83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
BREGULAE SESSION

NOVEMBER 3, 1983

PRESIDENT:

The Senate will come to order. #ill the nmembers please
be at their desks, and will our guests in the gallery please
rise. Prayer this morning by the Beverend W. P. Witcup,
Faith Lutheran Church, Springfield, Illinois. EKeverend.
REVEREND W.FPa« HITE;;:

[~
(Prayer given by Reverend Witcup)
PRESIDENT:

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

SENATOR JOHNS:

Good morning, and thank you, Mr. President. I move that
reading and approval of the Jourpals of Thursday, Cctober the
20th; Tuesday, November the 1st; Wednesday, November the 2nd,
in the year 1983, be postponed pending arrival of the printed
Journal.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Johns. Any
discussion? If not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye.
All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motionm carries. It's so
ordered. Senator Geo-Karis, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Geptlemen of the Sepate, I
have cleared it with Senator Savickas, and I'm to ke joint
cosponsor on House Bill 2320. He's the lead spomsor.
PRESIDENT:

House Bill 23...

SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

20.

PRESIDENT:

ease20. Senator Geo-Karis seeks leave of the Body to be
added as cosponsor. Is leave granted? Lleave is granted.
It's so ordered.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)



\
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(8achine cutoff)...Vadalabene. Messages from the House.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(84B. FERNANDES)

A Message from the House by Mr. C*Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has concurred with the Sepate in
the passage of bills with the fcllowing titles:

Senate Bill 44 with House Amendpents 1 and 2.
And Senate Bill 143 with House Amend-
mentS...with House Amendment No. 1.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Secretary's Desk.
ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

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

Mr. President — I am directed to infors the Senate
that the House of Bepresentatives has adopted the following
joint resolutions, in the adoption of which I apm instructed
to ask concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

House Joint BResolution 98, 99, 100, 101, 102,
103 and 104, all congratulatory resolutions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGB EKUCE)
Resolutions Consent Calendar. Eesolutions.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Besolution 386, by Senator Geo—-Karis, congrat-
ulatory.

Senate BResolution 387 offered by Senators Geo-Karis and
Barkhausen, congratulatory.

Senate Besolution 388, by Senator Chew, congratulatory.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

Resolutions Consent Calendar. Alright. If I might have
the attention of the Body, we are going to begin, with 1leave
of the Body, on page 16, on the Order of Motions in Writing
to Restore Item Beductions. 1Is there leave tc go to that
order of business? Leave is granted. We are going to take

up motioms in writing to restore item reductions and then
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following right down page 16 of your Calendar, motions in
writing to accept the specific reccamendations, motiomns in
writing to override specific recommendatioss. So, I...if you
will be alert, we'll go right on down, then we will go back
to the beginning of the Calendar to override total vetoes,
and that®s on page 14 of your Calendar. For those of you who
have amendments to House bills that you wish to handle today,
we are in business today, and the amendments are going to be
considered and adopted later on this morning...or this after-
noon, rather. Alright, on page 16 of your Calendar is House
Bill 543 under the sponsorship of Senator Rock. Mr. Secre-
tary, will you read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FERNANDES)

I move that the item on page 15, line 20 of House Bill
543 be restored, the item reduction to the contrary...by the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator BRock is recogmnized on the motiocn.
SENATOR EROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I thought that we...if we have to start somewhere,
this is as good a place as any before we break for lunch, and
we'll be here on Saturday at the rate we're going. The
motion to restore the item on page 15, line 20 of House Bill
543, the Governor vetoed a hundred and forty-five thousand
dollars, reduced an appropriation that we made in the amount
of four hundred and twenty-five thousand docllars. He reduced
that by the amount of a hundred and forty-five thousand
dollars. ThiSea.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBRUCE)

May...Senator Bock, excuse me just a moment.
SENATCR ECCK:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)
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May we have some order, please. I*n having trouble hear-
ing Senator Bock. Can we please clear the aisles. 1If we can
take our conversations off the Floor. Sepator Eock.

SENATOR EOCK:

Thank you, #r. Presidente This 1is the grant progranm
which provides additicmal conpensation to assessors and
deputy assessors across the State or members of a board of
review for the completion of a course of study certified by
the International Association of Assessing Gfficers. The
fact is that this is an ongoing prcgranm. The..o4¥€ have
encouraged legislatively and...every other way the participa-
tion of assessors and deputy assessors and...Dembers of
boards of review to attend this continuing education seminar,
and we provide them with a grant. 1he fact 1is, there are
people out there who wish to upgrade their skills. If we
don't enact the entire amount of @wmoney that?'s necessary,
we'll be back here in the spring doing it anywaye. 1 know of
no serious opposition. It is a restoraticn c¢f one hundred
and forty-five thousand dollars, calculated by the department
as the amount of mnoney necessary for this fiscal year. I
would urge an Aye vote.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. OGCbviously, in sugport of thise. This is a
program that I think the Gepneral Assembly bhas virtually
unanimously approved and continued to approve over the past
several years. I think one of the concerns about the reduc-
tion of the amount available is it could almost be a first to
the trough would get the money, and that would make absc-
lutely no sense at all. If we are serious about property tax
and good assessment, this is an absolutely essential part of
it, and se should live up to the obligation we pade in pass-

ing the original authorization.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? The gquestion is, shall the iteom on
page 15, line 20 of House Bill 543 be restored, the iten
reduction of the Governor to the contrary nctwithstanding.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppcsed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are nomne, none voting Fresent. The item on page 15, line 20
of House Bill 543 having received the required majority vote
of Senators elected is declared restored, the item reduction
of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Senator
Watson, are you ready on 4412 Bead the motion, Mr. Secre-
tary, pleasea.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 441 in manger and form as followus.
Signed by Senator Watson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EERUCE)

Yes, if I might have the attention, we are ¢n page 16 of
your Calendar, motions in writing to accept specific recoo-
mendations for change. Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. FPresident. House Eill 441 Was a
noncontroversial piece of legislation that was introduced on
behalf of the Department of Aagriculture which amend the
Storing of Personal Property Act. In the House they put an
amendment on that added the word “knowingly,® and the depart-
ment and the Governor felt that that wmade the Act pretty
muCh...they couldn®t prosecute for a viclation of the
ACt,...because of that word “knowingly.” So, the Governor
struck that word out and got the bill back in its original
form, and I know of no opposition and mcve to ccncur with his
action.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)




Page 6 — NOVEMEER 3, 1983

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
the Senate accept the specific recommendation of the Governor
as to House Bill 441 in the manner and form just explained by
Senator Watson. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted sho wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. @n that question, the Ayes
are 54, the Nays are nome, none voting Present. The Sebnate
does accept the specific recoamendations of the Governor as
to House Bill 441, and the bill having received the required
constitutional wmajority is declared passed. House Bill 537.
Senator Kustra on the Floor? Senator Kustra. House Bill
744, Senator Barkhausen is ready to proceed. FEead the
motion, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to House Bill 744 in marpner and fcorm as follows.
Signed by Senator Barkhausen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Earkhausena
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members of the Sepate, Ecuse Bill 744
is a bill that clarifies the rule making authority for the
Illinois Nature Freserves Commission. In the criginmal bill,
it...it provided that the Department of Conservation, which
is the place where the Nature Preserves Cosmission is locat-
ed, would have the first crack at making the rules and that
they would have to be approved by the Nature Freserves
Commission after being promulgated by the department. The
Governor®s amendatory veto changes this around so that now
the Nature Preserves Conmission will in the first instance
propose the rules ande...and they will be approved by the
department. Because these are the rules that affect the
commission, it probably makes more sense tc have the commis~—

sion take the lead in making the rules, and that's the reason
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for the amendatory veto, and that's the reason why 1 suggest
we accept the Governor's amendatory changes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Discussion? Discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZEEE:

I'n sorry, Senator Barkhausen. Explain teo we what the
Governor's amendatory veto does pow. Who makes the rules and
who does what? Who's om first?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Buzbee, this is a...a bill that youw may recall in
the...in that late stages of our spring Session, I discussed
with you when I was a 1little bit troukled at the time
becaus€a...this bill which affects the Nature Preserves
Commission provided that in the first instance the department
would be making the rules and the...and the ccmmission was
taking a back seat, but it...but it seemed to make more
sense, I thought, then and...and the Governocr's Office on
their own made these <changes wshich obpov provide that the
conmission will propose the rules and that they will have to
be approved by the department. The reasom for the bill inm
the first place s%as that the...was that JCAR thought
thate..that rule wmaking authority needed to be clarified as
between the commission and the department sc there was only
the question of which body the department or the commission
would take the lead role, and the awmendatory veto provides
that the commission ill take the lead rcle but that the
department ¥ill still have to sign off on amy rules and requ-
lations.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEUCE)

Senator Buzbee, further discussion? Further discussion?

The question is, shall the Senate accept the specific reconm-

mendation of the Governor as to House Bill 744 in the manner
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and form just explained by Senator Farkhausen. Those in
favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 54, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate
does accept the specific recommendation of the Govermor as to
House Bill 744, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Kustra,
you were off the Floor. Yes. 5Kead the motiomn on House Bill
537, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {8R. FEBNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recosmeundation of the
Governor as to House Bill 537 in pamner and fors as follows.
Signed, Senator Kustra.

PRESIDING OFFICER_: (SENATOR BEUCE)

Senator Kustra is recognized.
SENATOB KUSIRA:

Thamk you, M#Hr. Fresident and mwmembers of the Sepate.
House Bill 537 created a Child Abuse Prevention Fund which
allows taxpayers to donate...the original bkill would have
allowed taxpayers to...donate two dollars of their refund
into the Child Abuse Frevention Fund. There uwas ancther bill
which passed out of hill...here that Senator Macdonald spon-
sored which dealt with a checkoff for nongame sildlife that
provided a checkoff of ten dcllars. #®hat the Govermor did
with his amendatory veto is up the two dollar checkoff to ten
dollars to make this bill consistent with that cne. It also
clarified the language so that taxpayer and spouse can desig-
nate a contributicn if a joint return is followed. 1 would
ask that we accept the specific recommendations for change
suggested by the Governor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATCR BRUCE)
Is there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall

the Senate accept the specific reccmmendations of the Gover-
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nor as to House Bill 537 in the ©panner and form Just
explained by Senator Kustra. Those im faver scte Aye. Those
opposed vote HNaya. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are nope, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the specific recommendation
of the Governor as to House Bill 537, and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. If I might have the attention of the Fody, before we
go to the next order of business, there is one bill on page 8
of your Calendar oo the Order of Ccncurreunce, page 8, Senate
Bill 1206. Senator Watsom has sought and received approval
by the joint leadership to go to that corder. 1Is there leave
to go to the Order of Secretary®s Desk Concurrence? Leave is
granted. On that order of business is Senate Eill 1206, #Nr.
Secretary. Senator Hatson, a motion obn Senate Eill 1206.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. My motiom is to nomconcur with
the amendment that was placed op this particular piece of
legislaticn by the House, and...I want to explain that.
Originally, Senate Bill...and the intent of Senate Bill 1206
is to identify and try to help im agp area of public aid
recipient fraud. It's tO...hopefully instill anp incentive in
the 1local state's attorneys to prosecute those individuals
who are actually committing public aid fraud. The Lkill
passed the Senate 55 to 1, went over to the House, went into
the House conmittee and, inadvertently, the amendment <that
was placed on Senate Bill 1206 had some language which was
when error, and it...the amendment actually addressed both
recipient and vendor frauda. We did not want to identify
vendor fraud. The prosecution at the local level is doing an
excellent job in...in p:osecutiﬂg vendor fraud. We're prima-
rily concerned with recipient fraud. So, we have worked out

an agrecment with the House spomsor. 1I'm going to nc¢ncencur
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and then the House sponsor will recede and the bill will be
put in the proper fashiocn. I move nowW tc nonconcur with
House Amendment Fo. 1.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEUCE)

Alright. The motiom is to nonconcur. Is there discus-
sion of that motion? We'll only take anm oral roll call.
Discussion? Discussion? Those in favor =say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs. The Secre-
tary shall so inform the House. We will now return, with
leave of the Senate, back to page 16, moticns im writing to
override specific reccmmendations. 1Is there leave? Ileave is
granted. Page 16 of the Calendar. Senator Maitland is on
House Bill 754, Bead the @message...read the motion, Nr.
Secretary, rlease.

ACTING SECRETARY: (4E. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 754 do pass, the specific recon-
nendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed, Sebator Maitland.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland is recognized. May we bave some order,
please. We are back on overriding specific recommendations.
SENATOR MATTLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 754 was the bill that passed out of here
in June, 58 to nothing, and it was the...was the alternative
school funding bill that?s run by the regional superintend-
ents. It generated a loct of support in this Body and went to
the Governor's Desk. He, however, chose tc amendatorily veto
it by separating out as a separate line item the funding for
alternative schools, and then uent cne step further and sepa-
rated out as a separate line item the appropriation for the
funding of...of the lab schools. It®s py understanding that
the Governor's staff got some advice frop a particular indi-

vidual on the State Board staff, and the State Ecard of Edu-
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cation in nc way supported that. As a matter of fact, they
are supporting this motion to override. Therefore, 1
woulde..-.would regquest and appreciate very much your supgort
for this override motion.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator LCesuzio. May we have sonme
order, please. May se have scme order.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

If the gentleman would yield for a gquestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGCE EEBRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Cemuzio.
SENATOR LEMUZIO:

Senator Maitland, what's the...what®s the *otal «cost
involved in this override?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEBUCE)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

There...Senator Demuzio, there’s no...there!s no change
in cost vhatsoever. It isn't a cost item at all.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzioa
SENATOR LEMUZIO:

Alright. Well, I®m sorry, I didn*t follow the
gentleman®s explanation, there was a lot of noise. If he
could just briefly go through it again, please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEFATGE EBUCE)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MNAITLAND:

Alright, this...the bill, House Bill 754, is the alterna-
tive schools legislation that we passed last...last spring.
It's rup bY...I?n sorry, it?s a House bill and not a Sepate
bill. Théae.thewe~yes. And...and this sioply pays for that
system out of normsal State aid. That was approved by the

General Assembly last spring. The cbjection we have is that
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it is a...the Governor has chosen tC...in his amendatory veto
message to make it a separate appropriated line item.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOGR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussioni Th; ques-
tion...Senator Maitland, did you wish to close? Alright.
The guestion 1is, shall House Bill 754 pass, the specific
reconmendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Further...have all voted who wsish? BHave all
voted who wish? Take the record. Opn that question, the Ayes
are 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate
does...and House bill 754 having received the required three-
fifths vote is declared passed, the...the specific recon-
mendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Alright. House Bill 1208, Senator Earkhausen. BRead the mes-
sage, Hr. Secretary, fplease.

ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FEBENANDES)

I move that House Bill 1208 do pass, the specific recon-
mendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed, Senator Earkhausen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Barkhausep. May we have some order, pleas€...we
are...vwe are excepticnally ncisy today. If we can have some
order. Senator Bock, before se go with Senatocr Barkhausen,
there®s been...you made a comaent about kreaking for lunch.
Would you like to clarify that. Several people have inquired
whether that was a whimsical comment. Senator Bock.

SENATCR EGCK:

He will break for luanch if everybody agrees to stay here
till Saturday.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR EBRUCE)

NOwea~.no lunch break today. Senator Barkhausen. Senator
Grotberg, for what purpcse do you arise?

SENATIGR GECOIBEEG:
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker, on a point of personmal privilege.
I would ask the Body tc acknowledge the f[fresence of ‘the
Schaumburg Christian School students and teachers in the rear
gallery to by left, who are visiting us for the day, and that
is one of the outstanding Christian schools in our legis-
lative district, and we would ask e€verybcdy tc be on
their...good behavior today.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE BRUCE)

Alright. Would our guests please rise and be recognized
by the Sepate. Welcome to the State Capitol. Senator
Barkhausen.

SENATGR EARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members of the Sepate, this is a motion
to override the Governor's specific recommendations for
change on House Bill 1208 which was a bill that we passed to
grante...imeunity under the antitrust laws, or to attempt to
grant imounity to loccal governmental units which are engaging
in various types of...of traditional 1local governmental
activity which wight...one might allege as...violates the
antitrust laws. The Governor amendatorily vetoed this bill
and...in doing so, I am somewhat embarrassed tc say, took the
reconmendations of...o0f the bill?*s spensors in the House
dSee-.as well as me in the Senate, and he took GCUL..-.O0UI Sug-
gestions for an amendatory veto really ¢p...on blind fate,
and we were grateful that he did that. Unfortunately, the
bill®s original advocates, the Illinocis Municiral Leaque, did
not particularly care for the ampendatory veto that...that we
had the Governor put onm the bill, and so we have worked out
with the Hunicipal league the...the changes which will essen-
tially put the bill back iv its original form. As I say, the
bill would attempt tc grant antitrust ispupity in the wake of
the U.S5. Supreme Court decision, the...the so-called, Bolder
Decision, which potemntially subjects local governmental units

to antitrust liability where they have not...nct been liable
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before. And so, by this...by this bill and...and by gsoving
for the override, we would give local governmental units the
protection where they are engaged in activities that are
either authorized by the Constitution or are traditional
activities of local governmental units. I*d bLe happy to
answer any gquestions, cthersise, would move for the override.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Senator Barkhausen, I listened but I am still not clear.
If your motion passes, swhat will be the scope cf the imamunity
available to local governments?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Earkhausen.
SENATOR EARKHAUSEN:

1f this passes, the scope of immunity wownld ke those
activities which are either authorized by the...the Illinois
Constitution or are areas of traditional local governmental
activity. So,...I should say, authcrized kyeeeby 18¥% OTee.or
by the Constitution. The...the...the concern of the Munici-
pal League was that the amendatory veto hade...bad taken out
the second part of that protection whiche..which said that
activities would be protected which were traditional activi-
ties of local governsental units. The...the...the Municipal
League felt that that would potentially sukject nonhome rule
units to liability where they would otherwise be protected
with the inclusion of this languagea
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Let®s say that a municipality is then engaged in what, at
least in some years past, would not have keen a traditicnal
activity of punicipal government. That is, the operation of

a utility, a so-called proprietary as opposed to a govern-
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mental activity. If your nmotion passes, will it have the
effect of blanketing anything they do in the conduct of that
generally private business with antitrust immunity?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE ERUCE)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR EARKHAUSEN:

No, Dot necessarily. It would...it wculd be up for
aes.Up to the court to determine, if the issue was raised,
whether the activity was authorized, as I have said, either
by the Comstitution or by Statute, or was a traditicnal
activity. If it was npot a traditional activity, was not
authorized underlthe Constituticn or Ly Statute, then it
would seemingly subject the local governmental unit to poten-
tial antitrust liability.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATCR NETSCH:

But no unit of local government, at least no...well,
actually, no unit of local government including municipal-
ities can engage in any activity unless it's either author-
ized by the Constitution; i.e., a home rule upit or author-
ized by Statute; for exasple, a nonhome rule nunicipality or
any other unit. So, ife...if you interpret that ip its brocad-
est sense, obviously, if a...if a municipality engages in the
utility business, it is authorized either ty the Constituticn
or by Statute. What I*m trying to get at is, I have often
thought that the hysteria over the Bolder Lecision wWaS...was
a little misplaced in that there are certain activities that
governments engage in in which they should...should Gke
subject to amtitrust liability because they can be as
overreaching as private businesses at times, and wyhat I'n
trying to find out is whether we have just simply kLlanketed
everything that they wmight do no mpatter how basically

anti-competitive it might be.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERBUCE)

Senator Earkhausena
SENATOE EARKHAUSEN:

Hell, that's...that's not the intention here to...to pro-
vide a blanket protecticn no matter what the circumstances or
no matter what the activity.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BEUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOB NETSCH:

I'm not sure what that means. I guess 1'GB...I bhave the
same concern 1 had when the bill went thrcugh initially,
which is X...I tend to think it goes a 1little too far. I
recognize that there obviously are activities that should be
not treated as if they were done by private parties, but
I...I don*t think governments ought to be totally immune fronm
some standard of responsibility with respect to antitrust
principles, and I...I suspect this goes toc far in that
respect.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGOE EERUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussicon? Senator
Barkhausen may close.

SENATOR EARKHAUSEN:

Mr. Fresident and members, the...the intention <cf this
bill whicha...in scome senses we're...we're redebating bhere
rather than the amendatory veto and the cverride, the dintent
of the bill is not to provide a blamket protection to local
governmeantal units. It is to ensure that where they are
engaging in authorized activities or traditional activities
that they not be suddenly ambushed by terribly expensive
lawsuits which are gcing to be a real drain cp...on coffers
of these local governmental units to defend their actions
in...in areas that they've traditionally been involved in.
This legislation, as I say, 1is endorsed by the Municipal

League. There is also a movement afoct at the Federal level
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to amend the Federal antitrust laws to praovide the same kind
of activity. The...the BReagan adpministration has...has
endorsed this proposal and it's being heard in the...in the
Senate Judiciary Coamittee right now. So, I think Illinois
should...should be in the forefrcnt of this attempt to pro-
vide...needed protectiom to local governzental units, and I
would ask your support for this coverride moticn.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

The question is, shall House Bill 1208 pass, the specific
recommendation of the Governor to the contrary bnotwithstand-
inga Those in favor vote Aye. These oppcsed vote Nay. The
voting is open. (Machine cutoff)...voted who sish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 50, the Nays are 1, 4 voting Present. House Bill 1208
having received the required three-fifths vcte is declared
passed, the specific recommendations of the Governor to the
contrary notwithstanding. House Bill 2085, Senator Davidson.
Read the motion, Mr. Secretary, flease.

ACTING SECRETARY: (M. FERNANDES)

I nmnove that House Bill 2085 do pass, the sgecific recom-
mendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed Lty Senator havidson.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator Davidsoun.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and nmembers of the Senate, the Governcr
made amendatory...c€xcuse me, a specific change in this. Be
took out what would have been appropriation language and we
agree. HWe will not try to restore any kind ¢f @money. They
overrode this im the House 115 to 0 two weeks ago, but what
we do need to override the Governor®s specific recommendaticn
veto is that we do need the substantive 1language available
because we have a very good opportunity cf getting into the

Federal Title IV-A training money, and we can use it in this
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category, and I would appreciate a Yes vote tc override this
specific reccomendation that the Governor made.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DENUZIQ)

Alright. Any discussion? Any discussion? 1The question
is, shall House Bill 2085 pass, the...the specific reconm-
mendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Those in favor vete Bye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted who wish?
Leroy. Have all voted sho wish? Take the reccrd. Con that
question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. House Bill Z20€5 having received the required three-
fifths vote is declared passed, the specific recommendations
of the Governmor to the contrary notwithstanding. Senator
DeAngelis, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Point of personal fprivilege, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEBUZIQ)

State your point.

SENATOR [CeANGELIS:

In the gallery om the left there, although they*re nmore
on the right thap they are on the left, ue have some peaple
visiting with us frowm Lansing, Illinois; the C[Leyoungs, the
Gruens, and I*'d like to have them stand ufp and Le recognized.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Would our guests in the gallery please rise and Le recog-
nized by the Senate. Welcome to Springfield. Page 14. Is
there leave to go toc motions in writing...cverride total
vetoes? Leave is granted. House Bill 307, Senator Davidson.
House Bill 412, Senator lLepke. Sepator Lemke, for what pur-
pose do you arise?

SENATOR L1EMKE:
I*m holding 412 until we work on the prison reform pack-

age, and then when we pass the prison reform package, I would

like to get to that crder of business.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LDEMUZIC)

Well, we®ll get back to it, maybe. House Eill 682, Sena-
tor Bruce. Is theres..is there 1leave to return to that?
House Bill 743, is there leave to return to that one in a
minute? 801, Senator Vadalabene. Eottom cf page 14. Top of
page 15, House Bill 835. Alright, top of page 15, House Bill
835. Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FEBNANDES)

I move that House Bill 835 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senmator
Vadalakene.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalatene.

SENATOR VADALAEENE:

Yes, on House Bill 835, the...the money has already been
appropriated and it was signed by the Gowvernor in July of
*83. It doesn't go into law uptil January 1 of 1984, thus
the cost of this year...vhen Senator..."fFate® asked ne, 1
told him it was a half a million dcllars, and it was twoc hun-
dred and fifty thousand dollars. The bill got overwhelming
votes in...when we voted on it the last tige and in the House
also, and I would appreciate now that we get this bill out.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Any discussion? If not,
the guestion is, shall House Bill 835 pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary opotwithstanding. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The vcting is o©fen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Omn that question, the Yeas
are 47, the Nays are 3, 2 voting Present. Bcuse Bill 835
having received the required three-fifths votes is declared
passed, the veto of the Governor tc the contrary notwith-
standing. House Bill 842, Senator Etheredgea ficad the

motion, Mr. Secretarye.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 842 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed by Senator
Ftheredge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredgea
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is a bill which would require the Department of
Commerce and Connupity Affairs to make a report annually to
counties, municipalities and townships descriking the lass
that velve passed in the...during the ©[freceding year
thate..that iopact on their operaticns. In the Governocr's
veto message, he indicated that there are associations which
already provide this service. 1 would like tc goint cut that
this bill was introduced as a consequence of the work of the
local accounting task force. It was intrcduced specifically
at the request of the local officials because it will oneet
one of their needs. I would alsoc want to underscore the fact
that their...fully twenty-five percent cf the governmental
upits that would be izpacted by this 1legislation do not
belong to any associations. Most of these slected officials
are part-time people who are employed in other occupaticns
who try to serve their...their compunities, their districts
on a part-time basis. They need to know what actions we are
taking down here that impact on them. I suggest that...that
this legislation is needed. It serves a very important...a
request submitted to us by these local officials. I would
urge you to override the Governmor's veto of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAH2R:
Thank you, Mr. Fresident and menbers of the Senatea I

rise reluctantly tc oppose the Semator’s smotion. It just
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seens to me that we're getting into an area that...people are
already being informed by various associations. For €xanmple,
the Municipal League has a...a frequent compmunication with
all the  nunicipalities, the Association c¢f Townships. Many
of us attended a dinner the other night in which there as
seven or eight hundred township people in Springfield, and we
can see the kind of an organization they have in getting the
information cut to their people. The same thing is true also
where for park districts and the library assocciations. So,
it just seems to me that not only is March not a wery good
day but thee..the [principle of this bill is really =not
needed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Sepator Etheredge
may close.

SENATOR ETHEERELDGE:

Thank you, very...thank you, very nuche. With all due
respect to my colleague, I would want to reiterate that fully
twenty-five percent of the governmental units that would ke
impacted by this legislation do not belong tc such associa-
tions. The 1legislaticn was introduced in...in response to
their request submitted to the local accounting task force.
I would also point out that...that the DCCA's predecessor
used to supply this information but ngo longer 4GeES SGa. I's
also told thate...that DCCA is ncw prepared to provide the
service that this law would require. So, 1 soculd urge a Yes
vote on this motion to cverride.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

The question is, shall House Eill 84Z pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in faver
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. 1The voting is ofeb.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all
voted who wish? Take the record. Opn that gquestion, the Yeas

are 42, the Nays are 8, 2 voting Presenta House Eill 842
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having received the required three-fifths vote is declared
passed, the veto of the Governor to the «contrary notwith-
standinge House Eill 932, Senator Newhouse. House Eill
1023, Senator Demuzic. BRead the motion, Hr. Secretary.
ACTING SECHEETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 1023 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstandingd. Signed by Senator
Demuzio.

PBRESIDING COFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemuzioc.

SENATOR LDEMUZIQ:

Mr. President, coculd we have leave to cope back to this
bill imn a minute? Take it cut of the record and...leave to
come backe.

PRESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio asks leave to come back to House Bill
1023, Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Alsa, Senator
Demuzio had received leave to come back tc House Bill 743.
Senator Demuzio, are you ready with that? FEead the motion,
Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FEENANDES)

I move that House Bill 743 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the cobntrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator
Demuzio.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR PEMUZIO:

Thank you, very wmuch, Mr. President and Lladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. House EBill 743 1is the school
nurses*' legislation that the Govermor vetoed. In vetoing
this legislation, the Governor had indicated that he felt
that the provisions of this bill fell witkin the State
Mandates Act. We have, for our cwn record, specifically

indicated that...in the bill that the Mandate Act not apply,
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.imn  Section 2. He also has indicated that the estimated cost
of this bill for twoc hundred and ten nurses in Illincis to be
an exorbitant amount over a several year period of time, and
the State Board of Education has estimated that the maxinunm
that it would cost would be approximately three hundred and
sixty-six thousand dollars per year. It applies to two hun-
dred and ten certificated nurses in the school system that
would be inpacted in Illincis, and I would ask for your sup-
port to...to override the Governor's vetc.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB SAVICKAS)

1Is there any discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. A question of the sponsor if
he?ll yield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he?1l yield.

SENATCR MAITLAND:

Senator Demuzio, how wmany total school nurses in the
State are we...are we talking alout?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR CEMUZIO:

I...1 am told by the State Board c¢f Education that
seventy-one percent of the...well...hcld on a minute. I®'n
not...I'n not exactly sure how pany total schcol nurses there
are in Illinois. I am told that it affects twc hundred and
ten certified schocl nurses in the State, because...because
seventy-one percent of the certified school norses and they,
too, were paid on the established teachers® salary schedule.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR NAITLAND:
I'm wondering, Sepator, could yOU...could you tell

the...the Body how much underpaid then these tuc hundred and
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ten nurses are. In other words, how much below the teachers!?
salary schedule in those respective school districts would ke
effected?

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzioa
SENATOR DEMUZI1O0:

Well, I...I don't have that number availatle. I assune
that it...that it would be available from the State Eoard of
Education, but I...I can’t tell you the two hundred...those
two hundred and ten what their rapnges are in terms of then
being paid less than those that are on the approved salary
schedule now. 1I'm pot sure.

PBESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, 1I...I*n wondering, are you sure they are paid less
than the teachers?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemuzio.

SENATOR LEMUZIOC:

I am told they are. Now, that®s the information that's
available to me. I cabn*t personally attest to that because I
do not know.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Ok Yeo.you knoow, It've hearé fiqures all over the range,
and I don't really know, and...and I...kpow whether it's two
thousand, four thousand, five thousand under what the teach-
ers are paid iDe..in those individual districts. I guess oy
concern is...is this, and it has been as we've debated this
bill year in and year out. The Illincis Nurses' Asscociaticn
is very stromgly in...in favor of...of this bill, and I

understand that; and without question, nurses are underpaid,
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and I think everybody understands that. The thing that
bothers me is that...that we're dealing here with...with
apples and oranges, really. There®s really no comnection
between the teachers and the purses, and it wculd seem to @me
that the INA should go to school districts and lobby them to
get the salaries up for the nurses if, in fact, they're
underpaid. But to put them on the teachers® salary sched-
ule...and by your ovn admission, seventy-one percent c¢f then
are already taken care of, let the school districts thenm make
that decision. That's what those school districts who now
have them on the salary schedule have elected to do. I think
the bottom line is, they're being represented Ly the Illincis
Nurses® Association, a fine organization, and their onurses
are uanderpaid, and they should direct their...their activi-
ties to the school board and urge them to pay the...the
nurses a competent and adeguate salary. 1 urge opposition to
the moticn.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Sepator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I*d like tc raise just cone
additional fpoint. I...I read in scme of sy local papers
before coming down here about a couple of school districts
that wvere going to discontinue having a =school nurse. It
seems to me that there may be other nurses in schocls
throughout the State whose jobs now are somewhat in jeopardy,
because school districts are being required tc cut back. It
also seems to me that if this legislature passes a bill of
this kind that automatically increases the cost to the school
district for every one of those nurses, the bill way, in
fact, cause the 1loss of jobs to nurses. And I think that
perhaps this is the wrong time to adopt this kind of a bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator Eerman.
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SENATORE EFRMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of Senator Lepuzic's motion. I
think that this is a bill that calls for fairness and...fcr
many of our school districts. I%ve checked with several of
mine, they already do this. What this bill really addresses
is those school districts that have discriminated against the
nurses by not putting them on the same level <cf...of salary
schedule as their teachers, and I think that tbat has been a
discriminatory practice. This bill addresses that type of
discrimination. I think for most of the districts throughout
the State they®'ve recognized this a lomng tize ago. This is
pointed at the relatively few districts, 1 believe, tbhat bave
not done fairly by the school nurses. I think this is an
important bill and urge your Support.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Channel 20 is requesting permissiog to tape. 1s leave
granted? Leave is granted. Senator Grotkerga.
SENATGR GECIBEBG:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SEBATOR GROTEERG:

Senator, it seewms we've spent eight years and finally
succeeded in the mandatory collective targaining process,
signed ard intc las beginning tomorrow. Are not school
nurses included among school employees and the...free market
place is going tc do this anysay?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lemuzioa.
SENATCE GEGIBERG:

Senator Bruce may answer, if I could request.

PRESIDCING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Oh, Sematcr Eruce.
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SENATOE ERUCE:

They could be, yes. As schcol employees, they could be,
yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotkerg.

SENATOR GECIEBERG:

Well, thank you for that ansvexr, because 1 think that is
really the thrust that deserves our attention, not any spe-
cific bill anymore, ever coming to the Genmeral Assezbly need
deal with what people get paid because we solved that prok~-
lem.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, Senator Demuzio may
close.

SENATOR DEMUZIG:

¥ell, yes, I am told that it affects two hundred and ten
nurses in...in Illincis. 1 agree with the remarks of Senator
Berpman that it simply provides equity to these¢ individuals to
put them in the same category as thcse of their...of similar
qualifications on the salary schedule, and 1 would urge your
support.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall House Bill 743 pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those cpposed vote Nay. The vcting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? BHave all
voted who wish? Take the record. ©On that gquestion, the Ayes
are W44, the Nays are 9, none voting Present. House Eill 743
having received the required three-fifths votes is declared
passed, the veto o¢f the Governor to the contrary notwith-
standing. We had leave to go back to Bouse Eill 682 for
Senator Bruce. Mr. Secretary, would you read the motion.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I move that Hcuse Bill 682 do pass, the veto of the
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Governor to the contrary notwithstandinga Signed, Senator
Bruce.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator EBruce.
SENATOR EBRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and meosbers cf the Senate. 1This
is a bill for the downstate firemen and their pension sys-
tens. e have worked very hard to handle their unfunded
accrude l1iability which existed...which rresently exists, and
I think there are more than twoc hundred and eight downstate
firemen pension funds. This bill bad the agpgroval of the
Pension Laws Cobpmissica. Ve amended it to meet with their
approval. The Governor vetoed it because o¢f some groblens
they had w=ith the Department of Insurance. &hat this bill
does is allow non—-DOI actuaries to take a look at the funds
and make recommendaticns as to the funding level. I,
frankly, kncw of no ogposition. I'D...1%ve read his veto
message. 1 don't think that he read it very closely. It
only allows actuaries...gualified actuaries, and that was
language the Department of Insurance asked to Gput in,
that...that the Pension Laws Commission asked to have put in,
and that this will fimally get us on the process of paying
off some of the unfunded accrude liability over a forty-year
period. 1I*'d ask for your favorable consideration. It passed
out of the House with nearly no cgposition. 1 would think
that it ought to do the same here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Okay, we have four members
already that sought recognition. Senator Scaderl.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Mr. President, just to point out one thing. Rhat this
does is it requires the Department of Imsurance to regquire
municipalities to make certain payments, and fresumakly, if

they did not make those payments, they would be sued by the
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State of Illinois. In cother words, we're going to require
municipalities to levy taxes by this measure. PMandatory levy
of taxes under this cne.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. B couple of gquestions of the
sponsor. Senator Bruce, in gemeral, 1'm in sugport of
the...o0f the thrust of what's beinge..tried to...be accom-
plished here, and as you mentioned, the...the Fension Laws
Commission supports that «concept tooc. 1 do bave a proklen
now, hovever, with the point just raised by Senator
Sommer...and the point in the Governor's veto message, in
that, when the...when an agency of State Gevernment issues an
actuarial valuation and sends it to our units of local
government, the extent to which that unit of loccal goverament
will have to raise taxes to comply with that actuarial valua-
tion. I...my question to you is, what kind cf mandates will
this place on units of local government? Are they going to
have to bring up this funding within one year, two years,
forty years? What...what kind of mandates are we placing on
units of local government?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATCR EEUCE:

I don*t believe it puts any mandate. It allows these
funds to use gqualified actuaries to make th€ea.tOu..to deter—
mine the amount that cught to be collected. 211 it says is,
that after having determined that, that®*s what the municigpal-
ity has to levy. There was some discussion about the...the
difficulties with underlevies, and that's where wvwe have an
unfunded accrude 1liability in all these downstate firemen's
funds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Schunemana
SENATGR SCHUNEMAN:

Hell, Senator, Jl...I respectfully disagree that it...that
it doesn*t...that...that it...that it does not place sone
kind of wmandate on the unit of local government. The State
of Illincis is already providing this actuarial service to
the units of local government. This bill, I think, fputs sone
teeth in that regquirement that the...unit cf lccal goveranwent
has to fay some attention tc that actuarial valuation. And
my question to you is...is, to what extent will our umits of
local government have to levy according to the recommenda-
tions of the Department of Insuramce? It sounds to me 1like
you're telling me on ome hand there's nc wandate, and on the
other hand that the unit of 1local governpent has to 1levy
whatever the Department of Insurance says sust be levied in
order to coaply with the actuarial valuaticn. If that's the
case, then we are imposing significant sandates on ubnits of
local government.

PBESIDING OFFICEK: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eruce.

SENATOR ERUCE:

So that we're clear, this bill mandates the board to
levy...the local Loard to levy whatever amount the enrolled
actuary or State actuary determines is necessarye. %e have
had a great deal of problems wmith the downstate firemen's
pension funds, and we have underlevied. And this bill says,
once that determination is made, that is what the municifpal-
ity ought to levy. UWow, remember that we are talking about
pension systems and...and the cities are doing exactly what
the State of Illinois is doing by underlevying, and scmebody,
I hope I'n not here, but somebody is gcing tc have to pay for
all that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunenman.
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SENATOB SCHUNEHAN:

8ell, you're absolutely right, and I...and I agree with
the concept of what you're trying to accomplish. My opnly
problem, and I think the problem of...cf cther people here,
may be the extent to which our...cur punicipalities are able
to do what this bill may mandate them tc doa Ande.e.and I
want to get on with this job too, but, you kncw, is this the
right way to do it? I'm...I'm not certain of that.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mabhar.

SENATOR MAHAE:

Thank you, Nr. President. I®d just like to add a few
words to what already has been said, apd 1 think epphasize
the fact that we're gcing to erode local ccntrol again. It
seens to me, over the number of years that 1?ve been down
here, there have been many attempts to take over the pension
funds of local government, and this is ancther erosion of
that taking over of the funding and taking over the authority
and taking away from the local municipalities. Now, 1 kbow
that most of the nmunicipalities ip my district have comsid-
ered pension systems very seriously and they are wvery, very
well funded, and they resist any attempts being made tOea.for
sonebody else to tell them how tc ofperate. And while this
certainly is well-meaning in many...in some resgpects to get
certain pension funds back on track and keep thes on track, I
don*t <think that in the overall it...it shculd be done. 1
think we ought to take another look at it and we ocught to
sSustain the Governor on this veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Further discussion? If not, Senator Eruce may close.
SENATGE EEUCE:

Thank you. I think that what we ought tc...and I dom't
think that either Sepmator Mahar or Senator Schuneman or Sena-

tor Sommer are puch in gpposition to the...to the concept
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contained within this bill. It says that to the downstate
pension systems, the twc hundred and eight of them existing
in the State of 1Illinois requlated by the Department of
Insurance, that once their actuary or a gqualified actuary
nakes their assessment, that's what the city shall levy. ¥e
have put into this bill after much sork with the Munmicigal
League and all the cther groups, the Department of Insurance,
a forty-year payback. Now, that seems to ke reasomable to
take it past the year 2020 to say, make these systems up~
to-date. That's all it does. I think it*s reascnable to the
downstate firemen that we say that, that we get about the
business of doing away with =some c¢f the unfunded accrude
liability. I would appreciate your vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOE SAVICKAS)

The gquestion 1is, shall House Eill 68Z pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. Cn that question, the Ayes are
38, the Nays are 16, none voting Fresept. Eouse Eill 682
having received the required three-fifths vote is declared
passed, the wveto of the Governor to the contrary notwith-
standing. For what purpose does Senator Etheredge arise?
SENATOR ETHEEEDGE:

I would...Mr. President, I would request a verification
of the affirmative votes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senators, a verification of the affirmative vote has been
requested by Senator Etheredge. Will all the Senators please
be in their seats. Mr. Secretary, will you call the affirm-
ative rcll.

ACTING SECEETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
The following voted in the affirmative: Becker, Berman,

Bruce, Euzbee, Carroll, Chew, Coffey, Collins, D'Atco,
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Darrow, Davidson, Dawson, Degnan, Demuzic, Friedland, Hall,
Holmberg, Johns, Jones, Jeremiah Joyce, Jerosme Joyce, Kelly,
Lechowicz, Lenke, Luft, Macdonald, Marovitz, Newhouse, EKupp,
Sangmeister, Savickas, Schuneran, Saith, Vadalabene, S$atsaon,
Welch, 2itc, Mr. Fresident.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there a gquestion of any of the affirmative vote, Sena-
tor Etheredge? Senatcr Grotherga
SENATOR GECTBERG:

Senator Hall.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is Senator Hall...he's in his seat.
SENATOR GECTBEKRG:

Jereamiabh Joyce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce is in his seat. Senator
Etheredge. 1Is there apmy further question c¢f any of the
affirmative vote? Mr. Secretary, what is the total? 1The
total remains at 38 tc 16, ncne voting Fresent. The bill
iSsaathe bill bhas received the three-fifths vote and is
declared passed. House Bill 1079, Sepnator Egan. BRead the
motion, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {EE. FEBNANDES)

I move that House Bill 1079 do pass, the vetc of the
Governor to the contrary motvithstanding. Sigred by Senator
Egan.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and mepbers of the Senate.
House Bill 1079 amended the Pharmacy Practice Act in relation
to the powers and duties of the State Board of Fharmacy. 1
think there's been a misconception about not only the intent

of this kill but...as to its actual impact in the Governcr?s
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veto message. I think that he has overstated the effect and
the impact of House Bill 1079 con the powers and duties of the
board. Currently, the...the Board of Pharmacy has the sane
general...or thees.the...the =same authority in kind as it
will have if the Governor?s veto is overridden and House Bill
1079 will become law. The...thise...this till simply expands
those areas in which the board recommendation is required for
action. It does not, as the Governor's...vetc message says,
it does not create a free-standing licensing toard, bLecause
it merely expands the areas of the current bcard, and I can
enumerate those if questioned. The...l think the department
has overreacted. I don?t think that this is an
anti-department bill. Ifee<itee..really the department is
somewhat hamstrung in its deliberations, and this is a
better, more streamlined and better effective uway to police
this pharmacy industry. Theee.I think the department is
probably the only antagonist in the...in the issue. And I
would then mnove to cverride the Governor's vets, Mr. Presi-
dent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

WEEK-IV from Peoria is requesting percission to tape the
proceedings. Is leave granted? leave is granted. Senator
Luft. Is there further discussion? Senator Lemuzio.

SENATOR LEMUZIC:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Senator Egan, I'n
currently the <chairman of the subccopittee of the Audit
Commission thatee..that has this problem under revieve. As a
matter of fact, we anticipate that we sculd have some recom-
mendations in the next Session of the...of the General Assen-
bly. This seems to me that there is an extracrdinary amount
of poser that would be granted to the Pharmacy Eocard if they
are allowed, for example, to hire their own counsel. It
would take out the day-to-day activities of the responsibil-

ity avay from the director of education and registration and
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make this board, at least in the judgement of many, totally
independent and, therefore, in itSeeaiDd itself, an
all-powerful board. I don*t know how you e€xpand the duties
of this board without making them scre independent, and it
just appears to me that perhaps we're rushing this and per-
haps we ought to take a look at it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eloom.
SENATGR ELCOM:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1 spoke with the director of
the department yesterday while visiting with the lobbyist for
the Pharmacy Association, and I can understand where this
bill is conming fror and I don't...I think that probakly we
ought to kmow that. As a practical matter in this instance,
the relationship and the dialogue that shculd have been
ongoing Letween the department and the pharmacists has not
been ongoing, and the director admitted that there was not
the kind of dialogue that there should Lke. And, gquits
frankly, Mr. Sherman who represents the pharmacists is a very
good and effective guy, and he indicated that they are trying
to get the department®’s attention im trying to establish
a...dialogue. The department bhas bLeen remiss im its
responsibilities. Fart of regqulating also involves communi-
cation, not just transferring inforsation, and the department
has not sat down on a formal basis with the peofple, the
chairman, the president of the association or representatives
of the association on a formal basis for eighteen nmonthsa
That's aktsoclutely, I think, ludicrous. Thank you, Senator
DeAngelis. But having said all that and having punished the
department, 1079 is not the way to go, for the reascmns out-
lined by one of the pricr speakera What...speakers. What
happens is, it*s nct good public policy. 1You set up and you
have the trade board rumning the entire progran. Now, 1

think that the department has gotten the message, but I think
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in terms of public policy, 1079 is not the way to go. So, I
wculd have to reluctantly but strongly rise in ofposition
against 1079. Yes, the department has been resiss. Yes, the
pharmacists have a legitimate beef; but, po, this bill is not
the way to remedy it, otherwise, you will have the cther
thirty some occupations and professions that are licensed
onder the Department of Begistraticn and Fducation coming in
and saying, we want our boards tc be running that, and that
defeats the whole purpose of licensure. 1 wculd suggest that
we uphold the veto.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIC)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Egan
may close.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, MNr. Fresident. Well, as 1 say...stated
in...in describing what bas, in fact, been done with this
bill and the pisinterpretation that I believe the Gevernor,
through the department, is giving us, it does nct create any-
thing nbpew. It wmerely expands on what exists today. I do
believe that the...it®s not an anti-departaent bill. It is
designed to improve the relatiooship, ife..if anything; but
the...the exranding of the authority is only a building oa
wvhat exists today, they police their own industry, and I
would suggest that the power to hire hearing officers is
subject to the same review as all of the cther decisicns.
And so, ite..it is not a free-standing board, and I solicit
your favorable consideration.

PRESIDING CFFICEB: (SENATOR CENUZIC)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1079 pass, the veto
of...of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those
in faver vote Aye. Those opposed vote Bay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Bave all vcted whc wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Op that gquestion,

the Ayes are 29, the Nays are 20, none voting Fresent. House
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Bill 1079, the motion having failed to receive the required
three-fifths vote is declared lost. House Eill 1141, Senator
Kelly. 1258, Senator Bruce. 1259. Mr. Secretary, read the
motion, fplease.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 1259 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Sigmed by Senator
Bruce.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEMUZIG)

Senator Eruce.

SENATCR EFUCE:

Yes, thank ycu, ¥r. President and members of the Senate.
Is Senator Bloom on the Floor? Yes. Senate Bill 1259 and
1260 are cosmpanion bills. 1259 creates the 1llinois Export
Council Act, and we have been discussing with the Department
of Commerce and Comnpunity Affairs for the last several days
possible compromises on the matter. This morning they indi-
cated by telephone that they bad withdrawn their opposition
and they would think that these twc bills cught to pass with
the understandipg that se will come back in the springtinme
and rework some problems they®'ve had. It?s probably wiser to
get started on import—export councils thap it is to wait
until March or April or May and, therefore, 1 believe...I
think Senator Blcom may wish to comment on that same prob-
lem...or on 1259 and 1260 is certainly the companion bkill to
this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEBUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Blcogma
SENATOR ELOQOHN:

Yes, thank yocu, Mr. President. 1259 and 60 are ccmpanion
bills. I spoke with the Governor yesterday and he had
instructed the Department of Commerce and Corgunity Affairs
to withdraw their cpposition. fe Lent OVer sCB€...tbere are

some minor problems with 1259 from their point of view and
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some problems with 1260 from their point of view. 1 talked
with Senater Rock yesterday and he agreed to Join in
cosponsoring cleanup language, and 1259 and €0 should be in
place for the reasons Senator Bruce stated. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? PFurther discussicn? The gquestion
is, shall House Bill 1259 pass, the veto of the Governor tao
the contrary onotwithstanding. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is ogpen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House Eill 1259 having
received the regquired three-fifths vote is declared passed,
the veto of...of the Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
inga. House Bill 11260, Senator Eloom. Mr. Secretary, read
the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FEENANLCES)

I move that House Bill 1260 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed by Senator
Bloon.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENMUZIC)

Senator Eloon.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Yes, thank ycu, l¥ra Eresidenpt. 1260 is the
fund;..funding mechanisn. I'd appreciate a favorakle rcll
call on the moticn.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LDEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Apy discussion? The guestion
is, shall House Bill 1260 pass, the veto of the Governor to
the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favcr vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn
that gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none

voting Present. House Bill 1260 having received the required
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three-fifths vote is declared passed, the vetc ¢f the Gover-
nor to the contrary notwithstanding. House Eill 1339, Sena-
tor Bruce. Mr. Secretary, read the motion, pleasec.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 1339 do pass, the vetoc of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed by Senator
Bruce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Eruce.

SENATCR ERUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and menbers of the Senate. 1This
is part of the utility package which we passed cut last year.
The Governor has vetoed it. I dc nct understand why. This
only deals with interim rate orders and it pernmits apreals
from orders granting interim relief. le..frankly, it
passed...the veto was passed out ¢f the Ecuse. I...it came
out of this Body 57 to nothing. It came out of the House 109
to nothing when it went through here the first time. It just
allows a consumer the right to appeal on interis rate orders.
I'd ask for your favcraktle vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEHUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator ScmE€ra.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Mr. President and members, it seems to me the Governor's
veto does make some sense. The...the idea of helging the
consumer obtain another form is quite 1laudable, but you've
also put the utility companies in that same forum. They have
a great deal of fire power, legal fire power, and I suppose,
vhat is to prevent the utility companies frcs siwmply filing
pro forma in all of these matters, ending uf in the courts,
churning around, issuing injunctions, doipg wbatever they're
going to be doing and pinning down the consumer groups fight-
ing them in those courts? Secondarily, what®s to prevent the

courts from ruling on behalf cf the utilities in a very guick
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fashion? Realizing that interim orders only last for a short
period of time, nonetheless a court could sulstitute itself
for the Commerce Commission and give the utility company its
entire regquest. A utility company seldos, if ever, gets
their entire request, but the court could do it. Sc, when
you vote for this, you could be voting something that can
work both ways; it cam aid the consumer but alsc could aid
the...the utility companies, and ke vieved as an
anti-consumer thing.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR LCENUZIOC)

Further discussicn? Senator Bruce may close.
SENATGR EBUCE:

Senator Sommer, the problem with your argurent is that
fifteen years ago the courts have already ruled that utility
companies through the use of injunctien cas, in fact, bave
this right. They're already in court. I donft...l don*t
dispair of...0f the companies. They're already...ycu're
right, they've got all the fire pcwer in the wcrld. All this
SayS...and I don't kncow many rate reduction cases. All the
rate reduction cases in the world, you put them in here and 1
don't think they'd fill a tea cug, and 1 dop®t think many
utility ccmpanies are going to try to apgpeal interim rate
reductions. We are talking about appealing interim orders,
ninety-nine percent of which are involved with rate
increases. Now, this bill has gone throughk here, 1it's gcne
through the House. The veto was overridden in the House. It
says that the consumer bhas the right tc appeal an interin
rate increase of the Illimois Ccomerce Commission. The con-
sumer groups wculd 1like +to have this. I see no groblen.
And, Senator Sommer, if we find mischief being done with
this, by companies, we'll come back and redo it. But I just
don*t see that companies that already bhave +tbis right are
going tc¢ come in on a rate reduction case and tell the Con-

merce Cormission, oh, my goodness, don't...don't do anything,
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W€es-¥E€o..¥We want to reduce our rates. A1l these are rate
increases right now. I think we ought tc give the con-
Ssuners...this was part of the package that swent out of here.
We ought to keep it as a package and say to the consumers,
vhen they increase your rates, you bave a right to appeal
that interim order, it is a short-term tasis, and find cut
whether or not it is really justified. I ask f¢r your favor-
able votea

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCB DEMUZIC)

The question is, shall House Bill 1339 pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstandisg. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted whe wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted sho wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 36, the bNays
are 19, none voting Present. House Bill 1339 baving received
the reguired three-fifths vote is declared passed, the veto
of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. House Eill
1557, Senator Geo-Karise. ¥r. Secretary, read the motion,

please.

END OF BEEL
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REEL #2

ACTING SECRETARY: (¥B. FERNANDES)

I move that House Bill 1557 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Sigmned by Senator
Geo-Karise
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEHMUZIQ)

Senator Geo—-Raris.

SENATOR GEG-KAEIS:

Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen cf the Senate, I
certainly wmove to...do pass of...of the CGoverncr's veto not-
withstanding. This bill simply requires that security beld
by the Department o¢f GEHevenue be returned tc the taxpayer
within thirty days after it ceases toc be required, and it
also provides that a final determination of the taxpayer?s
remaining tax liability be made as quickly as possible; and
that 1if the determination cannot be made sithin ferty-five
days after filing the taxpayer's final tax return, the
department must notify the taxpayer the...tbe reason for the
delay. There's been a lot of delay in returning these depos-~
its when they're no longer required, and...when this return
fails to be prompt, the small business taxpayer suffers an
awful 1lot, and thee..and the 'residents dc to, so the
spall...the small business people...the big companies dom't
have to worry, and I think this is a good neasure to kelp the
swall business people, and I urge ycur ccnsideration.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LENUZIC)

All right, the...the board was wrong, e are on House
Bill 1557. Senator Gec~Karis® explapation was in regards to
House Bill 1557. 1Is there any discussion? The question is,
shall House Bill 1557 pass, the veto of the Governor to the

contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
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opposed vote Naye The voting is open. BHBave all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all wvcted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 39, the Nays
are 6, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1557 having received the
required three-fifths vote 1is declared passed, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. House Bill
1753, Senator Egan. Mr. Secretary, read the gotiom, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {8R. FERNANDES)

I nove that House Bill 1753 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed by Senator
Egan.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZ2IC)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. EFresident and mesbers of the Senate. We
have in the past, in June, deliberated gquite extensively
On...House Bill 1753. As you'll remember, it defines ‘the
relevant market area for automobile dealers, prohikits with
specific exepptions...the relocaticn of an...an exisiting
motor vehicle dealership within or into relevant market area
of an existing franchise of the same 1line rnake. Specific
conditions for establishment of a successcr franchiser is
part of thes..the bill and further cogditions franchiser
powers to terminate, refuse or to 1enew or restrict tranmsfer
of a franchiser are contained herein. There are...there are
pumerous examples of situations wherein the competitor factor
is of absolute nc cocnsequence in the existing situation
todaye. It costs a dealer about two million dcllars today. In
the past, up to about a half a millionm dcllars to estaklish a
decent dealership, and for the manufacturer tc come ig arbi-
trarily and allow a dealer within bis area of marketability
is quite unfair. This allows for that but it will allow also
that the dealership and the manufacturer cam battle it out

either by arbitration or in court. So, it really doesn't
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negate what the manufacturer will be akle tc dc and, in fact,
empowers the dealer to come in and object if the manufacturer
wants to establish a franchise within a marketability area. 1
think that...that we're all quite familiar with the...with
the request ipn the bill and the antagonisss contained in
the...in the Body, but I would move theg, Mr. Fresident, to
override the...the Governor's veto and ask that you all sup-
port this motion and I would appreciate it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Any discussion? Senator Johms.
SENATCR JOHNS:

I rise in supgport of the motion by Senator Egan, Lkased on
personal experience. My brother invested close to a gquarter
of a million dollars in the building of a new car dealership
in an area that needed it and the major ccmpany demanded that
he do this. They demanded that he gc for first-class facili-
ties. He built this, and it tock a lot of time, tcck a lot
of money, took a lot of his energies and he got underway.
Within a very short time, less than a year, this sare major
automotive company granted ancther dealership only four miles
away to share fifty percent, if...if you want tg look at it
that way, of the market that he had and was told that he had.
His fault was, so they said was, you didn't get it im writing
from us protecting your area. He didn®t feel that be needed
to. He felt that that kind of an investment wunder their
demands would meet all the requirements of this major automo-
tive industry, one of the giants...cne ¢f the three giants.
So, I tell you that that's the reascn I support this. Youtve
got to have a check and balance. You've got to have the
dealerships having at least some stratages to offset the huge
financial resources of one of the three major...companies or
any of the major automotive companies, and that?s why I rise
in support of this bill, to protect the guy that’s got a huge

investment from being pushed against the wall, so tc speak,
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and told, you can't do anything about it, we can put these
wherever we wabnt ta. They could of added twc more if they
wanted to, and his investment was about to gc¢ dcun the drain.
What did they do when he sold out? Be scld out to a friend
of the company, the major company, who was a relative in the
firm of the major company, and that's the enly way he could
sell out, but he did sell out in time and avcided Lkankrupcy
and all the harsh proceedings that go from diverting part of
his market to another dealership, and the cther dealer is not
strong at all, bhe never will be. So, I just say that this is
a good bill, and I support it and I ask that you do also.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

All right, further discussion? Senator Gec—-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-RABIS:

Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, 1
rise in favor of overriding the veto of the Governor because
just to quote a letter to me from one of our dealers and he
says, "The 1Illinois franchised auto...truck dealers sorely
need the protection cffered by this...legislation from
ofttimes abusive, unfair tactics employed bty our factories.
Thirty-three other States have already enacted similar legis-
lation and competition has not been restricted nor car prices
risen as the Governor feared."” And I can...l can tell you
that what <this bill does, it...gives the franchise...the
franchised Illinois dealer the right to protest, and I think
he should have the right toc frotest. My dealers have...have
been hurting long emough in our area and I support the bill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

All right, further discussion? Senator CelAngelis.
SENATOR Ee€ANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and wmembers of the Senate.
There is not...I do not believe a single car dealer im nmy
district that has not called me at least once on this partic-

ular bill. 1In fact, recently I purchased a new car and even
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that dealer said, you know, we®ve got a bill down there. I
said, yes, I am aware of it. You know ue®re really missing
the point here. People are angry with car manufacturers. 1In
fact, I have to tell you why I bought that new car t*cause 1
got stuck with one of those dud diesels that they're talking
about in Chicago. But, you know, this bill isn't gcing tc
help that because this bill isn*t aimed at the...at the manu-
facturers; this bill is aimed at the consumer. Re®re gcing
to turn arcund and eliminate competition and we're going to
get better service for the consumer. BHcw are u€ going to do
that, fellow Americans? Just tell me how. Let me point out
to you something else, and that very same dealer who sold me
that dud, that gave me a six thousand dgllar trade-in omn a
car that was two years old, that cost fifteenm thousand seven
hundred dollars and he asked me, first all, tc try to sell it
on my own, and I couldn®t do that to anybody; be alsc sells
Hondas. Let me tell ycu what he dces with thcse Homdas, and
Jack Brown is a very good friend of nmine. He has a
retail...suggested retail price and in ipk writes a thousand
dollars more than that window price, and he camn't sell that
Honda gquick enocugh because as they roll off the truck they
roll right into somebody's door. Now, ®e're going +to turn
around and give Jack Brown, who is a good friend of pine, an
exclusive territory so if he chooses not tc sell a Buick, be
can sell his Hondas and, boy, we are really encouraging com-
merce in this country. You know, we're really...and I know
'‘cause 1 have good friends that are dealers and they all
call, but I want to tell you, this is a terrikle bill; and
I'n sitting here eating a hamburger, and I want to tell you,
the next thing that®s going to happen is tc the bhamkturgers.
We're going to have selected areas of competition and maybe
#e won't be able to ecat a hamburger on this Capitol because
the laws says you can’t have one that clcse. So, watch

yourself on this votea
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIG)

311 right,...further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very such. I, too, agree in...id competition,
Senator, but I have talked to scme c¢f my car dealers and what
I don't believe in is unfair competition. The stories that I
have been getting is that the car pmanufacturers are cowning
in, for instance, into my ccunty where ue already have nine
Ford dealers ib a...in a fairly spall county as far as size
is concerned, and deciding they want to put another one in
because they got a building they want to remt cut. Iwo ©Den
invested their life savings in this dealership and koth went
down the tube which is exactly what the Fgrd dealers in oy
county told them was going to happen. In retaliatiog, I got
a phone call from a...from a manufacturer from Detroit who
told me that they bave some buildings sitting ipn Chicago and
they want to rent them out and they want toc rent them out as
car dealerships, and I said, you know, if the car dealerships
went down, why in world do you want to try and stick another
car dealership in there? And they said, Lecause we have
these buildings and we want to rent thesm out. I personally
feel that's...that's highly unfair when Latrecit tries to go
against their own dealership, and I think this is a good bill
and we ocought to vote for it.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz. All right, fur-
ther discussion? Senator Jderemiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JGYCE:

Oh, I sould just like the record to shcw that I have a
possible conflict of interest on this guestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Eqam nmay close. Senator
Egan may close.

SENATOE EGAN:
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Thank you, very smuch, Mr. Presidept and nembers of the
Senate. I..-.just tc clarify the point of competition, the
reality of the relationship Letween a ranufacturer and a
franchisee is in itself ncncompetitive. TC...anda...and tc
say that this will harm the consuger is, im fact, false.
The...the existing Statute...the existing situation is...is
very little different in the overwhelming nusber of cases
than it will be when this bill becomes law Lkecause it does
not absolutely...prohibit the @panufacturer from opening
another franchisee., 1It, in fact, allows fcr that if there is
desead demonstrated need for it. If there is po demopstrated
need for it, then it's not necessary. It's a gcod thing for
the consumer, and I solicit ycur favorable consideration.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCB LEMUZIC)

The guestion is, shall House Bill 1753 pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Bay. 1The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all woted
who wish? Take the record. ©n that guestion, the BAyes arec
45, the WNays are 7, none voting Present. EKEouse BRill 1753
having received the required three—-fifths vote is declared
passed, the veto of the Governor to the contrary notwith-
standing. Bottom of page 15, motions 4din writing, overcide
item vetoes, House Bill 542, Senator DeAngelis. Bottom of
page 15. Mr. Secretary, read the motiog, fplease.

ACTING SECBRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

I nove that the item on page 18, line 11 of House Eill
542 do pass, the item veto of the Governor tc the contrary
notwithstanding. Signed by Senator LelAngelis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator CelAngelisa
SENAICR LeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Last year on Senator Bloom's

bill 1191, e <created a committee cf nurse examiners to
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survey nurse needs. This came out of a willingness on the
part of the opurses to accept a doukling of their fee
and...requesting that a dollar of that fee be set aside to do
the survey which is run through the Leparteent of Fegistra-
tion and Education. The Governor approved the setting up the
committee but bhe vetced the approgriatiocn, and so what that
does, it makes that inoperable; and shat swe need to do with
this appropriation is tc do that survey so that we can deter-
mine such things as salary levels, ecplcyment settings,
educational gqualificatiocns, where, if any, shcrtages exist in
Illinois. I would urge an override of the item reductios of
House Bill 542,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

All right, any discussion? Any discussion? The...the
question is, shall the item on page 1€, lipes 11 of House
Bill 542 pass, the vetOe...the ifem veto of the Governor to
the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those oppcsed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. OCum that question, the Byes are 54, the Nays
are 1, none voting Fresent. The item on page 18, line 11 of
House Bill 542 having received the required three-fifths vote
is declared passed, the itenm veto of the Governcr to the con-
trary notwithstanding. House Bill 543, Senator Zito. Hra
Secretary, read the mction, fpleace.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

I move that the item on page 96, lines 26 through 31 of
House Bill 543 do pass, the item veto of the Gecvernor to the
contrary notwithstanding. Signed by Sepator Zito.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)
Senator Zito.
SENATOR 21ITGC:
Thank you, Mr. FPresident and members. &ith permission

from the Chair and the omembership, I%11 explain Lkoth the
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motions a once and then we can take them accordingly.
PEESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Is there leave to have the...both...Bouse Bill 543,
thee..the motion to which Sepmator Zito is Jjust mentioning
plus the...on page 96, line 32 tc 35 to discuss them both?
Leave is granted. Senator Zito.

SENATOR 217T0:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 543 contain the
funding mechanispns for the Les Flaines Eiver fkasin project.
There are only three detention basins remaining to be exca-
vated; namely, 86102 and 104. This will complete the entire
project which included the...Des Flainmes flood control area
in Cook County and +the flood ccntrol reserveir op Spring
Brook im DuPage County. The poney has been budgeted for...by
this General Assembly for the last five years; however, it
was not used because this excavation sas the final ghase of
the project; and secondly, we needed Federal 1legislation
appropriating thirty-five million docllars tc provide the
pumping and paintenance stations. I'm pleased to report that
Congress has now passed the appropriations fcr the thirty-
five wmillion. For that thirty-five million dcllars of Fed-
eral money, we will receive...the State of Illinocis must pro-
vide these dollars for the excavation of the three final
sites. This will not only finalize the State®s obligation to
the unfinished project, it will complete the top priority
project of the Divisicp of Water Eescurces. Finally, it will
once and for all alleviate the constant flocceding problems
that have plagued the residents of these areas for years. I
sincerely appreciate your supgort of this motion. I%ve been
informed by Senator Ehilip this morning that the Governor has
indeed signed off oOD...ch both of my moticns and appreciate a
Yes vote.

PRESIDING OFFICEER: {SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Apy discussion? #e®ll need to
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take a roll call on each one On a...o0n separate. The gquestion
is, shall the item on page 96, limes 26 through 31 of Hcuse
Bill 543 pass, the veto of the Governor to the contrary not-
vithstanding. Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote
Nay. The voting is cpen. Have all voted sho sish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes
are 57, the Nays are none, none voting Presenmt. The itez on
page 96, lines 26 throcugh 31 of House Eill 543 having
received the required three-fifths vote is declared passed,
the item veto of the Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. All right. House Bill 543, the questicn is, shall the
item on page 96,...a11 right, the moticn...the question is,
shall the item on page 96, lines 32 through 35 and page 97,
lines 1 and 2 of House Bill 543 pass, the item veto of the
Governor to the «contrary onotwithstanding. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish2? Bave all vcted
who wish? Take the record. Opn that gquestion, the Ayes are
53, the Nays are 3, mome voting Present. 1The item on page
96, lines 32 thrcugh 35 and page 97, lines 1 and 2 of House
Bill 543 having received the required three-fifths vote is
declared passed, the item veto of the Governor to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Top of fage 16, BHBouse Eill 543, Sena-
tor Keats. HMr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECBRETARY: (MB. FEENANDES)

I move that the item cn page 85, lines 3 through 7 of
House Bill 543 do pass, the item veto of the Governor to the
contrary pnotwithstanding. Signed by Senatcr Keats.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCENUZIG)

Senator Keats.

SENATCR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. This has to do with the Clavey BRcad overgass in

Highland Park. Fer many of the Democrats this is the one
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that Representative Matijevich or Representa-
tive...Representative Fierce has spcken tc ycu akout. This is
one of the most dangerous intersections ip Illinois. They
had vanted seven million dollars to build apn overpass. 1'11
be frank, I never was a hundred percent sold that the seven
nillion spent on the overpass might be the Lest way to go,
but with this, DOT has said they will continue to look at ite
There is no guarantee we will build the overpass but the
money is designated should that be the rcute they wsishb to
take. As you know, I've been bere seven years and I've never
asked for a pork barrel project before, I*s not asking for
one now. If it turns out that this overpass isn't the right
way to go, well, then fipe. I will turn around and say,
don*t do it, but in...on behalf of Bepresentative Matijevich
and Representative Pierce and myself, we would appreciate the
support for, as I =say, what has been at times the most
dangerous intersection im Illinois and it®s coasistently
rated as one of the sost dangerous.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEHMUZIOQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator Eloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

A question of the paker.
PBESIDING GFFICER: {(SENATOR CEMUZIQG)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Eloon.
SENATOR ELCCM:

If you override,...doesn't the department have to spend
the money?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB CENUZIC)

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

If T might say, tomgue in cheek, for any cf you who have
ever had a project promised to you that never got built, the
answer is, po, the department does not necessarily bave to

spend the nmoney. It does tie the noney up specifically fer
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that project. Some projects that the monies allccated do not
end up being spent, and we have done that purxerous tipes, in
fact, the biggest one was the Crosstown.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LEMUZIC)

A1l right, further discussion? Senatcr [Lavidson. Indi-
cates he will yield. Senator Davidsocp.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Cuestion of the sponscr.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Lavidsona.
SENATOR LAVIDSON:

I was under the understanding the Supreme Court made a
ruling that when we cverrode a veto, that*s the way the money
had to be spent and had to be spent during that fiscal year.
Can you address yourself to that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR TCEHUZIO)

Senator Keats.

SENATOBR KEAIS:

I understand what you'te sayimg, but that is not our
understanding, noc. The money is designated for that groject.
The money, seven million dollars, is set in a pocl for that
project. If the project is never built, then the seven nmil~-
lion would be done scmething €lse with. That®s...our under-
standing of what happens with the fumds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Keats may close.
SENATOR KEATS:

I thank you. Ibe correction was made and what I was
saying is accurate. The money does not have to be spent but
this does set seven million for this gproject should they
decide that the best way to handle what may be the npost
dangerous intersection ine..in I1lincis bty doing it this way.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

The gquestion is, shall the itesx on gage 85, lines 3
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through 7 of House Bill 543 pass, the item wetc of the Gover-
nor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. 1The voting is ofen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that gquestion, the
Ayes are 37, the Nays are 5, 2 voting Present. The item on
page 85, lines...3 through 7 of BHouse Eill 543 having
received the required three-fifths vote is declared passed,
the item veto of the Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
inga House Bill 888, Senator Coffey. Mr. Secretary, read
the motion, please.

ACTING SECBETARY: {8B. FERNANDES)

I move that the item omn page 14, line 29 through 32 of
House Bill 886 do pass, the item veto of the Governor to the
contrary notwithstanding. Signed by Senator Coffey.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIC)

Senator Coffey.

SENATGR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and members c¢f the Senate. 1This
is a verye...very small amount of money but a very mnecessary
amount of momey that I think should be overridden. It is for
a blacksmitbh shop at the State Fairgrounds in the amount of
tventy thousand dcllars from the Ag. Fremium Fund. 1 think
it's something that is badly need, and if any c¢f you have had
the opportunity to visit the...the horseshoe barn there now,
you will see that it's...that the shape of the gnes there now
needs to be reglaced. The door is...lacks atout a foot and
half of keing high encugh, it®s dangerous for a 1lot of the
horses that come in and out of there during the State Fair
and a lot of people won*t even use the horseshce barns. So,
I*'d appreciate an cvercide vcte for this ssall amcunt of
twenty thousand dollars, and it does come fros the BAg. Fre-
mium Fund.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIQ)
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Any discussion? Senator Fauell.
SENATOR FARELL:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. After sitting in the House for
two years and 1listening to BRepresentative Bupp talk about
this stupid horseshce barm, I think we ought to pass it Just
to gquit having him bring the bill up all the time. It's
probably cost us this mnmuch in legislative time agd...and
paper.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DEHUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Coffey Daye..Bay close. All
right, the question is, shall the item cn fage 14, lines 29
through 32 of House Bill 888 pass, the iter veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote May. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who sish? Eave all
voted who wish? Have all voted sho wish? Take the recorde.
On that gquestion, the Ayes are 38, the Nays are 11, none
voting Present. The item on page 14, lines 29 through 32 of
House Bill 888 having received the required three-fifths vote
is declared passed, the itenm veto of the Gcvernor to the con-
trary notwithstanding. With leave of the Bcdy, we'll go to
concurrences on page 7, Secretary's DeSkeoeCONCUILENCE.
Bottom of page 7. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Cn
page 7, Senmate Bill 189, Senmator Marovitz. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOE MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SESATCR LEHUZIC)

All right, Senator Marovitz, just hold op a minute.
ACTING SECHETARY: {85. FERNAMNDES)

Amendments Nc. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 189.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SESATOR DEMUZIQ)

All right, Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MARGVIIZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and
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Gentlemen of the Senate. This is the no-fault divorce bill,
Senate Bill 189. And I would move that the Sepate do coacur
with House Awmendments No. 1 and No. 2 tc this legislationa
First of all, ip exglaining the apepdpents...idb the original
legislation we offered the most conservative apgroach to this
bill that is possible. A couple has to Lbe living separate
and apart for at least two continuous years, and the Jjudge
has to determine that in bis opipion after bearing all the
evidence there have already been attempts at reconciliation
and future attempts at reconciliation would be uselesSa...the
answer is no, to your guestion...future attempts at recon-
ciliation would be useless. It...both parties could waive
that two-year period and now, as result of an azendment that
was put in the House and offered by some individuals whc had
some religious cbjections to the bill, we did put that amend-
ment on the legislation. That two-year periocd having been
waived, they would still have to be living separate and agpart
for six months pricr to the entry of the judgement, that is
what the amendment says, that is...wbere the legislaticn is.
So, Jjust to reiterate, couples have to have be living sep-
arate and apart for two years continuocusly and there have to
already been attempts at reconciliatiom, and the judge has to
determine that future attempts, in his opinion, sould...would
not be fruitful. But if they both agree to waive that tuo-
year period, they still have to wait six mcnths prior to the
entry of the Jjudgemeat. Ladies and Gentlemen, forty-eight
other states in this ccuntry have some fors of no-fault
divorce. Even those states with no-fault divcrce in the Mid-
west and in the northern industrial part cf the country, such
as New York and WNew Jersey, have lower divcrce rates than
Illinois already having no-fault provisiops. 1There are ©bpot
going to be any quicky divorces in Illinois as a result of
this legislation. We have a two-year waiting periocd and even

if both parties agree, a six-month waiting feriod. We are




Page 57 —~ NOVEMEER 3, 1983

not going to be injuring any existing family units because
the family unit would already have to be broken up for twoc
yearcs before they could even have a ground, such as
irreconcilable differences which is what this ground is.
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, if twc pecple today agree
that they want a divorce, that they cannot live together any
longer, that it's in the best interest of them and their faa-
ilies and their childrep that they split, that they separate,
they can go in tomorrow and get a divorce, not wait tio
years, not wait six months, get a divcrce tomorrcw under
existing Illinois law. They file under the grounds cf mental
cruelty. They go in, they testify, often perjured, and they
get a divorce in one day. OUnder this law, that would not ke
possible. They'd have to wait two years ¢r six months if
both agree. There couldn®t be a more conpservative approach
to this legislation. We're preventing perjury by this legis-
lation. We're bringing Illinois to the twentieth century by
this 1legislation. Today, if tso people want a divcrce and
they file under the existing eleven fault grounds for divorce
in Illinois, immediately the parties are im an adversarial
position. You mnmust file a document citing specific allega-
tions. You must testify to those =specific allegations in
open court before a court reporter. There is name calling.
There is mud slinging. The families, the children see that
pame calling. One party sust say, 1 have done nothing wrong.
I am totally faultless. I am totally blameless. I have never
given my spouse any reasonm at all tc do what be did to =me.
He is or she 1is one hundred percent at fault, one hundred
percent to blame for the breakdown of this marriage. And
those grounds are gut in writing and testified tc in open
court. What do you think this does to the <children of that
marriage? How do you think this affects the akility of
thate.-of those childrep to...and their relationship with

that other spouse that is being klamed for the total fault,
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for the total breakdown of that marriage? 1t makes it impos-
sible for those kids to have a good relatiomship with Loth
parents after the breakdown of the marriage, because they see
that one gparty is being blamed...they s€e that one party is
being blamed totally fcr all the fault in the sarriage and
the total breakdowr of the nparriage, and so it makes it
nearly impossible to maintain a gcod relationship with that
faulted parent...the realistic situvation is...the realisp is
that in most parriages there is some fault o¢p both par-
ties...some fault on both parties. #Why should we have to put
in writing and say, you are totally to tlame, if you agree
that you cannot live together any longer, that it?s in the
best interest to...tc separate. ¥etve tried everything.
We've tried to reconcile. We've tried toc work it out. e
just can*t work it ocut. Why not allow the divorce to be the
parting...the parting to be as apicabkle as possible and
that*s what this is about. This bill in no way...in no way
affects property distribution, child support, cbild custoedy,
what wused to be alimony, it affects in no way that. It only
affects the grounds for divorce, and this would add one @more
ground to divorce to the existing eleven fault grounds in
Illinois and that would be the ground of irreconcilable
differences. It's time that Illincis get intc the twentieth
century and pass this legislaticn.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LCENUZIC)

All right, is there any discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEQ-KARIS:

Mr. EFresident, I rise in opposition to this motion, and 1
rise in opposition to this poticn...for many reasons. First
of all, I resent the fact that lawyers are copsitting perjury
when they take their clients in for mental cruelty. I%'ve
been in the practice for forty years, ycu dcn't have to lie
about tbe grounds, it depends on the petiticner. Second of

all, I°'d 1like to kunow why the sponsor hasn®t menticped that
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in nineteen states where they have no-fault divorce, they do
consider fault when it comes to asarding prcoperty. Third of
all, there is such a thing as a family unity. The fact that
we do have mental cruelty on the books now covers a multitude
of grounds. For exasple, I can give you a recent case I've
had, wefre using mental cruelty because he is abusive to her
children froam a prior marriage, has Leen very cbstructive,
those are things that count, it's still mental cruelty. I
think we have a duty tc try and protect fasily life as &uch
as we can. Now, I can give yocu the other exasple, an exanple
wvhere a woman has been married forty-seven years. Her hus-—
band moves out and wants a divorce ¢n no grournds. He waits
two years and be can go ahead and have it. ®hat akout the
fact that that poor woman %ill lose insurance benefits,
inheritance rights and may lose a hcme that sheAdearly loves?
Those are the things we have to consider. This bill does not
help...does not help the spouse who has zade the...done his
or her respective best to maintain the spgusal relaticnship.
What it does 1is give a gquick out, and I don't believe in
quick outs unless there®s great justification; and if there
is great justificaticn, you have the law c¢f mental cruelty on
the books and that can be used, but we dcn't have to lie
about our divorces. We can tell the trutbh and ycu will f£find
courts who will listen to the truth. Sg, I say to you that if
you want to give a chance to couples tc reccncile, don®t Lte
fooled by this gquick band-aid approach. Bemember, the nipe-
teen sStates that do have the pno-fault, that my collcaque ob
the other side bas never nmentioned, do <copsider fault in
awarding property rights and so fortha
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

Further discussion? Senator Leuke.
SENATOB LEMKE:

I rise in opgosition to this bill, but I...I think

there®s some points that should be <cleared uf because it
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might pass. Senator Marovitz, can you answer a guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEFATCR DEMUZIQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Leske.
SENATOR LEHKE:

What do you G@meamn by living separate and apart for six
months?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIG)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOE HMAROGVITZ:

That is up toc the judge as to what living =separate and
apart is. If the judge determines that living separate and
apart they have to be living in separate bouseholds, so be
it. If the judge determines that living...a3fart...they can
be living under the same roof but there is no conjugal
visits, they...they are living is separate bedrcoms, they are
doing their own separate...their cwn laundry, their...their
own meals, whatever, that’s ug to the judge and
that's...that's what the case law is today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIC)

A1l right, Senatocr lLemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

In other words, two pecple can get together and say we
vant to get a divorce and we cam live in the same house but
we can®t get along sith each octher. That's what you're
saying, right, ip this bill? You?re saying they can live in
the same house and live separate and apart, but we can®t get
along with each cther %cause they're abusive and everything
else, but we don't want to get married...we don?t vant...ue
vant to get divorced, is that...that's what ycu're saying,
right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

All right, Senator Marovitz.
SENATOE MAEOVITIZ:

That is wovot what I'm saying. The bkill says living sep-
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arate and apart. That is what the bill says. Doesn't =say
anything about living in the same hcusehocld, dcesn®t say any—
thing 1like that. The bill says livimg separate and apart.
That®s up to the judge to determine. What we have done, Sena-
tor Lemke, is added an amendment to this legislation which
was given to us and asked to be put on by those religiocus
organizations that previously has cpposed the legislatica,
and as a result of putting their amendment on the legis~
lation, they’ve withdrawn their oppcsitiorn.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIO)

Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Well, we?re going to get back in, we're trying to do this
so people will have to perjure themself. &ell, they're going
to perjure themself because they're going tc say they're
living separate and agart even though..-they?re in the sase
house. I think the intent when we had separate wmaintenpance
was they actually separated and lived in different houses,
separate and apart, that's what separate...and apart was the
intent in the State of Illincis until some judge gct some
idea and got more liberal. Now, if jou want ¢to 1live...lcave
status up to judges, fine, but I don't trust them. They go
where the...the weight of the evidence is in scme case, scoe-
times the weight is weight in gold. I'n telling ycu this
right now, this bill is too soomn, it should be held for a
while till ve can put the lanquage we meanm in this bill, and
that means that we do not need no-fault divorce tc affect
people when it comes to property settlements. We do pot uant
an adulteress to get off the hock for mpo-fault divcrce
be...and the innocent party suffer in regards to property
settlements because this is the main determination for the
little 1lady that has the four and five children to get after
the guy that runs arcund and plays the game to get their fair

share for those kids and...and for herself. You know, in
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certain divorce matters you offset things, but I'm telling
you right nos, tc liberalize the Jlaw as far as po-fault
divorce, it*'s a nmisncmer. I would say that if se''re going to
have...nc-fault divorce, then we shcoculd dc¢ it just like we do
ite..getting parried. You go to the county clerk. You file
a petition...you just file an application, we want a certif-
icate of divorce. Why hire a divorce lasyer? That®s whe's
pushing this, divorce lawyers. You know why? They sant to
make big, fat fees and these same people dcn't care akout the
woman, they don®t care about the kids, they don't care alout
anything, and you know who gets the kids later? Department
of Public 3id, Children and Family Services, that's uwho gets
the aids, and who pays for it? #e, the taxpayers. We end ug
paying the momney because the...the wife gets a five thousand
dollar settlement and then she leaves the kids and the...the
father don't want theg, we're going to end up with these
kids. W®e're going tc end up paying them, and the only way we
can get at the problem...you know, if we are going tc allow
people to separate for a not fault, then why even saste the
time in court? Just have them, like in FEussia, go in and
file a certificate, the wmarriage is dissclved, and let’s
argue about the property in court then. Eut why do ycu need
a divorce lawyer if you bave @po-fault divorce? Let®s
Sayee.let's amend the bill and say, okay, go into the county
clerk, file your certificate, your affidavit that you live
separate and apart for six months, apd then ycu eliminate the
necessary of these big, fat iegal fees which take away fron
the kids and the...and the wife and the...and the innocent
person. That's what we®re talking about this...this bkill is
pushed, and pushed by the big diveorce lawyers who milk their
clientsS<..
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator, could bring you bring your remarks to a close,

please?
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SENATOR LEMKE:

eeethis, I think, is a travesty on this State; and if we
are going to go into this system, let®s cone up with a systenm
where we can save soze fees and we can give equitable con-
sideration to those people that mostly need it and that’s the
children. So, 1 ask a ko vofe.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

411 right, Chanpel 2 has requested permission...leave of
the Body tc...tc tape. Is leave granted? Leave is g¢ranted.
Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, ¥r. Fresident. C(Cuestion of the sponsor,
please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Ccllias. Senator
Marovitz.

SENATGR COLLINS:

Where is he?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR LEMUZIQ)

Senator Collinms.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Marovitz, I support no-fault divorce Lbut I do
have a guestion in relation to separate domicile, and I want
to know from you, why did you take that definition out of the
bill? I thought originally at some pcint there was a defini-
tion in the bill that indicated what separate...separate
domicile meant.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator MNarovitze
SENATOR MARQVITZ:

Nothing whatsoever was taken out of the bill. At no
point was there ever...ever any...definiticn cf...living sep-
arate and apart in the legislation. W®hen it passed this Body

with 45 votes in the Spring, never was a defipition, nothing
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was ever takenm out of this bill. The only thing that was put
into this bill vas an apendment that the church asked us to
put ON...in order to withdraw their opposition. The amendsent
was put on the bill so that there would have to Le a
six-month waiting p[period ewven if both parties agree. The
definiticn of separates...living separate and apart was sever
in the bill and it has never Lkeen taken cut.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIG)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Well, I rise in support of the bill because I support the
concept, and I'm sure that if we find that is a prcklem, we
can come back and clarify that section Qf the bill later, aad
I'n sure there will be some problems with that section of the
bill because you will have the situaticn arisipqg that Senator
Lenke alluded to, in manmy cases, whbere unnecessary petiticaos
are filed in the ccurts to determine whether or not one is
qualified as living under separate domicile ip crder to get a
divorce under the no-fault groundse. I support the bill
because...l don't know how many of you have gone through a
divorce where you found that you bad to stand kefore a judge
and tell a lie, because I was a victim of that syself when,
most of you recall, before I was remarrieda I had Leen
living apart from wmy husband four years. There was no
animosity. We had a very good relationship, but we could mot
agree to go into court and get a divcrce unless w€...had to
stipulate scme of the grounds of mental cruelty or scme other
type of 1lie; and believe it or not, before that divcrce was
resolved, there was bitterness between sy huskand and I,
because that scunds okay to some when you put that cn pager
when the law you say, well, this is the ogly way that you can
get it, and both say, well, we do agree tc the divorce, so we
have to do it, but when you hear it in court, it takes on a

new wmeaning, and it does create probleas. Ncw, even thcugh
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this bill dces not address the issue of custody and property
settlement, it does have an impact on custcdy and property
settlement, and it is a positive ippact. I think Sebpator
Marovitz explained it very well, because if the twc parties
can go into the...property settlement and the <child custody
portion of the divorce without animosity, the probatilities
of coming out of...that section of the diverce and pake
rational decisions will be greater than if they go in koth
antagonistic towards each other, and for that reason, I sSug-
port 189.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Euzkbee.
SENATGR EUZEEE:

Thank you. A question of the spcusora
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOF LEHMUZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Euzkeea
SENATOE FUZBEE:

Senator Marovitz, do I understand that for a sutually
agreeable divorce, in this bill, that there will have to be
no grounds specified in the filing other than the fact that
they botbh have agreed that they want a divorce. 1Is that cor-
rect?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARCVITZ:

The ground is that there is...has been a...irretrievable
breakdown of the s&arriage and there are irreccncilable
differences. It...it is called irrecomcilakle differences
and there has beesn an irretrievable breakdown in the mar—-
riage. That is the ground for divorce. 1There has to tLke a
ground for divorce specified, and also the judge must deter-
mine that there have been attenpts alrecady at reconciliation
and after hearing the evidence, future attempts at recon—

ciliation, in his opinion, would be useless, and there oust
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be a six-month waiting period, which under the present law,
there doesn®t have to Le.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EROCE)
Senator Euzbee.
SENATCB EUZEEE:

Okay, so I understand that DOVWeeothatea.that this
bill...when it...if and when it beccmes law, will require six
ponths Of...o0f...0f waiting prior to the issuance of a
divorce decree.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATCR MARCVITIZ:

That is correct. A six-month waiting pericd prior to the
entry of the decree.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATIOR EUZEEE:

And explain to me again what is the two-year waiting
period that's specified?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEBUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARCGVITZ:

The...the...there is a two-year waiting period for all
divorces under this bill, upless both parties agree to waive
the two-year period. 1If both parties agree tc waive the two-
year pericd, where they've been living serarate and apart,
then they can waive that two-year pericd, Lut there is still
a six-month waiting gperiod where bothk Gparties agree. I
gyst...] must add this, when we passed this bill in the
Spring, there was not that six-month waiting period. Forty-
five people in this Chamber voted for that bill and it was
less conservative thanm it is now. There sas no six-month
waiting period. The religious opponents to the bill, at that

time, asked us to hold the bill, which we did, and put a
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six-month waiting period om it, which we did. That®s why the
bill is wup now, six months later, and that®*s why the amend-
ment is on there because we agreed to do that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BEUCE)

Senator EBuzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

~e-aS an attorney, Senator Marovitz, sculd it be fair to
assume that you have handled scame divorce cases in the past?
PEESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOE EERUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MABOVITZ:

That is correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Euzkee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

Let me ask you this question then, as a practicing attor-
ney, have you handled divorce cases where you felt cor that
you knew for a fact that your client or the...opponent was,
in fact, perjuring themselves in crder to get a divcrce and
that those irreconcilable differences were there? I...I'n
not trying to put you on the spot, ktut were ycu...but were
you felt persopally that..-.that your client c¢r somebody else
WaS...¥Was not really telling the truth tut they bad decided
they were...there were irreconcilable differences and they
vere going to end the marriage one way c¢r the other, and
ifee.if it was necessary to lie, they would...they sculd lie
t0ee.to 4o s0. Is that...would you...would that be a safe
assuaption?

PRESILDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARGVITZ:

I can...I can't tell you of any cases sbere I know any of

my clients perjured themselves, and also 1 can't tell you

what happens behind marital dcors. A11 "I can say is
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from...from discussions with one or both parties, it...it
became obvious tc me that there was probakly scme contribu-
tion of fault by both parties to the marriage and, unfortuep-
ately, with our present law, the party who gets the divorce
must say that they have never dore anything wrong or given
that individual any cause to commit the grcunds, whichever
those are, for the divorce.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Euzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

Yes, AaS...aS Aab..-your being an officer of the court,
I...I was not trying to...to put you in a...in a spot there,
I was trying to sipply make the case that it seems to me from
what 1little I know of it that, in fact, there are a lot of
people who decide that they simply...they bave toc get a
divorce, and that under the current State law, they have to
perhaps tell something cther than the truth to be able to get
that divorcc and that this bill attempts to address that
problen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR EEUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I...I have had during the last...well, at least since I
introduced the bill, dozens and dozens of calls from people
who were not my clients but who beard abcut this legislaticno
and have said that they have been trying for years, they've
been living separate and apart for five years, six years, ten
years and have been trying to get a divorce
unsuccessfully...not been able to get a divorce because cf
the grounds. The children as a result of this bickering and
fighting have gore into psychiatric care, have had =serious
problems in schosl, they have their...each party bas their
own complete separate life style, it®%s been years and years

and years since they®ve ever lived together but they haven't

-
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been able to get diveorced and the...the...the traumatic
ramifications on the family have bLeen devastating, and
there...there are examples 1like that that are ramgant
throughout the State of Illinois and I dc kncw of...of then
personally.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCB EBUCE)

Senator Fawell. Oh, I'm sorry, Senator Hudson was next.
A1l right, Senator Fawell. Senator Fasell.

SENATOR FAMWELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. Eresident. ®ill the sponsor
yield for a guestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR EBRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Sepator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Senator, under this law, if a woman decides that she is
tired of ber wparriage and moves intoc a hose cf ancther man
and lives with hip fcr twc years, but her husband, for wvari-
ous and a susdry reasons, does not want a divorce. Under
this bill, can that woman then file and get a diverce and
have hip divide his property up? <Cculd ycu answer the ques-
tion, please?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR EBUCE)

Senator Marovita.

SENATOR MARCVIIZ:

Well, I have to answer it im twc ways. Nusber one, this
bill has absolutely nothing whatscever to do with dividing up
anyone's property, nothing whatscever to d¢ with that.
Theeesthe division of property under the existing law and the
existing eleven fault grounds is exactly the sane as it is
under this bill, and I challenge anybcdy...anybody to pake
any allegations differently. Now, as to yocur gquestiom, if a
woman leaves home, dcesn't any lcnger sant tc live in that
marital bhome, leaves home and takes up and lives with another

man, and two years pass, she cap file under thke grcunds of
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irreconcilable differences and go tc the ccurt and ask for a
divorce. The judge then has to determine if there have been
sufficient attempts at recomciliation between those parties.
I1f, in his opinion, there have been sufficient attempts at
reconciliation bLetween those parties, he can then grant the
divorce on the grounds of irreconcilable differences, but
after all, how are we ever going tc force this wcman who
wants to live outside the marital home with this other aman,
under what law would you force that woman tc go back to her
marital home?
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATGR ERUCE)

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAHELL:

Senator, having been in the situation myself, I know what
the Chicago courts...Ccok County courts require as far as
reconciliation; that is approximately one hour of counseling
time where you may cr may not listen. Sc¢, as far as...as
counseling is concerned, as far as I'm <ccncerned in oy
experience, that is a joke. Second cf all, there is nc fault
ever taken into consideration as far as division cf fproperty;
therefore, under +this circumstance, the woman could come in
after the divorce was granted, or...or before if there was a
property settlement, and give...and get ber "fair share" of
the marital property. Am I right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOB ERUCE)

Senator Marovitza
SENATOE MARCVITIZ:

Could you repeat the gquestion?

PBESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATCGB EBUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Under the present law, because we have no fault as far as

division of property is concerned, after this divorce was

granted cr probakly before, depending on the settlement, this
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woman could in effect come in and force a division of the
marital property because judges camnnot, under our fpresent
law, consider whether that woman has left ber husband and
moved in with ancther pam or mot, as I correct?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATGE MARCVITZ:

Under present law, and whether this bill passes or not, a
judge cannot determine fault in the...in the distribution of
property or the awvarding of child support, whether this bill
passes or not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FASELL:

However, if we do not have this law, thes the wman would
not have to give bher anything until...until he decides he
wants a divorce or until they agree on the grounds or until
they agree on a property settlement. AD I...atf I correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARQVITIZ:

Unless there's going to be a divorce, there®s okviously
no distribution c¢f property.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE BRUCE)

Senator Fawell, had you concluded?
SENATCR FAWELL:

I just think that you better take a strong look at this
bill. It cscems to me if we already bave got e€leven grounds
for divorce in this State, there are more than enough reasons
to get a divorce...mental cruelty for all intents and pur—
poses is our no-fault divorce in this State. I...I think
it*'s about time that we, as ab Assembly, started taking the
position that there is a validity ine..in the...in structure

of a fapily ip a...in the home. Children are hurt by a
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divorce, and I don't care what age they are apd I don®t care
what the...grounds of the diverce are, children are hurt.
When in the world are we ever going to stand up and =say that
divorce is not a good thing for scciety, in general, and it's
about time we started protecting both the hose amd the fanm-
ilies?

PEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR EBUCE)

Further discussion? Sepmator Hudscp, did you wish to
comzent? Senator Budsoun.
SENATOR BUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Lladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I <can only echo in part wbat has been said by pre-
vious speakers against this bill; namely, Senator Geo-Karis
and Senator Fawell, but it seems to me that se nmust recoqnize
that in this country today there is a breakup of the BAmerican
family. I think sociologists will agree with us. It*s going
on at a pace that is astounding, and it would seem to me that
anything that we can do, or may do, gr will do that will
accelerate the pace cf the breakup of the American fapily is
bad and is countergroductive to what is good for our society
and the cohesion of it; and it would seem toc wme that this
will be a clear signal, particularly to our young people, if
we get into this no-fault concept that if things don't work
out in your marriage, go ahead and move into the no-fault
area, live apart for avhile, and everything sill be okay, you
can separate. It also cseems to me that the fact that there
may be grounds required, there may be fault assigned is a
deterrent to divorce. At least it should ke, and I Dbelieve
it is because I happen to feel that if a ycung cougle c¢cr a
couple...an older couple, it doesn*t wmatter the age, are
faced with +the fact that +they may have to come into
court...I'n not an attorney but it seems tc me if they bave
to come into court and there may be fault assigned, and I

think in...in most cases, many, many, many divorce «cases
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there is fault if the husband takes a walk or he neglects his
family, neglects his wife, or vice a versa. I think this is a
sobering thought to a couple before they move into this area
of divorce whbich is destructive, 1 thipk, tc our scciety.
So, 1 think there's a place for the law as it now stands, and
I would add my voice and my feelings tc those opinians that
have already been rendered here in that direction and would
urge a defeat of this Lill.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Collins. ©h, all right, you had your light om, Senator, did
you wishaa..

SENATOR COLLINS:

esalacal hate te, you know, rise for the second
time,.-.but I've listened to all of the speakers talking
about how this bill is going to add to the kreakdown of the
family apd the impact upon this type of 1legislation on
th€ee.children...diverces on <children, Ltut 1 don®t know how
many of you have observed families who are bhaving seriocus
problems, child abuse, wife abuse, simply kecause they cannot
under the present law get a divorce, and 1 tbink that is far
more traumatic on the children and the wife than protecting
the so-called sanctity of the marriage because cof one's moral
convictions or principles, and that®s all you'r€ really
talking about. There should be no need tg attempt to put a
shotgun to anyone's head and make them live with somecme who
makes their 1lives wpiserable or their children's lives
miserable, and that dis all this bill is attempting to do.
Even though it has problems, it is better than what we have.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussicn? Senator
Bacdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALL:

May I ask a question of the sponsor?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Macdomalda
SENATOR HACLDCNALD:

Yes, thank you. In...if this bill should pass, in the
courts, in property settlements...after the ipitial property
settlement, would the law change im apny way, and if the
financial situation of the spouse whbo bhas to [fay sup-
porte...child support or wife support, ¥ill this allow them to
come into court and the judges, as they do now, can they cone
back for readjustments shen...when the income increases for
either party that is respoamsitle?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Yes, the answer is, yes. UOnder this law, just as under
present law, a spouse has the right to come back intc court
and ask for additicmal income as a result of changed circum=-
stances in regards to...to @maintenance, what used to be
alimoney, child support, whatever. The saBe
rights...financial rights, rights to additicnal maintemance
or support exist under this law as under present law. There
is absolutely no change in the...in the financial rights of
either spouse or the financial obligations of either spouse
under this law, as under present law, not cne iota of differ-
ence. They do have the right to ccme Lack im amd ask for
additional support and maintepance.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR ERUCE)

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACLCHMNALD:

®ell, I...I would say that I think it*s unfortunate that
the bill is called no-fault; maybe there is nc cther descrip-
tion of the bill. I have never voted for this kind of legis-
lation before, and we talk about the destruction of the Amer-

ican family and the rate of divorce, which is now one iS<.a.is
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fifty percent and I don"t know how much further we can go
unless we go to a hundred percent; and with the safequards
that have been assured to me by the sponsor of this EFill, I
don't see that resisting this bill in the past...for the fpast
ten years has really made any difference in society in I1li-
nois, and as far as I'm concerned, I thipk that this till is
the best one that we have had in the years that I%ve been
down here and I intend to vote for it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EBUCE)

Further discussicn? 1Is there leave for Chanmnel 5 to film
the proceedings? Leave is granted. Further...Senator
Marovitz may close.

SENATOR MARGVITIZ:

Thank you, very mnmuch, Mr. Eresident and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. This bill passed with akout, I
think, roughly...4%2 to 45 vctes last Jume. &e then sent it
over to the House and we were acked by tbe <church to bhold
the legislation until the fall so that an amendment could be
prepared and they could take a lock at the till. We agreed
to do that. Then, during that period, they came forth with
an anendment and said that if we*d put this asendment on the
bill nmandating a six-month waiting period even where both
parties agree, which is unlike present law, that the opposi-
tion to the bill would be withdrawn. That amendment bhas been
put on. That is what this concurrence moticn is all about.
Vhen some people say we ought to wait and take a look at
this, this bill, no-fault divorce, and that's a terrible
misnomer, has been arcund about fifteen years in the State of
Illinois...fifteen years. Forty-eight other states have it,
and I agree that doesn?’t make it right just because forty—
eight other states have it, but if se take a look at those
forty-eight othei states, many of thcse cther states that
have it and are right around us and are nortberm industrial

states, have even lower divorce rates thap Illinois®; such
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as, I11inoiS...such as, New Jersey, and New York, and Hiscon-
sin, and Indiana, Nebraska, and 1Iowa, they have po-fault
divorce, a provisicn, and they have even lower divorce rates
than Illincis. 1 want to make something very clear, scmebody
got up and said that nineteen other states with no-fault
provision allow fault in the...determination of property
rights. This bill has absolutely nothing whatsocever to do
with that and I really object to anybody insinuating that.
Our law in Illinois, whether this bill passes cr it dcesn't,
says, and you pay be...you may feel one way about it or
another, says that you cannot consider fault 1in determining
property, child support, maintenance, those kinds of things.
That*s what our law is today. This bill bas ©bpothing to do
with that. Whether we pass this bill or not, it's pot goiang
to change our law. This bill only has to do with the grounds
for divorce in Illincis. There are two separate parts of a
divorce; one is the grounds, of which we bave eleven fault
grounds, and the second is the distribution of that sartial
pie, the property, the child support, the ospaintenance, the
custody, property rights. This has nothing to do with nubber
two, it only has to do with the grounds for divorce. 1It's
not too soon for us to take this up, let's get into reality.
I mean, nobody wants divorce, nobcdy likes divorce, but
divorce is a fact of life, and what we shculd ke doing is
trying to...trying to find...first of all, find ways to pake
parriage more difficult, I think that®s important to look at,
but this bill tries to make a parting more realistic and nmore
amicable. 1t tries toc say that, let*s take a lcok at those
kids, those family members and try and not make them choose
sides and see their parents fighting and tickering all the
time and having tc Ltlame one or the cther for everything.
Let's try and make those kids be able tc¢ have a...a good
relationship with both parents when the marriage is over, if

indeed it has to be over. Fecple have tc ke living =separate
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and apart for two years. That family unit that"s been living
separate and apart for two years bhas already bLroken down,
it's not existing, they're not 1living tcgether, they're
living their own lives separate and apart. This Jjust says,
okay, if <you're @nct 1living together and ycu don't want to
live together anymore and you can't work it out anymore,
let's find a decent and an amicakle way fcr that parting
t0.--to occur, and tbat®s what this kill is all about, not
destroying the family unit. As I pentioned before, under
today's law, éomebody wants a divorce, they get it tGmorrow.
Two people want to get divorced, they go in and they wmake uf
these grounds and they get it tomorrew, but under
thisS...additional grcund, you can't do that. He're saying, ue
want you to step back and take another look at it. You've
got to wait at least six months, cnly under this ground, tLut
under the...eleven other fault grounds, you don®t have to
wait one day. You make up the grounds and you get divorced,
and that's what our law is today, and if you don®t pass this
bill with thirty-six votes, and that's what this oeeds, if
you don't pass this bill, we®re still gcing to have eleven
fault grounds and people are still going tc ke akle to get
divorced in one day if the agree to it; in one day, if they
agree to it, by £filing wunder wmental cruelty. Ladies and
Gentlemen, this is scomething that's time has come. 1t's Leen
around for years, and years, and years, and the church has
withdrawn its opposition to this legislaticn Lecause of an
anendment that they prepared after we held the bill and after
we put it on. That's what this concurrence moticn is all
about, concurring with the church asendment cm this legis-
lation. Please, Ladies and Gentlemen, it's time for this
legislation. Let?s pake the parting as amicable as possible
and end the bickering that goes om in tcday?s divorce law. I
ask for your Aye votea

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EBRUCE)
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The gquestion is, shall the Sepnate concur ip Hous€ Amend-
ments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 189. Those in faver vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted sbo wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. ©Ouv that gquestiocn,
the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 23. The Sepnate does not concur
with House Apendrents 1 and 2. Senator Marovitz.

SENMATOR MARCVITZ:

Is postponed consideration a...under a concurrence motiocn
okay?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATCR ERUCE)

It...it is appropriate.

SENATOBR MABCVITZ:

Okay.

PEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The sponsor asks that further ccpmsideration of his moticn
to concur be placed on the Order of Fostpobed Consideration.
It will be placed obn the Order of Pcstponed Consideration.
Senator LeAngelis on the Floor? Is Senatcr LedAngelis con the
Floor? Okay. Senator Grotberg.

SENATCR GECTEERG:

A point of crder, Mr...ti. Eresident, on the motion just
passed. Wby was pot thirty votes sufficient...under what
ruling are we...this is just for my own clarification, Nr.
President.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR ERUCE)

fhe Chair read the House asendment apd the House amend-
ment itself carried with it an ismediate effective date. Bad
the inmediate effective date been witbin the body of the
legislation, we mnight have reached angther...result, but
the...the amendment itself carried the impediate effective
date and it would require thirty-six votes. 1If I might have
the attention of the Body, we will now go...with leave of the

Body...if I might have your attention, ¢n rage 8 of your
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Calendar are Conference Committee regports, page 8. ke have
several Conference Conmmittees that bave...bave returned.
Senator Demuzio, would you come...you or Senator Savickas
come up, I have the first one, I believe. Senator Egan, did
you plan to call a Ccnference Committee report on 262 It*s
an old one. All right.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On the Order of Conference Conrittee Eeports, we have a
Conference Committee report on House Eill 320. Sena-
tOr...Senator, is that an old Conference Ccamittee report?
Senator Bruce on our Conference Compittee report on House
Bill 320.

SENATOR EERUCE:

Thank you, and if I might have the attention of the Eody,
we're going to...several of these Conference Ccmmittees bave
been around for awhile and some of them have just come back.
I know that Senator...Senator Schuneman cus House Bill 2072 is
going tc want to call that, I believe Senatcr Grotberg on
1205; and 668, I plan to call, and I think Senator Llenmke
plans to call 702. 1Is that right, Semator lenke? And so ue
are going to go some of the...thtough the Conference Conmit-
tee reports that have been more recently filed. House EBill
320 and the Conference Committee attached thereto is a matter
that has been before this Body before. Senators Berman,
Maitland, Holmberg, Bruce have...bave involved themselves for
sometime with the funding for adult educaticp. When we left
here last year, the agreement was that we wculd change the
forsula if we could reach an agreement. &€ have met. The
State Board of Higher Education, the State Ecard of Edu~-
cation, the Illinois Community Ccllege Ecard have all signed
off on an agreement which is c¢n your desk basically stating
that beginning July the 1st,..1983, which has already passed,
and we will go back to pick up the reimbursement rates, that

for adult basic education we will ncw use a general State aid
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pupil foundation level divided Ly sixty and increased by
forty percent with a declining scale through 1989 gcing dosn
from forty, thirty, twventy, fifteen, ten and then five per-
cent. For vocaticnal skills, se will agaim use the general
State aid per pupil foundation level pultiplied ky a factor
of 1.4 for this schocl year and declining at....03 each year
until 1988-89 in which it will rest at 1.25 as a increase
factor. For adult secondary education, again wusing the
foundation level, we would...se will reduce that by .90 for
each...for 1983 and for their...every year thereafter. For
community college districts, there shall...their amount after
we?ve nade the ccmputations of ome...paragraghs 1, 2 and 3,
they shall...those rates shall reduce by the AEE-GED, English
as a second language credit hour grants that we are presently
reimbursing at whatever year that this fcrmula is. So, I
believe having divided into...adult basic, vacational and
adult secondary and in the combnumity college reimkursepent
rate, I Ltelieve that the Community Ccllege Ecard is happy,
the Board of Higher Education is hapfpy and the State Eoard of
Education is bhappy. I*°d ask for ycur favorakle vote. I
believe it came out of the House 115 to nothing either
yesterday or today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Eerman.

END CF REEL
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REEL #3

SENATOR EEEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of Senator Erucefs...motion to
accept the Conference Committee report. I have before me a
statement that has been subscribed to by Lave EFierce of the
Junior College Board, Dick Wagner of the Ecard cf Higher Edu-
cation and Don Gill of the Board...State Board of Education,
and I wanted to read it into the record because I think that
this is very important just as the details of the legislatiocn
that Senator Bruce has just explained. The agreements beyond
the language of the Statute and the bill are important and
that statement that has been subscribed to by these three
gentlenmen is as follows, “That the funding of adult educaticn
programs has been a matter of lingering ccncern, misunder-
standing and disagreement betueen people in higher education
and elementary-secondary education for toc long. BWe are cur—
rently in agreement on a funding prcpesal shich is ncu before
the Legislature in House Bill 320." They urge its adoption.
#In the process of reaching this agreement we also agreed
upon the necessity tc thoroughly review the fprccess cf allo-
cating the dollars to the programs wshere they are spent. We
will mutually and cccperatively examine this process and rake
any needed changes so that the follosing may ke accomplished.
Number one, the application process will te fair and egqui-
table to all institutions which are involved; two, the staff
of the copmunity coliege board will effectively be involved
in the allccation pracess; three, a comsistent data Lase for
future decisions will be established which will describe
adult education programs offered by both the community col-
leges as well as the public schools. GQur intent is to assure

that public policy established by State Government is effec—
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tively carried out." I wanted that statement bty these three
gentlemen to be in the record and I applaud them for reaching
this agreement. I urge an Aye votea.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Cavidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate, I rise im sup-
port of this Conference Committee report. Have been a inte-
gral part of the negotiations which worked out this compro-
mise between all three concerned that the State Eocard of Edu-
cation concernicog adult education for those unit school dis-
tricts which dc¢ ap excellemt job, the Becard of Higber Edu-
cation and the Community College Board. 1This probkably leaves
all of tiem a little bit dissatisfied, but all three of thex
agree that adult education both at the unit school level and
at the community college level needed additional funding and
must be done. This in the most equitable way to do it. I
urge all of us tc vcte Aye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If pot, Semator Bruce may
closea
SENATOR ERUCE:

Well, I believe that Senator EBerman, Senator Lavidson
and...and I and Senator Maitland, Senator Holmberg, the edu—
cation copmittee has worked a long time, it"s gone over a
year now, trying to put together this formula. Everybody
seens to be signed on, so I think we ought tc fass it
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The guestion is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Committee report on House Bill 320. Those dim faver will
vote BRye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted sho wish? Have all voted who wish?2 Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. Opn that questiom, the Byes are

55, the Nays are none, none voting Fresent. The Senate does
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adopt the Conference Committee repcrt on House Eill 320, and
the bill having received the required constituticmal majority
is declared passed.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATQOE EEUCE)

The next current Conference Copmittee report is onm Hcuse
Bill 963 under the sponsorship of Sepator Savickas. Senator
Savickas is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President, I would move for the adoption of our
Conference Comnmittee report on House Bill 963, but before 1
do, I would ask that Senator Etheredge and Senator Netsch, in
that order, speak on behalf of this Ccopference Cconittee
report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)
In which order, Senator?
SENATGR SAVICKAS:

Senator Etheredge and then Senator Netsch.
PBESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR EFRUCE)

Senator Etheredge is recognized.

SENATOR ETHEBELGE:

Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, the
people vworking in the fields ¢f alccholisz and drug abuse
services have been discussing asopg thesmselves for three
years and more how they might best join together to fprovide
comprehensive services for their comstituents. And I want to
emphasize at the cutset, the reasop these discussions have
started and the reason they have gone forth and reached
the...the fruition that we're...that's Lefcre you today is
because they're constituents, these twyo counstituent popu-
lations bhave come together. 1Increasingly, the person who has
a problem with alcohcl has a...a problem with drugs as well.
So there is...we're talking essentially about the same two
populations. Last srring we crganized a jcint committee on

consolidation for alcoholism and drug abuse services and the
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work has...began in earnest at that time. B®e®ve held hear-
ings late in the summer, in the fall, receiving testimony
from the field, and what we have before you, the Conference
Compittee report on House Pill 963, is the result of those
hearings and that work. And what you have is a thorcugh and
I believe a resgonsive and responsible piece of legislation.
With the enactment cf House Bill 670 last =spriog, the con-
solidated department bas already been created. But what we
need to do now is to ensure that a smooth tramsition takes
place. A budget needs tc be prepared, submitted and
accepted, and without the new structure which is contaibned
within this 1legislation, that cannot be dope. Systems and
procedures must be developed to ensure the smocth delivery of
services and without the new...new structure, that caonot be
done. Adpministrative and bhousekeeping duties must Le fer—-
formed over the next eight months, and witbout the new struc-
ture, they cannot be carried cut. This bill is necessary to
continue the momentum and growth achieved bLy many, many
people doing years of hard work. Cn bebalf of the Joint
committee, I ask you to accept and to ratify our work, and oy
pledge to you is that...you...that it dces represent work inm
which all of us can take pride. It is our expectation asnd
that of the vast majority of persons ccncerned with preven-
tion and treatment of alcoholism and drug abuse that this new
department in conjunmction with the professionals working in
the field will work as they have in the past to resolve those
few remaining areas cf disagreement and move toward further
improvement of services. I would ask that you join me im an
Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BEUCE)

Senator Netsche
SENATCOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. As a member, along with Sena-

tor Etheredge, of the joint ccompittee which continued to sork
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on the guestion of consolidation, I also urge support of the
Conference Conmittee report which is the majcr first imple-
menting step in the achievement of the actual consolidation.
I would simply add a couple of points %tc¢ the very excellent
summary that Senator Etheredge has already given you. Cne,
if you will recall, we have alrcady mandated the conscli-
dation. The Legislature dealt with that issue and resolved
it before we left here in the end of June during the Begqular
Session. SO0 the...the fact of consolidaticn of alcoholisn
and drug abuse services is a decisiocn we have already made
but we must carry it oute. This bill is the first critical
step in that. The conmsolidation does not become effective
until July 1 of next year, but we must have an agency with
enough structure in place that it can, in fact, make the
kinds of decisions to which Senator Etheredge referreda 1
would point out also that we did bave extensive hearings.
There has been enormcus opportunity for input, public input
and input from all of the interested providers in this area.
The Jjoint committee itself held six public bearings and, in
addition, meetings at which the details were discussed. There
is already in place a task force aprointed by the Governor
and made up of representatives of not cmly the State agencies
involved but a large array of the groups whc d¢ provide these
services and who do have a major interest. They also are hargd
at work cn the isplementation but they must have this bill in
order to be able to continue effectively their work. I would
point out finally that the list of suprorters cf the consoli-
dation and of this bill in particular is very extensive, and
it includes everything from the Illinois Alcoholism and Drug
Dependents Association which is really the umbrella grcug
including a great many of the...the subgrcups that are inter—
ested in dc provide services in this area to Gateway Founda-
tion, Task, Scjourn House, the Northern Illincis <Council on

Alcoholism and so on and SO on. It iSe..it is widely sup-
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ported. It is a critical part of the prccess and we do urge
your Supgort.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Sepator Savickas, did you wish to
close? Or Senator...hO0...Senator Hudson, a guestion.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. ¥culd the sponsor, Senator
Etheredge or Senator Netsch respond to a questicn?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Yes, he willa...
SENATOR BUDSGCN:

She will...
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EFUCE)

eeeShe will respend, I'm sorry. Senatcr Hudson.
SENATIOR HUDSON:

eee0kaye Senator Netsch, in fairpess tc a concern that
was brought to my attention, this is a questicn. I do not
plan to make a sgpeech on the subject. In fairnmess to the
concern that was brought...to a concern that was brought to
my attention yesterday and the concern was this, that under
the provisiocns of the Conference Ccmmittee 1eport on this
subject tbat there might be some...have been some language
added that, in effect, creates some mandates ¢p the Depart-
ment of Mental Health and Developmental L[isatilities whereic
everybody has to be screemed for alcocholism. That is to say,
a child, for example, with some disability of some kind
would...would perforce have to gc through a screening process
for alcoholism, whereas it clearly would be nct really indi-
cated that that is necessary. 1Is this a concern that you
have addressed yourself to? &®ould you respond to that; in
other words, the possibility of new @pandates here being
introduced that the department is nct fprepared at this tigme
to cope with?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)
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-eeS5€nator...Senator Netsch.
SENATGR NETSCH:

Thank youe I...I®m sure I know the r[provision to which
you're referring. l...the Departrent of Mental Health will
be, as it is now, required to screen all of the people who
come to it for possible admission. And the cnly thing that
is<esand this is not really different from what they cught to
be doing tight now, is that they...they will have to indicate
whatever diagnosis they find. If it*s a psychiatric diag-
nosis, if it 1is an alcobolism prchlem as well, if it is a
drug abuse problem as well, those things wculd have to be
noted. Now, ip @my Jjudgment, that is precisely what the
department cught to dg. Obviously, if soneone comes through
for screening and they are clearly an alcchalic or...or have
d...0ther substance abuse addiction, the department should
pot simply ignore that right npow, and I think they would sug-
gest to you that they do not. Our understanding is that they
have been consulted within the past twegty-four hours again
and they have no objection to that ©provision at all. It
is...for all practical purposes, it is mnot a nev mandate or a
nevw responsibility for then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Hudson, had you concluded your gquestioning?
Senator Schaffer...Sepator Schaffer. Them 1 have Senator
Keats. Senator Schaffera
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

%ell, 1 thinpk we're all sitting bere mentally working on
our Christmas card lists and planning on leaving. Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate, bhave any of you lcoked at this?
This is the size of this thing. 9Iake a lcck at this, I have
in mny hand, if you haven®t seen a copy c¢f it, if you've seen
a copy of it raise your hand. I see three, four hands Upe
This is a hundred ande...pardon me, I see twoc BoI€. This is a

hundred and forty-four page bill with one cf the mecst major
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rewrites of several departments that this 1legislature has
ever considered. Now I don't mean to belittle the efforts of
the small opumber of people that have worked for long number
of hours on this project, and I don®t happen tc oppcse the
concept of the consolidation of drug and alcohol treatment.
It is a logical thing to do. I'm pot =sure that we need
another brand new agency with all the conmcurrent expenses and
adaministrative overhead, but 1I'm at least prepared to con-
sider that. My concern is that we are in the eleventh bour,
at eleven tHirty—five of the eleventh bour, io the Fall
Session and we are voting on a humongous till that will
affect service to thousands of clients that wbich we have not
had a chance to really 1lcok at; our staffs got the final
copy, I telieve, Moomday afternoon. Their apalysis, okvi-
ously, for that short time period aren®t that thorcugh.
The...this is a very important poimt, this ©new agency does
not go into effect until next July. %hy can se not...sit obp
this document until we come back in early January? A1l of
the things that have been enumerated, the budget drawing and
the administrative structural work can coantinue with or with-
out the kill, and in that twc-month period, we can bhave our
staffs and the outside interest grocups take a thorough lcok
at this final document; and if there are =scme changes that
need to be made, we can do it then. 1%m not going to opgose
the bill. 1 don't oppose the concefpt. 411 1'm saying is
that I don®t think that this Body has had a chance to take a
look at it. I think there are potentially some 2ingers in
the bill. Frankly, it®s beep a kind of a busy week and I%ve
only been able to get up to akout page 20 in reading it, but
on page 13 I find an interesting little paragragh, and I'xm
not sure if this is existing law or something new, and it
simply says that alcochclic and drug abusers wbo are suffering
from medical conditicns shall not be discriminated in adais-

sion or treatment sclely because of their alcohol or drug
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dependency by any hospital which receives support in any fors
from any program supported in whele «c¢r ip part ty funds
appropriated by any State departsent cr agency. That®s
almost every hospital in the State. And some of my hospitals
aren't interested in being involved in...alcohol and drug
treatment. And this...that paragratgh says if they
aren't...they don't get a dime from the State. They have to
accept these people. I talked to the bhospital 1lobbyist
yesterday; he hadn*t even had a chance to read the bill at
that point. I suspect be's reading it now thcugh. I Jjust
don*t know whether an Act that takes effect next July, what
the hurry is, why we can®t sit on this thing for a couple of
months. This is the first, and I might add, the thickest, of
a bunch cf Conference Combmittees cosing cur way, and I'm a
little cconcerned we mpay live to regret it if se act in haste.
I do not understand why we cannot wait until Januvary and when
we cope back here and act on this...and until I get a chance
to get it reviewed and...get a chance to go over it myself, I
intend tc vote Present.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

All right. Senator...further discussion? Senator
Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. FEresident. 1 would like to respond to
some of the issues that have been raised Lty the...by the
prior speaker. First of all, the...the reference to the
paragraph on page 20 and require...in regard to nondiscris-
ination. I want to emphasize the fact that that requirement
already exists in Federal law. This is 5ot scmething that
has been sprung cut cf the blue. This iSee.this is scmething
which Federal...law reguires. I want tc epphasize the fact
too that...that we're not...we're nct voting on consclidation
novw, we voted on that...that issue last spring. There is a

new department...what...and at the same tize we enacted 670
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last spring, we identified a deadline date Ly which this
joint coppittee was to complete its work in return with its
reconmendations. That deadline is this Veto Session. In
other words, the joint committee has proceeded to fcllow the
mandate which was given tc¢ it last spring. 1 sculd =suggest
to you that there...that the job has...bas been dome well. I
would ask for am Aye vote on this bill. Thank you.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Purther discussion? Let...I know Senator Etheredge was
closing, but...Senator Newhouse, since we have actually three
closures %€ CaN...Sepator Newhouse, did you wish to <comment?
SENATCR NEWHOUSE:

Thank ycu, Mr. Eresident, the Senators, yes I did wish to
make a comment and I am sorry that I reached it after clos-
ings I...I do agree sith...with the problems that we have
with bills that come through with asepdments that are of sone
considerable 1lengtha. But I wish to speak in favor of this
bill, because what happens with +this Conference Copmittee
report 1is that it speaks directly tc the pneeds of a lot cf
the minorities and the first cf these is the key elements of
the bill. It creates a departeent that...a department,
rather, that*s gcing to really ease the whole gquestion of
substance abuse, and we very badly peed that. I can't resain
silent on a bill which goes sc directly tc take on this grave
responsibility. I heartily endorse the creation of this new
department. This department willingly and realistically sets
out to address the problems of substance abuse which indeed
requires our attention in virtually every cossunity in this
State. But House Bill 963 does more than that for pme. Ibe
incidents of alcoholism and drug abuse anmong minorities
requires a special ccncern and a special compitment, and this
bill provides for those special needs. Cosnunities, fac-
ilies, <children, all of whom live with paverty and unemploy-

ment are at higbher risk of developing drug and alcohol
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dependency than are others. And the necessafy preventment
and treatment resources simply do not exist for thcse who
need them so desperately but dc not have the means to secure
help without the intervention of this Bcdy. Could I get
somebody®s attention, please? I am proud to =support this
legislaticne Thise..legislation comes out rightly and
clearly and pledges that hope and attentign tc those special
needs will be attended...to those who are a greater risk than
others. House Bill 963 gives ge reason for hope. And I ask
that those of you who are concerned about hope for those who
are in alcohol and drug abuse programs will jcin me in an RAye
vote on this repcert.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Sepator Netsch, did you wish to
close or Senator...Savickas, who's going tc...Senator Netsch
to close.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. My closing will be brief. 1The
report...the Conference Committee report in the kill vere
prepared by our staffs; it is not =something that has been
newly foisted upon us by outsiders. 1t was done according to
our directions. The joint committee did precisely what the
Legislature directed it to do, it repcrted bLack to this
Session with a preposal for the consolidaticn, the carrying
out of the policy that se had already adopted. BAnd finally,
the vast majority of both agencies and individuals in the
State of Illinois who are concerned with alcchclism and drug
abuse urgently request your support of the Conference Commit-—
tee report on House Eill 963.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate adcpt the first Confer-
ence Committee repcrt on House Eill 963. 1Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpen. Have all

voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
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On that gquestion, the Ayes are 47, the Nays are 4, 4 voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Comsit-
tee report to House Bill 963, and the bill havimg received
the required constituticnal majority is declared passed. The
Chair bas been apprised that the following Ccnference Compit-
tee reports will be called. You might want to mark your
Calendar. House Bill 2072, Senator Schuneman; Senate Bill
25, Senator Lemke; Senate Bill 668, Senator Eruce; Senate
Bill 702, Senator lLemke and Senate Eill 1153, Senmator Jonecs.
And then at...after this conclusion of busipess, %e will
probably go to House Bills 3rd reading. We may runm through
one time there...there sere four motions not acted upon and
that we ray go back and pick up those final motions kut...the
next Conference Committee is on...is on House Bill 2072, on
page 9 of your Calendar and Senator Schuneman 1is reccgnized
for a motion.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident, members of the Senate. House
Bill 2072 was introduced at the request of the Illincis Com-
merce Commission and was intended to make it easier for tus
operators, especially small operators, tc enter thbe trans-
portation business. Basically the bill shifts the burden of
proof from new entrants to the incuambent carriers. last
spring there was an objection from the City of Chicago
because of the lack cf control over Lbuses that service C'Bare
Airport but that problem has pow been resclved im the confer-
ence, and I would, therefore, move adoptiocn cf the Ccnference
Committee report.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCB ERUCE)

Is there discussicn? Senator Jeremiah Joycea
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Question of the spomsor, please. How has that...how has
that problem been resclved, Senator?

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR EBUCE)
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Senator Schunepan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

It's been resolved by imserting language which says that
the provisions of paragraph sc—-and-soc shall nct apply to any
application for authority to provide transportation on aany
route where an airport is a pcint tc ke served cn said route.
So it simply tekes cut amy routes that service airports.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EBERUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce was that...did it answer your
questions? Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Schunegan may closea.

SENATOBR SCHUNEMAN:

Just ask for your favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The gquestion is, shall the Senate adoptee.the...the first
Conference Conmittee report on House Eill 2072. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. 1The vating is ofen.
Have all voted who sish? Have all voted sho wish? Take the
record. Op that gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adcpt the first
Conference Committee report to House Bill 207z, and the bill
having received the required constitutional nmajority is
declared passed. Sepnate Bill 25, Senator lemke, did you wish
to call that? All right. Senator lemke is recognized for a
motion on the first Conference Ccorpittee regcrt omn Senate
Bill 25. Senator lLenke, you're reccgnized.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What Senate Bill 25 does, it sets up the scrk-share pro-
gram in the State of Illinois. In other socrds, under this
program, the simple way to explain it is the fact that if
it...it allows employers to keep gquality emplcyees cn their
work-share agreement that they mutually agreed to. In cther
words, if you have five employees and you have sork for four,

you're able to give each four days sork and keepr all five on
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so you can keep your skilled help. This program has keen
very effective in California, Arizona, and we bave worked out
the difficulties and the kinks in this legislation to where
now we have reduced the cost isplementation from three hun-
dred thousand dollars to eighteep thousand dcllars by going
manually. This bill 1iSee.iSea.is suwpported Ly lakor, by
business and by all parties concerned. I think it*s a good
piece of legislation, and I think it®s a long time coming and
this will also be of the first nultiple and complex indus-
trial state to adopt this kind of program. I think it will
stimulate...business in the State of Illinocic and keep what
we have. I ask for a favorable consideration.
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Senatcr Grotberg.
SENATCR GEGIBEEG:

Thank you, #Er. Eresident. Will the spcnscr yield?z
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Grotlerg.
SENATOB GEQIEEBG:

Senator, to refresh all of our memories, why in the werld
do we need a law to divide up worke..aDd...
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Lenke
SENATCR LEMEE:

¥ell...you got to understand, ycu have tc set up a fund
where...where each of these manufacturers...this is not out
of the unemployment fund, this it a separate fund which is
established by those people that elect to go into this
system, you understand? So they can...bave a fund which all
people that want to go into work—sharing can use in case of
layoffs. I think it's a good program, Sepatcr Grotkberg, and
I think its...my understanding the law is necessary because
of the unemployment...the Federal unemploysent law rIeguire-

mentse. And this law now complies with the Federal law
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requirements.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator...Senator Grotberg, had you ccncluded? Sepator
Grothberg.

SENATOR GECTEEEG:

Thank you, Mr. EFEresident. I was trying to elicit froum
the sponsor some more details. I don't kncw hcw mamy pecple
have the Conference Comgittee analysis, but it dces, in fact,
amend the Unemployment Insurance Act to create a work-shariag
option for employers and employees and provides for 1limited
unemployment benefits for participants in DCI, Department of
Labor, approved programs, strictly vcluntary. Therefore, it
does take law because of the unesployment cosfp. involveament,
and I wanted to make sure that the Fody was alert; and if you
have ‘an analysis, any of you, you probably shquld read it
before you vote.

PRESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Schubenman.

SENATOE SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...I have a pumber of ques-
tions about this and I've just gotten some answers from our
staff to some of it. I have not bad am cpportunity to read
any analysis. As I understand it, Semator, ycu cam correct
me, this sets up a separate unemployment insurance fund and
the...the employers who want to participate...l assume that's
voluntary for the esployers tc¢ participate, these enployers
then pay into this separate unemploysent insurance fund.
Is...is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EEUCE)

Senator Leamkes
SENATOR LEMKE:

That is correct, that's what the Ccrference Committee
does, sets up a...the original bill we were talking akout was

dealing with the existing umemployment fund and some of the
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probiems that can get involved in that. Tc gqualify tbhis,
this sets up a separate voluntary fund for those employers
that choose to go into it.
PBEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUWEMAN:

Do you know what the position of...the varicus lakor and
commerce prime movers in this State are on this bill; for
exanple, the positicns of the business groups and the labor
groups?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator lenke.

SENATCOE LEMKE:

Yes, both labor, the IMA, the Illincis Eetail HMerchants,
and all are in agreeance to this bill because it does mot tag
the existing unemployrent fund and they...in fact tLtusiness
wants this and...and 1labor has gope along with it because
it...they think it's a good way to keep skilled trained
employees in the State of Illimois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

Further discussicn? Senator Reats.
SENATGE KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. fresident. Hopefully in clarification, as
Minority Spckesman on labor and Comzerce, Sepator Lemke and I
have been working on this particular concept nore years than
either one of us wvwould...really like to remind each other of.
The bill, you have to remember, it%s volusmtary and it?'s
entirely paid for bty the participants; i.e., the employers,
and so they are voluntarily contributing t¢ this frogram.
Anyone who doesn't want to do it does not have tc do it.
We're just sinply setting up a separate fund sc that they can
voluntarily do something they®d like to do, contrikute to
their own fund, and if they don?t want to d¢ it, they don't

have to do it. I personally intend tc vote for this Confer-
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ence Compittee.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Lemke, did you wish to
close?

SENATGR LEMKE:

I just think this is a good bill to ieprove business in
the State of 1Illincis and to maintain our fpresent existing
skilled labor in the State of Illincis. I ask for a favor-
able consideratiocn.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

A1l right. The question is, shall the Sepate adopt the
first Conference Conmnmittee report tc Senate Eill 25. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is ofen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cno that question, the Ayes
are 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate
does adopt the first Conference Committee report tc Senate
Bill 25, and the bill having received the reguired constitu-
tional wmajority is declared passed. 1Is there leave to...to
get back to Senate Bill 668? Leave is granted. Senate PFill
702, Senator Lemke. Wait a minute, Senator Lesuzio, you want
to...all right. Senator Lemke, you want tc break or you want
to go right on? A1l right. Senate Eill 70Z, Senatcr Lenke
is recognized for a mqgtion.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I ask for an adoption of Conference...second Conference
Conmittee bill om 70zZ. What this dces is, under actions
under Federal law when an act of Congress creates a cause of
action and confers comcurrent jurisdiction upon Federal and

State courts, an action brought thereupom a court having
venue under this article whether arising in this or ancther
state or whether instituted by residents c¢r nonresidents
shall not be subject +to this...traosfer iojunctiog on the

grounds that there is a more appropriate or convenient fors
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in another state unless the action imposes sulkstantial burden
on such courts. I ask for adoption of the second Ccoference
Conmittee report.
PBESIDING OGFFICER: {(SENATOR EBUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR EABRKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and nenmbers of the Senate, it®s been
several ponths novw since we discussed this bill. It came up
t¥o or three times in the wanning hours <¢f our Spring
Session, and this Body at that time had the gocd semse not to
give the bill the requisite thirty votes. It%s in sopme sense
dseed technical bill but it®s...it's also, 1 think, fairly
easy to understand. W®hat the bill attenpts tc 40 iSeesis to
contradict and override one of the longest standing rules of
civil prccedure; that being that a...that a lawsuit ought tc
be tried in the court in the forum which is mcst copvenient
for the parties and for the witnesses. The doctrine iS...is
known if...iR latin and in legalese aS...as forum known
convenience, meaning that the court should nct allow aNee.a
lavsuit or an action to proceed im a court where it?s...where
it*s inconvenient for the parties and for witnesses and where
there is ancther wmcre convenient court available. Accord-
ingly, vhen any action is filed including one shich would be
encompassed by this legislation, such as ope under the EFed-
eral Employer®s Liability Act or under the Jones Act, the
court would normally have within its power the discretion to
order the transfer of the case from the court in which the
case is filed to ancther court where, in the judgment of the
court in which the case is filed, greater convenience would
be afforded to the parties to the lawsuit and to pctential
witnesses. As it stands right now, there are a nusker of
forums or courts throughout the country that have for one
reason or another gained a reputaticn of awarding extrepely

generous verdicts to rlaintiffs and we have at least ome per-
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haps pore of those here is our ownm State. Madison County for
some reason 1is notorious; so is St. Clair, Ccok County tc a
degree, but as it turns out, many or most of the cases
at...at one poirt I wmas told that e€ighty percent of the€...of
the FELA cases filed against the Illinois Central GEKailroad
which operates, l...I think perhaps in...in e€ight states, but
of course 1it's north-south line travels the...the length of
the country, eighty percent of those cases f£fg¢r some reason
are filed in Madison County, and that is the situation even
though most of the...obviously the vast agsajcrity of the
plantiffs in these cases doa't live ip Madison Coumty nor do
the accidents occur there. But where you have, say
dee.e.plaintiff 1living in the State of Louisiana, an accident
occurring in Louisiana, it obvicusly makes ©poc sense for a
suit to be filed in Madison County or in any other court
which is remote from where the plaintiff resides, where the
action occurred, where the...or where the defendant®s chief
place of business is. So it is clear that tbis...that this
bill ip...in attempting to prevent a court frcm transferring
a case to a more convenient forum is...is atteopting to...to
allow trial lawyers the discretiop to file a case in the
court or the forum which is not necessarily scst convenient
to anybody but which has a reputation ¢f awarding the npost
generous awards. He are...we are fortupnate that the fpress
has picked up on what's going on here, and 1 +think Jim
Broadway of the St. Icuis Gloke Cemocrat shculda.a.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIG)

Senator, can you bring yocur remarks tc a close.
SENATOB EAEKHAUSEN:

~«eShould bes..should be singled out for the perception
with which he's...followed the course of this...legislaticn,
and I direct your attention to anm article I've circulated
entitled, "Political Clout Could Change Bules oo Venue," and

if during the course of this debate you have a chance to take
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a look at this newspaper...article, you'll sce the wsbys and
the wherefores of this legislation and I think you will cone
to the unavoidable cconclusion that this legislation shculd te
defeated.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHNUZIC)

Further discussion? Sebnator Ches.
SENATOE CHEW:

A point of personal privilege tc¢ kreak the monotonye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATCR LENUZIC)

State your point, Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

W¥e have some students amd instructqrs frce Chicago State
University facing the President?s Gallery. 1'd like for thes
to stand and be recogpized.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

If our guests in the gallery would please stand and be
recognized by the Senate. delcome to Springfield.
SENATCR CHEW:

Mr. Eresident.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZ2IQ)
Senator Chevw.
SENATOR CHESN:

We have apnother distinguished visitor from Chicago who is
the first assistant to the Sheriff of Cock Ccunty, Eatricia
Seibert. Pat, would ycu stand so we'd know that you're here.
There she is in the back of the rocs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CENUZIG)

Velcome to Springfield. Senator Chew, did you wish to
speak on this issue? All right. Further discussion? Senator
Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and members of the Senate. I%4d

like to be recorded...I was called to the telephone and

therefore I missed to vote my Yes vcte on House Bill 963 and
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House Bill 2072. 1I'd like to be recorded as having voted Yes
on those two pieces of legislation.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATQR LEHUZIC)

Our electronic marvel will sc indicate. Further discus-
sion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank...thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. This is a bill I*ve spoken to mapny of you about.
To put it ip just very briefly, what this will allow is
that...that the case can be handled somewhat mear the acci-
dent. The Liggest problem right now is with this venue shop-
ping, you may bave the case handled in the ccurt that could
be a thousand miles fros the witnesses, fros the c¢riginal
action, the whole works, that’s what this allows. We've
defeated this bill three times I cap think of, it wmight be
four tiges. So I'd say we've showvwn emibent wisdom three to
four times inm killing this bill before, 1 would hope we would
show eminent wisdom one more time. Eut the key provisiom is,
this says you can have the case an awful 1ot clcser to where
the actual accident happened rather than just this venue
shopping where you might have the case held a thousand piles
awaye
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR LEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Lenmke
may close.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I ask for a favorable vote.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CENU2IC)

The question is, shall the Senate adcpt the Conference
Committee report on Semate Bill 702. Those...second Confer-
ence Congcittee report on Senate Eill 702. Those im favor
vote Aye. 1Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpen. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish2 Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? TJake the record. On
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that question, the Ayes are 21, the Nays are 30, none voting
Present. The Senate does not...Senator Lemke. Senator Lenke
requests pcstponed consideration. 1Is leave grabted? Leave
is granted. 1Is there leave to return to Senate Eill 668, the
bottom of page 9, Senator Bruce was presiding? leave is
granted. Senator Bruce, are you ready tc [froceed? Mr.
Secretary. All right. Senator Eruce.

SENATCR EFRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and menbers ¢f the Senate. 1This
is a conference...the second Cocnference Comrmittee report on
Senate Bill 668. This Body has seen this, I think, on four
prior occasions, got involved with sone amendgents relating
to reductions in assessments either through ccurt actiom or
by operation of the board of review. What the Lkill now does
in its simple form is to do what we have done in every other
year and that is assist those districts that have, in fact,
made errors in computation of their cprerating tax rate amd
levies and make sure that they get full access under the
School Aid Formula. The schocls invclved are Madiscn CLCis-
trict No. 12, Fdwards County Nc. 1, Mulkerry Grove 1, Galva
District 224, Virginia Cistrict No. 64 and Taft District No.
90. 1It*'s a total of pime hundred and ninety-nine thousand
pine hundred and ninety-nine dcllars, and there is a penalty
for each one of these under the Bermam Act of several years
agoe #e give them almost the amount they would have
received, but there is a pemal*ty for failing to Gproperly
calculate their equalized assessed value. 1 kelieve that the
bill ip this form...we've passed it out in every form, the
House is the ome that’s had the trouble. 1The districts need
the @money in this...in this school year. 17d ask for your
favorable vcte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEBUZIC)
Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? The question

is, shall the Senate adopt the Copference...the second
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Conference Copmittee on Senate Eill 668. Those in favor vote
Aye. 1Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpen. Eave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. Cn that question, the AyeS...the
Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, nope vcting Present. The
Senate does adopt the Conference Cosrittec...the seccond
Conference Compittee report on Senate Eill 6€8, and the Lkill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Fage 10, Conference <Comrsittee report,
Senate Bill 1153. Senator Jones. Senator Jone€s.

SENATOB JONES:

Thank you, Hr. Eresident and menbers ¢f the Senate. This
is the first corrected Conference Committee report and I want
to make it absolutely clear because the gentleman was incor-
rect. The first Conference Comnittee report prcvides for ome
additional 1law clerk...clerk for the Supreme Ccurt Justices.
It set a max on the salary for court repcrters teginigg in FY
*85 at...from twenty-nine five ¢to thirty-one thousand two
hundred and fifty dcllars apnually teginming in FY ¢85, and
also for FY '86, it will go to thirty—three thcusand two hun-—
dred and fifty dollars annually. This is the court reporters
bill plus the Supreme Court Justice bill and it doesn't take
effect wuntil FY *85 as far as the court repcrters are con-
cerned, and I nmove the adopticn of the first <corrected
Conference Committee report on Sepate Eill 1153,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Is there any discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATCR FAWELL:

§ill the spomscr yield for a question?
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUOZIG)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Fasella
SENATOR FASELL:

Could you tell ne, does this ccme under the State

Mandates Act? Are we going tc he reguired toc pay this addi-
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tional salary to these court clerks throughout the State...I
mean these court repcrters?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

I couldn®t tell you whether it comes upder the State
Mandates Act or not. All this does is set a pax salary to be
paid. It doesn*t mean that they will be paid that asgqunt.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATIS:

Thank you, Mr. FEresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I just am really trying to slow things down 1lcng
enough to get a few of the members to take a lock at the
analysis that®s being passed out. 1You knos, we fought aktcut
this one a couple of times tco. Amd right mow it®s not just
the new clerks, there's a pay increase, it*s the whole worksa.
I would bave to reccmmend to soume of my cclleagues that e
perhaps vote this down cause; number one,...the sponsor wants
to say something, I®*sm willing +to let his answer and then
I'll...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEHMUZIO)

Senator KeatS...Keats indicates bhe will yield. Senator

Jones.
SENATCBR KEATS:

Yeah, I%11 yield tc thea...
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE CEMUZIO)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Yes, Jewel'm quite certain your analysis probably
referred to the first Conference Cogpittee report that was
passed. That's why I indicated...l said the first corrected
Conference Committee report. All the cther thimgs that you

are...you bhave in your analysis are nect in the bill. The




Page 105 - NOVEMEER 3, 19€3

only thing that®s in the bill is the one law...additional law
clerk for the Supreme Court Justices as well as the w@azx
salary for «court reporters. So this is the first corrected
Conference Cowmittee report. 1It?s the one ycu should have.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB LENUZIOG)

Further discussion? Sepator Keats.
SENATCR KEATS:

Yeah, that*s the one 1I've got, I domn't like this one
either. 1That's the ¢ne I've got. S¢ 1 squld =mention,
colleagues, take a look at your repgrt. I just wanted to
slov things down enough to let everyome get a look at it,
*cause I...I really think that we would have a hard time jus-
tifying additional clerks and additional fpay increases all at
one time, and I would recommend a NGc vGtee.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Grotkerga
SENATOBR GBCTBERG:

Well, thank you, Mr. President and fellow pembers. This
is indeed a watered down version of what the court cage to us
with ip the first instance. There is general agreement that
they do need an added law clerk under that locad. So those
positions have not teen...really a satter cf tco much discus-
sion. The pay increase that was acked f£for was substan-
tiale...I helped kill the thing in ccmmittee and was a spokes-
man against it. I am now a signer cf the Ccnference Coppit-
tee report, in fact, that...there is nc salary increase in
calendar *83 with is almost over, Fiscal *83. Fiscal 84,
the @maximum goes up seven hundred and fifty...seventeen huo—
dred and fifty dollars, which is approzimately five f[percent
and about five percent more im 1985. ©Feascnable raises in
the caps, about one-third of what they came in for in the
beginning. I think dit's a fair coepropise. I think the
court needs the help, they need the clerks, the clerks work

hard and this is fair and equitable and it has indeed been
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worked down, Senator...the previcus Senator frcm the North
Shore, to where it's gquite mamageakle. 1 ask you to vate
Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMODZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Jones may close.
SENATCR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, M¥r. Fresident. I just ask for a favor-
able vote on this Conference Comnittee repcrta.
PREESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

The gquestion 1is, shall the Senate adopt the first cor-
rected Conference Committee repcrt on Senate Bill 1153.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those ofppcsed vote Bay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? BHave all voted whc wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? kave all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that question, the Ayes
are 38, the Bays are 14, 4 voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the Conference Committee...the first corrected Confer-
ence Compittee report on Senate Eill 1153, apd the till hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Oh, Senator Keats, for what purpc¢se dc ycu arise?
SENATOR KEATS:

Verification.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: {SENATOR LCEMUZIC):

Senator Keats bhas requested a verification. Senator

Keats, of the affirmative?
SENATOR KEATS:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZ2IG)

All members will be in their seats. Senator Keats has
requested a verification. The Secretary sill read the
affirmative votes. Mr. Secretary, fleasea
ACTING SECBETARY: (ME. FEBNANDES)

The following voted in the affirsative: Barkhausen,

Berman, Bruce, Buzbee, Carroll, Chew, Coffey, Collibs,
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D*Arco, Darrow, Davidsonm, Dawson, Deldngelis, Degnan, Egan,
Etheredge, Fawell, Geo—Karis, Grotberg, Hall, Holmberg,
Jones, Kelly, Kustra, lechowicz, lemke, Macdgnald, Marovitz,
Netsch, Newhouse, FPhilip, BEigmey, Sangmeister, Savickas,
Smith, Vadalabene, Zitc, Mr. Erecident.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Keats, do you...you question the fresence of any
wmember?

SENATGR KEATS:

Senator Barkhausen.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCENUZIC)

Senator Barkbhausen. Senator Barkhauser is...back of the
Chamber.

SENATOR KEATS:

No, he's back...Senator...cops, no...back. I*m running
down my list. Senator Darrow, nope, I see him Dpow. Senator
Holmberg.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Is Senator Holnberg onm the Flcor? She is in the aisle.
SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Marovitz.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIG)

Senator Marovitz is in the...in the ®ell.
SENATGR KEATS:

Man, are you guys cleaning out the clgsets or what?
Senator Nelch.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Welch. 1Is Senator Welch here? Ee?s not voting,
Senator. As a matter of fact, the Secretary informs me he
voted Present.

SENATCR KEATS:

Okay, let me finish then. Sepator Netsch. Didn't I hear

her voice...didn*t I hear that screech there. Thank ycu.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)
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Senator Netsch is here.
SENATOR KEAIS:

No, no, I saw Senator Berman cose Lkack.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LEMUZIG):

YOUewee YOUeesyOou question any...all right. The ro
has been verified. No change.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

If I migbht have the attentiom of the Eody, we a
going to change the crder of business. W%e are going
with leave cf the Body, back to Order of Mcticns in

to Override Total Vetoesa And we have five that w

11 call

L€ Dnow
to go,
Writing

€re not

called this morning. They may not be called, Lut we're going

to afford the sponsors another chance if they wish.

Davidson on House Bill 307. All right. Senatcr Lemke

Senator

, House

Bill 412, did you wish to call that? And it 2y...just say,

Senator Vadalabene, you have 801 which will be the ne
to be called, if you wish. Senator Newhouse, 932

next and then Senator Demuzio on 1023. And as far

xt one
will be
as the

Chair knows, that®*s the total of the motions that were not

called this morming. Senator Kelly, I guess, has 11341
right. You do not wish to call that. All right.
Lenke, do you wish tc call Bouse Bill 4122 Senator Le
recognized.

SENATOR LEMKE:

- all
Senator

nke is

It was wmy wunderstanding that this bill sculd be called

if...we passed the new prisom reforz bill. 1 don*t Kk
we'Te g¢going to pass one or not. I don't know if th
has been...come, I'd like to have this fcllow that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

311 right.
SENATCE LEMKE:

If we do give additional keds, then we have space.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR EERUCE)

Well...ckay. We may get back to it, Senator

now if

at bkil1l

Lenke.
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There is objection to giving you leave to get back tc it, but
we pay try later on. House Bill 801, Senator Vadalabene, did
you wish to call that? Senator Vadalabene.

SENATCOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, MEr. Eresident and menkers gf the Senate.
In regard to 801, I...I just want tc¢ make this statement,
that I'm grateful for what you did in BHouse Eill 835 in rela-
tion to the pclicemen's...longevity salary increments; and
for that reason, I think we tcok care of the State trcofers
and I*n nct going to call House Bill 801.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

All right, the motion will pot be called. House Bill
932, Senator MNewhouse. Would the Secretary please read the
motion on House Eill 93Z.

ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FEBRNANDES)

I wmove that House Bill 932 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. signed, Senator
Newhouse.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SERATGR ERUCE)

Senator Newhouse is recogpnized.
SENATOR NEWEQUSE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Senpators. What House Bill
932 does is permit us to use all the rescurces of comsunities
in order to provide young peagple and thcse who are being
retrained with the «cpportunity to get Lack intoc the job
market, it's as simple as thate. It means that all the
facilities can be used for these purposes, that there can be
coordination by the cosmunity colleges. It*s a desirable
bill ard I would ask for an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? The motion is tc override the total
veto. Discussion? The question is, shall Ecuse Eill 932
pass, the veto of the Govermor to the contrary potwithstand-

ing. Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The
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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 29, the Nays
are 23, 3 voting Present. The moticn to override the vetg is
lost. House Bill 1023, Senator Lemuzic. Read the uwoticn,
Mr. Secretary, rlease.

ACTING SECRETARY: {8R. FEENANDES)

1 nove that House Bill 1023 do pass, the vetoc of the
Governor to the contrary nctwithstanding. Signed, Semator
Demuzio.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Demuzio is recognized. Senator, ycur microphone
is worn out, Would you use Senator Johns? rpicrophcone. 1Is
that all right, Senator Johns?

SENATOR CENUZIG:

Thank you, very nmuch, Mr. EFresident, ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. This bill allows elected officials of county
boards and school districts to be sandated tc be given tinme
off from employment without compensation in crder tc attend
an official meeting of the public body to shich they were
elected. The bill wmas put in to encourage citizens to
become wore involved in the workings of government. 1 cannot
understand why the Governor vetoed this bill, and I would ask
for an affirmative rcll call.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Is there discussicn? Senator Johpgsa
SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. What I think this does, there
are situations, for example in the wining industry, where
unless you have excused absences you can't have two days off
unless you have an official p[purpose that you must be in
attendance to or for. And I think that this would give that
person the right, under this legislatiog, to ke absept frouw

his employment; and he's not asking compensation from his
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employer, that is not the problesm, he just wants to have a
legal excuse for being absent froe the jck to perfora a
public service *cause that®s what he's elected to do. 1his
would permit him tc be in attendance at daytime meetings
whereas many of the meetings are called in the daytime anmd it
only affords certain pecple the oppcrtunity to perforn. I
think this is a good bill and I suggest that we vote for it.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE ERUCE)
Purther discussion? Senator Schugeman.

SENATGBR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. <Contrary to the comments nade
by the previous speaker, I don't think this bill has anything
to do with private enmployers, and I would hope that the
sponsor would respond tc that later, but I...l believe that's
correct that...thbat this applies to elected nmembers of a
county Fkocard or school district, and I think this is ancther
approach to the problem that we talked about some time ago
ibn...in that it would affect people who are employed Lty local
government w®ho also want to serve obh a county board or a
school board. And, I...I quess ny prcbles...with this whcle
thinge..first of all the...the bill oply rassed the Sepate in
the first place by thirty-one votes, so it didn't have a
whole 1lot of support or extra support then. My problem with
this is that we are beginning toc see an increasing nusber cf
enployees of upits of 1ocal government running fcr other
boards and-then demanding that they get time cff to serve on
those boards, and in some instances requiring or asking that
the times of those cther boards...the reqular meetings Le
changed to accoamodate them, having known in the first place
when those meetings would be held when they ran for election.
And I...X think is a...a step in the +wrong direction and
would urge that we vote agaimst tbe bill.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator L[emuzic may close. No,
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Senator Johms...l'm sorry, Senator Johms.
SENATCR JGHNS:

I'm sorry, Senator Schuneran, I...Il...l kind of disagqgree
with you, it says...because these are elected officials who
want to attend meetings and...not of their oWh...nGt...and I
think they need to be excused from private employment because
they have to attend these meetipngs in the Gaytime and they're
not asking for compensation. That's...ycu see, that®s where
I...maybe I*m wrong but that*s the way I read the bill, and
then it goes on to say that teachers, of course, are excluded
and people who wcrk for schools and school districts, they
Wille..will continue to get their pay, they're excused, but
ve're...ue're excluding this f[particular fperson f£from fay.
Iea-I just kind of disagree with you just a 1little bit, I
think it*s...for elected officials to attend meetings and not
get a compensation from their employers.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE EERUCE)

Senator Demuzio may close.
SENATOR LEMUZ2IO:

Thank you, very much Mr. Fresident. 1 wculd urge an Aye
vote.

PEESIDING OFFICER:z (SENATOR EBUCE)

All right. The question is, shall House Eill 1023 pass,
the veto of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Those in favcr vote Aye. Those coppcsed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all wcted whc wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted swho wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 3z, the Nays are 23,
and the motion to override is lost. Senator Kelly indicated
he did not wish toc call 1141, For what purpose does Senator
Jeremiah Jayce seek recognition? Okay. Chkannel 1, Terre
Haute seeks permissicn to film the proceedings. Is there
leave? Leave 1is granted. Senatcr thilip, did you wish to

make any announcement ccncerning Senator Heaver's absence, 1
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had a note.
SENATOR FHILIF:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. 1I'd like the record tc show that Senater HReaver is
on a trade mpission tc Japana
PRESIDING O¥FICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

All <right. The Journal will so ipdicate. Senator
Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, I would like the record to show that Senator Nedza
is absent due to illness.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EEUCE)

The Journal will so indicate. With leave of the Body,
there are three bills on consideration postponed that spon-
sors have indicated they would like tc take ufp at this time.
Is there leave to go to the Order of Consideratiocn Pcstponed?
Leave is granted. There are three bills that the <Chair bhas
been apprised...of by members. On page 10 of your Calendar,
page 10, House Bill 1780, House Bill 1924 under the sponsoi-
ship of Senator Domabue and Senate Eill 1336 under the spon-
sorship of Senator C'Arco. And, Senator, =€ have already
placed House Bill 187 on the Order of Consideration Fost-
poned...189, it is nct on the printed Calepndar. It was
considered earlier today. 211 «right. Opn page 10, at the
bottom of the Calendar, is House Bill 1780. Senator Savickas
is recognized.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, House Eill
1780 is almost 1identical ip form toc Senate Eill 1313 which
was the working cash bond fund for the Chicagc Fark District.
The Governor vetced the bill because of the unlipited bonding
authority of the Public Building Copmission and tbis was
eliminated. 1t was gne of the chief objecticns of the Civic

Federation also. The working cash bond fund for the park
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district is needed tc provide a savings for the taxpayers
over the loag-run of between seven and tepr million dollars.
It's a twenty-year [prograp. The dipitial...the initial
increase and the tax levy would te approximately fifteen
dollars per sixty thcusand dcllar home and each year after it
would be diminishing. ¥ithout the working cash fund it wculd
be necessary tc =sell about seventy-five million dollars of
tax anticipation notes, and these notes are shcrt-ters twenty
month notes which are€e a constant exfpense tc the district. 1
believe that by passage of this bill io the form that the
Governor indicated sould be proper, we can save the citizens
of Chicago and the park district a great expense cf money
over the twenty years. Two other pcrtionS...cne other por-
tion in the bill is the amendment for the Fark District Act
tc provide for the acquisition from the State by 1lease in
order that the park district can acquire Federal funds to
renodel and...and improve the Brocadway Armory on behalf cf
the State. One-half of the armory would Le used for recrea-
tion and the other half would be for Bilitia [urLpcses. I
would appreciate your support on Senate...Eouse Bill 1780.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Hr. Fresident. Could I direct a guestion tc
the sponsor? tThis is fairly important for thcse of us who
have opposed previous versions of this bill. Could you just
quickly revievw again the property tax impact that the Lill
will have; and secondly, do the groups like the Civic Federa-
tion now support the kill?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SESATCB ERUCE)
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:
Yes, Senator Netsch, the initial...the initial increase

would be about fifteen dollars on a sixty thousand dcllar
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house and this would be...diminish as aktatesments are made.
As far as the Civic Federation, their sajor ccocerm was the
elimination of the uplimited Ltonding authcrity that we had in
the original bill for the Public Euilding Ccasission. They
recognize the need of this type of process for all units of
government. They support this concept. 1Thkey would rather
have seen probably a incremental increase cf ten milliom the
first year, twenty the second, thirty and so on. This is
something they have discussed. This is nct a8 major concern
or issue at this point. As far as I know, they...they do
support this concept and are not opposed tc the bill as it
is.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR EBUCE)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

But tO...to review, this deals oply with providing a
working cash fund and nothing else. 1Is that ccrrect?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATCR SAVICKAS:

Only with a working cash fund and ncthing else.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

And to be further clear, if the working cash fund is not
provided at least it is the contention of the park district
that it reqguires them to go tc market for tazx anticipaticn or
other short-term borrowing. 1Is that correct?

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Sepnator Savickas.

SENATOE SAVICKAS:

Yes.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB EBRUCE)

Senator Betsch.
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SENATOE NETSCH:

Well, I...I'm still not sure what I°m going to do except
that it obviously e€liminates a...a very considerable number
of the problems that many of us had before. 1 bhave no desire
to punish the park district for what I consider its past,
present, and hopefully not future nmisbehavior, because
the...the park system is critical tc the city and I do not
want to put them in a fosition where it ccsts them pore just
simply tc run the...the pormal operations. 1 thigk what
bothered wus was to give thes ip any way, shape or fors a...a
blank check or even a high dcllar asount check in crder to
conduct a system that we did not think many c¢f us was being
conducted properly. This is cbviocusly of a consideratly ccre
limited crdera
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EROCE)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWEBQUSE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I think Sepator Netsch covered
most of the problers...questions, rather, that were on @&y
oind although 1I'n not as...as the Senator is about the con-
duct of the department. I am very much ccncerned akout a
department that bhas a full support facility, including a
natatorium, in the district where the park district ezecutive
director lives, and in ny district shere se have a full size
olympic swimwming pocl which had fallen intc disrepair and was
practically out of usage altogether, we got a coat cf paint
this summer. I walked by a golf course this susmer and =saw
little patches of scomething, they've planted trees, and I
guess this was our lead-in to us passing this...thes€...this
piece of legislation which will permit them tc do as lousy a
job as they've done in the past in certain neighborbhoods and
as good a jcb as they've done in the past, on the cther. 1I'nm
not satisfied with it at all. I'p happier to hear that

they're not going to have it to fool around like they've done
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in the past, but I'n pot so satisfied that maykte perhaps it
ought not be...little...more difficult for thes to do the
damage that they®ve done in the past in the future.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOE EEUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Savickas may close.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, Mr. fresident and nmembers of the Senate, we all
know the financial binds that our local governmental units
are 1in. I solicit your support in, hopefully, an operation
that can be a more cost effective measure in operating our
local governments. I solicit your 2ye vote.

PHRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

For what purpose does Senator Philip arise?
SENATOE FHILIE:

I*m sorry, Mr. President, I wasn®t paying attention, and
I just bad a...a short comment to pake, if I might. Apnd e
have worked out this amendment with the Governor and the
Governor's Office, and I think it*s in order and I think we
ought to support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCB EEBUCE)

I don®t think Sepator Savickas will okject to your inter-
ruption. Senator Savickas.
SENATOE SAVICKAS:

Thank you for the closing statezent,...Sepator Fhilip.
PBESIDING GFFICER: (SENATQR BRUCE)

The gquestion is, shall House Eill 1780 pass. Those in
faver vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpena
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave
all voted who wish? Take the record. Cnp that question, the
Ayes are 40, the Nays are 13, 1 voting Present. House Eilil
1780 having received the reguired cogstitutional majority is
declared passed, and having passed by three-fifths cajority

of the members elected is declared effective izrediately upcn
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its becomring a law. Héuse Bill 1924, Senator Conahue.
SENATOR CONAHUE:

Thank you, H#r. Fresident, members of the Senate. I
understand we must take this back to 2nd reading for the pur-
poses of amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR EBUCE)

I believe, Senator, you wish to take coff the effective

date. Is that correct?
SENATOR LCCNAHUE:

That is all 1 wish to do.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Donahue asks leave of the Senate tq return House
Bill 1924 to the Order of 2nd Beading for the purpose of
removing an amendment. Is there leave? 1Leave is granted.
Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary? Are there amepdbments,
Mr. Secretary?

ACTING SECRETARY: (§BE. FERNANDES)

Apendment No. 2, by Senator Lcnahuea
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Donahue to explain Amendment No. Z.
SENATCR DONAHUE:

Thank you. BMr. Eresident, Amendment Nc. Z simply puts in
the effective date of July 1st, 1984.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EEUCE)

A1l right. The npotion is toc adopt Amendment KNo. < to
House Bill 1924. Is there discussicn of the umotion? Those
in favor say Aye. Cprosed Nay. The Ayos have it. Arendment
No. 2 is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECBETARY: {BE. FERNAKLES)

No further amendments.
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EFUCE)

All right. The bill will...le returned tc consideration
postponed and we will take this up right after 1336. So, we

have to have intervening business. The gquestion has Leen
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asked...we are on page 11 of the <Calendar, page 11, we've
just taken action on House Fill 1924. 1We're just...paper
work is starting to overwhelm us down here, so tear sith us
just a second. Senatcr Donahue, did you leave an apendnent
with the Secretary? Okay...%hat purpose does Senator
Friedland arise?
SENATOR FBIEDLAND:

Trying to £ind ocut what®s going on here, did youe..
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

J...I believe the gray coats are coming. A1l right.

Senator D[?Arco, we are pnow ready to proceed.

END OF REEL
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BEEL 44

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

May I bave your attention, please. BKe are on the Crder
of Consideration Postponed, on page 11 of...of your Calendare
We are ready to consider Sepate Bill 1336. Senator C*Arco is
recognized for a soticn.

SENATOR L[*ABCG:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This is the alternative
retirepent annuity for Cook County elected officials which
allows them to retire after twenty years of service at eighty
percent of their salary. There is an increase in the con-
tribution rate from eight and a half percent tc eleven per-
cent. I think our differences have been resolved in this
matter, and there really is no added cost te Cook County
because of the ipcrease in the contributicn rate, and I would
ask that we adopt this Conference Ccmmittee report.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Sepator Schunepan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMNAN:

Some gquestions of the sponsor, Mr. Fresident. Senator,
OUr...our staff has given me an indicaticn of scome thimgs
that cause me to question whether shat we're doing here is
really good for the system. For example, as 1 understand it,
what we're hoping tc do or what you're proposing to do is to
provide for the elected officials in this system, managesment,
in effect, a pension of eighty percent paximum that they
could attain in twenty years. Now, By guestiGD...0r problenm
with this goes to the fact that employees are not given the
same benefits. In the...aS...as we understasd it, in the
case of employees, they only reach a maxisum cf seventy-five
percent, and it takes them thirty-eight years tc do it. Now,

We all...all of us whc participate in pension plans are akble
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to do so with benefit largely because of inccame tax lauws that
allow some of those benefits to increase tax free over the
period of the pension, but the IES will nct grant +that spe-
cial income tax treatment if they find tbat the plans are
discrimiratory. And cne of the discriminatory features is
that you wnmust treat everybody alike. Ycu got to give
enployees the same kind of percentage increase as you give
employerse. Yyou got...You got to give mapagement the same
treatment that you give labor, amd it appears to us that what
you're doing here is...is treating two different classes im
one pension plan differently, that that, in fact, would
represent discrirination, and that you may tLte puttigg into
jeopardy the tax treatment of this entire system. And I'4d be
iyterested in what your reaction wculd be to that criticism.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator LC'Arco.

SENATOR D*AERCGC:

Thank you. #r. Eresident, there®s nc gquestion that...l
think when we talk about discripipaticn we mean discrimi-
nation apong classes Of uae0f reople as oppcsed
to...categories that may be delineated within a pension
system. If you...the fact of the matter is that there are
alternative retirement annuity plans within the same pension
system for ceptain persons within that <syster because they
may be perforesing a hazardous duty or some other criteria
that is used in crder to give pecple alternative retirement
pension system formulas. So, within the sasze systems we do
have in place alternative retirement pensicn system formulas
for people withip the same class within the system. So, that
I don't think is a legitimate issue. The fact is that these
people are Cock County elected public officials, and they are
entitled to some pensiom rights under that system that wculd
not be discriminatory under this alternative retirement aannu-

ity.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR EEUCE)

Senator Schuneman. And Chanmel...Sepator Schuneman, just
one moment. Channel 3 has sought leave to filas the proceed-
ings. Is there leave? Leave is granted. Senatcr Schuneran
is recognized.

SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I really don®t think that the
respounse was to the point that the tax exempt status of a
pension fund does require that the employee class and the
management class be treated exactly alike. This carries over
into...into the private sector where it's well-known that if
youtre going tc establish, for example, 8 pension systen
under which ten percent of salary is contributed to a fension
plan, it's got to be ten percent for .management and ten per-
cent for emplofees. You can?t...you can*t discriminate in
the same pension plan. And I think that...that...it apgears
to us that that's what's being done bere and that, in fact,
you may be putting the tax exempt status cf the systes in
~jeopardy by doing this. There may be other ways of doing it,
but it appears to us that...that this is nct the right way tc
do it.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EEKUCE)

Further discussion? Purther discussicn? Senator D'Arco
may close.
SENATOR LC*AECO:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. there is a Lkig difference
between private pension systems and public pemsion systens,
and the facts of the matter are that swe dc make distinctiocns
in public pension systems that for Federal lncome Tax pur-
poses would nmot be allowable in private pepsion systess. So,
that argument really doesn't hold watera There's nothing
wrong with this alternative retiresent annuity. It®s a gcod
bill. W®We've sworked out our differeances, and 1 swould ask for

a favorakle vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

The question is, shall the Sepatee...shall Senate Eill
1336 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those cpposed vote Nayeo
I'm sorry, this is a Ccnference Cosmittee report that was on
the Order of Consideration Fostponed. Sc, the gquestion is,
shall the Senate adopt the second Ccnference Ccamittee regort
to Semate Bill 1336. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. fThe voting is open. Have all woted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all...have all vcted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Alright. Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 37, the Nays are 17, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the second Conference Commit—
tee report to Senate Bill 1336, and the bill having received
the reguired constitutional majority is declared passed.
Now, we will return to House Eill 19Z4. Senatcr Donahue, vwe
have adorted the apendment. The bill has been amended and is
before the Body in an amended form. Senator Donahue tc
explain the bill.

SENATCR DGNAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. 1924 is a special piece of legislaticn that affects
Quincy only. We have a...a problem with twe ¢f our babpks
expanding ip the area in wshich Cuincy is growing. We are
limited in which way we can grow by the Mississippi on the
west, a quarry on the south, and our industry is...is to the
northes The only way we are moving is to the east. Gur tso
downtown banks are 1locked in because of our geograghy. 1¢
say that this bank...or this bill is opening and being spe~-
cial and that it...this has not happened kefore is sioply not
true. I'n not real crazy about changing the law for special
things or special areas eithep, but we have tried in othber
ways to correct our problem, and you are our only hope. 1
think that the argument that this opens up tbings tc¢ hafgpen

in the future is simply nct true. 1 thipk we can take each
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one on their merit alone, and we have done that in the past,
and I hope we will take each gne in th€ir.e..ib...in the
future. I will be...answer any guestions, but if not, I hope
you can support this piece of legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOBR EERUCE)

The guestion is, shall...is there discussicn? Senator
Blooz.

SENATOR ELQOMN:

Yes, I rise in support of this, and I%'d like to remind
the menmbers that in the past when +we®ve bad tanks in our
compunities with problems, whether they're demographic or
whether somehow they ended up a hundred feet out of line with
the Act or things like that, that we have acccemodated each
other. And so, I think for the purpose of Eouse Bill 1924
that this does no danger to the [purity c¢f the appropriate
section of the Banking Act, and...and what it does, it
allows...allows this particular coBzunity tc mEet the
demographic changes. Ite..it does no hars. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Senator Cenuzio.

SENATOR CEMUZIG:

Thank you, very much, ¥r. President. I...I also want to
rise in support of House Bill 1924, and 1 think that Senator
Donahue has hit the nail on the head, and I think that Cuincy
is certainly a...a unigue situvation. It's a small city,
about forty-one thousand populatiom, it bhas six bLanks,
several facilities, and the one-mile hcne cffice prcotection
is not really practical for such am area that is encunbered
by the river in such a ssall, compacted area. I don®t think
any other...Illipois city has a similar eszperience or even a
similar situation. And what we are doing here is not ubique.
There is already a precedent for the action that we are akbout
to take in terms cof the exespticn cf the hose office pro-

tection. Chicago 1is exempted, as vwas ancther...specific
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singular compunity whes it borders Cock Ccunty in one of the
suburban counties. And what we're doing dis...is sisply
ODees.for Quincy®s interest. It has no impact whatsoever to
the other ccomunities, and, fraskly, I think that it*s a gqocod
bill and we ought tc pass it.
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator lechowicz.
SENATOERE LECHORICZ:

Very briefly, Br. Eresident and lLadies and Gentlemen of
the Senate, I also stand in support of the lady's motion. I
believe that the previous speaker pointed out the fact that
maybe there are sope circumstances that should be considered
in this watter, and I'am sure everyone was ccntacted by the
lady and the Representatives from that area and former Repre-
sentatives, and in their bebhalf, I strongly reccmmend an Aye
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Lonahue may clgse.
SENATOR LCONAHUE:

Just ask for your favorable rocll call.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOCR ERUCE)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1924 [ass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. Thbe vating is cfpen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Eave all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cp that question, the Ayes
are 40, the Nays are 11, nome vocting Present. House Eill
1924 having received the required comstitutigpal majority is
declared passed. Also, on the Order of Consideratiop Fost-
poned is Senate Bill 189. It was in the Crder cf Concurrence
with House Apendments 1 anmd 2. That was cn page 7 of your
Calendar. Page 7 of your Calendar is +where it originally
occurred...appeared on the...and Segator Marcvitz is recog-
nized for a motion.

SENATOR MARCVITIZ:
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Thank you, very much, Mr. President. 1 wculd...I would
ask that ue divide the gquestion so that we have...first, 1
would move that the Senate do concur with Bouse Amendment No.
1 to Senate Bill 189, which, as we discussed & few minutes
ago, 1is the amendment that would make the waiting period six
aonths instead of no time at all where there is agreement by
both parties for a divorce. HWe've had a lot of discussion on
this bill. This...that?s the six-sonth agendment that was
requested by the religicus organizations. I would move that
the Senmate do concur with House Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB EBUCE)

And, Senator, what...do you want to eiplain before we get
into it what you plan to do with No. 22
SENATOE MAROVIIZ:

Well, I think we cught to take€..-.take them in crder and
ve'll see what happens with No. 1.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

Alright. The motion is tc comcur with Hcuse BAnrendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 189. 1Is there discussics of the motion?
Alright. The question is, shall the Senate concur with House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 189. Theose in favor vote Ayea
Those opposed vote Naye. The voting is cpen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? BHave all vocted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. Op that gquestion, the Ayes are 35, the Nays are 16,
1 voting Fresent. The Senate does adopt the first...dces
adopt House Anmendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 189. Senator
Marovitz.

SENATOR MARCVITZ:

Thapk you, very suche I would sove ngw that the House
refuse to concur...do not concur with Azendment Noc. 2
tO0eo.amendment...House BAmendment No. 2 tc Senate Bill 189.
PHEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE ERUCE)

Alright. Alright. Senator Schunemane.
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

An inquiry of the Chair, Mr. Fresident. The...0n the
last vote, the board showed concurrencea
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EGUCE)

That's correcta
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

We were voting on the motion to CCNCUl...

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Yes.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

eweWith House Ampendrent No. 1, was that the wmotion?
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

That's correct.

SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank ycua.

PRESICING OFFICER: {SEKATOE EBUCE)

Senator Fawell, on the @nmoticm tc ncoccpncur with Hcuse
Amendment No. 2.

SENATOR FARELL:

Just a Farliamentary inguiry. 1 was told I was supposed
to be on this Conference Coomittee, and I wonder if there has
been a Conference Conmittee that I was not ncotified on?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBODCE)

No, Senator, this is on a...on the motion cf concurrence.
There has not been a Conference Coscittee apgpointed. Further
discussion? Senatcr Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC—-RABIS:

Well, I had a Parliamentary inquiry also as to whether he
could divide the gquesticn when he had already lost the motion
to Concur, and then he divided the gquestiocn and
t00Keeethe.oacach amendment separatelye. That®s what ay
inquiry...atout.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Righta Under the Senate rules, a gquestion @ay be
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divided.s It®s...I can't cite you the rule, it®s entitled,
“pivision of the Questicn." Alright. The guestion is...this
will not require a roll call. The question is on the
ponconcurrence with House Amendment No. Z. Cn the  wmotico
to...Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR IECHCWICZ:

I believe you didn*'t respond to the lady's gquestion,
because the matter is not only a divisiop question but it was
actually voted upon by this Chamber and it®s om pcstponed
consideration, and I don't believe that is governed by the
tules; and if that is, I*d like to know where it's governed
in the rules.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Well, if you'll read Rule 39, (uestioB...lCivision of the
Question. If the question in debate concerns several point,
and the question before the Body was copcurrence in two House
amendments, House Anendment No. 1, Eouse Amegdanent No. 2, any
Senator wmay have the same divided. OCn motion to strike out
or imsert, it shall pnot be in order tc mcve€...cn a8 division
of the question. That's the only time it could not ke gues-
tioned on a motion tc strike out.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

So, you're saying that even though it's op postpoped con-
sideration that rule apgplies?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE EEUCE)

Well, when ycu pcstpone the guestion, you postpone ail of
it. So, I mean, the guestiom was the cogcurrence ogn House
Amendments 1 and 2. Had...had the Senatcr gottep back to the
question, that waS...the Chair wculd bave put it as 1 and 2.
He asked to divide it. So, that was the guestion before.
Under Rule 39, any Senator may, and I think Senator Barovitz
was within his right to divide the gquesticne
SENATOR LECEGWICZ:

Thank ycu.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright...we have noct yet nonconcurred. &g the motion to
nonconcur, discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Kay.
The Ayes bave it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendment
No. 2, and the Secretary shall so inforam the Hous€a
Alright...there*s been a reguest for a rcll call. There bhas
been a request for a roll call, cn the...cn the motion tc
ponconcur. Senator Marcvitz. Alright.

SENATOB MARCVITZ:

Rell, I'n opposed to this apendnment. I'd 1like a
nonconcurrence on it, and 1*d like everycne tc Jjoin me in
nonconcurring and send it back to the Housea
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE EFUCE)

Alright. The question is on the nomccochcurrence with
House Amendment No. Z...the requirement will be a @ajority
of those voting on the issvea Those in favor of
nonconcurrence will vote Aye. Those opposed will vcte Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted wbo wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted who wish?
Take the record. Cn that question, the Ayes are 32, the Nays
are 17, 2 voting Fresent. The...the Senate does noncohcur
with House Apendment Nc. 2. The Secretary shall sc¢ inforn
the House. That...that concludes our business on the COrder
of Consideration Postponed. Nith leave of the Ecdy, we can
go to House bills Jrd. Alright. If I might have your atten-
tion. If we will gc to page 3 of ycur Calendar, I will indi-
cate the bills that sponsors have ipndicate cn the Crder of
House Bills 3rd Beading that they would 1like to consider
today. On page 3, House Bill S5%3 under the sponsorship of
Senator Grotberg. O©n page 4, House Eill 1330...with Senatcr
Luft as the sponsor, House Bill 1613 under the spcnscrship of
Senator Rock, and then starting with Eouse Eill 1927 on fpage
4, a)l the bills, 1927, 1939 and all the bills ob page 5, €

and 7, that's where we @culd start, ande..ch, I's sorry,
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that...to the botton of page 6 is wben we would stop,
and...and cn page 4, if you would add House Eill 1830, that
bill just came out of committee. Senator Gec-Karis, for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR GEC~KARIS:

Tell me those bills we're going to be recalled bLack to
2nd reading, if you'll recall the cther day.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Oh, everything 1is subject to being recalled. Those are
just the bills we're going to consider, and 1%z pot apprised
of all the sponsors actions. Scme of them will recall, socme
of them will not. Senator D'Arco the...the tcg of page @
iSee.is 1130. Do you plan...there's an acendsent dowp there,
do you plan to act on that today, too? Alright. Then we
should add House Bill 1130 at the top of page 4 ande...id
order. He'll get to it when we...adnd if anycne wishes to
consider any of the...bills op House bills 3rd, you should
contact the Presiding Officer and we®ll get to it. 1The first
bill...Senator DeAngelis, for what purpgse dc ycu arise?
SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Just a question, Mr. President. Are you going to do the
recalls first or are you going to bring it...dc the recalls
vhen they come up cn 3rd reading?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

I think we*ll just take them in...in crder. As they cone
up recall them and...and...and go back with them.
SENATOR L[eANGELIS:

If you do that them, will we then put the amendment on
and do ome other bill arnd then come back tc that bill, or dc
they go back to the...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

eesfO0, 1 think that will probably put tco much Eressure

on the Secretary. I think we'll move them all, get them in

shape. If they bave to be amended, then we'll go back
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through it again. Maybeé...we may bave sose intervening busi-
ness. §e have Executive appointments and some other things.
I think socme of the amendments pay...p€crle may want to take
a look at. We?ll try tc give you a 1little tise 6n those.
Senator EBuzbee, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR EUZEEE:

¥ell, a suggesticon...the appropriatiop bills that we...¥e
hold those. #e may evenm bhave tc be in the position...for a
few minutes...we may even have to be in a position, perbaps,
of calling some of those back for additiop of amendments, but
probably it's going to be a Conference Copmittee report on
these supplemental appropriations, but at least reguest that
you hold those.

PRESIDING COFFICEB: {(SENATCR EERUCE)

Fine. #e can take it up first thing Saturday morming.
Okay. Hoase Bill 553. Senator Grotkerg, did you wish to
call that bill? BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {¥B. FEBENANDES)
House Eill 553.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFEICER: {SERATGB EBEUCE)
Senator Grotlerga.
SENATIGE GECTEERG:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and fellow menbers. In Kane and
western DuFage County we have three villages, St. Charles,
Geneva and Batavia. Frobably not unlike ir your own neigh-
borhcods, the funeral homes used to bhave the ambulance
services, and then the hospitals took c¢ver the asbulance
services akout ten years ago; two different hcspitals, Cco-
munity and Dellnor in our case, and later on fcrmed am aabu-
lance...a tri-city ambulance service aktout two years...as the
interest wanned...from hospitals providisg it. The nunici-

pal...the arbulances are housed in the sumicipal fire sta-
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tions in each of the three towns. To bridge that gap, the
Kane County Board then did levy with a ten-cent cap, and 1
believe the last 1levy was 8.3 or 5, and passed the poney
through to the services and paid for them in that way, and
only the people that lived within the acbulance service dis-
trict were taied by the Kane County Board. The Kane County
Board nos asks that the municipalities take that over, asd
when we get three punicipalities, three differeat tosnships,
two counties including Kane and DuFage, s€ had, with scoe
difficulty then, drafted the apprcopriate legislation to allow
them by intergovernnental agreement to¢ take over this
responsitility. The dcllars are the same, the tax levy will
be the same either way, but tc transfer from the Kanme County
Board to an intergovernmental agreement grouf and DOW...would
then beée the tri-city ambulance district tc levy this tax.
The villages all want it, the medical and emergency services
people all wvant it, and the emergency nature of it is that it
has to be done before the end of the year. Apnd I would ask
that you would all vote for it, it's straightfcrward. What-
ever...there are oo things inm it e€ven thcugh the Lill is
drafted, not unliké what we just did with Senatcr Donahue, to
carefully describe the three villages, abcut five townships
and two counties, and that®s all it affects anywhere in the
State of Illinois. 1 would be glad to answer guestiomns, but
I think ;we can save a lot of time if we just took a roll
call.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

~e=15 there discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is,
shall House Bill 553 pass. Those ip faver vcte 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 44, the Nays
are 7, 5 voting Present. House Bill 553 havipg received the

required constitutional majority is declared passed. House
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Bill 1130. Senator Newhouse on the Flcor? Sepator Newhouse.
Senator D'Arco discharged this bill, and 1 believe...is Sena-
tor D'Arco on the Floor? He has an asendment. I%m sure he’s
spoken with you about it. Jeoeebut I don®t see Sepator
D*Arco. Perhaps ve can...with leave, we?®ll skip that and get
back to it ip just a moment. Senator Bermam. Opn page 4 of
your Calendar, on House bills 3rd reading is Ecuse Bill 1319.
Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please. Sepator Berman, did
you wish to recall that? Senator Eerman asks leave of the
Senate to return House Bill 1319 t¢ the Order of 2nd EReading
for the purpose of an amendment. 1s there leave? Leave is
granted. Are there awmendsents, Nr. Secretary?
ACTING SECBETARY: (BE. FERNANDES)

Apendnent No. 1 offered by Senator Eerman.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EROCE)

Senator Berman is recognized.
SENATGCE EEEMAN:

Thank you. As 1 indicated yesterday whem we discharged
committee on this House bill, the amendment strikes every-
thing that was in the bill, and the amendsent does oply one
thing at the reguest of the Legislative Audit Ccmmission, and
ite.othe purpose of the amendment and...which ¥ill now be the
bill, is to Tequire that the State Community Ccllege of East
St. Louis comply with the Public Community Ccllege Act the
same as all the cther public comzxunity cclleges throughcut
the State. There was previously scome lanqguage in there that
gave them...that particular college certain veto power over
the rules and regulations promulgated ty the ccamunity col-
lege board...by the public conmnmunity ccllege board im the
State. Representative Friedrich and Hepresentative Kane on
behalf of the Legislative Audit Comaission indicated that
that type of veto power was inapprcpriate inm the fumnctioning
and relationship between the Illincis Community Ccllege Board

and the State Community College of Fast St. Icuis. This has
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been discussed with the wnminority .representaticn on Higher
Education Copmittee as well as py side of the aisle, and 1
would move the adoption of Flcor Apendment Nc. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICERE: (SENATGE BEBUCE)

ee-the moticn is to adopt Amendment Nc. 1. Discussion?
Those in favoer say Aye. Cpposed Nay~- 1The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (8. FEBENANDES)

No further asendments.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCB EBUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 1330, Senator ZILuft. Lid you
have an amendment cn that one? Alright. Senator Luft...read
the bill, Mr. Secretary, a third tise.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)
House Eill 1330.
{Secretary reads title of Lkill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Lufta.
SENATOR 1UFI:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill has amended shich struck everything after
the enacting clause. The reason we did it, if you remenber,
the Federal Government enacted 1legislaticn withholding ten
percent interest on...I mean, ibcome tax on interest and
dividends. ¥We then passed and the Governcr sigped House Eill
400 which decoupled us from the Federal law. Then, the Fed-
eral Government decided to repeal the prcklem that they
created. When they repealed it, they referred to different
sections that we referred to in Bouse Eill 400. So, now,
House Bill 1330 1is =simply a technical ©kill wbich our
decoupling now with the passage of this kill will comply with
the sections specified in the Federal repealer, and I wculd

ask for a favorakle rolil call.
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PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall
House Bill 1330 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted sho
;ish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. Con  that
gquestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none votiag
Present. House Bill 1330 having received the regqguired con-
stitutional majority is declared gassed. House
Bill...Senator Newhouse, are...alright. Is there 1leave to
return to...House Bill 11307 Leave is granted. House Eill
1130. Mr. Secretary, read the bill a third tise. Gh, 1I*'nm
SOCCY...¥We still have to get this ope recalled. Sena-
torea..D'Arco. Senator D'Arco.

SENATOE LC*AKCC:

Well, I think we have to put the amendment gn, decn't we?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB EBUCE)

Alrighta. Senator Newhouse asks leave cf the Senate to
return the bill to the Order of Znd Feading for the purpose
of amepndment. 1Is there leave? leave is granted. Are there
amendments, Mr. Secretary?

ACTING SECBETARY: {MB. FEBNANDES)

Anendment No. 1 ocffered by Sepator D'Arco.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR EEUCE)

Senator L'Arco on Amendment No. 1a
SENATOR D*2aRCC:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. B®hat it does 1is remove the
Secretary of State frcm being a member of the license Appeal
Commpission of the City of Chicago and replaces bim with the
most senior member of the Illincis liquor Coptrol Commission.
This is ip keeping with the wishes of the Secretary of State,
and I move to adopt Amendmeat Nc. 1.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SERATCR BRUCE)
The motion is to adop: Amendsent Nc. 1. Discussion cf

the motion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
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have it. Apendment No. 1 is adopted. Further amendments?
ACTING SECRETABY: {86, FERNANDES)

No further asendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EEUCE)

3rd reading. #House Bill 1613, Sepatcr Bock. Do you need
to amend that, Senator? Alright. Sepator Bock asks leave of
the Senate to return House Eill 1613 to the Order of <nd
Reading. Is there leave? Leave is granted. On the Crder of
2nd Beading, are there amendments, Hr. Secretary, flease?
ACTING SECRETARY: {8E. FERNANDES)

eeeAsendment No. 1 offered by Senator Eocka.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB EEUCE)

Senator Eock is reccgnized.
SENATCR EOCK:

Thank ycu, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of ‘the
Senate, House Bill 1613 is an amendsent to the Illincis Hous-
ing Development Authority Act. Amendment Nc. 1 will do two
things. As you know, municipalities are allowed npow¥ tc seed
their bonding authcrity to the Housing Levelcpment Authority
for the purpose of a communal issue, but there's a date,
August 1, as a matter of fact, in each county, or Lty which
they have to do that. Ey virtue c¢f Apmendment Kc. 1 we are
deleting that date and we are additiopally changing the for-
nula for the allocaticn of these bonds. W€ will Lase
the...the formula currently is based on lendimg activity ip
each of the areas across the State. This will change the
formula to base that formula upoR...or the allocation upon
population. W®hat it w%ill do, effectively, I asm told by tbhe
Housing Development Authority officials, is that hopefully by
the end of October, the developrment authority will ke in a
position to have a bundred...a husdred to a hundred and
thirty =sillion dollar residential wmortgage kond issue. I
would move...I know of no objection. 1'd move the adopticn

of Amendrent No. 1.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

The wmotiom is to adopt Amendeent No. 1. Discussion?
Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The BAyes bave it.
Apendment No. 1 is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FEBNANDES)

No further asendmentsa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 1830, Senator Kelly. Is Senator
Kelly on the Flocr? Senator HWelch.

SENATOB WELCH:

Mr. Eresident, I was supposed to have been named as the
sponsor of that bill. I asked for leave yesterday Lut the
record did not reflect it.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE EBUCE)

TeeeIaaathe Chair recalls that there wmas a request that
you be substituted as sponsor. The Calendar should <show
Senator HRelch as primcipal sponscr. Senator Welch is recog-
nized for a moticn.

SENATCR KELCH:

Thank you, Mi. Fresident. I would move first that the
bill be brought back to 2nd reading for purpcses of adding an
amendnment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCGR EBRUCE)

Is there leave? 1leave is granted. BAre there amendments,

Mr. Secretary?
ACTING SECRETARY: (8E. FERNANDES)

Apendment No. 1 cffered by Senator HWelch.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Sepator ¥elch is recognized.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. The asendment which I have
added to this bill is in actuality the vetc =nessage of the
Governor on House Bill 1257. Bouse Bill 1257 was the Lbill

concerning the fees to match the superfund socey shich we are
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trying to receive from the Federal Government to clean up
hazardous waste sites. The veto Eessage on Fouse Pill 1257
was first dcne incorrectly, the secopnd message was then done
correctly. There sas some snafu in the House and the wrcng
NEeSSage WaSee.Was attached to the bill and fpasseda House
Bill 1257 will nct be called by me tcday. Bouse Bill 1257 is
deadas what I have done, therefore, is taken what was sup-
posed to have been House Bill 1257 as amended Lty the CGovermor
and put it con House Bill 1830 which is ncw before us. So, in
order to...you do have a synopsis of this bkill, if you will
look at the Governor's veto message on House Bill 1257. 1I've
also given out copies of the amendment tc all Senators. You
should have it on your desk, it was passed out Just
yesterdaye. The changes the Governcr made basically sere, he
removed the two-cent tax per gallon op <recycling apd...and
treatment of waste, bke changed tc one cent...he changed tc
one cent the tax on treatment, he rexcved the tax cn
recycling, he 1left at three cents the cost per gallon for
off-site and on-site dumping. 1These uere the major changes
of the bili. I'd be glad to try tc answer any guestions at
this tinme.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SESATCR EBUCE)

Is there discussion? The motion is tc adgpt Amendment
No. 1 toc House Bill 1630. O©n the motion, those in favor say
Aye. Ofpposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Anendsent No. 1 is
adopted. Further asendments?
ACTING SECEETARY: {BEBR. FEBNANDES)

No further arendmentse
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOGR EEUCE)

3rd readinga For what purpose dces Senator Denuzioc
arise?
SENATOR LCEMUZIC:

Yes, 1'd like to regquest to join Sepator %elch as a grim-

cipal bhyphenated cospconsor of 16§30. I've =spoken with the
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sponsor ande.-like leave of the Ecdy.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOER ERUCE)

Alright. Is there leave? Leave is granted. Senator
Geo—Karis. Senator Geo—-Karis asks leave toc be Joined as a
sponsor. Is there leave? Leave is granted. Alright. Hcuse
Bill 1927, Senator Coffey. Is Senator Coffey on the Floor?
House Bill 1939. Senator DeAngelis, did you wish
t0...5enator DeAngelis, does that need tc be amended?
Alright. Senator...leBngelis asks leave of the Sepate to
return House Bill 1939 to the Order of znd Eeading for the
purpose of amendsent. 1Is there leave? Leave 1is granted.
Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary?

ACTING SECRETARY: {86. FERNAKDES)

Apendment No. 3 cffered by Senatcr Deldngelis.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR EERUCE)

Senator LCeAngelis.

SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Yeah, Mr. EFresident...Mr. Secretary, is that the long
amendment or the short amendment?
ACTING SECBETARY: {ME. FEBNAMNDES)

It's the long asendment.
SENATGE L[eANGELIS:

1 would like to withdraw that amendment, sira.
PBESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)

Still Apendment Koo 1 thebheo..3. I'm sorry, two pricr
apendments. Apendment No. 3, Senator DeApggelis.
SENATOR L[eANGELIS:

Just to wmake sure, Mr. Secretary, is that reference
nunber LEBA302128BM? Ckay. 1To the amendumenta What this
asendment simply does is it defines commercial space in the
Illinois Center in Chicago, the State of Illimcis Euilding.
It also provides that 1leases shall be subject to renewal
after the fifteen—year limit has expired. This is nDpecessary

for the purposes of leasing the commercial space. I move for
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its adoption.
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOE LCEMUZIC)

Senator DeAngelis maved the adoptiop of Amendment No. 3
to House Bill 1939. 1Is there any discussion? Any discus-
sion? Senator Lechowicza.

SENATOR LECECHICZ:

#ill the spossor of the amendment...yi€ld tc a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR LEMUZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr lechowicz.

SENATOR LECEQRICZ:

Is there any alcchclic beverages allowed ip that premise?
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR CEMUZIQ)

Senator LeAngelis.

SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Not in this amendment...I don®t know if...there's another
bill that does it, but it*s not in this asmendment, toc @y
knowledgeas
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIG)

Senator lechcwicz.

SENATOR LECHQHICZ:

Now, your amendment permits the leasing cf cosmercial
space within that building, is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Senator DeBngelis.

SENATOR L[eANGELIS:

Hell, previously that was permitted. We"re redefining it
because it wasn't defined as clearly as it shculd be. And 1I
could read it toc you, Senator lechowic2. What it says is,
"Commercial space which includes the =sutbasement, storage
mezzanine, concourse and ground aod second flcors."

PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR LEKOUOZIG)

Senator lLechowicz.

SENATOR LECEGNICZ:

And who is responsible for leasing that FICFErtYee-
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMBUZIC)

Senator DeAngelis...whoop.
SENATOR IECHORICZ:

eeesgeneral services?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEHUZIQ)

Senator Deldngelis.

SENATOBR CeANGELIS:

Central mangagement services.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LENHUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis has moved the
adoption of Amendment Nc. 3 to House Eill 1939. All those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Oppcsed Nay. The Ayes Lave it.
Apmendment No. 3 is adopted. 2my further anendaments?

ACTING SECBETABRY: {8R. FERNANDES)

No further asendments.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEAUZIC)

3rd reading. Hcuse Bill...top cf page 5, 1982, Senator
Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I think it*s about time to leave, the place is falling
apart. Yes, Mr. FPresident and menbers c¢f the Senate, on
House Bill 1982, if you'll bear...have a little indulgence
here...npy intention is to bring it kack to 2md, put on the
amendments that are...were interesting...interested both by
the HMcCormick Place people and by the downstate authorities
and leave it sit here on the Calendar until we come back is
January. B®e have anendsents filedes I think Senator Lavidson
has the first amendment that he wants to rezmcve. I =sculd
like to place...or remove the two asendments that we subnit-
ted and replace it with one corrected asendsest, and then
Senator Davidson, I understand, bhas a corrected amendment of
his to...for the dounstate people tc put co.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIQ)

#ell, Senator Savickas...Sepator Savickas seeks leave of
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the Body to return House Bill 1982 +tc the Order of 2nd
Reading for the furgose of amendment. I1s leave granted?
Leave is granted. Senator Savickas.

SENATOE SAVICKAS:

§ell, yes, now I®d relinquish to Senator Davidsop at
thiSees
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Alright. Senator Lavidson.

SENATOR DAVILSON:

I withdraw the apendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE CEMUZIG)

Alright. Senator Davidson has withdrawn the amendment.
Apepdment No. 1, by Senator Savickas. Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

On Agendment BKG. 1a..I will wish to withdraw Asendment
No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCB DEBUZIOQ)

Alright. Sepator Savickas seeks leave of the Eody to
withdraw Amendment No. 1. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

And now the current Amendment Nc. 1, I wish to withdraw
that.

PBRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIQ)

Senator Savickas seeks leave of the Ecdy to withdraw
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1982. 1Is leave granted? Leave
is granted. The apendment is withdrawn.

ACTING SECRETARY: {8B. FERNANLES)

ee-Azendment No. 1, by Senator Lavidscna
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIC)

Alright. Apendment No. 1, Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVILSGCN:
There gct to be an amendment by Senator Savickas that

goes on because zy second apmendment tracks with his corrected
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amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR CEMUZIC)

Well, Senator...Savickas, Ja...I am told that the amend-
pment that you just withdrew was the...was the correct amend-
ment and would, in faCt,eaweth€Daeathis...Amendnent
NO...Senator Savickas.

SENATGR SAVICKAS:

Well, I bad three amendments. Bo. 1 and No. 2...No. 2
was to correct No. 1 and then we subpitted a third cne that
comnbined the two. If I can read the LEB Kc. apnd we can track
it that way. The correct amendment that we wish to offer
first and then have Senator Davidscpn ¢ffer his amendment to
it is LREB304259FLSEAMOZ.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Alright. Senator Davidson =seeks leave to remove bhis
amendment from the record. Leave is granted. MNow, Senator
Savickas on Amendment Nce 1.

SENATCR SAVICERAS:

I...I wish to offer Amendsent Nc. 1 and ask for its adop-
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Alright. Senator Savickas has mnoved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1982. 1Is there any discussion?
Senator #ahar.

SENATOR MARAES

Thank you, Mr. President. $hate..1'n sorry, 1 didn*t
hear. Whbat is Aszendment No. 12
PEESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR LCENUZIC)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, I'B...I*n sorry, Senator, we?ve keen discussisg it
so long today that I assumed everybody else kpew what it did.
Amendment No. 1 would change House Eill 1982 in the fcllowing

manner: It would create the...Metropolitan Fair and Exposi-
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tion Improvement Bond Fund specifically te issue bonds for
expansion of an exposition facility...approximately 1.1 mil-
lion square feet in a designated area adjacent to McCorpick
Place. Section 1225 cf the bill gives the authcrity tc ezer—
cise the enminent domain and quick take for this expansion
only. Section 1230 eliminates the eight [percent interest
ceiling on authority bonds and provides the authority with
the power to pledge the unexzpended bcnd proceeds and octher
revenues for payment of the debt. 1In addition, provisions
with respect to pnotice and copmpetitive bidding are eliminated
so that the bond sale can be a negotiated transacticn.
Section 1240 provides f£for a signature Ly the treasurer and
vice-chairman for obligations of not more than five thousand
dollars. It was presently, I think, ten thcusand and they
brought it down to five. The project would be funded through
the <cale cf revenue bonds. Underwriting considerations
require a revenue stream of one and a half times the anaual
debt service, and thus, the nmecney wculd e accumulated
monthly at one and a half times dekt service ug to a hundred
percent of the debt service. This would call f0r...a revenue
would be derived from a tax of one and a half percent applied
against and in addition to the tax presently ccllected for
sales of prepared food and beverages in Cock County, Illi-
nois. In Cook County, not in the State. The tax is expected
to yield 43.5 million dollars per year. Cf that amount,
twenty-nine wmillion would be used to retire the annual dekt
service and fourteen and a half million will be rebated to
the City of Chicago and County of Ccok at a fifty-five and
forty-five percent...rate respectively. These rates are a
subject of concern with the city and county. They would like
to 100ke..l00k it over. They would like this proposal to sit
here until at least January when we come kack in Session,
give us tvo, three months to review the whole proposal and to

see if this is a fair way or...or a way that we can proceed.
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I think it*d be a good idea to put ocut a propcsal so that we
all can, either through interested parties, through ocur own
interest or whcever may be interested and our comtacts so
that we can find out if this is the proper way to proceed, if
this is the way that se wish to gc, if we can't find a way to
enhance the showability of McCoramick Elace to &Lkring in
theeao..the tremendous trade shows that already are seeking tc
come intc Chicago.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR LEMUZIC)

Alright. Sepator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAE:

Iesa..what we're...what you're saying is, it proposes a
penny and a half tax inCrease ON...CRe...l€staurant food, is
this correct?

PHESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator SavickasS..-.whoop.

SENATOR MAHAE:

--said beverages?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CENUZIC)

Senator Savickasa
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

YesS...S5enator...Senator Mahar, it would ke a tax cn proc-
essed food in public service places.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR L[EHUZIQ)

Senator Mahare.

SENATOR MAHAK:

Well, I*d like to speak to the...speak tc the asendment.
It Just seems to wme that while the principle is good, and
I...I certainly favor doing somethbipg for McCcrmick Elace to
bring conventions to McCormick Flace, a genny and a half
sales tax ipn Cook County alone is no different pow...w%ill Le
no different in January tham it is right now. I think it*s
pretty...guite okvious, it®s a levy on Cock Ccunty. & couple

of weeks agc I was approached by scme ¢f By <constituents in
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DuPage County telling wme hovw important it was that we par-—
ticipate in supperting expansion of McCarpick Elace for the
conventions, and I agree a hundred percent. Unfortunately,
DuPage County is not participating in this. It just seems tc
me if it*s ipportant for DuPage Courty to be worried about
the expansion of convention trade inm Chicagc, they cught to
be participating. I recall bhere a few years agc when Ccok
County got stuck on the RTA. We're paying a one~cent sales
tax and DuPage County is only payimg a guarter percent. Now,
I do have thirty-five precincts in DuPage County, but I gct a
lot more in Cook, and it just seems toc me that while there's
probakly some need to raise some taxes, and 1°'m not saying
that I won't support a tax increase, it seems this is most
unfair. and if ve're going to study this thing,
let's...let®s let the people talk about it now...between now
and January. We can put the apendsent on ip Jamuary just as
well as we can do it tcday, and...let the ©public have a
chance to talk about it. I upderstand I%z getting dczens and
dozens of telegrams this afterncon in oppositior to this, and
1 WaSee..I would hope that we would turm this amendment dcun.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIC)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Del2ngelis.
SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Thank you, MIe...FKr. President and members of the Senate.
I concur with Senator Mahar. I think we ought to wait till
January and perhaps hold some public hearings, because I want
to tell you, in my district...and everybody says their dis-
trict, but I sant to tell you, 34th Street is the dividing
line between Will County and Cook. We have on the cormer of
Route 1 and...and Stager Boad, a noc Ccck Ccunty tazx liquor
store, and down the street from it swe have a nc Cook County
tax gasoline statiorn. Now we're going tc have a no Cook
County tax fast food service arising there. 1 support doinmg

something for Fclormick Place, Lut 1let's pot raise false
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expectations by putting this in and then having a big <fight
over the bill because this is in it. ®e can come tack and
put the amendment in Januarye. Perhaps there =wmight be a
different one than this.
PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SEBATCR LEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Eccka.
SENATOR BOCK:

Well, thank you, Er. Fresident. The sponscr obviocusly ip
this Body has the right to amend his kill any way he wishes.
He has agreed thbat the bill will ke held. Ome c¢f the prob-
lems that we've had, frankly, with the proposed expansion of
HcCormick Flace has been through akcut nine differemt drafts
of different theories on how to have a revenue stream to sup-
port that bond issue. This will at least put something cut.
It will be printed, it will be available for distribution,
everybody can take a lcok at it and tell us what®s wrong with
it or what's right with it, but at least we can move the
process along. All he wants to do is amend it, wmove it on
and let it be printed...and available in the bill room so
that all these people who are lurking im all the hallways can
finally get a copy of this thing in their hct little hand.
PRESIDING GFFICEK: ({(SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR I1ECHOWICZ:

Question the germaneness of the amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR LEMUZIQ)

Senator Lechowicz, could we get back to that in a second?
You want to...you have another guestion? Sepator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHCHICZ:

Let me just point catr to you that the original Lkill was
the Downstate Fair Authority. The apendment new calls for
McCormick Flace, and I just want tc bring that to the atten-
tion of the Chair.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
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Further discussicn? Senator Watson. Senater Lechowice,
vetll get back to you with a ruling ip a sinute. Senator
Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. HWould the spcpscr yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE LDEMUZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Watsona
SENATOE WATSON:

Shat is the current tax novw...cales tai?

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEHUZIG)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

On Metropolitan Exrposition Authority? 1 don®'t think
there is one. They*ve provided through the sale of bonds.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZICQ)

Senator Watscn.

SENATOR &ATSON:

The current sales tax...you’re raising it, what...one and
a half percent from what?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I imagine in restaurants it's akout a nickel.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCE LEMUZIC)

Senator Hatscn.

SENATOR WATSON:

In Cook County it*s five percent?
PEESIDING CFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIC)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

With the RIA it's probably siY...seven cents. Seven in
the city, six in the...rest of it...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator Watson. Senator Savickas.
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SENATOR SAVICRAS:

-asSenator, I think we ought...we cught tc loock at it in
its perspective. You®re talking om a three dollar peal
about, what, three and a half cents.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LEMNUZIQ)

Senator Watsch.

SENATOR SATSON:

S0, you're at seven percent and we're going to raise it
now to another eight...it?s going tc be eight and a half, is
that right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Senator Savickasa.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator, this would be in restaurants «c¢ply, processed
food. It*s not at the grocery store, it?s nct in...packaged
goods at home...to take home. This is in service in a res~
taurant. And I must say that probakbly the biggest percentage
of this tax would hit our huge hotelsa..hotels and mctels and
the places that have the tourists cose in, and se*re talking
about...about a penny and a half on the dcllar. You'rs
talking when you go tc a restaurant in thcose Gowntown bhctels
and in those downtown areas, you're lucky to get away with a
meal for less than twenty-five and thirty dcllars. So, I
think a few cents on it for the purpose of providing the
space and the trade and the ability to triprg in eighty and
ninety and a hundred thousand pecple at ope shcw would be a
small price for them to pay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Alright. Ladies and Gentlemen, we have several speakers.
Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSGN:

~eshow will this affect your ccrper drugstcre that has a
lunch counter?

PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOE L[ENUZIOG)
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Senator Savickase.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

If your corner drugstore prepares and sells food, bhe %ill
pay a penny and a half on that food sale. Were talking like
a three dollar meal, a penny and a half om per dollar. So,
you're talking four cents for a three dollar haskurger.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Alright. Sepator Watson.

SENATOR WATSGN:

Well, 1*d like to bring to the attention of the Eody the
problen that this could create fC0raea-foL
retailers,...primarily drugstores who have a three- or
four—tier tax structure now with ©no tax on some iteps.
They've got a limited amount ¢f tax on drugs and...and wmedi-
cines Now, we're going to have a differenmt tax On...o0n res-—
taurant items. You're going to have your normal sales tax
ODe..0n €verything else. It's just going tC be Aeeedee.an
accountability problen for a lot of retailers. I think that
ought to ke brought to the attention c¢f the...cf the Eodya
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR LENMUZIQO)

Further discussion? Senator Grctherga
SENATOR GECIBERG:

Well, thank you, H#Hr. Eresident. I kind of agree with
Senator Bock. The spocnsor has every right t¢ dc¢ everything
he wants to do and wait till Japuvary, kut those of us that
are going to take the heat are going to get it from here on,
and I don*t need twc nponths more of the last forty-eight
hours, and I was going to speak against this copcept before 1
heard from McDonalds and Wendy's and Coca-Cola and Pepsi Cola
and everybody else, even the grocery stores. 1 do marvel at
the wonderful piece, and I'am prcud cf McCormick Place and I
helped build the first cne and I helped kuild the seccnd cone.
I1'd like to help keep it going. They tell akcut the expan-

sion but they don®t tell how it®s going toc ke paid for. I
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marvel at the letter from aristocrat ends who bappen to owun
the only hotel on the site, and they®re all fcr it, but they
don't tell how it's gocing to be paid for and, cf course, they
wouldn®t mind amcther cent and a half in the =hadow of the
mountain. My concerm is for all of the people of Cook
County, which I am blessed with a ccuple of townships, and
the small restaurant operator, why do all the gqgod ideas have
to land on the back of a consumer that has pcthing tc do with
any of it2? I think the time has come when se must take a
stand, so I would only ask the spomsor, gosh, don®t put us
through this, Frank, we got Christmas coming, Thanksgiving
coming. Can't you just hang it...take...take the cne and a
half cent cut and ccme up with ancther amendpent in five min-
utes, strike it on its face, but if we're going to talk akout
that, 1let's not...bang it on this early, for goodness sakes,
because I'm going tc¢ work hard against it ané 1 don't want to
have to do that to you over Thanksgiving either. The Holy
Season will ke next.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOE CEMUZ2IO0)

Further discussicn? Senator lernke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

~=ejust a couple gquestions of the spomsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCEMUZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Lenmke.
SENATOR LEMERE:

Senator Savickas, isn't there a tax op school lunches
that?s paid?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEHUZIQ)

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Not that I know of. They would be exempt in the bill,
institutions would be exenmpt.
PEESIDING OGFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Senator Lemke.
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SENATOR LEMKE:

Rell, these aren®t institutions, these are usually
caterers who cater to the schools in their hot lunch programs
and they have to pay taz I understand. The cther thing is,
Senator Savickas, I Lelieve this raises forty-one million
dollars,-.-correct? Forty-threea My understanding
theeeethat the...what MNcCormick Elace needs right now is
tventy-nine million. Why do ve have tc have forty-three, and
what's happening to the difference?

PBESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator Lemke, that's a very gocd gquestion, and you're
right, it raises forty-three and a balf gillion, but that?®s
because to sell the bonds there?s a reguirssent that you sust
have one and a half times the debt service. The extra four-
teen million, as I stated earlier had ycu been
listening...bad you been listening, would bave been rebated
back to the city and to the county, the extra fourteen mil-
lion. Now, there was a question on who's gcing to pay for
it. It*s going to be paid through the bkcnds solde. There's
a three bhundred million dollar cap on the Londs. You bhave
about a debt of twenty...one million now, fcourteen million
and the interest on that should bhave...regay that original
debta The rest will be wused for the constructicn, land
acquisition and the other costs, which include, appraisals,
surveys and et cetera. I think it%s a...a very
timely...thing that everyone is talking atout and why I ap
concerned that we [romote and move with disgpatch on this.
One of the major questions here in this Session has Lkeen the
increase in appropriations that each and every one of
the...or many of the Senators have voted for fcr their pork
tarrel projects without providing for revemue. Senator, the

expansion of McCormick Elace would provide for seventy-sixz
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million dollars in pew annual taxes, forty-seven million of
which would go to the State of Illinois, twenty to the City
of Chicago amd nime to Cock County. Twenty thousand new,
permanent jobs would be created with the wmoney flowing into
our e€conomy. Over three—quarters of a tilliom dcllers gross
regional product increase and over a half a @million addi-
tional visitors annually to Chicago and into Illinois. These
are the things that we're talking about. 1This is why it is
important that we now put out a product that the pecple in
Illinois and that...the Senators and the legislators can lcok
at to see, well, when they want to expand their programs and
spend money on their special projects that they bave a new
tax bas€...new revenue coning in. This is the purpose of
this bill., McCormick Elace is probably 1iK€e..3S GCUlLee.CBE
of our great downstate Sepators alluded to, it®s like a big
cow, it gives all the nilk and everybody gets fat opn it It
makes no money itself, it provides a service and it rrovides
the tax money that gces into both the State, the city and the
county coffers. JI...Il wish to bave this apmendment adopted
and Senator Davidscn®s amendment so that e can find cut what
is the real objection, if there are cther wsays to provide a
tax for this to cover the bonding; and if there is, I will ke
glad to amend the bill in Januvary to reflect that, if there
is support or if it will be like it has Leen from the spring-
time, and we tried different ways, State-wide taxes, lccal
taxes and everybody says, no, we can®t go with that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIG)

-esSenator Savickas, could you bring your remarks to a
close, please. Senator lenmke, your time has expired. There
are twenty amendments to this bill. You camn ccme back
On...Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:
I just have a few questions, you know. You know, I don*'t

know what realm or reasoming this bill has as to my area, you
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know, it's taxes, and I personally don't think this is the
way to go with the sales tax. I think that the pecple that
benefit by it should pay for it, that's the hotels and
restaurants in the imrediate area of the McCcrmick Flace that
get the cut-of-tcwn visitors, raise the onconey, they should
pay for McCorsick Elace. They're the opes that directly
benefit fros it. The restaurants in By...area are not gcing
to benefit frow it. The pecple ip oy area will not benefit
from it. In fact, the current...operatives of the MNcCormick
Place dumped one of the post competent individuals from by
area, Jobn Supcheck, and they called them inccompetent ipves-
tors, and this gquy filed a lawsuit against them, and
this...and this zan...I want to tell you atout this man, this
is a man that walked the streets as a poor boy with cardboard
in his shoes and raised to bLke the chairsan of Ltcard of
Burton-Dixie, and they called him inccopetent, and they
removed him under the former mayor. And these same individu-
als now want to milk the cou, that?!s what they're doing,
milking the cow and +they're...they want fcurteen million
dcllars more thanm they need, but they want tc tax everybody
in the county, ip sy suburban area. These pecgle don't go to
McCormick Place, maybe once a year and they pay for it. 1
mean, you know, we dcn®t want them...we don't care abgut what
gcoes on in HcCormick Place. HWe don®t get any jobs there. We
don't have anybody there...we want to knagw. You got these
big salary people at JchanoDa...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Senator, could ycu bring your remarks to a close, please,
your time bas expireda.
SENATOR LEMKE:

-e-Wwhere are they ate 1 say we should oppose this amend-
nent.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCENUZIC)

Thank you...further discussion? Senatcr Gec-Karis.
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SENATOR GECG-KAEIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I%d
like to read a telegram into the record. "Vehemently opposed
to proposed discommendatory restaurant tax for McCormick
Place expansion. Excessive real estate permit taxes, the
utility costs. Twenty-five Cook County Mcm and Pof Tastee
Freeze Restaurants will be hurt. Vote for equitable exgan-
sion of the bond issue on this project but nct on the one and
a half percent tax cn food and drink." And I wmight tell you,
in this anendment, fcod and drink includes scft dripks and
what have you, and I dc think that perhaps the Semator should
drop that amendment...that part of the asmendsment out, because
I can tell you that you...the people #ill be paying e€ight and
a half percent for their food and drink because they're
paying seven now I understand in the...in the Cook County.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Further discussicn? Sepater lechowicz, the Chair rules
that the amendment is germane, that there is a common tie so
that the object and rurpose of the bill is promoted by the
apendment. I am also told that your fiscel ncte bhas teen
complied with once on this amendment that ycu have filed.
Senator lechowicz.

SERATOR LECHO®ICZ:

Well, Mr. President, on the fiscal note, the fiscal ncte
as filed was on amendcent LRB830U2SSELGVAMC1, and that amend-
nent wWas distributed to the  nmeambership yesterday at
four...four-fifteen in the afterncon.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR CENUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz, it's Q...
SENATOR IECHCWICZ:

And now we received corrective Aumendment Nc. 2 .at four
o'clock this afterncon, and I wsas wcndering if the sasme
fiscal note...now, I have three different fiscal notes, and

I'd 1like the Clerk to read the three fiscal notes that uere
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filed with them for the edification of the opmemtershigp,
because 1 thipnk this is unusual that we have three fiscal
notes, and I think we should share it.

PHEESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOE LCENUZIG)

Senator Lechowicz, there is...there are tuenty amendments
just to this bill. It seens to @e that if we're...if
we're...if we're going to proceed in a timely fashion,
that...sponsor has indicated that he is &nct going to @gcve
this bill today, that you can file ancther fiscal note by the
time we get to the end of these amendments and, therefore,
that fiscal note would have to be complied with by the time
we are ready to move onm this bill when we come back. Senator
Lechowicz.

SENATOR ILECHQHWICZ:

On that question, Kr. President, tep asendments are mine,
and I drew them under the premise that Asendment No. 1 would
be adopted. After debate, I figured that Azendment WNo. 1
would be adopted...now with the change at fcur o'clcck this
afternoon with the new corrective amendment, after Amendpments
No. 2, my second amendment, the rest of the amegdments would
be...would not be in corder because of a drafting change, and
I'm...just contacted the Beference Eureau and 1 asked thenm tc
make the necessary changes based upcn the adcption of the
gentlepan's amendment and CLr. Shapiro®s amendment. But in
all fairpess I don*t believe +we will have an oppcrtunity
unless the gentlemen, if I understood his mcticn correctly,
it's his intent to adopt this amepdment and [r. Davidsaon's
amendments and hold the bill, is that correct? So that sould
give wus an apple opportunity to address the agendments at a
future date. 1 have no objections to that.

PBESIDING OFFICEER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Savickase.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, that's the total purpose of fproceeding in this wman-
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ner 1is to put it out there, let everybody look at it, let
them draw up what they think is a proper say tc go and we'll
proceed from therea It*'S...it*s abn open way, I think, of
trying tc solve a problem both for the...McCormick Place amnd
for our State revenue problen.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Lechowicz, what?s your fleasure?
SENATOR LECHGOWRICZ:

I would say that we froceed, and the gentleman said be's
going to hold the bill, will give us apple cpportuspity to
prepare the amendments that we see fit.

PBESIDING OFFICERE: {SENATOB LEMUZIC)

Alright. Senator Savickas has nmoved the adcptiop of
Amendment No. to House Bill 1982, Is there any further
discussion? All those in favor signify by =<saying Aye.
Opposed Naye. The Ayes bhave it. 1The amendment is adofpted.
There's...Senator Jcnes, are you joined Ly an additional
member? On this...alright. 1The question is on the adoption
of Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1982. 1Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those oppcsed will vote Nay. The veting is ofen.
Have all voted sho wish? Have all voted who sish? FEave all
voted who wish? Have all voted wmho wish? Have all vcted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 24, the HNays
are 23, 3 vcting Present. Asendment No. 1 to House Bill 1982
is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (¥B. FEBNANDES)

Agendoent No. 2 cffered by Senator Lavidscn.
PRESIDING QOFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Lavidscon.

SENATOR DAVILSON:z

Mr. President and members of the Senate, Azendment No. 2

gives the downstate ezposition centers an cpportunity to par-

ticipate in the Ag. Frepmium Fund in that section which is one
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of the five for downstate exposition facilities. Has carry-
ing costs, and carrying costs meaning utility kills, payment
of service of contracts or for the sgsajor compcbents egquip-
ment, a premiue o¢n insurance. They could recover ug to
seventy-five percent of this cost provided they are certified
by audit to the Department of Economic Levelopment and
subject +to the appropriation that we in our judgement wcuild
put in that fund, and if there®'s not enough, then it would be
pro-rated out among the downstate...centers whc ask to fpar-
ticipate. I'd move the adoption of the amendrent.

PBESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOE LCEMUZICQ)

Senator Davidson has moved the adopticon ¢f Amendment No.
2 to House Bill 1982. Is there any discussicn? Senator
Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECECRICZ:

Will the gentleman yield to a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR LCEMUZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Lechcowicz.
SENATCR LECHCNICZ:

Doc, would you te so kind tc supply a fiscal note on this
anendment?

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LEMUZIOQ)

Senator Lavidscn.

SENATOE LCAVIDSON:

Yes, I will.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIC)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATIOR LECHCHICZ:

And if the State can afford it, could you also include
HMcCormick Place in that seventy-five percent reimbursement?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR L[EHNUZIQ)

Senator Lavidsos.

SENATOR CAVILDSON:

McCormick Place is impossible in this asendment because
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McCormick Place is not part of the downstate civic center and
BcCormick Place gets right now twenty-three million fplus out
of that Ag. Fremium Fund per year anywaye.
PRESIDING OFFICEK: {SENATOR LCEMUZIC)

eseS€nator Lechouicz.
SENATOE LECHOBICZ:

I'm well aware what McCormick Flace gets as far as
tventy-three million, but it's part of it pov Ltecause we just
amended a Downstate Fair Authority Act and tbe Fresident of
the Senate ruled it gersane. And by guestion tc you, sir, if
Amendment No. 2 1is adopted, would you also concur if the
State can afford it tc support a further asendment tc include
the same privileges to NMcCormick Elace?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOB LEMUZIC)

Senator Lavidscn.

SENATOR LAVIDSON:

I...I would bave to take it under consideratiom, kut at
this wmoment, I cannot give you a yes or Do answer. locking
at what you already receive in the wsay of cperating ccsts of
twenty-three wmillion for carrying costs and cperating costs,
you're dcing very well in this fair share. You're receiving
almost fifty percent of the tctal funds that ccme in.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Davidsor has mcved the adop-~
tion of Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 196z. All those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Ofpposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. Z is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
Asendment No. 3 cffered by Sepator Lechowicz.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOE LECHEORICZ:
Well, I Lkelieve the gentleman...takes...he wants to take

the bill out of the record now doesn't he, because my amend-
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ments are Dot germane because of the fact that he put in the
corrective amendment. So, he wants to take the bill out of
the reccrd and leave it on 2nd, I believe.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOB CENUZIQ)

Sepator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

SenatOreesMr. President and members of the Senate, 1've
got a commitment to...if you move it, 1*1l tring it back,
whatever...whatever is going to be the will of the Body then.
I have nc problem. The...it?s there after we hear it for the
opportunity to do that. I'1l bring it back, 1'11 hold it on
2nd. There’s no prcbler on what you want to do with it. I's
willing t0...I would...I don't know how long we'll be here io
January, 4if we®ll take action on it. 1f we move it to 3rd,
we can bring it back to 2nd. There is no proklem with that
as far as I am cconcerned. I made this compitament puklicaily,
it's in the record, and I am sure that if I would not accede
to a Senmator's request to bring it kack, I wouldn*'t get five
votes on the whole bill. That's...l'm sure that's nc problen
with that.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR LCENUZIC)

Senator Lechowicza.

SENATOR 1ECHCRICZ:

eeeif that's the case, why don?t you just hold it om Z2nd?
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Savickasa.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Fine.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Further discussion?

SENATCR SAVICKAS:

«es]l have one gquestion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Senator Savickas.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

If, mechanically...I don®t know in January if we do have
agreements and we are akle tc get together and we decide to
move it, if we are here for cme or twoc days or three days, I
would like the opportunity at that point tc...with an agree-
ment then to be able to move it and pass it out ip that time.
Thate..that would be the only mechamical concern that I would
have. If there is agreement by everybtody that we would be
able to have that...mechanically be akle to @move it ocut.
PBESIDING CFFICER: {SENATCOR CEHUZIC)

Senator Lechowicz, are you going to withdraw your amend-
ments?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I'11 bave to withdraw my amendments because they®re out
of order.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR CEAUZIC)

Alright. Senator Lechowicz has...bas withdraws his
apendments. Are there any further agendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: {4BE. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 3 cffered by Senatcr Blccma
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR TCEMUZIG)

Senator Eloor.

SENATOR ELOON:

Yes, thank you, Br. President. For the =same reasons
Senator Lechowicz withdrew his amendments, I would tben have
to withdraw mine because mine was premised c¢m the ariginal
Amendpent No. 1. Sa, 1 would sithdraw it at this time and
then we can offer thes after the first of the jyear. Thank
you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator Bloom...withdraws his amendsent. Further amend-
Bents?

ACTING SECERETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

No further agendments.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LEMUZIG)

Alright. Sepator Savickas, it is your intention to leave
the bill on 2nd reading? Senator Savickas.
SENATGCR SAVICKAS:

Yes, I.-.Dy question then to the Body and to the Senators
is that if there is agreement...and this is ispcrtant to both
the downstate and ugstate, especially McCcrmick Place because
they feel they...they can be in operation in about eighteen
months after they have the authority, that if it's mechan-
ically possible to pass it at that point, yes, l...I like it.
I would like...I'1l leave it on 2nd and then we can rmove it
to 3rd and pass it at that point, that®s fine. That?s...
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

2nd reading. Bouse Bill 2100, Senatcr Fhilip. Senatcr
Philip oo the Floor? House Bill 2281, Senator Bock. Senator
Eock.

SENATCR EOCK:

Yes, 1'd ask leave of the Bcdy to bring that bill ©Lack
for the purpese of an asendment. I understand Senator Geo-
Karis has an amendment.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOR DEMUZIC)

Alright. Sepator Rock seeks...leave of the Eody to
return House Bill 2281 to the Order of Zmnd Eeading for the
purpose of am amendment. Is leave granted? leave is
granted. Any amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (¥B. FERNANDES)

Apendment No. 1 cffered by Semator Gec—FKaris.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Senator Gec—-Karis.

SENATOB GEQ-KARIS:

Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen cf the Senate, by
the concurrence with the sponsor of this bill, Amendment Nc.
1 deletes the word "record" on page 59, line 20 and inserts

ine..in lieu thereof the following: "books and records of




Page 163 — NCVEMEEE 3, 19¢&3

accounts, bpinutes and records." And I move the adcgtion of
this apendment as this amendment has a hetter protection of
the sharebocldersa

PHEESIDING CGFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

SenatOr..-Senator Geo-Karis has wpoved the adcption of
Apendment No. 1 to House Bill 2281. Is there anmy discussion?
211 those im favor signify by saying Aye. Oppcsed Nay. The
Ayes bave it. Amendment No. 1 is adcpted. Any further
apendments?

ACTING SECBRETARY: {8E. FERNANDES)

No further asendpents.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

3rd reading. House Bill 2300, Senator Jercme Joyce.
Senator Joyce seeks leave of the Eody tc return House
Bill...take it out of the record. House Eill 2302, Senator
Luft. Senator luft seeks leave...alright, take it out of the
recorda. Hous@.e..alright. House Bill 23C2. Alright, HMr.
Secretary, 2302, read the bill.

ACTING SECBETARY: (ME. FEBNANDES)
House Eill 2302.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the hill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. 1I°d like teo begin by asking
leave to add Senator Elcom as a hyphepated spcpsora
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is leave granted to add Senator Eloom as a hyphenated co-
sponsor? leave is granted. Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. House Bill 2302 deals with the

possibility of leasing correctional...facilities. Specifi-

cally, House Bill 2302 says to...that the State of 1Illincis
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or the Department of Central Management cab enter into an
agreement with a private individual, partpership or ccrpcra—
tion when authorized to do so by the Department of Correc-
tions whereby such individuval, partgership o¢r corporation
will construct, remaodel or ccnvert a...a structure for...for
the purpose of its serving as a correctional dmpstitution or
facility and then lease such structure to the departzent for
the use of the Department of Corrections. A lease entered
into pursuant to an...an agreement cf the type described in
this subsection shall be for a term not to exceed forty years
but may grant to the State the option to purchase the struc-
ture outright. I nmight add that the bill also cays, may, and
cannot e€ven begin unless there®s written approval of the
Governor. Bepresentative Tom Homer initiated this legis-
lation. He did talk to the EBureau of the Fudget, the Depart-
ment of Corrections and the Governor®s Office, and there has
been no objection tc cur knowledge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LDENUDZIG)

Is there any discussion? Senator Elcou.

END CF EEEL
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REEL #5

SENATOR ELOCHM:

Yes, thank you, Hr. Presidemt. I agreed tc joim Senator
Luft as a sponsor because this bill is harsless, but also its
potential...it serves a potential and provides another alter-
native for the State to lcok at as it addresses the prch-
lens..the probless surrounding correctioms. It not only is
without objection, but it also might have the germ of a gcod
idea; therefore, I see no reason why we can?t averwhelmingly
support it on both sides of the aisle.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

All right, further discussion? The guestion is, shall
Senate...House Bill 2302 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. 1The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Same Have all voted who ¥ish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 52,
the Nays are 1, none voting Fresemt. House EBill 230z having
received the required constitutional wmajority 1is declared
passed. Through an error in the...the Chair, it had been
determined earlier that we would go through the Calendar and
pick up those on 1recall and proceed with those bills that
vere not amended. House Bill 2300 does pnot have an amendment
and Senator Joyce has scught leave of the Eody to return to
that bill for the gurpose of calling it fcr 3rd reading. 1Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. Mr. Secretary, House Eill
2300.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Eill 2300
{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the kill.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)
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Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEBONE JCYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This extends the existence of
the Aggregate Mining Study Ccommissicn from Getgker 1st, 1983
to October 1st, 1986. The appropriation this year for it was
nine thousand dollars. I'd be happy to answer amy gquestions,
if there are any.

PRESIDING OQOFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? BAny discussicn? The guestion
is, shall House Bill 2300 pass. Those im faver vote Aye.
Those...opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Sepator Savickas.
Kenny. Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ajyes are 49, the Nays
are none, nomne voting Present. House Bill 2300 having
received the required constituticpal wmajority is declared
passed. House Bill 2305, Senator Kelly. Br. Secretary, read
the bill, please. A1l right, there is an asendment...there
are amendowents filed on 2305. Senator Kelly seeks leave of
the Eody to return House Bill 2305 +to the Crder of 2nd
Reading for the purpose of an agendment. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (4R. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 1 cffered by Senator Kelly.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and menbers of the Senate. This
amendment...or this legislation was given emergency consider-
ation by the Bules Ccamittee Lecause it deals with the I1li-
nois H#Hunicipal Retirenent Fund, and in particular, in 1981,
there was a provision under House Bill 86C which was intended
to only apply to schcol districts and, in fact, it required

that all units of government xould have tc make a contritu-
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tion into the IMBF begioning inm July 1, 1984. What this
amendment does, it prevents this from hagpeniog and it would
make it cptional where it belcngs and where it was intended
in the first place. This is another case where the legis-
lature moved too rapidly on legislation without considering
all the ramifications of it, and 1 would, very much, ask fcr
your supgort in correcting this imequity.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Kelly moves the adoption of Apendment No. 1 to
House Eill 2304, Is there any discussiocn? Any discussion?
All those in favor signify by saying BAye. Opfpcsed Nay. The
Ayes have it. 2Asendment Nc. 1 is adopted. Further amend-
ments? All right, the amendment is adopted tc House Eill
2305. Any further asendments?

ACTING SECEETARY: {8BE. FEBRNANDES)

Apendment No. 2 cffered by Senator Legran.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCB LEMUZIC)

Senator Legnane.

SENATOR LEGNAN:

Yes, thank you, N¥r. President. I'd like to withdraw
Asendment No. 2.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Degnan seeks to withdraw Amendment No. 2Z. The
amendment is withdrawn. Further amendments?
ACTING SECHETARY: {8B. FERNANDES)

No further amendsents.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR CENUZIG)

3rd reading. House Bill 2306, Senatcr Bruce. 2308,
Senator Savickas. Senator Savickas, 2308. Mr. Se€cre-
tary...Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECBRETARY: (4E. FERNANDES)

House Eill 2308.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PHESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCENUZIQ)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICEAS:

Yes, Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate, House Eill
2308 is identical tc House Bill 417 which sas gassed ky this
General Assembly and csigned into law. The enactment date in
this bill was changed to July 1st, and it was done in order
to include the fawily of a firefighter, Sidney Erown, who uas
killed on August 9th, 1983 in the 1line ocf duty while
searching for children in a hcuse fire. This is the «¢nly
difference in the bill that was passed, House Bill 417, and
this piece of legislaticn that we are seeking tq pass. It is
really just to bring Sidney Eroun...his family into...into
the Act for compensation since he was killed cn Rugust Sth,
1983. I would ask your support of House Eill Zz3(08.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

IS there any...is there any discussiop? BAny discussicn?
The gquestion is, shall House Bill 2308 pass. Those in favor,
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave
all votgd who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the reccrd. Cn that guesticm, the Ayes are
53, the Nays are none, none voting Presept. licuse Bill 2308
having received the required constitutiopal majority is
declared passeda 2308, Senator BRock has scught leave to
return to this in a few moments. 1Is leave granted? leave is
granted. 2310, Senator D'Arcc. Senator L[?Arce seeks leave
of...leave cf the Body to return House Bill...Senator D*'Arco.
_SENATCE D'ARCO:

No, Mr. President, I wculd like to te removed as prim-
cipal sponsor of 2310 and have Sepnator Savickas...put inee.in
my stead as princifpal sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
#ell, you've heard the regquest. 1Is leave granted? Leave

is granted. Senator Savickasa.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Seems that I get all of the hot cpes tcday. House Bill
2310...

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENMUZIG)

Well, Senator Savickas...Senator Savickas, there are four
agendments filed to this bill by Sepataor Egan. Is it your
intent to return the bill to Znd reading for the furpose of
those agendments Ol..-Whatts your pleasure? Senator
Savickasa
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, Senator, it isn't my intent to return it for amend-
ments, but I understand either by apn imgplied agreesent
yesterday that we had that we would return Lills fcr amend-
mente...if this applied to all of them...or thcse that Jjust
sought to return them or those sponscrs that scught t¢ returen
then for asendment. If it was those spopsors that scught to
return the bill for amendment, nc, 1 wculd not retursn it. If
it was a agreed procedure, I have no choice; and at this
time, I would just asKkaeea
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOE LEMUZIC)

Well, Senatcr Savickas, if you don't wish to return it,
we®ll proceed. All right, Senator Egan.

SENATCR EGAN:

Yes, well, Mr. Eresident and menbers of the Senate, I...I
fully agree with what Senator Savickas says. ®ith leave of
the Body, these were placed on the Calendar with the under-
standing...with the upanimous consent of the Senate that they
would be allowved, at the request cf any membek, to be brought
back for amendment which I'm requesting at this point, and
what Senator Savickas 1is saying is that it*s out of bhis
hands, I appreciate that, and I offer Apendzent No. 1 to
Senate Eill 2310.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMNUZIO)

All right, Senator Savickas, probably there was an under-
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standing. Are you prepared to move the rill back to the
Order of 2nd Beading? Senator Savickase.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, obviously, if this was the understanding. Jawul
think that at this fpoint in time...and this is what ue're
fighting at this point and time, any azendment on the kill
now would effectively kill the bill. 1t has tc go back to
the House for concurrence or if they...if they refuse, it has
to go to Conference Cogmittees. IJ...I don't kbow why these
amendments are back, the original parking ticket till was
1109, it passed the Senate and House in June, vetoed by the
Governor who arqgued that it would reduce the revenue for
units of local governsent. He indicated that bhe supported
the concept of the bill...and that he would sugport a bill in
the Fall Sessicn that establishes an alternative pmechanisc
for raising supposed lcst revenues. That is why this bill
was introduced in the House during this Vetc Session. It
passed the House and is now in the Sepatea
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR LEMUZIC)

Well, Senator Savickas, I am reliably tcld that the
procedure sas that ve were to move these bills...discharge
the bills out of ccomittee. They would be moved and that the
sponsors would, indeed, bring tber back to the Order of 2nd
Reading for purposes cf avendsent. That was a crder that was
entered by the Chair yesterday or day before yesterday, and
what is your fpleasure?

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Bring it back, 1 guess.
PRESILCING CFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

All right, Senator Savickas has sought leave...Senator
DeAngelis, for what purpose do ycu arise?

SENATOR LeANGELIS:
Well, I do not recall in that agreement that we would

permit it to ccme back if the spomsor chose not to. Now, I




Page 171 - NCVEMBEF 3, 19€&3

know I had one that was brought back, but I put an amendment
Onh...tabbed it a recall and it was at my desire and if
somebody would have ccme to me and asked for the same thing,
and I wanted to, I sould have let thes do it. But Senator
Savickas, I think, has a right to resist «calling Lack tis
bill for the purpose cf an amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LDEMUZIC)

#ell, be has...he has agreed to «zreturn the bill to
the...0rder of 2nd Reading. Well, the...the understanding,
as I am told, ¢f the Chair was thbat the bills would Lbe dis-
charged from committee, it would be brought tc tbe <Crder of
3rd Reading, and that it would be brcught kack to the Order
of 2nd Reading if menbers wicshed to file amendments...prior
agreement from the Senate present...Presiding Cfficer at the
time. Sepator Savickas has scught leave <of the Senate to
return House Bill 2310 to the Order of znd Keading for the
purpose of an amendment. Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICEKAS:

§ell, I just want the record to show that I did not seek
leave. That this was by agreement before I tcok over sponsor-
ship of this bill.

PBESIDING GFFICEE: {SEKATOR LEMUZIC)

Well, Senator Savickas, if you don®t seek leave of the
Body, that®'s your privilege to leave it on 3rd reading.
Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, fine. Put it on 3rd, let®s call it for passage.
PHRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

All right. Sepator Buzbee, for what [fpurpose do ycu
arise?

SENATOR EUZEEE:

§ell, I rise for the purpose o0f...0f...cf allotting my

time to Senator Bruce to straighten this matter out because

he was presiding yesterday. There was strcmng agreement that
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that was going to be the case and the agreement is the agree-
ment, and JTe..l...I think that Senator Eruce was presiding.
Everybody agreed that's what was going to be +the procedure,
and why don't se go by what we agreed to dc? I don't care
what you call it. If you call it somebody's calling it Lack
or whatever, but that was the agreement.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCENUZIC)

Senator Bruce, for what purpose do ycu arise?
SENATCGR EFUCE:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. At the time we nmoved a
series of bills last night, some twenty Lills sere moved, and
there was leave of the Senate that those kills wculd Le moved
without amendment but if any Senator sought to have thesn
brought back, they would be brought tack for the purpose of
offering amendments. That was a blanket exempfrtion. Xe moved
bills ob...on three separate pages of the Calendar and it was
Presiding Officer's understanding tbat every spomnscr con-—
curred with that, that we would move the tills with the
understanding that if any Senator swished to cffer amendments,
they would be brought back. Leave was sought for that proce-
dure and granted by the Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

A1l right, Senatcr Savickasa.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator Bruce, 1 understand that the Semate rules still
say the sgponsor controls his cwn bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DENUZ2IC)

~-eSenator Egamn.
SENATOR EGAN:

All right, I...I don*t disagree with the fact that the
sponsor can control his own bill, but whes bhe waives that
control by agreeing to have the Lbill trcught back, he no
longer can repnege. 1The fact is, these bills were placed on

the Calendar for the specific purpose that anybedy who wanted
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to amend them had the right to do so. That®s why they uere
discharqged from the Bules Cosnittee; otherwise, I will ask
that it be returned to Eules.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CENUZIC)

All right, Senator Egan has made a potion that the bill
be rereferred to the Eules. Cn that gquestion,...Senator
Egan, YOUTe...YOUr 00tionD is...is in order. Senator Egan, do
you wish to speak to your moticn? Sepatcr Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, I think in fairness, Mr. Fresident and meumbers, that
the agreement yesterday was to put these Lkill out of BRules,
onto the Calendar without referemce tc any cconittee
Ole--aldes..and bypass Eules so that we®d have an opportunity
to deliberate c¢n them on 2nd reading, and any member on the
Floor that wishes to cffer an amendment had that right. ©Now,
if you®re not going to abide by the...the agreement, Senator
Savickas, I think it ought to gc back where it came froum,
back to Rules. That®s just a fair request, I thimk, and by
motion is then tc rerefer the matter to Eules.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZICQ)

All right, further discussion? Senatcr Joyce.
SENATOERE JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Oh, you knaow, we have all thbese ccllateral agreements
going on and understandings and iemplied understandings, and
tacit wunderstandings...let®s just pove cn, this is insane.
The man wants to put his bill on 3rd reading, we've done that
all the time that I%ve been here, this is crazy.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE [CENUZIC)

All right. Senator Egan. Has a.eefurtber discussion?
Senator 2Zito.

SENATOR 217T0:

Just a...first of all a point, is the motion to return
the bill tc Bules Ccmrittee?

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LEBUZIQ)
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The motion is tc recommit the bill...
SENATOR 211Gz

I..eI would speak against that notion and sigply because
the...it?s obvious that the authcr of...o0f the legislatiocn
that's before us does not want to move the bill back for an
amendment. 1 always thought that was in the rules in this
Chamber not..-.to abide by the spobnscr®s request, and I think
Senator Egan's motion has been ruled in crder, tut I think ue
should oppose that and...and stay with the wishes of the
bill's spcnsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR DEMUZIC)

411 right, further discussion? Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, Mr. Eresident, I will speak to the mction. First of
all, so the Body knows that this tkill bas been cn 3rd reading
all day long. Senator Egan approached nme akcut a minute
before the bill was to be called to s=say that he had a amend-
ment that was given tc hiom by Lee Schwartz to cffer to the
bill. Obviocusly, they had all day to cffer it, but I think
one of the tbhings...ve...we may as well fproceed, bring the
bill back; if we dcn't have enough votes toc kill the amend-
ments, we€ won't bave emough votes to pass the tLill. Let's
brimg it tbacka. If Lee Schwartz prevails in this, we lose.
If lLee Schwartz lcoses, we wina.

PHRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCB LENMUZIQC)

All right, Senatcr Egan, what is your intent?
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, I agree, and I...I very such appreciate the
views of Senator Savickas. I think that's heartily correct
and I would move the adoption of Apendment Nc. 1 after 1I
explain it...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LDEMUZIC)
-=-S5€nator, you would...you would movE tOaa..Senator

Egan...%we have a moticn toOe..
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SENATGR EGAN:

I'1] withdraw my motion tc refer tc Bules and...
PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR DEHUZIC)

Senator Egan withdraws his moticn to rerefer to comoit-
tee. all right, nov, Senator Savickas, House Eill
2310...Senator Savickas seeks leave of the Bcdy tc return
House Bill 2310 to the Order of 2nd Beading for the purpose
of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Any
amendments, Nr. Secretary?

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)

Apendment No. 1 cffered by Senator Egan.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Egan.

SENATIOBR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Hr. Eresident and mepters cf the Senate.
As you know, the bill authorizes punicipalities to impose a
tax wupon the privilege of leasing ®motgr vehicles on a daily
or weekly basis. This bill bhad kLkeer agreed...it was an
agreement between the leasing agencies in the cities, and
apparently, there was great harmony in the Hcuse and when it
got the the Senate, the...the bharomcny sas...there wmas a
divorce and...and now the harmony is no 1longer there, but
this apendment is ipportant in light of the existing situa-
tion; and that is, if this bill passes and the tax is imposed
and later is ruled invalid, then the leasing agencies get it
both ways. This 1is a disseveraktility amendszent, 1 think,
extremely ismportant because in the event that the tax is
ruled invalid at a later date, the...the city then should
have the existing conditions that they nos have nmet. This
amendment will do that; othersise, the leasing ccmpanies will
have it both ways, and I think it's absclutely necessary for
the viability of the bill and the law, if it becopmes law.
So, I move its adoption, Mr. Eresident.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIQ)
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Senator Egan has moved the adoption of Aserdment bKo. 1 to
House Bill 2310. 1Is there any discussion? Sepator Joyce.
SENATOR JERENIAE JCYCE:

Is there a feeling on the part of the city that this is
‘going to be ruled unconstitutional, Senator Egan?

PEESIDIRG OFFICEA: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Egane
SENATOR EGAN:

W#ell, I...I have not any such informatior. In the event
that...these taxes, as you uell kpow, are held invalid froa
time to time and it®s possible, in...in the ofinion of at
least wmyself and I think some experts from the city, and in
that event, vwe...the city then would suffer. %e would 1like
to prevent that by imposing this anmendment at this tine.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGE CEBUZIG)

A1l right, further discussion? Senatcr Jcycea
SENATOR JEREMIAE JCYCE:

Well, if it is...if we are voting on this and the under-
standing between the leasing companies and the city is based
on the fact that this is constitutional, 1 assuge
that?s...that?s what their understanding is, amd if the leas—
ing companies, with whatever ability they have to get this
thing through, and this passes cut of here and it's uncon-
stitutional, then the city will get a windfall revenue that
they otherwise would not. Is that what ycu are saying?
PRESICING CFFICER: {SEKEATOR LCEMUZIG)

Senator Egane
SENATCR EGAN:

No, Jjust the oppgsite. ITIhe leasing companies then would
get the windfall because they...they do get the guid pro guo
insofar as their parking ticket liability. That's what the
city gave in to get the tax.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {(SENATOE LEMUZIC)

Furtbher discussion? Further discussion? All right,
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Senator lechowicz.
SENATOR IECHCWICZ:

Very briefly, Mr. Eresident, this is nct a new asendment.
This type of amendment has been adopted in the...in this Gen-
eral Assembly for the past fourteen years that I'm aware of,
it*s strictly a severability amendment. It =should ke not
construed in any way of being a adverse amendgent to the city
or to the ccorporations. It's really a prcotective amendment,
and I move for its...I also support its adcption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE LEHUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Deldngelis.
SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. i
rise in opposition to the arnendment for several reasons.
Even though the amendsent might well...the intent...sight be
well intent of the fact is, it is ccming at the wrogg time
for the wrong reason. Now, there®s a...I can't address the
Body of the bill, but there have beer a 1ot of people who
have been double dealt in this thing, apd if this amendment
goes thrcugh, they're getting anctbher shot that they dcn't
deserve. The fact is, the Governor vetoed a till and in the
Message indicated that he would agree in the Fall Session. An
agreement was made, the bill passed cut cf the Bouse, ccmes
over to the Senate; at the last minute, scmebody changes
their mind. That®s not the way to do it, amnd gputting this
amendment on would force perbaps the failing of this kill
because of the time ccnstraints were coperating in. It's not
necessary and I...I have to say...I have tc question the tac-
tics, not the spopsor, but the...'cause 1 krcw the sponscr
iSee.is doing what he thinks is right, but I really question
the tactics of what®s gcing on herea
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENMUZIG)

Further discussion? Any other Sematar wish to sgeak for

the first time? Sepnator Jeremiah Joyce.
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SENATOR JEREMIAH JCYCE:

Well, I...I don't have a copy of this amendment, and I
don®t know whether it was distributed or whether it wasn't,
but let me...so I have this straight in wmy =mind, Senator
Egan, if...if this law, assuming it becomes law%, is declared
unconstitutional, the...why couldn®t...why cguldn®t this
legislation be drafted im such a way that the leasing compa-
nies would return the money?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOE LDEMUZIG)

All right, Senator Egan indicates he will yield for a
guestion. Sepnator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

A1l right, your guestiom is valid. 1The fact is that upon
its becoming las, I assume that there will be a action taken
to find out if, in fact, it's valid. Upder those circum-
stances, the «city wculd not collect the tax. Even if they
did collect the tax for a period of time, there...ufon abny
question of its wvalidity, the tax would bave go intc an
escrow account that the court would crder. 1In the neantine,
the 1leasing companies are...they bave nc liability c¢cn their
parking tickets. They lcse that liability amd, cobsequently,
they do get a...a windfall if the tax is held inmvalid unless
we prevent them from continuing tc be not 1liakle for their
parking tickets. That's what this amendment does. It just
says that in the event the tax is beld invalid, then the
provision to remove the liability from the leasing companies
is also invalid.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, I...I think we ought to tell the pecple what it's
really about. We have a areca shere the city was getting no
revenue. They're nct going t¢ lose any revenue, they weren®'t

getting any. The purpose of this was then to find a way for
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the city to get some revenue instead of just making the
companies pay the whcle...the whole ticket. There «as an
agreement to...severability clause will sS€rve no fuUrpCse.
The city didn®t get anything before. 1They're goimg to get
about a half a million dollars this way. W®hat the problenm
is, is that some of those people that are representating the
city feel that there might be more money in it and they want
to raise it to a dollar a transaction. 1They want to bold us
up as hostage. This is what it*s about. There was a deal
made. The companies agreed tc it. The c¢ity will bave a
windfall of over five huprdred thousand dcllars that they
never received before, and no one paid those tickets before.
This is what it's about. They just want more money. I think
this should be defeated. The city is gcing tc...€njoy an
extra half a @pillion dollars in revenue from this. 1The
companies are satisfied that this is a fair, equitable proce-
dure, and I would ask that this amendment ke defeated.
PBESIDING OFFICEB: {SENATOR TCEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Celdngelis.
SENATOR LeARGELIS:

I have a question of the spomsor as well.
PRESICING QFFICER: {SENATOE LCENUZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Sepator L[elngelis.
SENATCR LCeANGELIS:

Under Chapter 1, paragraph 1032 of the 1Illincis Revised
Statute, there 1is, im fact, a Faragraph there regarding
severability. Are you familiar with that, Sepator Egan?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Senator FEgaan.

SENATOR EGAN:

I haven®t loocked at Chapt€r 1 iDeoe.iDaes.since 1 was in
law school, Senator.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCEHUZIO)

Senator CeAngelis.
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SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Well, I would like to read it tc¢ you, kecause I think yocu
would find then that your amendszent is unbecessary. "“If any
provision of an Act enacted after the effective date of this
Apendatory Act or apglication thereof to any gerscon or
circunstance is held invalid, such invalidity dces not affect
other provisions or applications of +the Act wbich can be
given effect without the invalid applicationms or provision;
and to this end, the provisiocns of each Act epacted after the
effective date of this Amendatory Act are severable unless
othervise provided by this Act.®
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCEMUZIC)

Senator Egana
SENATOR EGAN:

#ell, now that you've refreshed amy @mesory, Senator,
you're agreeing with pme, not disagreeing. This 1is an
inseverable amendoent. This says that the...the...the quid
PIo quo must alsoc fall, if we're going to release the leasing
companies from liability on parking tickets, which inciden-
tally, Senator Savickas, brings ip a great deal of revenue
for the city. If we're going to release +that liability and
the taxes held invalid, thben the leasing companies will get a
windfall without this amendment. 1his amendment prevents
them then from getting it both ways. They ther must be liakle
for their parking tickets if the tax is held impvalid.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Further discussioni A1l right,
Senator Fgan may close.

SENATOR EGAN:

Well, l...I've said everything I think necessary for sup-
porting the amendgent, Mr. Fresident and rnpembers of the
Senate. I think it®s fair that the...the 1leasing ccmpanies
don*t get it both ways if the city cannot tax them, and I

move for its adogticm.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEBUZIC)

all right, Senator...Senator Egapn scves the adoption of
Apendoent No. 1 to House Bill 2310. Those in favor signify
by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Byes have...icll <call bhas
been requested. Al1l right, on that questiocb...con the adop-
tionh..-Amendment No. 1, those in favor will vcte Aye. Those
oppoesed will vote May. The voting is cpen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 19, the Bays are 28, noge vcting Fresent,.
Amendment No. 1 to House Eill 2310 fails. Further amend-
ments?

ACTING SECEETABY: {MB. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 2 cffered by Senator Egana.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCENUZIC)

Senator Egane
SENATOR EGAN:

Well, the nighte..the night bears om and it's getting
short, pretty soons it'1l be dawn. Eefore that happens, and 1
don®t think with that last roll call that it would ke less
than advisable to proceed, I will withdraw +the next three
amendments and wish you a pleasant eveninga.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCEMUZIC)

Senator Egan withdraws amendnentsS...the further amend-
ments. Any further amendments?
ACTING SECHETARY: {4R. FERKANDES)

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

3rd reading. Tof of page 6, Hcuse Eill 2312, Senator
Berman. House...all right, Senator Savickas, what prupose do
you arise?

SENATOR EEEMAN:
Well, since no amendments were adopted apnd the bill is cn

3rd reading, I would move that we consider it now and pass
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it.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

All right, with leave of the Body, we®'ll take House Bill
2312 out of the record. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
On the Order of 3rd BReading, bottor of page S, House Bill
2310. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)
House Eill 2310.
(Secretary reads title of tkill)
3rd reading of the bili.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, everyonet's heard this bill. They kncw what it?s all
about. I would appreciate an Aye vote c¢n the passage of
House Eill 2310.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall BHouse Bill 2310 pass. 1Those 1in favcr vote Aye.
Those orposed vote Nay. The voting is oren. Have all vcted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted sho wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted whc wish? 1Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 3z, the Nays are 13,
5 voting Present. House Bill 2310 having received the
required constituticpnal majority is declared passed. 21l
right, House Bill 2310 having failed to receive the required
constitutional pmajority is declared lost. Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Wait. Could you tell me if that has a irwmediate effec-
tive date on it Cr...

PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATGCR DEMUZIC)

It*s efiective upon it becoming a law.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Fardon me?
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PREESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEMUZIC)

The bill indicates that it's effective upon its Lecoming
Qeesd lave
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I would seek postgoned consideration.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE DEMUZIC)

Senator Savickas has sought...leave for postponed con-
sideration of House Bill 2310. 1Is leave granted? ILeave is
granted. Postpoped consideration is s¢ grdered. Ncw, the
top of page 6, House Bill 2312, Sepator Eerman. House Eill
2313, Senator Berman. Senator EBermabh.

SENATOR BEEMAN:

He're having...we?re having some anmendments prepared.
They're not ready yet. I'd ask for leave tc be altle cope
back to this.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR LCEMUZIQ)

Senator Berman seeks leave of the Eody to return 2313...a
little later. Leave is granted. 2314, Senatcr Kelch. All
right, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: {8B. FERNANDES)
House Eill 2314,
{Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIG)
Senator Welch.
SENATCR KELCH:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. This bill sas up before the
Senate in the Spring of this year. %hat bhagpened was an
apendment was put on a Senate appropriaticn kill. The amend-
ment referred to the wrong facility. It referred to a facil-
ity in LaSalle, Illincis as opposed to Ottawa, Illinois. This
bill, House Bill 2314, is a bill to <clean wup the 1luminous
processing plant ip Ottawa, Illincis. As sany of you have

read in the Wall Street Journal and seen om "Good Morning
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America," this is a probtlem with a radiue dial factory in the
City of Ottasa. The plant is located in the downtown sector
of the city. What has happened there is the glant was used
to paint radium dials on watches and clocks that many cf us
have used throughout the State of Illinois. ¥hat has hap-
pened with the plant is that there?s radiuz dust throughout
the plant. #Hany people have suffered and died from cancer
due to the radium in this plant. Hany people in the City of
Ottawa and elsewhere also suffering today tecause of the
effects of radium from working in that plant. What we are
trying to do is have that plant totally cleaned up and the
renainSea.

PEESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOE CENMUZIG)

Could vwe bhave some order, fplease. Senator Savickas,
could you take your ccnference off the Flccr. Senator Welch.
SENATOR KELCH:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. What we are trying to do is
appropriate money tc¢ totally clear up the plant and remove
the entire structure and safely deposit it im a waste dis-
posal area. I would move for the adcption of this..abill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator Euzkeea
SENATOB EUZEEE:

Yes, thank you. I rise in support cf this bill. As
Senator Welch pointed out, this particular facility bas
received nationwide notoriety via of the %all Street Journal.
It is a problem that they have had there in that ccmmunity
for many, mpnay years. I think that any one of us seated on
this Flcor, if we bad such a facility, such a building in
OUlf..-in our compunity that we had not been akle to get help
on from the Federal Government in the form c¢f the super fund
or any of the others sipply because +there are other areas
that...a limited anocunt of dollars in other areas that took

precedences, I think we would be here asking for the sapme
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thing that Senator Welch is asking for. 1This is a very dis-
tinct health hazard to the people of that commupity. It is a
hazard that only the State of 1llincis afpparently has ‘the
financial ability to <correct. I think that we cught to
assist the people of that community in trying to correct this
problem, and 1 would hope that we would give this bill an Aye
vote and help Senator Welch help the areas..-the area...the
community that he reppesents.
PBESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOE DEMUZIC)

Further discussicn? Senator Lavidson.
SENATOR LAVIESON:

I'd like to ask three questions of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LEMUZIC)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Lavidson.
SENATOB LAVIDSON:

One is, does this come out of the so-called super fund?
Two, I understand that eleven Fprojects have been already
okayed out of that fund, and what is the pcsition of this,
which I understand is pumber sixteen, and 1 want to know wshat
happens to twelve, thirteen, fourteen and fifteen, and whcse
districts im those are getting left ocut when you jump cver
then; and three, what kind of money are we talking akout?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIG)

All right. Senator Welch.

SENATCE WELCH:

Yes. Number one, the answer is po, this @money does not
come out of the Super Fund Fupd. Numker three, the tctal
cost is two million dcllars. The answer toc question nunker
two is this site is designated on the list of sites as nunher
sixteena The £irst eleven sites cn the super fund list are
to be taken care of Ly the State of Illimscis; however, there
is ©no frovision that sites twelve, thirteen, et cetera move
up into the top eleven sites for a cleanup. There is no

provision for that whatever; new sites can intervene. What
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the fund bas done is created a point system and each site
throughout +the State of...Illinois has acguired certain
points. If the EPA cr the other agency whc awards points
goes out throughout the State and finds a site that receives
more points than this one, that would then bumgp this side to
a different number would be my understanding. As far as the
other sites in between, I...I don?t know where they are off
the top of my head. They were nct determined to Le sites
that could be resmedied under the super fund fees at this
time. NowW, the Attocrney General has seen that this is a site
that they are +trying to...they're in litigation trying to
clean this up. They have been after the princigpals and trying
to get money back from the principals but +they have...been
unable to get very much money fros then.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Further discussion? All right, Senmatcr Eigney.
SENATOR HKIGNEY:

Well, the only thing I would point out is that what we're
attempting to do here apparently is tc move up cn the prior-
ity list. As the sponscr has admitted to the Assenbly here
this evening, we're talking about tsc @sillion dcllars,
really, of unappropriated momey that is not a part of the
Governor®s budget. I did talk briefly this afterncon with
the House sponsor. Apparently, this facility is located in
downtown Ottawa but it is locked in the...it®s, you know, at
least that puch is shielded from the public. You just don't
run through this facility any longer. It is kind of walled
off ande..and...and the public does not have access to that
area. So, I don’t know if we want to put curselves in the
position of determiming priorities. I suggest maybe it*s a
rather dangerous precedent for us to start into, Lecause 1
see that if we give projects of this kind a higher Ggriority,
ve will be asked many other times to do the same thing.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQE LEMUZICQ)
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Further discussion? Sepator Fhilip.
SENATOR FHILIE:

A guestion of the spomsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Fhilipe.
SENATOR PBILIP:

Yes, Senator, did you vote for the State Income Tax?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUDZIQ)

Senator Welcha
SENATOR WELCH:

Senator, I*m glad you asked that questicn. I was asked
that two weeks ago Lty another Sepatcr cm your side. There
seens to be the theory here that the map who pays the piper
calls the tune and, therefore, those whg wcted for the tax
increase can then tell us hcw to spend it, but it...there's
a funny thing, and that is that the people in sy district are
paying that tax too. WHe're paying the piper and we would
like to <call scme tunes as well, and sc, the answer to yocur
question is, no, I didn't vote for that tax increase.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR L[ENUZIQ)

All right, further discussion? Senator Fhilip.

SENATOE EHILIE:

Yeabh, I still have another question. [id you vote to cut
the budget?

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIQ)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR KELCH:

I...there was many votes, I voted yes 3pnd BGe Ie...0ff the
top of my head, I can't go down every ope. If you'd 1like me
tO0eesl'MesslI®*n sure that you have a record oo that side of my
votes.

PRESIDING OFFICEK: (SENATOR LENUZIO)
All right. Further discussion? Senater Fhilig.

SENATOBR FHILIE:
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Yeah, you'd better believe it, ycu didn*t do either.
It*'s kind of interesting to me these people that don*t vote
for tax increases, don't cut the tudget, but come down here
and want money all the time. Then if he dcesn?'t deserve it,
two wmillion dollars cut of the Geperal Fupd, unbudgeted, we
shouldn*t do it, that'®s how simple it isa You willing to
come back here next year and vete to extend the State Inccne
Tax?

PEESIDING CFFICEE: ({SENATOR LENUZIC)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Senator, I supported increases in the State's revenue., 1
did not support the income tax increase for various reasons.
I supported a system of decoupling froe the Federal tax
depreciation schedules. HMany of the other Senators didn*'t
see fit tc support that. I didn*'t 1like the type of tax
increases, but, yes, I do supgort increased revenue to the
State of Illinois, and if the appropriate bill ccomes before
us, I would certainly support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGE DEMUZIQ)

Further discussiocn? Senator Fhilip.
SENATOR PHILIE:

Yeah, you know, uwe have a lot of people 1like you that
always support tax increases that haven't got a chance of
passing. When it comes right dcwn to it, we can de some-
thing, yocu're npever there to...it sounds gcod back in your
district. You know what, you're not going tc fool them.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR LCENMUZIC)

All right. Further discussion? Senatcr Jcyce.

SENATCRE JEEGME JCYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. I...l want tc pcint out that I
rise in support of this and...and the changes that we made in
the compact bill last week regarding 1low-level radicactive

waste, l...l think are good omes and...and this pcints ocut
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the fact that we do need to make sure we dc these things
right in the first place; otherwise, we ccme back and swe have
to pay and pay and paye S0, 1 think that we definitely
should...should take care of this, but 1 think that se also
had better be more careful in the future on how we deal with
any of these type of situatioms. Thank ycu.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LDEMUZIG)

Further discussion? Senator Eruce.
SENATOR BEUCE:

Rell, thank you, Mr. Fresident and =memnkbers of the
Senate. JIe..] rise in support of this appropriation, and let
meeee.let me tell you why. We've...we may be entering intc an
era where we have to kind of look at different sides of
issues. I®'ve been in this Body long encugh tc see that we
have granted to ccrporations across the State of Illimois
millions and...and billions of dcllars in tax relief. I was
here when #e took the...the sales tax off cf...off of farm
machinery. W®e took the sales tax off of pmachinery good in
the State of Illincis. We...we changed the taxation systen
for printing companies, that affected an printer in @y dis-
trict...and that saves them substantial amcunts of mogey, far
more than two millicm dollars. I was here when we...when we
handled the taxation of railroad rolling stock, a very cop—
plex problen. #e handled unitary taxation which gave scre
companies ip this State multi-millicn dellar changes in their
tax liability. We've alsc, as Senator Welch ©pointed out,
handled ande...and disposed of the Federal discomnect on
accelerated depreciation, which alsc¢ helped many heavy indus—-
trial corporations in the State of Illincis. Now, having
given all that tax relief in the State of Illinois, naybe we
ought to take a look at...at corporaticns in the State that
have gade owpistakes, and maybe we ought nct to try tc do
everything by tax policy, because we could srite a tax policy

in the State of Illincis that would bhelp this comgany, by
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acceleration, by forgiveness £for all sorts c¢f things. The
difficulty iSee.is the€...is the...the waste is here, amnd it
doesnft seem to ©e unreasonable to say, for two million
dollars se bhelp solve a problem rather tham trying tc correct
it by...nillions and killions in dcllars cf tay relief. 1It's
a two million dollar grant to solve a problen. It's a 1lot
better to do it that way I think that trying to do all the
Tax Codes in the State of Illinois. 1 would think that we
ought to spend the twe milliop dcllars.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIO)

All right, further discussion for the first time? Sena—
tor Fawell.
SENATCR FAWELIL:

Thank you, very such, Mr. Fresident. You kncw, there is
@...a similar pproblem in...in the City of West Chicago in
DuPage Ccounty. Now, it's going to ccst fcur and a half &pil-
lion dollars, I understand, to take care cf that gproblema
It's radioactive paterial. It?'s sitting ip...right in the
middle of town. It*s two blocks away the...from a gramear
school. It's three blccks away frcm a high =chcol. People
have been trying to get rid cf it for years. 7The company is
out of business. My suggestion is, I would be perfectly
willing to joinm you, Senator, if yocu will take this back to
2nd and let me put an amendment on and let me get four amd a
half million for DuFage County? Thank ycu.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Euzbee.
SENATCR EUZEEE:

Yes, Mr. Fresident. For a second time, it...it's
five-thirty in the evening. %ev%re all getting tired. We'lve
been here for three days now, and we've been working hard for
those three days, and wusnfortunately, at that time of
the...the debate, we start getting into p[perscpalities as

opposed to issues. Now, I...I think that persomalities has




Page 191 - NCVEMEEEF 3, 19€3

nothing to do with this problem. Senator Fawell, if...if the
situation ycu just described iS...is as you described it, if
you will put a bill in and if that...if that particular
facility has not been available for funding from the super
fund for clean up, and the damger is as clear and present as
you indicate that it is and as we know that it is ip...in the
Ottawa situation, I will vote for your kill. 1he fact cf
the matter is that that very liberal antibusiness organ
called the Wall Street Jourmal described tbe situation in
Ottawa as one where several debts in that comsunity bave been
directly attributable to that plant. It was & situation that
existed where they made radium for the...the...the dials of
clocks and watches before anybody really understood that, in
fact, that stuff was dangerocus. Fecple have died. The Attor-
ney General®s Cffice testified the other day that, yes, the
facility is closed. Apparently it 1is fenced off, as 1I
undefstand it, but in the event of leakage or in the event of
a fire, there could be massive overdoses in that ccmmunity.
Now, personalities aside, voting for tax increases or voting
for budget cuts aside, the fact of the matter is, that is a
danger to a commupity in our State. 1It®s & lcnmg, 1lc¢ng way
from the area that I represent. Of course, this is special
legislation. We have passed special legislatiocn in this Body
many, many times. We built or repaired a bigh school build-
ing in Senator Sangmeister and Senatcr Joyce's district. We
built or repaired a building in Senator Lavidscon's district.
%e have repaired facilities at the University c¢f Illinois and
Southern Illinois University that were damaged. We have, in
ny district, passed special legislaticn fcr cone particular
school district that had a peculiar type prcbklem. We passed
the legislation to help them with their peculiar type prokt-
lema This is a very peculiar type probles. 1t is a proktlen
that is a clear and fresent danger tc the residents of that

conmunity. To the best of my knowledde, 1 don*t bave anything
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in my legislative district that comes anyshere close to this
kind of problem. If I were to have such a danger, 1 would
hope that I could get at least twenty-nine other Senators to
join me in helping +to straighten out that fgroblenm. cf
course, it"s expensive, it's two rilliog dcllars. Think of
the expense in the catastrophic effect that cculd happen in
that community if we don't clean it up, if we dcn't take care
of it. Now, it doesn't make any difference whether ycu aqree
with what Senator Welch...the way he*s voted in the past or
not. This is a problem that needs to be addressed and needs
to be straightened out posthaste. It ceers tc me that we
ought to vote on the merits of the issue, and the nmerits of
the issue are, we got people that have already died in this
State because of that groblem. We have many, many more that
could die or be affected for years to come if we don't get it
straightened cut. I think we ought tc vcte Aye on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEHUZIQ)
Senator D'Arco, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR D*AECO:

I've got great news, the House just adjourned until 9:00
d.W. tomoIrcw morninge
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Thank ycu. We're greatful for the news. Further discus-
sion? Senator ¥Welch may close.

SENATCB RELCEH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I think Senator Buzbee pretty
much suszed it up. There bave been may deaths because of
this plant, and the sites of the graves of the people who
have died still are radicactive. Aand I...this kill, I might
point out, was ipn a Teport last year that appropriated one
million dollars to do this specific jot. &hat bappened was
there was a wrong listing, and...and for that reason, the
Governor vetoed that portion of the bill; cthersise, the pil-

lion dollars would have been appropriated. So, it apparently
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already is in the budget im part, and I wculd urge your
affirmative vote. Thank you.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Cuestion 1is, shall the...sball House Eill 2314 pass.
Those in faver vote Aye. Thcse oppcsed will vcte Naye. The
voting is open. Bave all voted who  wish? Senator
Vadalabene. Have all vcted sho wish? Have all voted who
wish? Bave all voted who wish? <Take the reccrd. On that
question, the Ayes are 39, the Nays are 14, none voting
Present. House Bill 2314 having received the required con-
stituticnal majority is declared passed. 2315, Sebnator
Berman. Cp the Order of HBouse Eills 3rd Eeading, rpage 6,
House Bill 2315. HMr. Secretary, read the till.

ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FERNANDES)
~e-House Eill 2315,
{Secretary reads title c¢f till)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIQ)
Senator Berman.
SENATOR EEEMAN:

I think there are...I think there are two amendmepts.
The bill sbould be brcught back to Znd.

PRBESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Senator Berman, I*m told that staff came dcun and
withdrew the amendments. Senator Fermpana
SENATOR EEE#MAN:

Not cn 2315,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Senator, there are no amendments filed on 2315, a1l
right, Senator Berman, 1 am told that there are two ccmmittec
agendments that bave not been adopted. All right, Senatcr
Berman seeks leave cof the Body to return House Eill 2315 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purposes of the adoption of

an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Cn the
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Order of 2nd Reading, Mr. Secretary, House Eill 2315.
ACTING SECBETARY: (BE. FERNANDES)

The Committee on Appropriaticns cffers two amendments.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZICQ)

Senator Eermane.

SENATOR BERBAN:

Thank you. These are two compittee asendments that were
adopted yesterday in the...in the Apprcpriations Coppit-
tee...Conmittee Amendment No. 1 corrects am errcr that was in
the bill whenm it came over frcm the Eouse. There was an
original two million dollar appropriation in this House bill.
It should nct have Leen ip there. This agendment deletes
that two @willion dcllars. Hove the adcption of Ccnmittee
Ansendment No. 1.

PBESIDING OFFICERB: {SENATOR DEMUZIG)

All right, is there any discussiop? Senator Berman mcoves
the adoption of Committee Apendment Nc. 1 tc Bouse Bill 2315.
Those in favor signify by saying Aye. Oppcsed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Committee Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Apny further
comnittee avendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: {#R. FEBNANDES)

Committee Apendment KNo. 2...Committee on Appropriations
2.

PEESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR LCEHNUZIC)

Senator Fuzbee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

Yes, thank you. This is a...an amendment adding cne hun-
dred and twenty-two thousand dollars for the sapping of the
soil surveys. It's a requirement tc finish up the mapping of
the soil surveys, and I would move itS...it?s from the Ag.
Premium Fund. I would move its adoption.

PHESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE DEMUZIC)
All right. 1Is there any discussion? Sepnatcr Buztee has

moved the adoption cf Committee Apendment No. Z to House Eill
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2315. Those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Naye.
The Ayes have it. Compittee Amendsent Nc. ¢ 1is adopted.
Any further committee amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: {84E. FERNANLES)

No further committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DEMOZIC)

Any amendments from the Floor?
ACTING SECEETARY: {ME. FERNANDES)

No Floor amendmentsa
PHEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIQ)

3rd readinge. House Bill 2316, Senator EBruce. Senator
Jones, for what purpcse do you arise?

SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and memkers cf the Senate.
We had planned to move this bill back toc znd for an amendment
that deal with legislation we passed last Jubne, but 1 don't
believe it's...it 1is necessary. So, just for the record, 1
want to read this intc the record that...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Jomes. All tight, Senator Joges.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. So fcr the record, in
June of this year we, the General Assesbly, passed House Eill
1092, Public Act 83-15, +wsbich restore fifty cents to the
educational fund tax levy to the Chicago Ecard of Educaticn.
This legislation provided that the educaticpmal fund taxes for
the board sould be collected at the rate ¢f tso-eleven, the
rate equal to that which the board is now authcrized to levy
taxes beginning in the Calendar Year 1983. Since the adcp-
tion of this legislation, I understand that gquestions have
been raised particularly by the Chicage Finance Authority as
to the maximum rate at which the board Educational Fund taxes
could be collected in 1984. As a sponsor of this legis-

lation, I wish to remove any such confusion that authorized
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the board to levy taxes at a rate of two~eleven each year.
Correspondedly, it allows those taxes to ke tkilled each year
at a rate of two-eleven as was begun in 1963, and as tOe...and
is to be continued in 1984 and subsequent years. That vwas
the specific inptent of the legislation. The School Finance
Authority has some questions about it, and I want to Le sure
that was in the record.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIQ)

All right. Senator Bruce, is it your intent to proceed
with...all right, cn the Order of Hcuse Eills 3rd Feading,
page 6, 2316. Mr. Secretary, read the bill, glease.

ACTING SECRETARY: {8B. FERNANDES)
House Eill 2316.
{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the Ltill.
PEESIDENT:
Senatcr Bruce.
SENATCR EEBUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate. For
several years now, the School Code has alloswed school dis-
tricts to issue working cash fund konds uf tc seventy-five
percent of the taxes levied for educational Furposes. In
additon to that, after we passed the ccrporate personal prop-
erty tax replacement, there was an allowance for seventy-five
percent of that expected returned from the State of Illincis.
In the Second District Appellate Ccourt of the State of Illi-
nois, there was a problem om what to do akout additional
levies. At the present time, school districts bistorically
have levied a working cash fumd bcnd, and then as their
equalized assessed evaluaticn rose, their working cash fund
could rise tc pmeet that because that would ke seventy-five
percent of a greater number, the amount that they would be
levying for educaticnal purposes. 1The court said, nc, that

vas not correct. They, in fact, could oply levy their orig-
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inal amount. About a hundred million dollars in schccl bonds
are presently in jeopardy and that actually «cculd bhave anm
affect on the State of Illinois' GO Bonds ip that wWe...¥e get
kind of involved in the whole question of schcol finagce, and
what this apendsent to the Schcol Code will do is ratify and
make clear that those Londs are in fact 1leqally valid and
legally binding obligations, and the...the Act is very small
in...in effect in the langquage, but it®s certeinly is ispor-
tant that we validate all bonds issued pricr to the effective
date of this Amendatory Act from 198z that vere issued fpur-
suant to Article XX of the Schocl Ccde and issued for the
purpose of an increasing and existing working cash fund and
issued in accordance with the procedures set focrth in Article
XX of the School Code as supplemented agd amended Ly octher
applicable laws of the State of Illincis, and they are
declared to be valid and legally binding obligations of the
respective schoecl districts issuing...such tonds payable in
accordance with the terms thereof. I would ask for your
favorable consideraticn.

PBESIDENT:

Apy discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 2316 gfass. 1Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those oppcsed will vote Nay. 7The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave alil
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquestion, there are 52 Ayes, nc Nays, none vaoting
Present. House Bill 2316 having received the required con-
stitutional pmajority is declared passed. Cn the Crder of
House Bills 3rd Beading is Hause Eill 2317. Sepnator
Sangmeister seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to
the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an acendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of House
Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 2317, Mr. Secretarya.

ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FERNANDES)
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Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Sangmeister.
PBRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, someope just
asked you where the arendments are. They have been distrib-
uted to each and every desk. I saw to that personally. What
this amendment is is the phase-in of a State-wide probation
system which is part of the prison reform package with which
the Governor has concurred with, and 1 sould ask at this
point that that amendment ke adogpted apd any discussion on
the bill be held until 3rd reading.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Sangmeister has noved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 2317. Any discussion? If
not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. All ocpposed. The
Ayes have it. 1The acendment is adopted. Further amendments?
ACTING SECBETARY: {¥B. FERNANDES)

No further arendoents.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 2318, Senator Mabar, is that ready ta go?
On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 2318.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECEETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
House Eill 2318.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the billa.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 2318 corrects a
drafting error of the Sgring Session. 1In the Spring Session
there were about four commissions that éhe extension of their

dates was nct properly drafted. The Governcr has signed the
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bills and then asked in the Fall Session that se correct the
language. This deals...the ts¥o..two comsissions here are the
Agent Orange Study Ccomission and the Naticnal Guard Study
Commissicn. In addition to that, there's a transfer of the
Veterans' Leadership Program from the Legartsent of Congerce
and Community Affairs to the Departument cf Veterans*® Affairs.
I would ask for your supgort.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House Bill
2318 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. 1Thcse oppcsed will
vote Nay. The voting is opena Have all wocted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted whc wish? ‘Take the
record. On that question, there are 4€ .Ayes, 1 Nay, &rnone
voting Present. House Bill 2318 having received the required
constituticnal nmajority is declared passed. 2319, Senator
Bruce. 2320, Senmator Savickas. A11 right, if you®'ll pove to
the Supplesental Calendar...we'll go $c the supplcmental,
then go back and ask if any members want tc call their bills
on 3rd reading. On the Supplemental Number 1 is...0n the
Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence is Senate Fill u4.
Senator Chev.

SENATOR CEER:

Thank you, Mr. President. This has been worked out with
all parties involved. There are no difficulties. Fassed in
the House last night 110 to 1. I would ask fcr a favoraktle
vote.

PRESICENT:
Any discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHBOWICZ:

Yes, will the gentleman yield toc a guestion?
PEESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Senator Lechowicza
SENATOR I1ECHOWICZ:

Senator, would ycu tell us what the Ccnference Ccnmittee
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does?
PEESIDENT:

Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

Yes, the Cornference Committee has cured all of the
inadequacies, and it deals with 1305 which we passed out this
past spring.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECBCWICZ:

Well, I'm sure...everybcdy recognized the fact that 1305
was the gas tax bill, but that still does®t tell me what the
Conference Coanmittee did.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEU¥:

We had some corrective language to be correcte..some lan-
guage to be corrected. The vehicle specificaticn designed to
transport motor vehicle autc¢ carriers were denied access to
certain bighways which have been availakle tc them since
1975. In other words, it was...you bad to grandfather some
of those vehicles into...for compliance without having
to...disasscciate and cause the owners tc purchase new vehi-
cles to comply.

PEESIDENT:

Senator lechcwicz.
SENATOR IECHORICZ:

Well, thank you, Mr. Fresident. I really Leg the...the
indulgence of the Senate, but what are House Anendments Nc. 1
and 2 on this concurrence motion on Sepate Eill 442 They
were not distributed to my desk, anyway.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.

SENATCE CHEE:
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Juste..just a minute on that. House Asendment Nga. 1
changes the wpaximum vehicle weight permitted on 1llincis
highways from sizteen thousand pounds per axle to eighteen
thousand pounds on any axle. FPermits excess weight for cer-
tain roll-off containing vehicles, in addition to
self-compactor vehicles used for garbage rtemoval, that®s
number one. Number two, it prohibits operation of trucks
weighing more than sixteen thousand pounds on flexible Lase
counter and township roads without permission of the control-
ling highway authorities. In other words, +these vehicles
cannot wuse the...those access highways without municipal
approval, that's one and two.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHECHICZ:

And is your moticm, sir, that we concur in House Amend-
ments 1 and 2 as A...as a group? Cculd ycu divide that
motion, flease?

PEESIDENT:

Senator Chew.
SENATCR CHEN:

If you can tell me what your probles is with 1 or 2,
maybe we can divide it, sir.
PRESIDENT:

Senator lechcwicz.
SENATOR 1ECHCHICZ:

I have a problepm with Amendment No. l...thank you, Mr.
President. I have a problem withe..with Acendment No. 1
which increases the weight limits. I dop't telieve that was
asked for specifically in 1305, and I don®t telieve that was
granted in 1305. 1 thought 1305 vas a tax increase, and fcr
that reason, I would like...like a divisoy of the question.
I'd 1like to vote Kc on Amendment No. 1 and adopt Amendment

No. 2.
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PBESIDENT:

That request is in crder. PFurther discussion? Senator
Netscha
SENATGR NETSCH:

No, that's all right.

PEESIDENT:

Senator ravidson.
SENATOE CAVILSON:

Well, before you ask to divide the gquesticn, I think we
know...need to go a little farther. This is a bill that came
out of the Motor Vehicle Laws meeting, the asendments, and
working out with the truckers, because the way the kill went
out of here last June, there is a description of short
vheelbase trucks which £fell through the cracks which pre-
vented either those individuals who now have them frcm Leing
able to use them or a dealer who has pew trucks on the floor
thate..and that qualification would be unakle tc sell then.
This...there's nothing wrong with this bill. It was a worked
out betseen the truckers, DOT, the new truck dealers and the
whole kit and cakoodle so that; one, those who have the
trucks don*t fall through the cracks, sc¢ they can use then;
and two, those pew trucks which had Lkeen panufactured
tO.e.ewhich could operate in Illinois prior teo July 1 would
have an opportumity to -sell that truck. There's a
self-destruct lifetime on those trucks that...sc they cannot
continue to operate forever and a day, and I sculd urge jyou
to adopt both 1 and 2.

PBRESICENT:

Further discussicn? Senator Coffey.
SENATCR CCFFEY:

Well, M#Mr. President and members of the Senate, just
briefly to support what Senator Davidscp and Semator Chew has
said, the commission has worked to clean this till up. There

was problems with it before, and th€...thise...this anmendment
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will make those corrections and put the bill into the kind of
shape that it should bhave been origigally. 1°d ask for jyour
support of this...of this amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Vadalabenec.
SENATOR VADALABEME:

Yes, just briefly, I am a member of +the Motor Vehicle
Laws Copmission alsc and I was part of that compact, and I
agree with the previcus speakers that this bill...the amend-
ment should be adopted.

PRESIDENT:

All «right, any further discussion? Senator Chew, you
wish to clcse?
SENATOB CHEN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. These things had been dis-
cussed before and the drafting of the bill, scme portions of
it were inaccurate, and all this...actually a portion of it
is dealing with the Federal Surface Act. So, we've gotten it
in shape pow and I was not aware of anyone having any proh-
lems, and the House scrutinized it very carefully, there are
agendments we agreed upon, and I would ask for a favorable
vote.

PEESIDENT:

All right, the gquestion is, shall the Sepate concar in
House Amendment Nc. 1 to Senate Eill 44, Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is ofen.
Have all voted who sish? Have all voted wbo wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? 1Take the record. ©On that gquestion, there are 33 Ayes,
11 Nays, 2 voting Fresent. The Senate does not ccncur inm
House Amendment No. l...does...idoediate effective datee..the
Senate has not concurred in House Amendment No. 1. There*s
an immediate effective date and so thirty-six affirmative

votes are required fcr final acticn. Yes, Serator Chew.
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SENATOR CHES:

May I ask the Senate, with your permissicm, that jou
would dump this rcll call and make it emirently cleaz...what
the requiresents are€.

PRESIDENT:

I...1 thought I just did that.
SENATCR CHEGE:

No, you did that after the vote was taken. That*s a
norral procedure that I would request cf this Senate.
PBESIDENT:

Well, I...I think...your move at the moment would be to
ask that this be placed on the Order of Ecstponed Consider-
ation and we'll have to get back to it. All right, Senator
Chew has requested further consideration be fcstponed. We'll
get back to it. Senatcr DelApgelis, for wbat purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Well, I would have liked to ask the guestion before ycu
did tbat. Is it possible...is it gquestiom of parliamentary
procedure to cose back and concsider both amendpents simulta-
neously?

PRESIDENT:

Well,...a member of the Senate bas the right to ask for
division of the guestion. 1That request was frcperly made and
honored. Yes.

SENATOB [eANGELIS:

All right, can...can I now request that we vote on both
amendments at the same time?
PBESIDENT:

eee¥ell,...yes, that's certainly...that request will be
in order when we get to the Grder of Consideraticn Fostponed,
no gquestion about ite. All right, dc you swant to address
Agendment No. 2, Sepator Chews?

SENATOR CHEW:
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Yes, 1 doa
PRESIDENT:

A1l right.

SENATCR CHE&:

I have...I have nct heard any oppositicn tc Amendment No.
2. I believe Sepnator lLechowicz regquested the division amd it
was granted. I have not been inforsed of any g¢pposition to
Amendment No. 2, and I would ask fcr adoption of Asendment
No. 2.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall the Sepate...any discussion? I*nm
SOCLLYe If npot, the question is, shall the Semate cconcur in
House Apmendment No. 2 to Semate Eill 44. 7Thcse in favor will
vote Aye. Those oppcsed will vote Nay. 'Tthe vwoting is ofpen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted sho wish? Eave all
voted whe wish? Take the record. Gn that gquestion, there
are 49 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Fresent. The Senate does
concur in House Amendment No. 2 to Sepate Eill 44, Senator
Demuzic cn 143, Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIG:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I wculd like to change
sponsorchip of...or add a sponsor...op Sepate Eill 143 uwmaking
Senator Welch as the principal
SpoORSOT...hyphenated...Denuzic, with leave cf the Body.
PEESIDENT:

Leave to have Sepator Welch as a hypepated cospomsor? Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. Do yocu wish to proceed at
this time, Senator? All right.

SENATGR DEMUZIC:

Jee.I wish the...the bill to be S%elch-Demuzio. The

sponsor is on the F1COI he€'S.a.
PEESIDENT:
1 beg your pardon. Alright. Senator Decuzio has asked

that Senator Welch be shown as the chief sponsor of Senate
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Bill 143, Leave granted? Leave is granted. Senator Lenke,
on 720, on a Conference Cosmittee report. Conference Commit—
tee report on...House Bill 720. Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Okay. House Bill 720 provides for scme technical amend-
menats that...to...to Sepate Eill 5Z1. The amendments to
House Bill 720 are intended, first, to resrond to two recent
Federal Court decisions that came dcwn after the passage cf
Senate Bill 521; Charles versus Daley, which was decided in
October, and Planned Parenthood versus Fearsom, which was
decided on August 26th. 1In addition, a few ainor changes
have been made in response to criticism frcm the Governor and
fros opponents of the bill and tc put certain clarifications
in the bill. The U.S. Supreme Court has made it quite clear
that a...the a state may require parental notice of the
minor's abortion decisicn as long as the state [provides the
pinor with an opportunity to obtain...judicial waiver of the
parental notice requirement ugron a showing that the minor is
either mature enough on her own tc make the akcrtion decision
or ¢that notice would not be in bher Lest interest. See
Bellotti versus Baird, 443 U.S. 622 which outlined judicial
waiver standards necessary for pereissakle Farental Consent
Statutes; H.l. versus Mattheson which wuphold the...Utah's
Parental Notice Statute; City of Akron versus AKkrom Cebnter
for Reproduction, reaffirming Bellotti; Planned Parenthood
versus Ashcroft which upheld the Missouri Farental Statute.
Senate Bill 520 already satisfied the requirements as posed
by our Supreme Court. 7The Supreme Court has also stated that
the judicial proceedings pmust assure that a resolution of the
issue and appeals that may fcllaw will te con-
plete...conpleted with the...autonomy and sufficient exposi-
tion to provide an efficient opportunity for an abortion to
be obtained. Cn...on August 26, 1983, the Seventh Circuit

Court of Apreals in Planmed Parenthcod versus Fearson
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addressed the Bellotti criteria and several additional proce-
dural questions while considering the copstituticpality of
the Indiana Parental Notice Statute. Unlike Senate Eill 526,
the 1Indiana law did not contain detailed procedural reguire-
ments. Although the...indiana law provided for an expedited
hearings, it did not explicitly provide for the confidenti-
ality or...an expedient confidential appeal. EFecause of its
procedural deficiencies, 1lack of =severability clause, the
Court of Appeals struck down the entire Statute. Sepate Eill
520 specifically states that the hearing ip an appeal...shall
be confidential and expedited. In additicn, it requests the
Illinois Supreme Court to...promulgate rules and regulations
to ensure that all prcoceedings under this Act ke handled in a
confidential and expedient manner. In Pearsom, the Ccurt of
Appeals stated that if the Statute has specifi-
cally...specified the procedures for appeals or at least
directed the 1Indiana Supreme Court to prcmulgate rules gov-
erning expedited appeals, We€ao..¥€ WCUld be.c.W€...we wculd be
satisfied. See Flanned Parenthood versus Ashcroft dim the
Opinion of Powell. It is clear that then...that Senate Bill
521 is constitutiopal in this regard. The only major revi-
sion that House Bill 720 makes with resgect toc Senate Bill
521 is the deletion cof the twenty-four hour waiting period in
Section 4(a). The reason for this deletion are explained...lI
will explain., The other...the other procedure requirements
addressed by the Court of Appeals in Pearscn are satisfied by
Senate Bill 521. However, a...few slight changes were decmed
necessary to ensure that the present language in Sepate SZ1
could be...could not be distorted should a action be filed
and challenged in court. In addition, a few clarifications
have been pade to address the specific objections raised Ly
the opponents of the till. The following trief exglanatiocn
in changes...changes cffered in 720 with tespect to Sepate

Bill 521...I'm sorry, House Bill 720. Sectiocn 3(e), inccm-
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petents. It has been claimed that the definition of
®jincompetent® in Section 3J({e) is overpoazd iz that it could
apply to adult inconpetents who suffer from conditions which
do not impair their judgementa. This change @meets
that...clarifies that objection. Section 4(a), the twenty-
four hour waiting period. This section originally required
that potice be given twenty—-focur hours pricr tc¢ the perfor-
mance of an abortion. Sectiorn 7(a) specifically limited that
requirement so that the twenty-four hour waiting pericd would
not apply when the parents were already notified and...and
approved of the abortion and had abandoned efforts to distort
the minor within the twenty-fcour hour pericd. Blthough such
a Statute was not before the Ccurt of Apgeals in Fearson,
that court ruled breadly holding that the state cabnot
require that an abortion bte delayed opbce notification has
been effected upon the nminor's rparents. Judge.-.Fairchild
concurred in the «opinion of the court stating that he felt
that the court®s opinion should not zake any statement as to
the constitutionality of a narrowly drawn Statute, one that
does not require an absolute waiting period as the 1Indiana
law does. It is our firm belief that Senate Bill 520 is
narrovly drawn to serve the State?s legislative interest and
would be wupheld by the U.S. Supreme Court. Houever, in the
light of the Pearson decision, in the lengthy litigation that
would be necessary to bring this dissue ¢tefore the Supreme
Court for final...resolution, we have decided to delete the
waiting provision. Section #4(c), the site of judicial hear-
ing. The Pearson court indicated that the flexibility in
choosing the county inm which the fpetitian £cr waiver was
desired. This aperdment allows that a petition be filed to
any county, thereby persitting absolute flexikility to the

minor.




Page 209 - NOVEMEER 3,

END CF KREEL

19€3




Page 210 - NCVEMBEE 3, 19€3

BEEL #6

SENATOR LEMKE: {(cont.)

Senate...Section S{(b) access to CouUrta It bhas been
claimed that Senate Bill 521 does nct provide adequate proce-
dures to assure the ninor's ipitial access to court.
Although it probably...is unnecessary, this asendment explic-
itly provides that assistance shall be available in preparing
and filing the petitions. Again, confidentiality is
stressed, and it simply clarifies the intent cf Senate Eill
521. Section S(f) and 7(b) in regards to incest. This added
language establishes a 1legal presusptiocn that it is not in
the best interest of the mincr cr incompetent tc notify bher
father when the <child she is carrying is a result of an
incestuous <trelationship with the father. Section 7b)
ofes.0f Senate Bill 520 would have permitted a physician that
failed to notify the father of a minor ¢f her proposed akor-
tion merely on the say-so of the nmother of the gregmnant
minor. It would...it was necessary to delete this section
because it is unconstitutional to deprive the father of bhis
right to know of bhis daughter®s propcsed abortion merely
because of the bald statement of a pother that ber daughter
is pregnant from incest. The npew language of section
5(S)e«- {f) requires that a court make sure scume detersination
on the allegation of incest before depriving the father of
his right to =motice, providing an exception to the notice
requirenment in the case of incest inm a mapner that comforts
the requirements of the Constitution...and gives due fprocess.
Section 9 is added in regards to severability. The...Pearson
court struck down the entire Indiana Farental Notice Statute
because it did pot «contain a severability clausea This
severability clause has been added to prevent similar treat-

ment should the Statute be challengede 1 ask for adoption of




Page 211 -~ BOVEMEEF 3, 1S€3

the Conference Committee report.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator ['Arco.
SENATOR D*ABCC:

Mr. President, I understood a lot of what he said, but
there were some parts that I didn*t guite understand. Can he
repeat it again so I can understand it?

PBESIDENT:

We will...we will make the transcript available to you at
our earliest convenience. Senatcr Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:

Thank you, HMr. President. I notice that 1 was a mepber
of the Conference Cosmittee. Could you tell wme, Senator,
where the Ccnference Cogmittee net?

PREESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOBR LEMKE:

Senator O'Connell in the House had a Conference Commit—
tee, I was given the reports, and they mnet and they went
around with the repcrt and...and drev it ug.

PRESIDEKRT:
Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

No, I asked where it met and what time?
BRESIDENIT:

Senator Lenkea
SENATOR LEMKE:

-eethe notice, I think it was FRoom 212 but 1'm pct sure.
PHESIDENT:

Senator Schunepan.

SENATOE SCEUNEMAR:

#ell, the nctice says 114, Apparently, the sponsor

wvasn't there. I wasn't there. The€easthees.our staff was

there and there were a few staff mesbers inm the rccm but,
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first of all, I questicn whether or mct a Conference Commit-
tee actually ever get anywhere. This may very well ke a Lill
that we all ought tc vote for, but part of the problem in the
way these things are handled is that they*re remmed dcwm our
throats at the last minute and nobcdy really knows what's in
there. Now, we bear Senator Lepke?s description, and 1I'sp
sure you could catch from what Semator D'Arco said that per-—
haps he missed a few of these provisions, and I know I did,
but it®s very difficult toc vote on these substantive issues
when you seer to have a very small select groufp putting these
compittees...these conference reports tegether and nct even
allowing the majority tc look at the report before
it*s...it?s actually published, and I okbject to that kind of
procedure, Mr. Fresident.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussicn? Sepatcr Lenke,
you wish rao close?
SENATOR LEMKE:

I ask for adoption cf the Ccnference Comnmittee. I will
assure you there was a conference and that we all met and
decided...I may have been in Eoom 212 shen they discussed it
on another wnmatter, but we're...you know, this is busy time.
You're...you're at conference to conference. 1 think it's a
good bill, I ask for its adoption.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Lelngelis.
SENATOR L[eANGELIS:

#ell, a point of personal privilege. There was no peet~
ing, Senator Lemke. In fact, we were tcld there w®was no
Conference Ccmpittee report even availakle. Let's just cut
that cut.

PBRESIDENT:
The...Senator Lemke.

SENATOE LEMEE:
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That's...that?'s a misstatement. There mas a Cconference
Comnittee, and I'm telling you right now, if you have a House
staff wpan that's gro-choice oOr...cr is an abortiogist and
doesn't get to notify certain people that are with bie, 1
can't help that. That's ycur problem with Curt Deliese in
the House. That®s not my problem. We notified everylkody tc
be there. I'p in agreeance with this. 1 have gone to ccurt
decisions, and there was a Conference <Ccopittee report and
this report was put here and it was...and it was available to
everybody. And if ycu had been missed, I don?t know anythicg
about that. The House sponsor handles that, and 1've
asked...and I...and I tcld him about it and bhe assured me
that it might have been an oversight in nctifying you, Sena-
tor DeAngelis, of...pnot of him but of the Eouse staff person,
who has gone out of his way tc kill any pro-life bills.
PBESILENT:

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the Ccnference
Committee report on House Bill 720. 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? Take the record. On that guesticp, there are 42
Ayes, 4 Nays, 3 voting Fresent. The Sepate dces adcpt the
Conference Committee report on EBouse Bill 720, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Ccnference Cosmittee report cm Sepate Eill
1002, Senator Zito.

SENATOR 211G:

Thank you, Mr. EFresident and wmenbers. 1he Conference
Committee on Senate Bill 1002 was really a clean up...a clean
up shell bill for the Frairie State Two Thcusand package. It
was worked on by both sides cf the aisle. 1t bad scme tech-
nical changes for funding mechanisms and other bLills that
were passed overwhbelmingly by this Geperal Assenmbly for the

Prairie State TIwo Thousand, and I would ask for the adoption
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of Conference Copmittee Report Nc. 1 to Sepate Eill 1002.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion
is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Committee report om
Senate Bill 1002. Those in favor will vcte Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. BHave all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish2?
Take the record. ©n that question, there are 51 Ayes, w0
Nays, none voting Presepmt. The Senate does adcpt the Confer-
ence Compmittee repoxt on Semate Eill 1002z, and the bill hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. If the Chair can have your attention for Jjust a
noment. The House, in fact, has adjovrned until 9:00 a.m.
tomorrow morning. I understand there is a meeting currently
going on in the Speaker?s Office with respect to sope of the
remaining appropriaticns, and hogefully that matter
will...can be quickly resolved, but it dces arpear unfortun-
ately necessary that we will be here tomorrow. There are a
couple of anendments still pending that I think in order to
expedite the Secretary®s clerical work we could gprobably get
to those and then adjcurn until nine o'clcck tomorrcw moram-
ing. ®hat bills are there still asendments pending for?
Senator Savickas, on 2310 did you have an amendment? You
have an amendment filed.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No, that wasn't By purposec. There +were sany Senators
that asked and inquired that since they didn't vote or sup-
port the McCormick Place expansion if they had +to <return
their wand. 1 want to assure them that, no, it's their?s to
keep as a pomento to read and go over, and scse of our less
mechanically inclined Senators wcndered what the red tip was
for. If they would unscrew the red tip, the wand turms into
a pen. So, have a mice Thanksgiving.

PRESIDENT:
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Alright. With leave of the Body, we®ll just handle this
one amendment. It's a technical amendment. Sepator Bruce,
yOou CaNe..%ill ycu handle that for me just withe..it%s a
technical amendment toc the Speaker®s till. Co the CGrder of
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill Z309. Senator Bruce,
vwith leave of the Body, seeks leave to returs that Ekill to
the Order of 2Znd Reading fcr the purposes Gf an amendment.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Crder of House
Bills 2nd Eeading, House Bill 2309, Hr. Secretarf-

ACTING SECERETARY: (MBE. FERNARDES)

Apendpent No. 1 offered by Sepator Rock and Bruce.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Eruce.

SENATOR EEUCE:

Thank 7you. This is the Speaker®s econcgic developaent
package. There wvere several technical errcrs, they have Leen
worked out. The Bepublicans and Desocrats on koth sides, the
Governor's Cffice have all signed off, and I would ask...ue
adopt Amendment No. 1 toc House Bill 2Z309.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Bruce has moved the adcption of Amend-
mnent No. 1 to House Bill 2309. Any discussion? 1If not, all
in favor signify by saying Aye. A1l oppcsed. The Ayes have
it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendoents?

ACTING SECRETARY: {(8B. FERMNANDES)

No further anendoents.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Jobns, fcr what Gfpurpose do you
arise?

SENATOR JOHNS:

¥r. Fresident, I have a moticp on a resclution that's
very important +o me. At what time can 1 make that cction on
this resclution?

PRESICENT:
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eseWhat®s the substance of it?
SENATOR JOBNS:

Well, the substance is, Mr. President, that we've
had.<.Leroy, would you step down there, fplease...I?ve had two
Pederal prison guards killed within the last ten days in my
district, and there's...and the two men that are doing the
killing are baving a contest as toc whc can kill the most.
They*re all in for life, and this rescleticn attempts to deal
with that...at the Marion Federal Fenitentiary, sbich you all
know is the new Alcatraz, and we've lost two gquards within
the 1last ten days and we®'ve had tvwo mor€ guards stabbed.
These men that are in there are bhaving a contest because
they're all in for four or five murders greviously, and
that's what the resclution is atout.

PHEESIDENT:

Alright. Well, we can...we can, of course, deal with
that first thing in the morming. ¥%e ®will ke here tcmorrcw.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Well, I was told that yesterday, sir, amd I Jjust dido't
want to get into it again tomorrow. I just want to nmake the
motion to discharge Executive and...and move tc suspend the
rules for the ismediate consideraticn and adogption, but I can
hold that tomorrcw if you want me tc.

PBESIDENT:

Okay, I think we've bad about all we can take for today.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEUCE)

Resolutions.

ACTING SECRETARY: {88. FEBNANDES)

Senate Resclution 389 offered by Senator Euzbee.

390, by Senators lLechcwicz, Rcck, Nedza, lecke, Degnan,
Jeremiah Joyce and all Senators, congratulatcry.

And Senate Resolution 391 cffered bty Senmatcr Degnan, it's
congratulatory.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR ERUCE)
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Resolution Consent Calendar...Senator vVadalabene.
SENATOR VADALAEENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Eresident and peplters of the Senate.
Bev...Bev, this is San.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EEUCE)

May we have some crder, please.
SENATOR VALCALABENE:

In the Spring Session you brought me scme flowers and you
brought me some parigolds today. Again, the flower is in
perfect condition but the bloos is linp again. My other
question is, you went to the bospital and ycu r1ememker you
said you was knitting a blanket and you said it was a sur-
prise. Did anything bappen to that surprise?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FASELL:

Her nameé is Kathryo Lynn and she's six pcunds, fourteen
cunces and she's already a week old and ycu baven’t seen bher.
PEESIDING OFFICERB: (SESATCR EERUCE)

Alright. Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VALALABENE:

Yeah, where are you keeping her?
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. Alright. Would the Sepators please be in their
s€atsSa. If I wight bave the attention gf the Eody, this is a
aeath resolution. If you would please ke secateda. We are
going tc adopt this as the last order cf busipess Lefore ue
leave today. Would the Senatcrs fplease be in their seats,
and would the Secretary of the Senate...and would the Ser-
geant-at-arms please clear the aisles. Senate Resolution
385, Mr. Secretary, wculd you please read the resoluticao.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FEBNANDES)

Senate Resolutiom 385 offered by Senator Ccllins and all

menbers of the Senate.
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{Secretary reads Senate Bescluticn 385)
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATQE ERUCE)
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
resolution is an exgression of our sympathy tc omne of our
former colleagues, the Dean of the Senate, the Ecnorable
Senator Fred Szxith and one of our most distinguished
colleagues, the stepson, Hrs. Margaret Smith. Apnd I move for
the adoption of this resolution.

PBESIDING OFFICEK: (SENATOE ERUCE)

Senator Collins moves for thbe suspensicn cf the rules and
igmediate comsideratior and adoption o¢f the resclution.
Would those in favor ¢f the resclution pfpleate rise. The
resolution is adopted. The Senate will ke in adjournment
until pnine o?clock tcwcrrow morning. Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

ssethank you, Mr. EFresidemt and to mny colleaguesa 1
merely wish to say that out of the mittage ¢f my heart I anm
very grateful for this expression, and 1 know my busband,
Senator Fred J. Smith,...=qually voice the same sentinent and
our...entire family. And I want tc thank ycu, and God bless
you.

PBESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)
Senator Welch moves that the Senmate stand adjourned until

9:00 a.m. tomorrcw morning. The Senate is ip adjourncent.




