that almost everything is

currently being bargained? Can teachers bargain class size,
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textbooks selection, evaluation and so forth?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Senator Buzbee, we do have a long history in the State of
Illinois, and historically the scope of bargaining has been
very broad anrd this bill will not change that. 1In fact,
within Section 4 of the Act, it states that "employers shall
be required to bargain collectively with regard to any matter
concerning wvwages, hours or conditions of employment about
vhich they have bargained for and agreed to in a collective
bargaining agreement prior to the effective date of this
Act.” In addition to that, the preceding paragraph puts that
language in that they shall, in fact, if they have not
already bargained, bargain over wages, hours, terms and
conditions of employment as well as the impact thereon upon
request by employee representatives. So, in fact, it will
give the bargaining rights over wages, hours, terms and
conditions, other things mentioned in the bill which would
include, already, class size, textbook...selection, evalu-
ation procedures and like...like things presently in collec-
tive bargaining agreements and presently being bargained.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Relly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Bruce, even in the absence of a collective bar-
gaining law in 1Illinois, hundreds of exclusive eaployee
representatives have determined either through voluntary
recognition by school employers or through recognition elec-

tions under Public Act 82107. 1I*4d like to know, does House
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Bill 1530 affect in any wvay the status of these currently
recognized bargaining agents?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

No, it does not...the last paragraph of Section 8, "Pro-
vides that any labor organization that is exclusive bargain-
ing representative in an appropriate unit on the effective
date of this Act shall continue as such until a new one is
selected." And so those people that have been bargaining
either through voluntary recognition or through recognition
elections under Public Act 82107 will continue to be those
exclusive bargaining representatives.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENDZIQ)

Further discussion? Does any other member desire recogni-
tion for a first time? Senator DelAngelis, for a second tisme.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, thank you, ¥r. President. I apologize for rising
the second time, but, Senator Bruce...Senator Bruce,
I...either I asked you the duestion improperly or you
ansvered it improperly. I have the bill before me now, and I
point out to the reference you made regarding the State
Bandates Act, and you say that it 1is ©not covered by the
State's Mandates Act by reason of the exclusions specified in
clauses 2 and S5 of...Subsection 8 of Section B. VNow, I would
point out to you, sir, that you cannot exclude those by
reference, because if in the aggregate they exceed fifty
thousand dollars, it makes that reference nonoperable; but
the reference that I am talking about is the Section 8 which
is the personnel mandate, and that was not exempted in this
bill, and I would like to read to you, under the State's
mandates Act and also a letter that I received from the State
Mandates Office that says...that says we are, in fact,

responsible for any reimbursement or any additiomal costs
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incurred because of this agreement. 2nd ounder the per-
sonal...Personnel Act, these are the things covered by the
State's Mandates Act, vwhich you don't exempt in this bill,
but you couldn®t anyhow by reference...ma personnel zandate
means a State mandate concerning or affecting local govern—-
ments, salaries and wages,” one, which in response to Senator
Buzbee's questiomn, you acknowledged is, in fact, the thrust
and mandate of this particular bill. I%tem two is debatable,
lelployee gualifications, and there aight be some, in fact,
mandate on that based on the way you answvered Buzbee's gques-
tion. Item three, hours, location of enmploysent and other
working conditions specifically mentioned in the bill. And I
vould submit to you, sir, that you are, in fact, invoking the
State Mandates Act by the passage if 1530.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUOZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Bruce may close.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, let me just answer Senator DeAngelis and tell you
why you're wrong on both points. First of all, it is this
Legislative Body who makes the determination that whether or
not the State Mandates Act shall apply. We make that state-
ment within the section in this bill that it does not applye.
That is certainly within our legislative authority.
Secondly, your reference to the State Mandates Act is com-
pletely in error. If this bill stated a nminimum wvage for
teachers which was increased, that is a personnel mandate.
Nothing in this Act changes wages, hours, terms and condi-
tions or salary pursuant to the State Mandates Act and the
personnel provision thereunder. #e don't set any salaries,
and all ¢this bill does, and in ansver to Senator Buzbee's
question, is it allows the negotiation over those items earl-
ier denominated. Those salaries could go up, they could go
down, hours could change, we could have half~days, all of

those things could occur, none of which...none of which would
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require any additional personnel, and so I believe that ian
both instances your...your citation of the State Mandates Act
is in error. As to the bill in closing, Mr. President, I
believe that we have thoroughly debated 1530. I would like
to say that the...the bill has been through the process here
for the last twelve or fifteen years. The first collective
bargaining bill wvas introduced in this General Assembly in
1921, and I believe that we®ve worked on it 1long enough.
Perhaps it is time to pass a collective bargaining bill that
will cover educational employees withim the State of I1li-
nois. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SERATOR DENMUZIOQ)

The gquestion is, shall the Senate accept the specific
reconmendations of the Governor as to House Bill 1530 in the
manner and fore just stated by Senator Bruce. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 38, ¢the Nays are 19, none
voting Present. The specific recommendations of the Governor
as to House Bill 1530 having received the required comstitu-
tional majority vote of Senators elected are declared
accepted. May ve have some order, please. Have some order.
House Bill 1549, Senator Chew. Mr. Secretary, read the
motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific reconmendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1549 io manner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Chew.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Chew. Can we have...will the Senate please conme
to order. Senator Chevw.
SENATOR CHEN:

Mr. President, the Governor put this bill in the shape
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tﬁat he thought it should be in, and I have no opposition
from those parties that were concerned about the bill in the
first place and those that came down and testified. I've had
complete comnunication with all parties involved and
everybody is satisfied. I would ask that we sustain the
Governor's amendatory veto, and I ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 1549 in the nmanmer and form
just stated by Senator Chew. 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 54, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bill 1549 having received the
required...constitutional majority vote of Senators elected
are declared accepted. House Bill 1599, Senator Macdonald.
Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (4R. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1599 in manner and fora as follows.
Signed by Senator Macdonald.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDORALD:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I move to accept the spe-
cifiCes..0r reconmendations of the Governor on House Bill 1599
siamply because the provisions that he took out which were the
day-care provisions by the Children and Family Service and by
townships are found in another bill that he signed, identical
provisions in Sepate Bill 1232, so I would recommend that we
accept his recommendation of change.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 1599 in the wmanner and fora
just stated by Senator Macdonald. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted vwho wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Bays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Govermor as to House Bill 1599 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected
are declared accepted. 1674, Senator Lenmke. M. Secretary;
read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (¥R. FERNANDES)

I wmove to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1674 in manmer and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Lenke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I.-.what the Governor d4id here was add a provision to
allow automatic license renewval upon payment of...of reguired
fee as 1long as the licensee maintains the required bomd in
force in effect. This provision was inadvertently left out
vhen they revrote this Act, and I ask for a favorable con~
sideration of this motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion is, shall
the Senate accept the specific recommendations of the Gover-
nor as to House Bill 1674 in the manner and foram just stated
by Senator Leake. 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 57, the Hays are

none, none voting Present. The specific recomnendations of
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the Governor as to House Bill 1674 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. 1683, Senator Lemke. MHr. Secretary, read
the motion, please.

ACTiNG SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I...I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1683 in maanner and form as followus.
Signed by Senator Leske.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

ghat this does is amends the certain Acts in relation to
ride sharing. #hat the Governor did was...the minisum nusber
of passengers should be 1lowered to nine and expenses for
repair should be included in commuter vans as well as passen-
ger cars. This conforms the Illinois Act with the Pederal
law, and I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion is, shall
the Senate accept the specific recommendations of the Gover-
nor as to House Bill 1683 in the manner and form just stated
by Senator Lemke. 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 1683 having...received
the required...the specific recommendations of the Governor
as to House Bill 1683 having received the required constitu-
tional majority vote of Senators elected are declared
accepted. 1703, Senator Holmberg. Mr. Secretary, read the
aotion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
I...I move to accept the specific recoasmendation of the

Governor as to House Bill 1703 in manner and form as follows.
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Signed by Senator Holmberg.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

House Bill 1703 amends the Unemployment Insurance Act.
It requires the board of review to consider any additional
evidence if it is submitted in a timely manner and regquired
that the board make a determination or finding within sixty
dayse. Onder %the Governor®'s recommendations, it deletes the
language regquiring the board to consider additional informa-
tion and makes that permissive instead and increases the time
allowance from sixty days to a hundred and twenty days, and I
recommend that we accept those changes.

PRESTIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recomsendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 1703 in the manner and fora
just stated by Senator Holmberg. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Ray. The voting is open. BHave all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 55, the Bays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bill 1703 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. 1707, Senator Schuneman. HNr. Secretary,
read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)

I move +to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1707 in manner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Schuneman.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, HMr. President and members of the Senate.
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House Bill 1707 as originally passed did two principal
things; it established minimum limits of capital and surplus
required of insurance companies who vish to engage in the
business of reinsurance; and secondly, it required that auto
insurance policies including uninsured motorist coverage be
broadened to include uninsured property damage coverage in
the amount of five thousand dollars. The Governor's amenda-—
tory veto provides that the uninsured property damage cover-
age need not be written in those instances where the automo-
bile is also coverad by collision., His veto will avoid any
duplication of coverage that wnight have existed under the
bill as it was passed out of here and would tend to help con-
trol the costs, so I would move that we accept the Governor's
specific recommendations for change.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 1707 in the wmanner and forn
just stated by Senator Schuneman. 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as to House Bill 1707 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. House Bill 1881, Senator Fawell. HNr.
Secretary, read the motion, pleases
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recoomendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1881 in nanner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Fawell.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZ10)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:
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Thank you, very much, Mr. President. All this bill did
naé allow the membership of a county-wide housing authority
4to be...increased from five to seven, and the amendatory veto
 merely limited +this to DuPage County, and...and I would...I
would hope that...for a favorable vote. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 1881 in the wmanner ard form
just stated by Semator Fawell. 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 55,
the Nays are 1, 1 voting...none voting Present. The specific
recommendations of the Governor as to House Bill 1881 having
received the required constitutional majority vote of Sena~-
tors elected are declared accepted. House Bill 1925, Senator
Donahue. Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FEBRNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1925 in manner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator...

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The Governor in his amendatory veto simply put in
technical changes in the proper land descriptionm. This bill
deals with gquitclaim deeds between the Department of Trans-
portation and landowners in counties of Adams and Marshall.
I would hope that we would accept his recomnendation for
change.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
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is, shall +the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 1925 in the panner and forn
just stated by Senator Donahue. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendatioms
of the Governor as to House Bill 1925 having received the
required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are
declared accepted. 1995, Senator Kustra. MNr. Secretary,
read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (4B. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 1995 in manner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Kustra.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
House Bill 1995 provides that a person who commits perjury
ander Section 29-10 of the Election Code shall not be able to
hold public employment for five years after his or her sen-
tence. The changes which the Governor made were technical
changes assuring that the definition of public...employment
appeared both in this bill and in a companion bill. I would
move that we accept the recommendations of the Governor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENU2IQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The...the
question is, shall the Senate accept the specific recomaenda-
tions of the Governor as to House Bill 1995 in the manner and
form just stated by Senator Kustra. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed 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, the Ayes are 53,
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the Nays are none, none voting Present. The specific recon-
nendations of the Govermor as to House Bill 1995 having
received the required constitutional majority vote of Sena-
tors elected are declared accepted. 2035, Senator Dawson.
Nr. Secretarn read the bill...the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 2035 in manper and fora as follows.
Signed by Serator Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Davson.

SENATOR DA¥SON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of <the Senate,
2035 creates a new Act requiring employers to perait
employees to review the personnel records and provides pen-
alties for the violations. We agree with the amendatory
changes by the Governor and it's supported by AFSCHE and the
APL-CIO and I ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEBUZIO)

Is there amny discussion? Amny discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate accept the specific reconasendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 2035 in the npanner and form
just stated by Senator Dawson. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted sho wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 25, 1 voting Present.
The specific reconmendations of the Governmor in regards to
House Bill 2035...having received the required constitutional
majority vote of Senators elected are declared accepted. 1Is
there leave to return to House Bill 1862 Aall right, leave is
granted. Page 20, near the bottom of the page, House Bill
186. Senator Hall, are you ready to proceed? Mr. Secretary,

read the motion, please.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (BR. FERNANDES)

1 nmove to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 186 in manner and form as follows.
Signed by Senator Hall.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator Halla.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This creates the self-insurers insolvency fund. Now
the Governor made several fechnical changes. Number one, he
deleted language which requires the director of the Depart—
ment of Insurance to authorize payments from the fund and
requires the Industrial Commission to notify the director of
the Department of Insurance of the proper rates and payments.
He also added insert provisions that only the commissioner
may audit payments only after the penal sum of thee...surety
bond and/or securities and assessments against the individual
aembers of the group self-insurers in default have been
exhausted. Three, he stipulates that claims filed be filed
against the group self-insurer. beletes referemce to DOI
making the determination of default. Fourth, he adds language
which stimulates that any excess insurance carrier be liable
for payments under the terms of the policy covering the group
self-insurer or...such carriers shall make appropriate pay-
ments, and payments from the fund shall cease to resume only
when the excess carrier®s liability is exhausted. Fifth, it
requires that the penal sum of the surety bond and/or securi-
ties of the self-insurer must be exhausted prior to the fund
being utilized. Sixth, require payments into the fund when
the commission determines that the surety bond or the securi-
ties will not be sufficient to pay all claims. Seventh, he
deletes reference to the...to the director authorizing pay-
ments; directs that the commission shall order payments only

after the penal sum of the surety honds or securities and
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after the assessment against the individual members of the
group self-insurer in default have been exhausted. Bighth,
it stipulates that if a carrier has sufficient funds to make
payments, theo payments from the fund shall cease. The...the
change would have the commission authorizing payments fron
the fhnd, not the Department of Insurance. The department
with the changes is responsible for maintaining an adequate
balance in the fund. These changes are of administrative in
nature. I ask and recommend for a vote for the specific
recormendation...of the Governora.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to House Bill 186 in the manner and fora just
stated by Senator Hall. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Aave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, nome voting Present. The...the specific recoam-
mendations of the Governor as to House Bill 186 having
received the required constitutional majority vote of Sena-
tors elected are declared accepted. Senator Vadalabene, for
vhat purpose do you arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Just as a little break in the action, I would like...it's
not on the Calendar, but tomorrow morming at nine o?clock
there's a meeting on Executive and Appointments at nime
o'clock in 212. 1I'1]l make the announcement again later.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, page 22, motions in writing to override the
specific recommendations, House Bill 622, Semator Barkhausen.
The bottom of page 22, House Bill 622. Nr. Secretary, read
the motion, please.

ACTING SECBETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
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I move that House Bill 622 do pass, the specific recoa-
mendation of +the Govermor %o the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed, Senator Barkhausen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, on House Bill
622, as you may recall, gives downstate school districts and
only downstate school districts authorization to impose a
five-cent levy for the purpose of leasing under—utilized
school facilities in...in neighboring school districts. The
reason for the bill is to encourage the...the very few grow-
ing school districts that we have in the State of Illinois to
adopt a policy which makes sense for the taxpayers which is
to 1lease school facilities that may be available in adjacent
districts rather than building new ones. The Governor changed
the provisions of the bill which require for a very stringent
backdoor referendum so as to require a front docor referendunm.
My...ny feeling and the feeling of the House, which already
overwhelmingly overrode the Governor's veto, is that in this
instance the Governor is...is being very selective in what he
feels is...is looking out for taxpayers® interest, because at
the same time that he overrode this bill providing for an
extremely stringent backdoor referendum, he signed two bills
for park districts that provided for less stringent backdoor
referenda, House Bill 708 and 709. Also it should be pointed
out that there are a number of educational levies that either
require only a backdoor referenda, less stringent than the
one that would be required here or that will require no
referendum at all. At the insistence of Representative
Pullen over in +he House, the backdoor referendum provisions
vere changed to require a more prominent publication of
notice, to increase to thirty days the time +that taxpayers

would have to begin to circulate petitions, to require school
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districts to provide the petitions thesselves rather than
have the taxpayers have to...to draw up and prinmt the peti-
tions, and all of which go to protect the taxpayers® rights
and to...and to encourage school districts to do the npost
econonic and sensible thing...where they are in the unusual
situation of being a growing school district. I...the...the
district...this bill passed last spring with the...with just
36 votes. All of you, I think, have received a 1letter fron
me, and I*ve had a chance to...to talk to many or most of
you, and I'd be happy to answer any gquestions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall House Bill 622 pass, the...the specific recommenda-
tions of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those
in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Aave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 47, the Nays are 7, 2
voting Present. House Bill 622 having received the required
three-fifths vote 1is declared passed, the specific recoa-
mendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Top of page 23, House Bill 754, Senator Maitland. Senator
Maitland on the Floor? House Bill 946, Senator Holmberg.
Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {NR. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 946 do pass, the specific recom-
mendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed, Senator Holmberg.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Holmberga.

SENATOR HOLABERG:

House Bill 946, sponsored by Representative Klemm in the

House and supported by the State Board of Education, regards

the...the transportation reimbursement formula. It redefines
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the indirect costs that may be included in the reimbursenment
formula. A school district®s indirect pupil cost cannot
exceed five percent of the total allovable direct cost. The
Governor states in his message that he is supportive of
increasing in the indirect cost rate from 2.5 percent to five
percent for districts which own and operate their own school
buses; however, he deletes the new language regarding the
definition of the indirect cost and substitutes the old lan-
guage related to the Federal indirect cost computation which
is not an effective...move forward kind of plan for school
districts. presently, as background, the school districts
which contract for transportation services from a private
carrier can pass on to +the State such indirect costs as
administration, cost of buildings connected with buses fleet,
operations, et cetera; however, schools which operate their
own buses cannot pass on these costs, and to argue that pass-
ing on such costs will not promote efficiency does not make
sense. The Governor, if he believes that assertion, should
pot allow the private carriers to add on these costs in their
school district contracts; therefore, 1 would ask you to
concur with your original vote which was 49 to 9 and to
override the Governor®s recommendations.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall House Bill 946 pass, the specific recommendations
of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. 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 gquestion, the Ayes
are 53, the Nays are 2, none voting Present. House Bill 946
having received the required three-fifths vote is declared
passed, the specific recommendations of the Governmor to the
contrary notwithstanding. House Bill 960, Senator Kustra.

Is Senator Kustra on the PFloor? Hr. Secretary, read the
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motion, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 960 do pass, the specific reconm-
mendation of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed, Senator Kustra.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEMUZIQ)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and merbers of the Senate. The
original bill increased from twenty-five to thirty-five thou-
sand dollars the annual salary threshold for filing state-
ments of economic interest. The Governor's amendatory veto
reduces the filing level +to thirty thousand dollars. The
House decidea to go back to the original amount, and they
overrode the Governor's veto bringing it back up to thirty-
five thousand dollars. A1l T can say at this point is that
the business of...of keeping and filing these economic inter-
est statements is considerable, and apparently the House felt
that by eliminating the...by taking it back to the original
thirty-five thousand dollars would eliminate a lot of paper
work, and I would ask for an override of the Governor®s veto.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Are you asking us to vote yes, Semator Kustra? I'm not
guite clear from your comments. Is it a good idea? And I'p
serious about the guestion. Thee..I...I don't see any point
in having these reports filed by so many people that it
iS...is just make-work which I think in part vas...the case
originally, but I don't know whether this a semsible dividing
line and I guess I'm really asking, do you think it is a
sensible dividing...division 1line?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kustra.
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SENATOR KUSTRA:

Yes, Senator Netsch, both ¢the House and +he Senate
thought in the Spring Session <that ¢thirty-five thousand
dollars was a reasonable sum to cut it off at, and I...I
think we should go back to that rather than settle on the
thirty thousand dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? The guestion is, shall House Bill
960 pass, the specific recommendations of the Governor to the
contrary notwithstanding. 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 wvho wish?
Take the record. On that...on that gquestion, the Ayes are
51, the Nays are 5, none voting Present. House Bill 960 hav-
ing received the required three-fifths vote is declared
passed, the specific recommendations of the Governor to the
contrary notwithstanding. House Bill 1323, Senator Geo-—
Karis. Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 1323 do pass, the specific reconm—
mendation of Governmor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed by Senator Geo-Karis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

Senator Geo—-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
move to override the Govermor's veto on this because I
believe that the Governor now is in favor of this bill. The
way it was presented and staff of the...staff near the Gover-
nor is here. I think the staff aide who had revieved the
bill had not quite understood it, and he does now understand
it and...the objection has been removed, and I move for its
override of the veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DENUZIO)
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Is there amny discussion? Any discussion? Any discus-
sion? The question is, shall House Bill 1323 pass, the spe-
cific recommendations of the Governor to the contrary not-
withstanding. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. on that gquestion, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are
none, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1323 having received the
required three-fifths vote is declared passed, the specific
recomrnendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. House Bill 1371, Senator Carroll. HKr. Secretary, read
the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 1371 do pass, the specific recos—
mendation of the Govermor to +the contrary notwithstandirg.
Signed by Senator Carroll.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This was a bill dealing with the Legislative Informa—
tion System and its dealings with Central Nanagement on rule
making and paysent of bills. The Governor initially vetoced
the legislation and subsequent to his veto, transmitted to ne
a letter indicating that the...he was inm error in that veto
and has suggested that he will not oppose an override, that
Central Management had sade a mistake and is now in agreement
with the bill as it had reached his desk. So, I would there-
fore move that 1371 do pass, the...the veto of the Governor
to the contrary notwithstanding, especially since he agrees.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall the...shall House Bill 1371 pass, the specific

recommendations of *he Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
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ing. 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. House Bill 1371 having received the required three-
fifths vote is declared passed, the specific recommendations
of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. House Bill
1495, Senator Geo-Karis. Mr. Secretary, read the motion,
please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 1495 do pass, the specific recom-
nmendation of the Governor for change notwithstanding. Signed,
Senator Geo-Karis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Geo—-Raris.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Br. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
+this is the bill that...restore...would restore the stature
or distribution of proceeds, monies and asse*s forfeited and
seized under the VNarcotics Profit Forfeitures Act and
fifty...fifty percent wounld go to local law enforcement agen-
cies, twenty-five percent to drug traffic prevention and for
MEG funding, and twenty-five percent for prosecutions and
appeals to narcotic caseS. The appropriations for
this...this bill has already been passed, and I move...the
favorable consideration of the motion to override the
Governor's veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of the wmotion to override the
Governor®s specific recompendations for change. The operation

of the MEG units as this Chamber tested two weeks ago when it
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voted to restore the money is absolutely essential, and
unless we can get this Drug Forfeiture Act straightened out
and get the money into the pipeline,...the program simply
won't get off the ground. This is a...a good notion. 1
think the Governor again has made a mistake and I would urge
an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Farther discussion? Senator Geo-Karis may close.
~SENATOR GEC—-KARIS:

Ask a favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 1495 pass, the specific
recommendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Hay. 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 56, the Nays
are none, nore voting Present. House Bill 1495 having
received the required three-~fifths vote is declared passed,
the specific reconmendations of the Governor to the contrary
notwithstanding. House Bill...all right, House Bill 1667,
Senator Degnan. Mr. Secretary, read the asotion, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (NR. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 1667 do pass, the specific recom-
mendation of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed by Senator Degnan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEBUZIOQ)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGHNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 1667 dealt with the
sinultaneous tenure im public office. The Governor has
removed that portion allowing simultaneous holding of the
office of county board member and towaship assessor or town

clerk or township highway commissioner. Currently, under
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legislation passed in 1982, that is allowed in counties with
population under three handred thousand. This bill would pro-
vide that opportunity in all counties of the State. Absent
any questions, I would ask your Aye vote to override the spe-
cific recommendations of the Governor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Question to the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Are you saying a township assessor should be able to
serve simultaneously on a county board?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

All right, Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

That is correct, and that is the law now in those coun-
ties with populations under three hundred thousand.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, being a past chairman of a county board where the
county board does make the board of review, does appoint the
supervisor of assessments and those...particularly those four
individuals who are going to set in judgement of what that
township assessor did in his job, I don*t think is a good
idea. I would urge a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

Further discussion? Senator Philip.
SENATOR PBILIP:

Siould the sponsor yield for a questiom?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Semator Philip.
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SENATOR PHILIP:

Yes, Senator Degnan, do you have a township assessor in
your legislative district?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Degnan.

SENRATOR DEGNAN:

Yese.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I would 1like to know who the township assessor is and
what township.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

I think there's one in Cicero. I don®t know him person-
ally.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

IeweTeooI just might suggest this, there happens to be an
Attorney General®'s Opinion on whether a assessor can...a
township assessor can serve on a county board. The Attorney
General of the State of Illinois said there is a conflict of
interest. To sustain the Attorney General, we had a Will
County Circuit Court case on the same point. The Will County
Circuit Court said there is a conflict of interest, they
should not. That went up to the Third Appellate Court Dis-
trict. The Third Appellate Court District Court ruled it is
a conflict of interest, they shouldn't be serving on county
boards. Now, it...the greatest conflict of interest I can
think in...in county government would be an assessor who sits
on the county board, who votes to confirm the appointment of

the president of the county board, on the board of review,
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the supervisors of assessment and then turns around and votes
on their budget completely. The greatest conflict that we
have is this. The courts have sustained that position and so
has the Attorney General, and I suggest we vote No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. Permitting a township assessor
to hold both offices could certainly be a conflict of inter—
est. Such a person would vote on a tax levy and then assess
the...property based on that levy. It 1is definitely a
conflict of interest. The Governor did leave in the provi-
sion which allows the township supervisor to serve simulta-
neously on the board of review, and I think that's going just
about as far as we ought to go with this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DENUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Degnan may close.
SENATOR DEGHNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I think the question here is,
are the voters entitled to their choice of public officials,
and if any of you are On...of the same opinion I am, I would
appreciate your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The...the question 1is, shall House Bill 1667 pass, the
specific recommendations of the...of the Governmor to the...to
the contrary notwithstanding. 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. Omn that question, the Ayes are 21, the Nays
are 25, nomne voting Present. House Bill 1667 having
failed...the motion having failed to receive the required
three-fifths vote is declared lost.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

With leave of the Body, we will go to page 18, motions in
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writing to override total vetoes. Leave? Leave is granted.
The Senators that will be involved will be Senators Harovitz,
Davidson, Lemke, Senator Demuzio and Senator Etheredge.
Senator Marovitz on the Floor? Mr. Secretary, will you read
the motion as it relates to House Bill 22.

ACTING SECRETARY: (SR. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 22 do pass, the veto of the Gover-
nor to the coatrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator
Marovitz.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz is recognized. May we have some order,

please. Senator Marovitz is recognized.

END OF REEL
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REEL 43

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, #¥r. President, lLadies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. House Bill 22 creates the Violent Crime Vic-
tims?' Assistance Act for the purpose of providing funding to
direct service groups and organizations which give needed and
in many cases vital support services to the victims of vio-
lent crime. The funding for the Act would come directly fronm
surcharges imposed upon those people who are comvicted, con-
victed, of misdemeanors and felonies including serious traf-
fic offenses. Although there are currently such fines
imposed upon traffic offenses for funding police training and
driver's education, this...this bill would in no way diminish
funding for those programs. In sixty percent of the
thirty-nine states...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

May we have some order, please. If we can take our
conferences off the Floor, we can clear the aisles. VWe
Can...Senator Marovitz, we®'ll try to get some order here. If
we can just take our conferences off the Floor, Ladies and
Gentlemen. Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. 1In sixty percent of
the thirty-nine states which have compensation or victim
assistance programs, this is the method successfully used to
fund wholly or in part direct services to those crime vic-
tims. Thirty-nine other states have this and use this
method. Unfortunately, the State of Illinois does not have
adequate resources and programs for the victims of violent
crimes, and shouldn*t that be a priority? Two programs which
deal with victims are located in the Illinois Department of

Public Health and the 1Illinois Attorney Generalt's Office.
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These programs are for rape victim treatment and crime victin
compensation respectively. Both of these programs deal
solely with the...reimbursement of expenses incurred by vic-
tims as a result of their being a crime victim, reimbursement
for out-of-pocket expenses, only. Neither program provides
emotionral support, counseling, guidance through the court
system or other services needed by these crime victims.
Other programs such as victim witness programs run through
the state's attorneys' offices and police departments. They
are suffering from a lack of proper funding and cresources
since the denmise of the Federal Law Enforcement Assistance
Administration. RAlthough a few are well funded, most of
these programs are not. 1In addition, in a recent survey com-
ducted by the Peoria State®s Attorney, twenty-eight states's
attorneys said they would like to have a victim witness pro-
gram but could not begin such an effort without funding
assistance. This provides services to those people who don't
have funding assistance. It's been proven in 1Illinois and
throughout the country that victim witness programs encourage
prosecutions and provide support to victims and witnesses
without which the entire criminal justice system would fail.
In addition to the victim witness services, there exists a
great need for funding and resources in the area
of...domestic violence, rape, child physical and sexual abuse
and elderly and disabled victims, as vell as for families of
homicide victims. These are the programs, these are the pro-
grams that are suffering tremendously in cutbhacks in both
funding and staff which House Bill 22 would provide. This
bill will provide the direct services for these victins of
crime which exist in no other program in the State of Illi-
nois. Let me tell you a list of some of the people, some of
the organizations throughout the State of Illinois that sup-
port House Bill 22 and are on board for an override of this

legislation: The Fraternal Order of Police, the Illinois
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Crime Prevention Officers® Association, the TIllinois Coali-
tion Against Domestic Violence, the Illinois Nurses? Associa-
tion, the 1Illinois Coalition of Women Against Rape, Victinm
Witmess Youth Qutreach, the Evanston Police Department, the
Parents of Murdered Children, the Illinois Sheriffs* Associa-
tion, the Peoria Witness Information Service, the Junior
League of Evanston, the Midwest Women®s Center, the Quincy
Area Network AMgainst Domestic Abuse, Victim®s Family Commit-—
tee, the child...the National Conmmittee for Prevention of
Child Abuse and Neglect, St. Mary's Square Living Center, the
Illinois...the Child sSexual Abuse Treatment and Training
Center of Illinois, the Wheaton Victim Witmess Program, the
Holine Rape Center, the Fox Valley Men and Women Against
BRape, the Rape Task Porce im Decatur, Rape Victim Advocates,
the Mary Bottlemay Homes, the Uptown Hull House, the...the
Family Support Center of Aurora, the Rape Crisis Center of
Carbondale, the Southwest Women's Working Center, the DeKalb
Victim Witness Center, the Dixon Victim Witness Center, the
Lake County Victim Witness Programs, Crisis Homes, Youth
Guidance Homes, the Barrington Youth Services, Mile Square
Health Center, people throughout the State of Illinois are in
favor of an override of this legislation to provide centers
throughout the State and direct services *o the victims and
vitnesses of violent crimes. I think it's about time that
ve, in this legislator, get...in this Legislature, get our
priorities in order. And after all, what®s more important,
worrying about driver's education or worrying about helping
the victims of violent crime? The wmost important thing,
Ladies and Gentlemen, is that there is not one nickel of...of
State dollars, not one nickel of GRF money that goes for
these programs. The only funds that will go for these pro-
grams are as a result of a surcharge on misdemeanors and
felony convictions, that's it; not one nickel of GRF, no tax

dollars. There's no downside Tisk in these programs, all
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ve're doing is helping people in need, the victims of violent
crime. Please vote Aye for an override of House Bill 22,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

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

Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
speak in favor of this override because we did hear +his bill
in committee, and I can tell you that we do not have a provi-
sion to help the witnesses of violent crimes. I understand
also that the amount charge...the additions to the fines
vould be twenty-five dollars for crimes of violence, twenty
dollars for other felonies or misdemeanors, ten dollars for
offenses require revocation of driver®s license and so forth
and three dollars for vehicle moving violations other than
speeding. I think it*s time we d4id have a fund set up to
protect...protect the victims and vitnesses of violent crimes
because it is our duty to stop victimizing the victims and
helping the victies instead of glamorizing the people who
cause all these rotten crimes. And I speak in favor of
overriding the veto in this...bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Delngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Hr. President and nembers of the Senate.
Senator Marovitz, wvhen you appeared before the Executive
Commit*ee with Attorney General Hartigan, I asked you if
traffic violations were included in this; you said, no.
After we looked through the bill again, we discovered it was.
You also indicated that you were going to amend that out of
the bill. Now you did not amend it out of the bill, the bill
passed with it in it, and I would 1like to know why 7you
choose...chose not to amend out traffic violations under a
Victims' Assistance Acta.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR EBERUOCE)
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Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I originally thought that that was amended out of the
bill. I found out that...that it was not. I went to the
House sponsor and he...and those members of the coalition
supporting this legislation felt that a three dollar
surcharge should remain in the bill, and it does remain in
the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Senator Marovitz, thee..the...the committee’s vote,
at least mine and several other people's vote was conditional
on what we thought was at least a quasi-commitment that that
would be taken out, and I don®t think that theweeit iSee.I
don't think that you ought to go back to the House sponsor
and use that...if you couldn®t make the commitment, then you
ought not to make it and you ought to indicate it. I really
don't feel that +traffic offenders should have to be paying
for...for a Violent Crime Assistance Act.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

S0, I urge the defeat of this override.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Purther discussion? Senator Bock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of the nmotion to override the
Governor's veto on House Bill 22. House Bill 22 as intro-
duced and passed by this Body and passed overvhelmingly in
the House with more than a hundred votes, for the first tinme,
I think, addresses the problem of what to do with the vic-

tims of violent crime. We are setting up an unpaid advisory
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board; we are using a surcharge imposed on those who are
guilty of felonies and misdemeanors to pay for it It is
just frankly a good idea and one that is long overdue. There
is no commitment from general revenuse. This is something
that this State ought to do as a matter of public policya. I
urge every member on this side of the aisle and hopefully
enough on the other side to support the override. I think
the Governor made a mistake, and if you take the time to read
the nmessage, it sounds to me, frankly, like his heart is not
in the veto. Because he says, "I have always acted to pro-
tect victims of violent crimes and would do so again if other
funding sources and other administrative procedures are
found." I suggest to you that after a thorough hearing in
both Houses, majority approval in both Houses, that the fund-
ing sources and the administrative procedures have been found
and we ought to override the Governor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Marovitz may close.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, just in addressing one of those points. Speeding
has been taken out of the bill, so there is DpoO...no addi-
tional three dollar fine for speeding. And
the...the...the....the bulk of the moneya...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz, excuse me...excuse De. Senator
Lechowicz, did you wish to comment on this bidl? I did not
see your light...the Chair apologizes. Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHONICZ:

If the gentleman will yield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Indicates he will yield.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
I, too, would like to support the override motion and ask

that the Senate reject the Governor®s veto and really supply
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a vote for the constituency that we all have. No one wants
to be a victim of crime. This General Assembly in the past
has voted guite specifically that we sapport the notion and
the concept that, yes, people who are victias of violent
cripes should be compensated, not to the degree that they are
entitled to but a small amount of money in comparison to the
grief and aggravation that they have exposed themselves and
their families too. House Bill 22 is a reasonable, logical
approach to a serious problem facing many people in this
State. Many people are affected by this bill. Each and
every one of us know of a family or a person in oar respec-
tive districts that have been victinms of crime. What we're
asking is that a advisory committee be established and that a
fanding source irrespective of the General HBRevenue Fund of
this State be established so that, yes, we can receive the
input of.the victims; and yes, we can have the compensation
that is necessary in order to achieve a worthwhile purpose.
That is the purpose of House Bill 22. That is the purpose
that we're hoping that you concur with the sponsor and the
people that have worked in putting this legislation together
in voting Aye and overturning the Governor's ill-conceived
veto. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz to close.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, just in answering Senator DelAngelis. The wainor
nonmoving traffic violations, Senator, have all been removed,
speeding has been removed. And let me just say this, we're
talking about twenty-five dollars for the conviction of the
crinme of violence such as murder, voluntary manslaughter,
kidnapping, rape, aggravated kidnapping, aggravated assault,
arson, aggravated battery, et cetera, et cetera. The bulk of
the money will come from those crimes; twenty dollars for

conviction of other felonies and ten dollars for
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Serious...serious motor...vehicle violations such as convic-
tion of manslaughter and wreckless homicide. This is where
the funding will come to help the victims of violent crimes,
and I think the Legislature ought to go on record as saying,
our priority is to help the victims of violent crimes. And
if 1it's not going to come from State dollars, from tax
dollars, from GRF, my gosh, shouldn*t we all make that state-
ment. Thank you, very much. I solicit your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall House Bill 22 pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. 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
wvho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
39, the Nays are 6, 1 voting Present. And House Bill 22 hav-
ing received the required three~fifths vote is declared
passed, the veto of the Govermor to the contrary notwith-
standing. House Bill 307, Senator Davidson. House Bill 412,
Senator Lenke. Mr. Secretary, if you'd read the motion on
House Bill 412,

ACTING SECBETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 412 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator
Lemke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lenke.

SENATGR LEMKE:

What this bill does is amends the Juvenile Court Act.
This is what we...in commonly in street gangs to get rid of
the shooter who is usually fifteen years or above and goes
out and commits a...a attempted murder and usually misses his
target and wnight wound the persom and commit an aggravated
battery. #hat this does is...makes those people tried as

adults in adult court. I think it®s a good bill and I ask
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for an override of the Governor's veto.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)}

Is there discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, it®s with some reluctamce that I rise on this
bill. If you recall, last Session we went into this area of
autormatic transfers for juveniles for four distinct crimes.
I can sympathize with gang activity, but I also think we
should call to your attention that we have not given the Act
a chance +to really have an experience ratio at this time.
We've obviously been faced with a prison overcrowding situa-
tion. Moving all of these type of cases into an autonmatic
transfer, I don't think will help that particular situation.
And again, I reiterate, I am sympathetic with the type of
crime that's involved and what Senmator Lemke is trying to do.
I leave it to your discretion and good judgment as to what
you want to do, obviously; but...at this time, until we have
a better experience factor on the bill that we originally
passed and...until we bhave the prison overcrowding situation
under control, I wonld suggest that a No vote on the override
is a proper vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Blooa.

SENATOR BLOOMNM:

Thank you, Mr. President. Iteas.I, too, share the
reluctance of Senator Sangmeister to rise in sustaining the
override; however, we have already required fifteen year old
minors who are charged with rape and deviate sexual assault
and armed robbery and so on to be tried with... as adults.
We don'*t have the experience factor there. 1I'd note that the
firearm doesn't even have to be loaded. I believe that prob-
ably what would be the wisest policy for us would be for us
to let the veto stand, take a look at our experience with the

other...the other crimes that involve automatic transfer,




Page 99 - NOVEMBER 2, 1983

and then come back in the spring and address the issue at
that time. I, once again, say there's some reluctance there
because I have NO...NO...I think...I have no gquestion of the
sponsors, both House and Senate, their motivations and the
problem they're trying to address. But I would suggest to
the Body that the wisest course would be to 1let the veto
stand and then take up the matter in the spring. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there leave for Channel 3 ¢to fils the proceedings?
Leave is granted. Purther discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, M#r. President. This is another example of
eating away at the juvernile system. We did change the law
regarding nurder, rape, deviate sexual conduct, and this is
just one more example of how we're going to eat away at the
system until ve won't even need a juvenile court anymore. We
might as well try all the juveniles in the adult courts and
forget about juvenile court. We all know that there's a
tremendous prison overcrowding situation. A couple of years
ago we passed a bill down here that said that people who are
convicted of burglary in the first instance have to go to
jail. They cannot get probation by the Jjudge anymore.
Director Lame testified that he had eight hundred people in
jail as a result of that bill that we passed, eight hundred.
Doc Davidson, I don't know what vyou're reading, but you
should listen to this debate, because you're the guy that
passed the bill. Now this is another example of where we're
going to put more kids in jail and we all know that rehabili-
tation is not a factor in the prison systems anymore, so
ve're not going to rehabilitate this fifteen year old kid.
¥e're going to get him...he®s going to go through the mill
and he's going to come out angrier than ever. But be that as
it may, we don®t have the facilities to house this kid any-

nore. This would be a travesty to vote to override this bill,
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Ladies and Gentlenen.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. %ill the sponsor yield for a ques—
tion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Senator, because I'm not a lawyer I'm asking this gues-
tion. Does this...is there anything in the law at present
that prohibits a...a juvenile judge if he feels that the
crime 1is seriouns emough to transfer it to an adult court, if
he feels that it warrants a...that type of trial?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I don*t think there?s anything in the Act but I'1l1 give
you the experience in Cook County. Last year, there was two
hundred and seventeen cases like this and all the shooters
valked. That's the case as case discretion by the judges.
All the shooters walked. We aren®t talking about killer...we
aren't talking about kids that commit their first crisme,
we're talking about professional hit nen. Bven though
their age is...they are shooters. And when they talk about
aggravated battery, aggravated battery to me is when the
bullet hits somebody and they...the aggravated battery is
penetrated, +they commit it with a gun, where they hit
somebody with that gun, that's aggravated battery, and that's
what we're talking about here. So the...the judges...I know
there®*s two hundred and seventeen cases last year in Cook
County and all two hundred and seventeen took a walk. That®s
the judge's discretion. And they went out the next day anad

shot some more, and I know incidences that happened in my
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district, incidents that happened in Cicero wbere a hit man
went to assassinate a kid...street gang...went to assassinate
another one and the next week he did the same thing to...that
vitness to testify against an adult surderer. They use these
people and there's RO merCY...DRO crime when you leave these
people out because they're kids. 2And I cannot see the State
in...in this State we have not yet put Jjuveriles in...in a
penitentiary 1like Statesville or Pontiac, we haven't put
somebody fifteen years old. But this does wnot give the
discretion of that judge to let this person walk. This gives
them...they have to try them as an adult and take that...the
consequences and then the correction system will process and
put thes where they're going toc be, because eventually
they*re going to end up there, either as a nmurderer or as
an...we're actually saving this kid*s life, maybe we can con—
vert him before he becomes a killer.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Fawell, your time is almost up. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWNELL:

HYeeofor...for the record, would you...would you define
aggravated battery or aggravated assault so that we are not
talking about the kid that comes in with a...with the
antiquated pistol and Jjust...and bholds it up. But you're
actually talking about somebody really shooting someone...in
other words.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMU2IO)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

We are talking about a professional hit man who is under
the age of eighteen and is about fifteen years old, that's
vhat ve're talking about. A guy that’s usually used by an
adult, usually has drugs or something else, just like we had
in ny district vhere they...where a fifteen, sixteen year old

kid just knocked off a labor union man in a...in a...and he
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just walked in the house and loaded six shots in him and
killed him, and he'll take a walk because he won't be tried
as an adult.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Sepate, there
have been so many cases left out and allowed to walk im the
streets who were tried as juveniles. 1I'm not a harsh person
but I think the sponsor of the bill is absolutely right, when
they're fifteen years of age and they take a gqun and shoot
soneone just...as we had recently in my community of
faukegan, this young 1lad decided he would shoot someone
coming out of the YMCA and just went ahead and did it, I
think that we're going far enough. I do think that...they
should be prosecuted as an adult and the court can always use
its discretion to give them probation if the facts wvarrant
it, instead of having them valk out again and do it again and
again and again.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUDZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

«e+discussion on the bill, but since wny name was men-
tioned in the debate, yes, Senator, I did pass the mandatory
sentence on home burglary on first time conviction with the
help of a good many other people in this Senate and in the
House. VYes, there is eight hundred and forty-seven people in
prison; the only thing you haven®t talked about is the dra-
matic decrease in home burglaries, and the people out on the
street know what the penalities are better than you and I.
And the decrease in home burglary since that bill becanme
nandatory has been dramatic, and I think it*s a great bill
and I°'11 fight 1like a tiger to keep it from being removed

from the books.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

#ell, thank you, Hr. President. To recap some of the
dialogue that I have heard, there isn®t a person here that
wouldn®*t like to vote for your bill. The next bill's coming
up, we're going to be on 3rd reading and try to get over to
the House and get them concurred in so that we can get at the
prison situation. If we...move this bill first, we are going
to inundate the current prison system with a whole new cri-
teria of where prisoners are going to be housed, juvenile,
adult or otherwvise. I think ¢the ¢timing is uantimely and
just...if you would take it out of the record and leave it om
the Calendar till we solve the prison problem, I think we
could address intelligently this matter that has already come
over from the House, all it needs is a roll call. But until
we can address the prison situation, this bill is untimely
because it will just ruin whatever it is we come up with if
we have to shave points on the prison package that is headed
our way. I ask you for a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco for a second time.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, just to clarify what aggravated battery with a
firearn means, I nmean, this quy is talking about hit men
and...and people getting killed as a result of some action.
The fact is that aggravated battery with a firearm includes a
situation vhere a guy has a gun in his hand and hits somebody
with the gqun. ‘I mean, that is aggravated battery with a
firearm. We?re not talking about sitvations where people are
shooting other people. We're talking about situations where
a guy takes a gun and actually hits another person with a
gun. You know, this guy is exaggerating what he is talking

about.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Further...further discussion? Senator Bloom.
SENATCR BLOOM:

Yeah, thank you, I'm sorry for rising a second time. I
think in the emotion that has been gemerated by this debate
that something is...is 1lost and it was a point that one of
the prior speakers made, and before we vote we should keep
this io mind, and that is; one, the integrity of the juvenile
court system, because if there are circumstances a judge may
now under the present law, in his discretion, %transfer a kid
to adult division and that happens all the time. And...and
the kind of kids, Senator Geo-Karis, that you described in
our county do get transferred to adult, as well they should
be, those kind. But what we're doing is we're pieceneal
eviscerating the juvenile court system and without having any
kind of analysis of the results, and I think that that is
probably the wrong kind of public policy to have. Thank you,
sorry to speak a second time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Sepator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I rise in opposition +to the override because I think the
Governor made a very rational decision when he vetoed this
particular piece of legislation. (Quite often we get carried
avay down here and we think that we going to solve all of
the...the problems of crime back in our district by attempt-
ing to lock up everyone, and we are finally on our way down
to, I guess, the five year olds and then we'll probably start
locking up some of them at birth. And maybe by then we will
begin to look at the real problems that faces our criminal
justice systen. I think Senator Bloom and Senator D'Arco,
however, if...capsuled the reality of the circumstances that

we are faced with in this State. We cannot continue to lower
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the age of our juvenile court system; if we are, we might as
well get rid of it. We cannot continue to find ways of add-
ing to the prison population without adequate provisions for
those people to be there, and we can no longer continue to
hide behind the excuse of solving crime by putting everybody
in jail. Now I think this bill...we should...sustain the
Governor's veto on this bill or at least until such time that
you can come back here and the prison proklem bhas been
solved. And when we lock these young people up that
ve...have the money and the facilities to provide a adeguate
rehabilitation program so that they will not end up being
hardened criminals. That's what we have to do. We don't
have the time ¢to do it nor the money to do it now. So I
think the most rational vote would be to sustain the
Governor's veto.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Lemke may close.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Well, it's very surprising to hear certain Senators talk
about juvenile shooters because they represent areas vwhere
there's juvenile shooters but they don't live in those areas;
they live in Oak Park, they live in Dearborn Park, they don't
live in the areas that these victims are. It isn®t their
kids that get shot at. It's a lot of friends of mines kids
that get shot and a lot of friends of everybody whether they
be in a minority...or any place.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right.

SENATOR LEMKE:

You got to represent the people, and if wne use...if we
use the criteria money for life, it's wrong. We're talking
about victims, we?re trying to protect thes and when we have
two hundred and seventeen cases in Cook County and everyone

takes a valk and they're back on the street to shot again,
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I'm telling you this bill is important. And I have always
supported the Department of Corrections. I have always
vorked with tkem to build bigger prisons and put them away,
and I don't agree with what we?re doing because what we did
here is we tax the hell out of the citizenry in my district
for an income tax and every other taxX...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

All right. Our visitors in the gallery...
SENATOR LEMKE:

esebut now we can't put two hundred and seventeen...two
hundred and seventeen hard criminals in jail with their tax
money. They want them in jail. They don®t want them on the
streets to shoot again. I ask for a favorable vote to
override the Governor's veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 412 pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary...ladies and gentlemen of
the...the gallery will please refrain. The gquestion is,
shall House Bill 412 pass, the veto of the Governor to the
contrary notwithstanding. 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 gquestion,
the Ayes are 22, the Nays are 24, 4 voting Present. House
Bill 412 having failed to receive the...the motion having
failed to receive the required three—-fifths vote is declared
lost. House Bill 488, Senator Bruce. Br. Secretary, read
the motion , please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (8R. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 488 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed by Senator
Bruce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.
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SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
is a bill which created the Herrin, Mt. Vernon, Quincy Metro-
politan Exposition Authorities im the State of Illinois.
None of these authorities would be granted any property tax
levy authority. They would only have the...the three pro-
posed authorities only have revenue bond authority. The
process to be eligible for a civic center funding reguires
that the director of the Department of Commerce and Community
Affairs certify the projects, that's based upon econonic
feasibility, master building plan and financial capability.
At the present time, there is approximately seventy-five mil-
lion dollars in the fund to help metropolitan expositions be
established. Most of that money has presently been allo-
cated, some 73.7 million. So, at the present time, there is
not State funding available for these authorities, but they
have asked us to go ahead. The Governor has vetoed it on the
basis that he's taking a 1look at all of the exposition
authorities. We feel in the Mt. Vernon and Berrin and Quincy
that we ought to proceed with the idea of establishing these
three metropolitan exposition authorities and allow thea to
make that decision. They still will have to come back before
the Department of Comserce and Community Affairs for certifi-
cation; I believe the Governor®s report will be back up in,
he says the 1st day Pebruary, he's asked for a study. Cer-
tainly when they come back if they have not been able to
comply with the new criteria and they will not, in fact, get
any State funding. So all we®re doing is creating thesx.
They will...they will only be able to issue Revenue Bonds, no
property tax involved, and I believe the Governor's veto
should be overridden for that reason.

PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? Discussion? If not, the gquestiom is,

shall House Bill 488 pass, the veto of the Governor to the
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contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
vish? Take the record. On that question, there are 42 Ayes,
11 Nays, none voting Present, House Bill 488 having received
the required three-fifths vote is declared passed, the veto
of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. If I can
have the attention of the membership. Will the members be in
their seats and will the guests please clear the Floor. Pur~
suant to leave of this Body earlier granted, the hour of four
having arrived, wve vwill move to the Order of Consideration
Postponed to consider the Conference Cogmittee report on
House Bili 1805. Turn to page 10 on the Calendar. On the
order of Consideration Postponed is the first Conference
Committee report on House Bill 1805, Senator Keats. Senator
Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I think everyone knows what the bill is so I will be
quite brief in my remarks and then answer amy questions any-
one may have from dinformation that you may have forgotten
from the last time we discussed the bill. The most important
thing to remind you is this may be the last chance for the
mass transit system in the Chicago wmetropolitan area to
receive any State assistance. This is probably the last
chance we have anytime within this future, this immediate
future, of doing anything to improve our transit system in
the metropolitan region. This bill is not perfect; it is a
compromise bill worked out by Republican and Democrat House
and Senate conferees. I can qguarantee you that no ome got
everything they wanted. I can guarantee you I probably got
less than anyone else in terms of the specific things I
vanted. No one got everything of what they wanted but we

tried to, as much as possible, put together a transit system
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that would actually function. Now, last...during the last
Session, we went out of our way to solve the State's road
transit system, and many of us actively worked and put our
vote behind an effort to solve our road transit system. This
nov is the second form of major transit in this State, and I
think we are now under an obligation since vwe solved the one
form of transit problems to solve the other. Many
Republicans said if ve would get some reform, sonme
restructuring, some system—wide cost containment, we would be
perfectly willing to give some form of sabsidy. Many
Democrats said they'd be willing to give a little bit of
reform, a little bit of cost containment, et cetera, if they
would get the subsidy. This is it. This has some reasonable
reform and it has a reasonable subsidy. There have been
State-wide editorials from even the southern Illinois news-
papers, and the Chicago area and suburbamn papers have
editorialized in favor. I beliewve this bill is Jjust plain
honestly the best effort we can put forth amd I solicit your
support and would be more than happy to answer any gquestions
you have. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Grotterg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow meabers. House Bill
1805, Conference Committee report was the fruit of a 1lot of
midnight o0il in the months of May and June. It is an agreed

. concept that it is not perfect and that the bill that follows
would make it more agreeable. I only rise to urge the pas-
sage of 1805 because it is, %o me, the last traim out of
town. Those of us im the suburbs do have a concern for nmass
transit. It is incorporated in House Bill 1805 to the best
of our ability and would be cleaned up even further in the
amendment that follows. We want train fares to come down a

little bit. The surcharge factor is an unfair tax on the
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people that ride from the collar counties in suburban Cook.
The suburban busses are having their probleas. Bverything
that is involved in all of these bills is directed towards
some fare adjustment downward, not upward. To my colleaques
in the «collar counties who have a “surplus™ in the case of
Kane, supposedly some nine wnillions of dollars, 1let the
record show that that is not the sales tax money. The sales
tax money has been spent to keep faith with the
Skinner-Schaffer bill that the county of origin is where that
should be spent. That is long gone, the RTA used that first.
The funds that are surplus are surplused by resolution of the
board and they are Federal and other income funds; they are
not the tax funds from the quarter-cent of ome cent sales
tax. If, in fact, ve do not pass these bills, the supposed
forty million dollars, if we don't pass them, they will be
immediately qobbled up in keeping the system alive because of
the cash flow problems of this agency. If we do pass this,
they will be rolled into the funding that will ultimately
bring down fares, that's what it's all about, and clean up
those trains and busses and get them operated properly. We
cannot do this, Ladies and Gentlemen, unless you pass this
vehicle and the one that follows and I urge ap Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Mabar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, M¥r. President, members of the Senate. Some of
us have been around here for a long time talking about the
RTA, going back to 1973, 1974. Last July 1st or 2nd we had
this bill before us and a lot of us had labored long as to
vhether we're going to support it or we're going to oppose
it. I was one who voted for it, not that it was a perfect
bill by any means, but a bill that would provide some
progress, I thought, to a system of transportation that

needed to be changed. After the bill failed to pass, I found
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that what I thought what I was voting for wasn't exactly cor-
rect. And this has been the history, I think, of legislation
dealing with the RTA. We've been told so mamy times over the
last few years that this is going to solve our problems, this
bill has the language that will do the job for us, and then
ve find that it isn't exactly what we thought it was. Now we
have 1805 back before us again, and we have also with it
Senate Bill 1118, which I am told nowv is supposed to be the
bill to correct the inequities that are not in 180S5. apd I
have some concerns about the labor provisions whether we can
actually enforce them or not. 1I'm not sure about the fare
box recovery ratios, and when I look at a sheet that was
given to ne today which tells me the fare box recovery ratios
for commuter railroads, and I have four of them in my dis-
trict, ve're talking about fifty-one percent, fifty-two per-
cent, and the ratio in the bill is fifty percent, I don't see
a lot of relief for the people in the suburbs where I come
from. I'm not too sure what they're going to say to me down
the road and how they're going to feel about this. And I've
come to the conclusion that maybe we can®t write a bill that
will solve our transportation problems im Cook County and the
collar counties. Maybe we don't want to write a bill that
vill solve our problems in Cook County. Maybe wvwe want to
come awfully close but just not close enough. Well, Ladies
and Gentlemen, it just seems to me that as Senator Grotberg
said, this is probably the last train out; and wvhile I®m one
of those who are very, very, skeptical about some of these
provisions, I see no other choice at this point than to vote
Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I suppose I

should probably ask Senator Rock to sit down before I make
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this statement, but...thank you, Mr. President. I rise in
support of this bill which contains a seventy-five million
dollar subsidy for the RTA, and coming from McHenry County,
that's probably enough to amaze...oh, By, that got Senator
Netsch even up out of her chair. Quite frankly, I...I'm a
cynic on the RTA. I happen to believe in mass tranmsit,
although it*s become very difficult to believe in mass tran-
sit in wny area over the last few years with the treatment
ve've received. But I believe that the reform package, and
I'm not totally convinced it*1l solve all the problems, at
least gives us a chance to...to develop a mass transit systen
in the six-county area that can stand on its own tvwo feet and
be well-managed and survive. And without that reform, I
think for this State Assesbly to pass a subsidy is sheer
folly, we're just pumping money down a rather large rat hole.
I think we all know what the game plan is here, it will be
interesting to see if it prevails. For a lot of reasonms,
none of which are particularly noble, the forces

are...against this bill want to kill this bill and they want
to stonewall us till next year till right after the primary
when all that money from the collar counties is spent. And
by the way, it may not be the sales tax money but it was a
moral commitment made by the RTA Board, I admit one of the
few decent things they ever did. Once that money is gone and
they've borrowed all the money they can from anyone foolish
enough to lend it to them, they're going to shut the whole
system down right after the primary; April, May, the busses
will stop, the trains will stop and we®ll have a full-scale
crisis. That's the game plan, Ladies and Gentlemen. I would
suggest to you that the better part of judgment is to pass
the reform bill now with the subsidy and avoid that, but if
we can't, let me assure you, I don®t care whether you shut
down the commuter rail to my district, I don®t care if you

kill the dollar ride, I don't care if you kill the busses;
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not because I want to see those services ended but because I
refuse +to be intimidated by those tactics one more time. To
Mr. Hill and others, this is it, this is the subsidy and if
you expect to see me to vote for a subsidy bill without the
reforms, I can only tell you, it will be a cold day in the
lower reaches.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

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

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I was
in the House when the original RTA bill, which if I will
recall was Senate Bill 27, was propounded to us. They gave
us a very short notice to read fifty-seven pages which was
structured strictly to give control to the City of Chicago
and take the mass Federal funding from the six counties and
filter it right through there. Now we're in a position where
we don't have the money to operate the BTA all the way. My
county was denied the right of having the option to come...to
be out of it. This bill, 1805, does give such an option
vhich my people would like to have, because if we don’t get
the services, we doan®t want to be ip it. I think...and we
can do it by referendum. I think we better look at the
bottonm line. If my people are willing for me to vote for a
subsidy of seventy-five million dollars, they wvant reforn,
reform and reform because the RTA is the biggest political
pork barrel of any bill that®s ever been passed by the House
and the Senate; and if you don't believe me, check the pay-
roll. Most of the costs go for labor. The bottom line also
is, do ve want jobs for those drivers or not? Do we want the
RTA, the CTA toO...t0 just close up? Well, I think we better
get some conscience and...and real thinking about this. If
ve vant to do some good work, we have to have some reforas
and I suggest that we support 1805. It may not be the best

bill, but I°®1]l tell you one thing, it*s a step in the right
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direction and we should give it a try. We certainly put up
with that RTA for many years and you can see the big eapty
busses in Lake County carrying oane or two people, and what's
it doing? What is it really doing? It's not giving the
service, it's not giving the value of the dollar to the tax-
payers and the taxpayers are sick and tired of it in wmy
county without being considered what their needs are. So I
suggest that we do the right thing and support the reforn,
and the reform is in 1805 and I suggest that we support this
bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

Thank you, Mr. President and meabers of the Senate. I
vas assigned by the President of this Senate to represent
the Democratic Party on 1805. I believe we spent thirty-one
days coming in here around 7:00 a. n. and some nights. 1805
contained some provisions that were not satisfactory to
labor. I immediately backed off of 1805 with the firm hope
that the labor provisions could be reintroduced to the satis-
faction of those involved. I was called in the month of July
by the Senate President and there ve had several meetings,
ongoing meetings, pertaining to the contracts in 1805 where
labor was concerned. Let me say here that Phil Rock has gone
beyond that mile to eliminmate these offenmsive labor contracts
that are still with this. I was asked last week, why did the
Mayor of Chicago walk away from the labor provisions and not
support the unions? I fluffed off the statement, but let
me...refer to that statement here now. The Hayor of Chicago
did not, and 1let me emphasize, did not walk away from the
snions om this bill. The mayor's back was against the walls,
Phil Rock®'s back was against the walls, and each time I sat
in these meetings, my back was against the wall. TIt®s a mat-

ter of subsidy as it is or no subsidy if it changes, that's
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the guestion. I'm not going to say how good or how bad the
RT is, has been, or will be, that®s not the issue. I will
share the origin of the RTA for the purpose in which I
believe it has served. It was new apd all new organizationms
have to have time to become perfect. I cannot criticize the
RTA. 1 have people on the RTA that I would swear on the
Bible by. Those of us that like to criticize what one has not
done has never said they could do it better. The gquestion is
whether there will be a subsidy for mass transit in northern
Illinois with the provisions that labor disagrees with...and
let me hastenly add, I disagree with them, violently disagree
with then. ¥e got no support for labor...se got no support
for labor, and if this bill passes, I vant all of you to
know, those that did not support it and those that did, the
question is, is seventy-five million dollars worth what we
say it 1is, or is labor being completely shut out? To me,
labor is being completely shut out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Excuse me, Senator. Ladies and Gentlemen, we're cer-—
tainly happy to have you here as our guests and to watch the
proceedings, but we would hope that you would not participate
in the proceedings. Senator Chew. 2and would you bring your
comments to a close, Senator Chew, your time has expired.
SENATOR CHEW:

Yes, I will. I want labor to know that Senator Nedza,
Senator Rock, Senator Chew, the Mayor of the City of Chicago
did not shut you out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Smith.
SENATOR SHMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and to members of the Senate and
Ladies and Gentlemen assembled here this afternoon. I have
great admiration for our Governor, for our mayor, for our

President Rock and to all of my colleaques. But I stand this
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afternoon on point of persomal privilege because I helieve
in principle. And I don’t believe that you can gaim the
whole world and seek to lose your soul. I stand here this
afternoon because embodied in this legislation and conference
report is the denial of a certain pronmise made at the time
négotiations wvere requested and made and they were supposed
to be binding. And concessions were wmade by the tramsit
union to insure the solvency of our tramsit systema. Thus, in
1978, a contract extension agreement was...reached between
our local unions and the CTA. That agreement for...provided
for; number one, suspension and forgiveness of all CTAR pen-
sion contributions for all of 1982 and partially for 1983
and *84, a concession that was worth seventy-two million
dollars in 1982 alone. Number two, a loan to the CTA secured
by a note in the amount of thirty-three million dollars,
additional dollars in unpaid pension contributioms. This
money wvas...belongs to these unions, these ladies and
gentlemen who serve in...us by riding the busses and provid-
ing wus with our transportation. These people are paying
their monies into the pension fund just like ve are doing and
we have people who have retired that were not of our ethnic
group but are nov retired, and they're expecting their pen-
sion every month. They've nmoved out of the suburbs and in
different places across this State and they're depending upon
their pension money. And the people who are working now are
vorking every day that they might be able to have a pension
fund, and what®s going to happen to them? We have already
seen on the Floor of this Legislature wvhere we have been
delving into pension funds and people are not going to have
anything when they get ready to retire. So I stand this
afternoon not to criticize anyone but I think that there
should be first things first, and if people are entitled to
their right or their monies, start out right and repay this

money to these people and then go forth. The door will stand
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wide open when people know that you mean right from your
heart. Why take advantage of people who are seeking to raise
their children ard to maintain their homes and then have thenr
to come down here like puppets and says you are...you're
just, you know, from hand-to-mouth. I know we need this
money in Chicago, we need it for our transportation, but let
us do the thing that is right. If this bill is not suffi-
cient, Senator Keats, let us put a bill up that is right
whereby we can treat all people right. There is a saying
that, "I have to live with myself and soul, I vant to be fit
for myself to know. I don't wvant to come to the setting sun
and bhate nmyself for things I have done.®™ I gave my word to
them that I would stand with them and whether I win or lose,
I*m going to keep my word because that®s all I have. And if
I <change ny word now, then you can never depend upon me. I
received a call and asked me to change my vote, but I bhad
made my promise and I had given my word, and I want you to
know, I stand by my word. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Back last June when we were considering the all important
mass transportation legislation, the road program, I told amy
colleagues on the Transportation Committee then that you do
not let the ship leave the...harbor without all its cargo.
The ship sailed without its cargo, the road program passed.
Those individuals who represent areas downstate, who depend
upon roads, got their bite of the apple. And now, on this
early day in November, that agreement that we mutually agreed
to back in June, individuals are jumping off the train. #y
main reason why I didn*'t want the ship to sail because I
didn*t want to get caught in this posture that we are in

today. All those labor bills, collective bargaining, 536,
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1530, you name them, I had suggested then that...each and
every bill should sail together so they wouldn®t get
torpedoed. But lo and behold, the people who depend upon
mass transportation got left sitting at the port. There was
a conspiracy, more or less, by certain individuals who were
determined not only to shut down mass transportation, to
close the schools in the City of Chicago, they did everything
within their power to see that the Mayor of the City of
Chicago be embarrassed. I didn't vote for this legislation
ine..in Junme because I didn*t like the labor provisions in
there. You wiped out the...the cost of 1living for these
enployees. The bill also messed with the bargaining agree-
ment, vhereby the BTA board can reopen and negotiate a con-
tract at anytime they so desire. And for the first tinme,
this bill will permit part-time employees to take the job of
men and women who need full-time employment. This is the
reason why I wanted each and every piece of legislation deal-
ing with labor to sail on the ship together. But some people
today running around this Chamber, running around this
Capitol talking about how we are with you guys, but they were
not there in June. And nov we have reached the crossroads,
+he crossroads of the rock and the hard place. It's going to
be one of the most difficult decisions ome nust nake. But
let*s look at the alternatives. If we vote for this bill,
we're hurting some people in my area, in my legislative dis-
trict, who have been great supporters, not only to the sayor
but myself and many other persons. They need their Jjobs.
But what happens if we don*t vote for it? What about the
hundreds of thousands of people who depend upon mass traans-
portation in the City of Chicago every day? What happens
when the fares rise to a dollar fifty cents? What happens
after the March primary of next year? The seventy-five mil-
lion dollars won't be there, because of our friends f£fron

downstate who already had that bite of the apple on the roads
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going to come back for a second bite, and you can*t blame
them. So what do we do today? I know President Rock, I know
Senator Chew, I know the Mayor of the City of Chicago worked
diligently for the labor provisions in this bill, they wanted
to make sure that the union rights were protected. You got
members on this Floor who'll fight for collective bargaining
for everyone else and turn around and screws this union. This
is what*s happending, but we are caught in a dilemma. The
last train out of town, there are those who say, wait. Itve
been in this Body eleven years and if we wait until January,
the seventy-five million dollars will dwindle down to nmaybe
fifteen to twenty, and come after March, there will be no
subsidy. Service going to be cut in Chicago; people in your
district, Senator Margaret Smith, won't be able to get
busses; the fare is going to be a dollar fifty cents. These
are the things we nmust consider. We're caught between a rock
and a bhard place and I don*t like it. I don't like it. I
resent members of my own party, my own political party, on
the phone calling legislators down here telling them to kill
the bill, not for the sake of my black brothers and sisters
in the...in this gallery, but for the sake of shutting down
the transportation system to embarrass the @mayor. That*s
vhat is bappening. And to use my brothers and sisters saying
that wve are with vyou; vell, where in the hell were you in
June? You were nowhere in sight. So don't do this to them.
Don't play these sort of games. That®s what's happening, and
any legislator worth his salt knows that if you don't get it
now, you are not going to get it next year and this is a
permanent subsidy. I don't like being caught in this posi-
tion but I must do what I feel is right. 1 have talked to
John Witherspoon, my high school classmate, my friend. He’s
asked me several times and up until this moment I hadn®t told
no one how I was voting. I said, I'm going to try and vwork

and work to solve that problem. We are at the crossroads,




Page 120 - NOVEMBER 2, 1983

vhat do you do now? I think I'1l]l do what is right for the
people of the City of Chicago, for the metropolitan area, I
intend to do what is right and my...vhatever I do is right
would not be anti-union.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

I address this Senate today and specifically Senator
Jones, Senator Chew, Senator Netsch and Senator Nedza, he's
absent. I fought you hard on the gas tax increase but you
pushed it through and you fought well and you won. I didn't
want that huge tax increase for all of my people of Illinois,
but I'm going to take it well and I*m going to take the loss,
because I tell you, we are dgetting our roads improved
downstate, a hundred and ten million dollars worth already,
moving. Now, I lost and I'm sorry that I voted against it,
I really am, because I tell you why, 1 see improvements
taking place already. I fought hard and I lost and I...I
thought that John Kramer was the poorest Secretary of Trans-
portation I've ever wmet, and its rumored that Kramer will
take the place of Lou Hill. VYou know, I don*'t doubt that,
that*s possible. But I stand here today and I could laugh at
Chicago, as a dounstater; I'm the furthest downstater that
there is in this General Assembly. I could 1laugh at you,
Chicago, for this fix you're in, but I'm not going to because
I knovw that most of the taxable income that comes into this
State comes from the northern regions of the State. My
people would 1like to secede, they really would like to
secede, and they hate Chicago with a passione. It..-vwell,
Lechowicz said that*s not true, he comes down there and hunts
geese all the time and he does pretty well. But basically,
you know what I*m talking about, there?s not a bond of
friendship between my district and Chicaqgo and I*m working to

bridge that. I'm trying to tell my people that it's time we
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came together because what happens to Chicago really affects
southern Illinois. And today I'm going to vote for this bill
because I feel 1like it's not a bit different than pumping
millions and billions of dollars into DCFS, to public aid all
the other things where I've seen rat holes develop, and
you're not going to cure it all overnight. But I think this
is a step in the right direction. I'a going to go along with
my leader, Phil Rock, and vote for this bill today.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The Chair has the following Senators so you know when you
will be called on to speaks: Senators Newhouse, Collins,
Kustra, J. E. Joyce and Luft. Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President and I shan't be long. I shan®t
be long because I agree with much of what has been said. I
agree specifically with my seatmate when he says that the
fate of southern Illinois is inextricably bound up with the
fate of Chicago. I agree with my friend Emil Jones in almost
everything that he said. The only problem that I have with
vhat he said is that by this time my colleague should realize
that we're sitting under the card game and there's six decks
of cards out, so that we don't know from one moment to the
next who is going in which direction. You are absolutely
correct, all these bills should have been bound together.
They were not bound together. The ugly word hasn't been nen-
tioned yet and that ugly word is race and you Xnow it and I
know it. And now we are in the position of having Dick
Nevhouse from the 13th District make this kind of decision.
The decision is whether, under some circumstance, I shut down
a transportation system so that a pocor mother in the widst of
the evening cannot get a sick child to the hospital. Right
now it's almost impossible from the far south side of the
City of Chicago by public transportation to get people imn to

the hospitals. So se have people dying, that's how serious
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it gets. We're not simply talking about someone going to the
movies; we're no* simply talking about people going to work,
although we do need the transportation systea for that pur-
pose, and one of the reasons for the high...unemployment rate
in our districts is that the transportation isn't there to
provide the means by which people can begin to earn a living,
and all these things come together. They caame together, as a
patter of fact, in June, Sepator Jones, when we talked about
the roads. They came together in June when we talked about
the gas tax and we talked and we fought and we said they all
ought to be considered together. W®ell, somehow they weren't,
but now 1I'm being told that organized labor is behind this.
Well, vhere the hell were they in June? If you take that,
then you don't understand the position that we're in. The
facts of life are that this is a tough decision for wmany of
us. I don't like it at all, not at all. How am I to go hone
and explain to two hundred thousand of my constituents that I
shut down a transportation system? You got to be kidding,
there isn't any vay. How do I explain to my friends, on the
other hand, that they don't get what they deserve in teras
of negotiations and contractual relationships whick we ought
to honor? Now what kind of Body are we that we would over—
rule some honest negotiations between people who have come to
an agreement? That isn't our job, isn't our job at all. OQur
job is to, in some way, make certain that every individual inm
this State has access to the basic necessities, and awmong
those basic necessities are; transportation in order to get
to work, in order to get to hospitals, in order to get else-
where. You knov we passed a bill out of here with...not too
long ago that said, we don*t allow airplanes to land on roads
that have less than two hundred cars a day. It's all right
vith npe. If that*s what it takes in certain districts in
order for transportation to work, it ought to be done. But

wvhat ought to be done in Chicago is that we ought to have a
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funded transportation system that is manned by employees
whose morale is high enough so that that system works effi-
ciently and well. We haven®'t done it. I would hope somehow
between now and January when we sit back and look at what we
have had to do today that we come up with a bill that does
just these things. In the absence of that, we have been
remiss in our duty. I am going to vote for this bill with
the greatest amount of reluctance, but that is the hard deci-
sion that I have made on behalf of my constituents. I would
hope that my friends who have come down to lobby me and with
whom I have talked throughout the day understand what I am
talking about. And I would hope tomorrov morning you'll ail
be in ny office so that we can begim to talk then about what
ve really ought to be doing every day to ensure that you
don*t have to come back down here in two years, at one time
at the last moment to talk about a very, very serious situa-
tion. Mr. President, I do apologize for taking more tinme
than I intended to. I wanted to explain as fully as possible
the rationale of my vote. I wanted to share with all ay
fellow legislators what is involved in the vote that we'rse
about to cast. Thank you, very much.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLIAS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
share the sentiment of most of what has been said of the pre-
vious speakers on this Floor. And there is only onre reason
wvhy I will cast an affirmative vote for this bill today, and
that is because it opens the door once again to shift some of
the responsibilities for mass transit ip this State and in
the Chicago area to the State of Illinois where it should
have been a long time ago. I am not satisfied nor do I feel
good over the fact that labor was shafted in this whole deal,

nor could I stand here and say that the negotiations that
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took place was fair or any attempt to be fair because any
effective fair negotiations would include representation from
all interested parties. It is my understanding that 1labor
had no role in the decisions...final decision that led to the
final product of 1805. There is nothing that anyone can say
in this Chamber that can make that right today. However,
there 1is something that we can do to make it right and I
intend to do just that; and specifically the issue that deals
with the pension problem. That is...that money belonged to
the employees and it 1is our responsibility to ensure that
that money is either reimbursed with interest or that the RTA
put forth the employee's contribution and given them their
rightful credit to that pension system. ®Re can do that.
This Body can do anything; oh, it's amazing what can be done
here. And I don't want the people sitting in that gallery to
think that because we pass this bill today that we have to
live with the provisions in this bill. That is not true. W®e
can copme back here in January and we can make it right. And
that's what I am committed to do. I ask for an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR BRUCE)

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR RUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I'm
a CTA rider. I ride the CTA every day down through the 1loop
and over to the Circle Campus. I sit next to those people
that Senator Newhouse and Senator Jomes were talking about,
people who don't use the CTA or for that matter even suburban
trains for Jjust the luxury. They use it to get back and
forth to work, get back and forth to the doctor®s office and
all of the necessities of life. I see people who are
totally dependent on that transportation system, and yet, for
the last few months I have probably been one of the most
vocal critics of this bill. Matter of fact, I voted against

it the last time around. I've done everything I possibly
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could to convince myself that the disadvantages in this bill
outwveigh the advantages. I rise because I feel I owe espe-
cially my colleagues on this side of the aisle some explana-
tion of what goes through my mind in these last moments when
wve have to make a decision, a decision that sight well affect
vhether that system continues to run or whether it fails.
There really aren't pany times when I change ay mind and at
the 1last minute reconsider a position which I have taken for
so long and, in some cases, so hard, but this may be one of
then. One of the things that concerned me about the package
was that the interim board which was expanded Just a few
veeks or months ago did not include any institutional subur-
ban representation. As a mnatter of fact, it was Mayor
Washington who said that wvithout specific institutional
representation for his constituents in the City ' of Chicago,
he could not support the bill. So the mayor and the Governor
worked out a deal and increased the size of the interiwm
board by four people. It is nmy understanding, after raising
this question in our BRepublican caucus, that the Governor has
cormitted to including on that interim board suburban Cook
County members so that my suburbanites, the people I repre—
sent, will have representation on that board. 1It®s also my
understanding there is a good chance, nothing is for certain
1 suppose, that fares may come down and that surcharge may be
lifted on mny suburban residents. I think that®s important
because there seems to be some feeling, and I heard it a
little bit from the gallery a little earlier, that those of
us from suburbia represent a lot of fat cats who drive down-
town in three-piece suits. The fact is, I represent a cono—
munity with thirteen percent unemployment right now, and when
I get out there and work that train station in the morning, I
can tell you what..vho those people are, they're clerical
employees, they're not making a lot of money amd they have

'been forced to pay exorbitant fares to get downtown and back
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to keep their jobs. 1In too many cases they*ve been forced to
quit their jobs because it just isn®t sorth it anymore to
travel downtown. That, of course, has created another eco-
nomic problem for the loop. I don't think that the seventy-
five million dollar subsidy, which we would pass up if we
don't pass this bill today, can be taken lightly. Whether
that®s to reduce the fares, whether that mnight eventually,
the 1lack of that soney, shut down the system is apparently
part of this argument today. All I guess I have to say is
that recognizing the political realities of where people are
on this and what we're sent down here +to do, I can't pass up
the chance to do something to perhaps solve the long-range
problems of mass transit in the greater Chicago area. I
sense from the reports I've read in newspapers, especially
the latest accounts in the Chicags Sun Times over the
weekend, that...that Mr. Hill has been playing a game of
Russian roulette with mass transit riders in northeastern
Illinois and just about everybody on this Floor probably
knows that. Somebody said that this is the last train out of
town, I think #r. Hill ought to be on it. The only wvay
that?s going to happen, I guess, is for me to vote for this
bill. I would urge your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

That's...that's about what I feel like too, you know. It
vould be funny if it wasn't so sad. ¥We can all count; the
Governor is on the Ploor so there®s probably thirty-six in
the box. Senator Jones gets up and says, if you don't...if
you don't support this bill, you're out +to embarrass the
Mayor of the City of Chicago. Speaker after speaker stand up
and say they feel so terrible abouat this situation, and yet
this is 3just a repeat of everything that we've had through

the last three Sessions, the abuse of this whole process. A
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half a dozen people get together in a room, they cut this

thing up, they say this is what it's going to be.

END OF REEL
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REEL #4

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE: (CONT.)

They trot this little package over at midright and they say
jump on it, it's the best thing, it's the omnly thing. It's
really sad. These people come down here from Chicago,
they've been sold out. If this was Pike's local or if this
vas the electricians 134, they would have been called in,
they would have said, hey, you know, what cap we draft here
that you people can live with? That just never happened and
it's not going to happen and we all know why. There®s a game
plan...if there's a game plan, Senator Keats, then tell nme
who I can go and talk to and find out wvhat the game plan is.
I have the HRock 1Island Railroad which serves my district,
Senator Mahar's district, serves the districts of some of the
other Senators. I have two lines in my district. I have
been told that one of those lines will close if we pass this
legislation, so I want to find out, is that true? Tell ne
vho is going to be on this board who will give nme the
answers. I know this, the present members of the RTA Board
have committed to me that there will be mo cutback im the
Rock Island Railroad if the present system continues. S0 you

tell me who I can go to to find out what the game planm is
because I've been trying to find that out for five years.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

I've added Senators Luft, Netsch, Coffey and Senator Chew

for a second time. Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen, I usu-

ally don't get up and talk very much about too many bills,
"and I wasn't going to get up to talk about this bill except
therets one portion of it other than the unions being stabbed

in the back the way it seems, but also if I remember cor—
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rectly, there was thirty some million dollar 1loan to the
State of Illinois forgiven. Am I correct, Senator Keats?
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Keats.
SENATOR LUFT:

eeshe shook his head yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Okay.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thought it was right. You add the seventy-five million
dollars that we're going to give the BTA, take into consider-
ation the thirty some million dollars and it gets to be a lot
more than we're just talking about the seventy-five million
dollarse. And then 1I'm sitting here thinking, my gosh, the
Federal Government said we owed them billions of dollars, and
just last year we passed almost nine hundred million dollars
in taxes and concessions to pay the Federal Government off on
what ve owe then. The State Government is sitting here
saying, hey, we?1ll forgive you; but yet, I can go back to
Peoria or Pekin and I got people on public aid who have to
sign over their house to eat. What's the matter, why don't
ve take care of them? And the only thing that I'd like to
suggest, and I just think if you*re talking about conscience
and nobility, the one thing that I learned more than anything
in 1life and one of the things was, for God's sake, you pay
your bills, and I cannot understand why there cannot be soume
way that we cam pay our bills. If I oved the State of Illi-
nois, fifty, a hundred dollars or whatever for income tax or
sales tax, vhatever, I would be the first guy in line to find
myself a legislator to introduce a bill to forgive me, and
the only thing that I could suggest to you, and I've heard
this so far fifteen times I think, it"s the last traim out of
town. Well, if it is, I would suggest to you that the engi-

neer in Jesse Janmes.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

And ny name is Frank. If you live in Chicago or in the
Chicago metropolitan area widely defined, the decision how to
vote on this bill is not tough, which has been said over and
over again. It is npot tough; it is unpleasant. It is
unpleasant because it requires a lot of people to vote
against the interests of friends, constituents, supporters,
sone of whom are represented in the galleries here todaye.
It's +tough because it probably is not enough money to solve
the problems over a loang, long period of time for this npass
transit systen. It is tough for...it is unpleasant for a
lot of other reasons. But it is not a tough decision. If you
live in Chicago or in the Chicago metropolitan area, if you
do not vote for this bill, you will have betrayed the people
you represent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
have a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Coffey. Senator
Keats...Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Senator Keats, aSee.aS I...as I understood, at least
before and I'd just like to...to be assured one way or the
other, is the diversions that we talked about in Jume, are
those diversions still here from the Road Fund?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

No...there are no diversions from the Road Fund.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

The five and a half percent of the sales tax that goes
into the Road Fund will still continue to go into the Road
Fund?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Hang on Jjust a noment, please... (Machine cutoff)...the
five and a half was reduced to three and a half by the gas
tax bill, not by this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATCR COFFEY:

But the actions of this bill will put that three and a
half cents, which is the State's portion of that momney, in
effect, is that :igﬁt?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

No, these funds are from the General Fund. I understand
what you?re saying, it's just not this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, without the authority...without this bill, the
other portion of +the bill is not is force. Right now the
five and a half percent sales tax goes in...into the Road
Fund is still there. 1If this bill is implemented, at that
time then the money will be removed, not just with this bill
but with +the combination of this bill and the bill that we
passed in June.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
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Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

No, I...I appreciate what you're saying but it's all the
gas tax bill, it is not this bill. I mean, I understand what
you're saying, it's just that it's not this bill that does
that.

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, it might not be this bill specifically that does
that but the combination...when this bill passes, you're
going to see the diversions that we, I thought in this Body,
so diligently worked with Senator Shapiro, which is no longer
with us, ¢trying to end diversions which I thought the citi-
zens of this State wanted to see stopped. And wvhat we're
going to see here, we're going to see the diversions stopped,
that money is going to no longer go into the Road Fund, it's
going to be...it's going to go back into the General Revenue
Pund, and then that money is going to be used for the alloca-
tion of the monies that we're going to give to the mass tran-
sit systen. Now I'm not totally in objections to helping
mass transit and I know they have some serious problems, but
I have a 1lot of questions on how we arrive at how we solve
the problem. Now, it was said that House Bill...by some of
8y colleagues, that House Bill 1305 passed last Session was
the downstater®s bill, and as I recall that was sponsored by
my good friend, Senator Nedza, which was from Chicago, which
rather amazes me that a downstate bill that's the interest of
dovnstate and that, as far as I know, no downstaters were
involved directly, at least down from the area that I repre-
sent, was involved in making the decision how that bill would
come oOut. Then when we h;ve 1805 which is a bill that we
vere told that well, basically it affects ¢the six collar
county area and doesn't affect us. I'm a little lost on

where it affects us except that we're going to be taxed the
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same as everyone else, but we did not have the opportunity to
be involved in the decisions made in either bill and I object
to that. And I*d just like to point out, the seventy-five
million, a loan again, even that amount of money subsidy
doesn?'t bother wme a lot, but as was mentioned by one of ay
colleagues on the other side of the aisle just a few nminutes
ago, the thirty-five million dollar forgiveness. Now, you
know, we had some problems in our school districts in wmy
area, we have in School District 118 we have some problems
now, and they were told the way you solve that problem is you
cut back and they®ve already cut services in that one school
district...they've already cut services in that one school
district even with the tax increase that we just implemented,
they had...decreased about six hundred thousand dollars in
expenditures that cut services in that school district about
half a ®million and they're still in the red by another six
hundred thousand dollars. And the answer to that has been
told time and time again that you have to go back over your
books and make the cats and live within your means or go to
another referendum locally to fund that. So they have two
choices, either cut or have a local referendum to address a
financial problem that they have. I would suggest, instead
of each time we come before this General Asseably and in good
faith when this Body takes the opportunity to loan money to
the City of Chicago and then we come back two, three, four
years later and we're asked to forgive that amount of
BONEeYe...this isn't the first time this happened, it probably
won't be the last time. But I think that...I think that is
very, very wrong and I think we ought to object that, at
least us dounstate. Another thing, as I understand, and
maybe somebody can clarify this or if...if it's not true, but
that...there's about a forty-one...forty-one million dollars
in the BTA...Fund. And...as I understand, you know, that

money is there and...but at the same time they owe the City
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of Chicago or the CTA twenty million dollars so they're ask-
ing the city to forgive twenty million dollars. And as I
understand from some other financial problems, the city
really can®t afford, or the CTA, to forgive anybody of any-
thing because they can't address their own financial needs.
I think that is wrong. I don't understand what we're trying
to do. The city is going...or the CTA is going to forgive
the RTA, the State's going to forgive everyone and then give
them seventy-five million dollars, and from where I come from
that dom®t 1look 1like a real good deal, and I*m going to be
voting No on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, last June,
the end of June, I was one of the few that supported House
Bill 1805. And over the summer and over our mneetings, not
our ameetings, I wasn*t included in any of the discussions,
changes were made, but only two that I think of any signifi-
cance to change to include two more members on the board or
on the advisory board and a change in the <formula so that
they would not lose the seventy-five million dollars. That®s
all that's happened to this bill. All of this time, I an
sure, that those people that have been interested in preserv-
ing the bargaining rights of the union could have made some
provision, a little word to just extend their contracts until
the new negotiations...session could be completed. I sat and
talked with' Hr. Witherspoon this afternoon, and I thought
that my vote would be an important ome, an effective one, but
seeing the mood and seeing what's happened here today, it may
just be a symbolic No vote. I would hope that that No vote
would at least provide a little time so that Mr. Witherspoon
and the members of his union can effectuate a small conces-

sion to their position that the union cannot just be aban-
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doned in this deal. So although I'1ll be voting No on the
passage of this and hoping +that it will not pass at this
time, I can see that the vote that has stood up, the people
that have indicated their support of this bill, that my vote
may just be symbolic and I am sorry about that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I...thank you, Mr. President. I would not have
liked to have spoken on this bill, but...you know, it's
customary in the City of Chicago and the suburbs to be accus-
tomed to win wugly, and unfortunately, this bill is either
going to lose ugly or win ugly. There have been far too many
setaphors out here, last train out, Jesse James, between a
Rock and a Philip, and...and maybe it's posturing oneself to
play to the gallery, most unfortunate. The part that bothers
me, however, is the anti-labor dialoqgue that®s being dis-
cussed. Is it anti-labor to lose jobs or is it pro-labor?
Because if this bill goes down, that's what is goimng to
happen. Is it anti-labor or pro-labor to have a thirty per-
cent dropoff ip ridership like there is in my area where the
fine little young ladies that work in the <City of Chicago
calculating your telephone bill, your credit card charges,
wvho make six hundred dollars a month that have to pay a hun-
dred and twelve dollars and fifty cents to get to work when
it's not worth it anymore. Is that anti-labor? Is that
pro-labor? What 1I'm saying is, that is not the issue here.
And also I don*t like the racial overtones in it, because I
have to tell you, if you come out to my district and see who
rides that train in Park Porest South and in Park Porest and
in Chicago Heights, you will realize that it is pnot a racial
issue. W®#hat in fact it is, it's an ecopomic issue. I talked

to some fine members of the ATU; I read some of the litera-
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ture they handed out that was somewhat erroneous. But you
know I can recall, and I have steel workers in my plant, when
about a year and a half ago, the President of the AFL-CIO,
Hr. McBride, asked six hundred and eighty-five presidents of
those 1locals if they were willing %o talk about concessions.
He was voted down resoundingly because he did it in a demo-
cratic wvay. Pour months later that very same group, by
acclamation, chose to do the same tbing except by that time
over a hundred thousand jobs had been lost already. 2and for
those of you who claim that this deal was cut in a closet, ny
God, where in the hell have you been? We®ve been discussing
this deal or any deal for three years. 1I%'ve been involved in
more meetings and spent wmore time and I'm not even on the
comnittee that drew this thing up on mass transit. If you
think this is a phantom issue, where have you been? This is
an issue that has been with us, and yes, I heard somebody
from the ATU say today, oh, it won®t shut down because it
hasn*t shut down before. Well, let me tell you what's hap-
pened before; fares have doubled, surcharges have been put
on, service has been cut, administrative costs have gone up,
and if you don't think that is passage to failure, then 194
like to know where you've been also. Let®s cut out all the
quibbling on this thing. Let®s look at it for what it is,
it's an economic....dilenma with serious economic conse-
quences. And for those people in the gallery who think that
we're doing something to them, and I would not like to see
this happen, but I would hate like heck to think what'®s going
to happen four months from nowv...or five months from now if
this does not pass. The consequences to that union would be
far more severe than they would ever be in this bill. I
urge your voting for House Bill 180S5.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Any Senator wish to address this

issue a first time? I have two Senators, Senator Chew, Sena-
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tor Jeremiah Joyce. Purther discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. On a Saturday in July, it vas July 2nd as a @matter
of fact, I stood in this very spot and suggested that all of
us who have been elected to this Body enjoy nothing more, I
suppose, than voting with our friends. On this issue, how-
ever, some of our friends are opposed, some of our friends
are in favor, and a good number of our friends would wish *he
whole thing would go awaye. Unfortunately; it*s not going to
go awayY. And ve have been told in no uncertain terms by our
friends on the Republican side through many, wmany hours of
negotiation, as a matter of fact, in excess of two years, I
might say, that there will not be any State subsidy unless
there is sigpificanmt reforn. The board members...current
board members on the RTA are numbered among =y friends and
they're opposed for obvious reasons. The suburban mayors,
some are opposed, most are in favor of, because they too,
with the Chicago Area Transportation Study Group have worked
in excess of two years to try to come up with a fashion, a
compromise refornm package, as have the Cook County Board mea-
bers and the collar county board chairmen. And the Illinoais
Chanber of Commerce has issued report after report, as has
the Chicago Chamber of Commerce and Industry and, obviously,
our many friends in organized labor. Transit refora as pre-
sented was supposed to be kind of a joint effort, a joint
effort that would show a little give and take on the part of
at least ¢three major entities, one of which is the govern-
ment, and I think that®s been demonstrated; one of which |is
the enployee group, and one of which obviously is the rider.
And in 1805 we have, I think, covered virtually every subject
that was talked about by all the various friendly groups. We
called for a new board that will reflect both in the appoint—

ing power and the ultimate composition the shift in popu-




Page 138 ~ NOVEMBER 2, 1983

lation. We've created two new service boards so that there
will be direct input by both the suburban wmayors and the
collar county boards with respect to comnmuter rail service
and with respect to suburban bus service. We®ve called for
balanced budgets and audits, access to Federal funds, estab-
lished for the first time a real fare box recovery ratio so
that the rider, the user, will have to pay what®s been terazed
a fair share of the cost of operation. We've provided an
opt-out provision. For those counties who somehow feel that
they*re getting less than their fair share out of the author-
ity, they canm, in fact, opt out. He®ve called for a forgive-
ness of the public debt. Yes, major concession. And
finally, and what the conversation seeams to dwell upon is
that it was insisted upon by some who worked on the task
force that there be some labor cost controls imposed, partic-
alarly with respect...respect to the cost of living adjust-
maent is measured by the consumer price index, the availabil-
ity of part-time help, part-time drivers and with the ulti-
mate priciag of the contractual agreempent and the
possiblility, and I emphasize possibility, of perhaps reopen-
ing a contract that was felt by the board to be too costly or
out of balance. In June, among other things, as Senator
Jones rightly pointed out and Semator Joyce pointed out, vwe
vere debating at sone iength and meeting at some length on an
increase in the notor fuel tax, amn increase in the income
tax, all painful decisions, but made, I think, responsibly to
meet the commitments that had been made by all of us when we
campaigned for public office. And I was told and reminded
aore than once, privately and publicly, don't 1let the ship
sail, it's going to get avay from us. ®hat we did then was
right. And we lived up to our responsibility and I had faith
then as I do novw in the agreements that were pade then and
this was part of that agreement, and I had faith in those who

made the agreement and I expect those who agreed will live up
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to the agreement. Mass transportation deserves and it was
agreed would be afforded an operating subsidy in this fiscal
year in the amount of seventy-five million dollars. I have
received, as I'm sure most have, letters froe the Executive
Board of the Chicago Federation of Labor. I received letters
and visits from ny friends and leaders of the Apalgamated
Transit Union, and I think I can say that nobody has worked
harder than I with respect to the labor provisions, attempt-
ing at least to make them eminently reasonable, but I was
not, I will admit, entirely successful. I think, Senator
Chew, as the Chairman of the Transportation Conmmittee, once
this bill is enacted, we can begin...if it indeed works a
hardship, we can begin to attempt to remedy some of those.
But the fact is we vwvere not entirely successful because
everybody had to give a 1little. This is a compromise,
admittedly. But I suggest to you that the interests of the
few...and if you take all those individual components, all
those groups of friends, individually they are few. 1In the
interest of the few in this instanrce are outweighed by the
interest of the many, the nine hundred thousand people a day
vho ride this system, those are the many. And they deserve
affordable transportation, because even the few will not be
served by a collapse, a cutback, a fare increase, or a total
shutdown. The nine hundred thousand people in northern Illi-
nois deserve our help. I urge an Aye vote.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Keats
may close.
SENATOR KEATS:

I thank you. The reforms are here, the subsidy is here,
I honestly believe this is the best we can do, and I ask you
for your support. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Comfer~-
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ence Conmmittee report on House Bill 1805. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The wvoting 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 37, the BHNays are 19, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Conmit-
tee report to House Bill 1805, and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed and
having received the vote of three-fifths nen-
bers...three-fifths of the members elected is declared effec-
tive immediately upon its becoming a law. Senator Keats.
SERATOR KEATS:

Having voted on the prevailing side, I move we recon-
sider.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to reconsider the vote. Senator Davidson
moves to lie that wmotion upon the Table. On the motion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
motion to reconsider is Tabled. VWe will now go...if I might
have your attention...to the Order of...with 1leave of the
Body, to the Order of Secretary's Desk, Concurrence on page 8
of your Calendar. 1Is there leave? Leave is granted. Page 8
of your Calendar is Senate Bill 1118 under the sponsorship of
Senator Etheredge wwith House Apendment No. 1. Senator
Etheredge, did you wish to make a motion relative to that
concurrence message?

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes. I move to concur.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. The motion 1is to concur. Do you wish to
explain the content of the amendment, Senator?
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes. M#r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
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May we have some order, please. Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

-seMrf. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this bill contains techmical corrections to the bill which we
have 3just approveda. In addition, it increases the size of
the transition board from five to nine menmbers. It adjusts
the subsidy formula allocation so that the RTA will receive
the full seventy-five million dollars during Fiscal ‘*84. 1
will be glad to respond to any gquestionms.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. Senator Etheredge has moved that the Senate
concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1118,
Discussion of the @potion? Senator Rock. MNay we have some
order please.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, ¥r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would just urge the membership, the thirty-seven
valiant ones who voted, to please adopt and vote for the
motion to «concur in Apendment No. 1. There are a number of
technical changes suggested by the Department of Transporta-
tion. This...Senate Bill 1118, as amended with House amend—
ment, reflects the agreement that was, in fact, recently
adopted. It is absolutely essential for the total working of
1805 and I would urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Fuarther discussion? Senator Etheredge, did you wish to

close? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

I would just ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion is, shall the Senate concur in House Amend-
ment No. 1 +to Senate Bill 1118. 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
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that question, the Ayes are 43, the Nays are 11, 1 voting
Present. The Senate does adopt...the Senate does concaur in
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1118, and the bill hav-
ing received the regquired coastitutional majority is
declared passed. Semator Rock, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, If I can have the attention of the membership.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

May...Ladies and Gentlemen, we might have your attention,
please. Senator Rocke.

SENATOR ROCK:

We have, in fact, put in quite a 1lengthy day. It is
still the intent, our intent, Senator Philip and myself, to
attempt to conclude our business tomorrow, Thursday. I don't
know yet, we don't know yet...whether or not that will be
possible but we're going to make every attempt. 1In order to
further that effort, let me suggest, Mr. President, that we
move to the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading. There are a
nurber of bills on page 4, 5 and 6 that must be dealt with,
must be concurred...the House must concur, so that we can
move those bills to the Order of 3rd Reading with the under-
standing that each and every one will be subject to recall by
any member, tomorrow, for any amendments. In the meantime, I
would ask those members who do have amendments to make sure
that they are circulated and available for the membership the
first thing in the morming. And ve will, in fact, reconvene
tomorrow morning at 10:00 a. m. and atteapt to finish. So
we'll work a full day tomorrov and hopefully get finished.
But in that, I would ask that the House bills on 2nd be read
a second time and moved to the Order of 3rd reading with the
understanding that they will all be called backe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)



Page 143 - BOVEMBER 2, 1983

Is there leave for that procedure? Leave is granted.
Okay. All right. If I might have the attention of the Body,
for what purpose does Senator Vadalabene arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, first I'd like to have some gquiet. Quiet...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)

May we have some order, please. Senator Vadalabene is
trying to get the attention of the Body. Hay we have some
order. Senator Vadalabene, that's about as good as they're
going to do.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

All right. It*s not on the Calendar, but there is a
néeting tomorrow morning in 212 on the appointments of the
Executive Conpmittee, 212, at nine o'clock tonotrou‘norning.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. With leave of the Body, we®ll go to House
bills 20d reading on page 4, take the bills on page 4 and 5
and 6 through the end of the 2nd reading. We will not read
either committee aamendments or asendeents filed, and with
leave of the Body, all those bills will be subject to being
recalled and amended tomorrowv. Is there leave for that
procedure? Leave is granted. The Secretary will now read
the bills a second time. Senate 5111'1613, Mr. Secretary,
please. Senator Carroll, for what purpose do you arise while
ve're starting down here?

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President. Also by way of announceasent to
those departments and to those members of Appropriations I,
we did rpot get a chance to complete hearing those depart-
ments,  agencies, boards or comnissions who sought
supplementals this Session. We will be meeting by agreement
of the Minority Spokesman and myself and leadership immedi-
ately after adjournment again in Room 212 to hear any

requests by those departments who may still want to come and
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make their case. He will be meeting again in Room 212
immediately after adjournment to finish those requests for
additional funding, if any departments still wvish to nmake
their case.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. With leave, the Secretary will read
House...House Bill 1613, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1613,

(Secrétary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR BRUCE)

Amendnments from the Floor? 3rd reading. House Bill

1982,
ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FPERNANDES)

House Bill 1982.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2100. For vhat purpose does
Senator Lechowicz arise?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I*'d like to ask for a fiscal note on 1982 as...introduced
and amended.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right, Senator Lechowicz, if...if you would file that
with the Secretary today. The bill is on 2nd reading, under
the rules we have to file it while on 2nd reading. Senator
Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

When the agpendment was distributed at four forty-five
this afternoon and it's approximately...it's a number of
pages. I tried to read it while in the process of debate,

thirty-eight pages. I walked over to the Secretary and I
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confirmed the procedure, and he told pe to get up on the
Floor and ask for a fiscal note, that®'s exactly what I did.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. The...the Secretary at that time assumed that
it wvas going to be amended today and in fact that's what we
had planned. Senator Saviékas, you might wish to involve
yourself in this debate. Senator Lechowicz is asking for a
fiscal note on...on 1982 and his...his note relates to, in
fact, an amendment which has been circulated but not yet
considered. Will you be able to comply with a fiscal note
request? Senator Savickas.
sENATOB SAVICKAS:

Well, a fiscal note request, as far as I understand,
resolves around the expenditure of State money, am I wrong?
There 1is no expenditure or requirement of State indebtedness
in this...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

a1l right. Well, rather than the Chair ande..and...get
involved in the debate, which I do not wish to do, perhaps I
could get...if you two could talk...Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Hell; I will definitely comply whatever the rules are,
there's no question, I...I just...that's opening it up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

That*s all the Chair wished, and...ande..if...if, in
fact...if you can coumply with the request, the Chair will
note that a fiscal note was requested from the Floor
and...and Sepator Savickas will comply with the Fiscal VNote
Act. A1l right. House Bill 2100, under the...sponsorship of
Senator Philip.

ACTING SECRETARY: (NR. FERNANDES)

House..-House Bill 2100, Philip.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2281, Senator BRock. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 2281.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senate...House Bill 2300. Oh, wait a minute, excuse ne.
Por what purpose does Senator Geo-Karis arise?
SENATOR GEG-KARIS:

I filed an amendment.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, Senator, if you...
SENATOR GEC-KABIS:

With...with Senator Rock's permission.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR BRUCE)

Well, we®re not handling any amendments today. The
procedure€...
SENATOR GEO-RARIS:

But they want to pass the bill tomorrow, that's why...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

That's right. We're going to bring all these bills back.
We sought leave and received leave from the Body to move all
the bills today. All the bills will be brought back for con—
sideration of amendments tomorrow.
SENATOBR GEO-KARIS

¥ill they be able to be passed tomorrow too?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Yes, ma'am.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

A1l right, thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. House Bill 2300.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNVANDES)
House Bill 2300.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading of the bill. House Bill 2302.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2302.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2305.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2305.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2306.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2306.
{Secretary reads title of bill.)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2308.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2308.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
" For what purpose does Senator Becker arise?
SENATOR BECKER:
Thank you, Mr. President. Could you tell me who the
sponsor of House Bill 2305 is?

PRESTDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)
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eseSenator Kelly.
SENATOR BECKER:
Senator Kelly.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Yes.
SENATOR BECKER:
Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
All right...2306, 3rd reading. 2308...3rd
Bouse Bill 2309.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEBNANDES)
House Bill 2309.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2310.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)
House Bill 2310.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2312.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2312,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2313,
ACTING SECRETARY: {iB. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2313.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR BRUCE)

‘eee3rd reading. 2314,

reading.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2314.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) ~
3rd reading. House Bill 2315.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2315.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2316.
ACTING SECRETARY: (¥R. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2316.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2317.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2317.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2318.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNAKDES)
House Bill 2318.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 2319.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. PERNANDES)
House Bill 2319.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2320.
ACTING SECRETABRY: (MB. FERNAKDES)

House Bill 2320.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading...all right. Senator Welch, for what purpose
do you arise?
SENATOR RELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Having spoken with the sponsor
of the bill, I would ask leave to be pamed chief sponsor of
House Bill 1830.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there leave? Leave is granted? Leave to go to the
Order of Messages from the Governor? Leave is granted. Mes-
sages from the Governor.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

A Message froa the Governor by John Washburm, Director,
Legislative Affairs.

Mr. President - The Governor directs @me to lay
before the Senate the following message.

To the Honorable members of the Senate, 83rd General
Assembly, I have nominated and appointed the following named
persons to the offices enumerated below and respectfully ask
concurrence in and confirmation of these appointments by your
Honorable Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Executive Appointments. HNessages from the House.
ACTING SECRETARY: {NR. FERNANDES)

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
that the House of Representatives has refused to recede froa

their Amendment No. 1, 2, 3 and 4 to a bill with the follow-
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ing title:

Senate Bill 1002.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Action taken by the House November 2, 1983, John F.
O'Brien, Clerk of the House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

--sand Senator Zito accedes to the request of the House.
Introduction of bills.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1369, by Semator Rock.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB BRUCE)

Rules Committee. For what purpose does Senator Philip
arise?

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I1'd like the record to show that Senator Weaver |is
in Japan on a trade amission.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The Journal will so indicate. Senator Berman, did you
wish to make any announcements concerning Senator Nedza?
SENATOR BERMAHN:

¥ith leave of Senator Savickas, let the record be shown
that Senator Nedza is absent because of illness.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, And we have three motions of Senator Welch,
D'Arco and Berman we're going to get to. The Jourmal will so
indicate the absence of Senator Nedza due to illpness. All
right. Besolutions.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Besolution 376, by Senator Degnam, congratulatory.
Senate Resolution 377, Senator Carroll...congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 378, Senator Mahar, congratulatory.
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Senate Resolution 379, Senator Kelly, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 380, Senator Watsom, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 381 offered by Senators Watson and
vVvadalabene, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 382 offered by Senator Marovitz and its
a death memorial.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Resolutions Consent Calendar.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)

Senate Resolution 383 offered by Senators Rock, Dawson,
DeAngelis, Vadalabene and all members.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Executive Conmmittee.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

Senate Joint Resolution 72 offered by Senator Mahar.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar, this extends the reporting date, did you
wish to do something or shall we put that in Executive?
Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:S

Yes, thank you, MNr. President. I am told by Representa-
tive Hoffman in the House that to conform with what they want
to do, we need to change the reporting date to January
9...9th, 1985. And I would so like to nmove that we con-
sider...consider it on that basis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. Senator Mahar poves to suspend the rules for
the immediate consideration and adoption of Senate Joint
Resolution 72. Oon the motion to suspend, any discussion?
Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
rules are suspended. On the motion to adopt, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Naye. The Ayes have it. The Senate does
adopt Senate Joint Resolution 72.

ACTING SECBETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)




Page 153 - NOVEMBER 2, 1983

Senate Resolution 384 offered by Senator Johas.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

411 right. Executive Committee. Ok, for what purpose
does Senator Johns arise?
SENATOR JOHNS:

Mr. President, I have a resolution there that I'd like to
move to suspend the rules for the immediate consideration of
the resolution. What it is...do I have a moment to tell you
what it is?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, Senator Johns, the Chair will just make the sugges-

tiona...
SENATOR JOHNS:

Tomorrow?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

«enthat, yes.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Okay. It's okay, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

eeeit would be best. HWe're going to put it in Executive
but it won't change anything. All you have to do is smove to
discharge, same problem on the suspension. 1I'm sure the Body
will consider it wvheam we are in...in fuller strength.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Sure. Thank you for your courtesy.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Executive Compittee. Is there leave to go the Order of
%otions in #Writing? Leave is...leave is granted. HMotions in
writing. Senator Welch, D*Arco and Berman have a wmotions
that they have filed. I believe that they have sought
the...and discussed with the Republican leadership. Senator
Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I wvould move that the Agricul-
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ture, Conservation and Energy Comamittee be discharged of fur-
ther consideration of House Bill 1830 and that it be moved to
2nd reading.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. The motionlis to discharge the Committee on
Agriculture from further consideration of House Bill 1830,
and that it be placed on the Order of 2nd Reading and read a
second time today. All right. Senator Schuneman, for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

Well, MHMr. President, this is a rather unusual motion at
this late hour without the membership here. Apparently, this
is the bill that Senator Welch just took sponsorship of a few
minutes ago. Could he explain why it needs to...why we need
to take this kind of an unusual actiom without the membership
here?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Yes, this...the amendment that I intend to put on this
bill is the amendatorily vetoed House Bill 1257. When the
Governor vetoed the bill there was a problem in tramscribing
his message and the House attached the wrong message to the
bill, 1257, so that the bill now makes no sense, and House
Bill 1257 is dead even though it passed the Senate and is
now over here...even though it passed the House and is now
over here in the Senate. So what I'm hoping to do is to put
this amendment on. This amendment embodies the Governor's
vishes and the changes the Governor made in his amendatory
veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Well, was this cleared with the Minority Spokesman on
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that committee, Senator?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

1 spoke to Mr. Rigney...Senator Rigney, and he...he did
not get back to me, but he did not voice any objection. I
told him what the problem was and heard nothing further from
him, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

Well, I*m sorry to do this but I don't think we should be
taking this kind of action. What...what do we require here,
Mr. President, unanimous consent Or...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

¥ell, the...the gentleman...the gentleman has sought
leave. If there's objection, then there will not be leave
and the...it will require thirty affirmative votes. Senator
Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

Well, perhaps a better way to hold...to handle this would
be to request of Senator Welch the promise that if there are
any objections from our Minority Spokesman that the bill
would be held. I...I would have no objection to doing it
that way, but I really think that without clearing it with
both sides of the aisle, this is a very unusual action.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Well, T don't know if I can give veto authority to the
Minority Spokesman when the very nape enbodies the idea that
he's in the minority. I...Il...ny understanding is that this,
you know, this is the Governor!s amendatory veto. This is

actually the Governor's bill, and what we're trying to do is
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get a bill on the books that would get some fees for our
superfund and clean up hazardous waste, so that is the pur-
pose of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Welch, how did you wish to proceed?
SENATOR WELCH:

Well, Mr. President, I would ask that the bill be read a
second time today so that it would move to 3rd, and them per-
haps tomorrow, just like every other bill, I can pull it back
to 2nd and...and put on my amendment. And at that tinme, if
everybody is here we can bave a full debate, and if the...if
the amendment is not supported...you kmow, I have no interest
in the original bill...the bill... 1830 has no interest to ne.
PHRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right.

SENATOR WELCH:

In...in fact, it's already adopted in another bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

And...and you are saying that you will bring the bill
back for any amendments tomorrow?

SENATOR WELCH:

Yes, I will.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. Senator Schuneman, does that meet with your
approval? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUB:

What are...thank you, Mr. President. ®hat are included
in your amendments? I mean, you're taking...you're asking us
to discharge a bill but what are the amendeents? I nmean,
that's got to be the question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Welch.

"SENATOR WELCH:

There's one amendment and one...amendment, only, Senator
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Donahue. And it is the Governor®s amendatory veto of 1257
which got fouled up. So all this is is...is what the Gover—
NOore...tried to do by his amendatory veto but the House,
through a technical snafu, adopted the wrong message. The
Governor sent out two messages, one correct, ome incorrect,
the wrong one was attached. So, I...I'11 pull it back from
3rd tomorrow to attach this amendment, which is the new 1257
and...and we can debate it fully then.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BBUCE)

Senator...Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. UOnder those conditions,...I
vant to withdraw our objections.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

411 right. Senator ¥elch has sought leave of the Senate
to...to discharge House Bill 1830 from the Committee on Agri-
culture and have the bill placed...have the bill read a
second time and placed on the Order of 3rd Reading. Is there
leave? Leave is granted. The bill is discharged from the
Conmittee on Agriculture and the Secretary will read the bill
a second time.

ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FERNANDES)
House Bill...House Bill 1830.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senator D'Arco has a motion he has filed.
Would you read the motion, Mr. Secretary, rplease.

ACTING SECBETARY: (4R. FPERNANDES)

I move to discharge the Committee on Executive from fur-
ther consideration of House Bill 1130 and that the bill be
placed on the Order of 2nd Reading. Signed, Senator D'Arco.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco to explain the motion.
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SENATOR D'ABCO:

Thank you, Mr. Presiaent. The motion...what is involved
here is that the Secretary of State no longer desires to be
on the Ligquor Control Commission of the City of Chicago. Why
he was there in the first place, we don't know. It's his
desire not to be on that comamission and to replace himself
with a 1liquor control commissioner from the State of I1li-
nois, which makes a lot more sense and everybody is in agree-
ment and that's what it does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. The motion is to discharge the Conmittee on
Executive from further consideration of House Bill 1130.
And, Senator D'Arco, you also wish to have it read a second
time today, is that correct? Is there leave? Leave is
granted. The bill is discharged from Committee on Executive,
and would the Secretary please read the bill a second time.
ACTING SECRETARY: {4B. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1130.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senator Berman has a motion. Senator, are
you ready?...Secretary will read the motion.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I move to discharge the Coamittee om Higher Education
fron further consideration of House Bill 1319 and that the
bill be placed on the Order of 2nd Reading. Signed, Senator
Berman.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berman is recognized.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, MNr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate...House Bill 1319, of which I®m the Senate

sponsor, resides in the Committee on Higher Education. The
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intent is to discharge that committee, place it on 2nd
reading, have it read a second time today. Tomorrow, I°11
bring it back for purpose of an anendment. The amendment
requested by the Legislative Audit Comrission, Representa-
tive Dwight Priedrich is the chairman, is to address the
problenm of the language...addressing the State Community Col-
lege of East St. Louis and its reguirements to comply with
the mandates and requirements of the Public Cozmunity College
Act. 1I've checked this with the Minority Sgpokesman, the
leadership or both sides and I would move the...the motion
and ask that it be read a second time today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. The motion is to discharge the Comnittee on
Higher Education from further consideration of House Bill
1319 and that the bill be read a second time today and...and
move the Order of 3rd reading, vith the understanding that it
will be brought back for amendments. Is there leave for that
procedure? Leave is granted. The Secretary will read the
bill a second tinme.

ACTING SECRETARY: (8B, FEBSANDES)

House Bill 1319.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Any further business to come before the
Senate? Any announcements? Senator Becker nmoves that the
Senate stand in adjournment until ten o'clock tomorrow morn-
ing. 1Is there discussion of the motion to adjourn? Those in
favor say Aye. Oopposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate

stands adjourned until 10:00 a. m. tomorrow. Ten o'clock.




