84TH GENERAL ASSEXBLY
REGULAR SESSION

MAY 15, 1385

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The hour of ten ofclock having arrived, the Senate will
com2 to order. Members will be at their desks. A1l
apnauthorized individuals will leave the Floor. Our guasts in
th: gallery will please rise. Prayer today will be by Sena-
tor Kenneth Hall. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:
(Prayer giveam by Senator Hall)
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Reading of the Journazl, Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Hr, President, I pove that reading and approval of the
Journals of Tuesday, May 7th; Wednesday, May 8th; Tharsday,
%ay 3th and Tuesday, May 14th, in the year 1985, bz postponed
pending arrival of the printed Journals.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. You've heard the motion. Those in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Ths
motion is carrisd. Senator Geo-Karis, for what purpose do
you arisg?

SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Wr. President and Ladizs and Gen:tlemen of the Senate, on
i point of personal privilege. I'm delighted today to intro~-
duce to you the regional winners for the northeasternm I1li-
nois area for the Illinois Sta*e Historical Society Contest.
And they are the regional winners from...winning from Lake,
HcHenry, DuPage, Cook, Kendall, Will and Kane Counties and
I*'n happy to tell you they are from my City of 3Zion and ny
township of 2Zion and Newport Township, and their names are:
Leah Clark, Lisa Coats, Kathy Crawford, Shawn Davis, Hary
Sargent, Michael Torres, and accompanying them today are
Bayor and Mrs. Howard Everline of Zion, they're up in the
President’s Gallery amd their teacher, Bruce Hanson and the

father of Michael Torres, Frank Torres. Now these students
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wrote, produced and directed and starred in a play about the
kistory of Zion. They are now competing in the State finals
at Sangamon State University at twelve, noon, and I would
like you to help me welcome them, they're in the President's
Gallery.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

If our guests in the gallery would please rise. Welcoas
to the Senate. Message from the House.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Thank you.

SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am direc:ed *o iaform +he Senate
the House of Representatives has passed bills with the
following titles, in the passage of which I am instructed to
ask the concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

House Bills 775, 9%1, 957, 963, 1079, 1293,
1363, 1364, 1363, 1366, 1438,...1488, 1585, 1587, 1638, 1654,
1655, 1670, 1703, 1768, 1930, 1938, 1947, 1956, 1958, 1962,
19686, 1969, 1971, 2035, 2080, 2113, 2129, 2189, 2310, 2429
and 2523.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHDZIO)

With leave of the Body, we'll go to House bills iIst
ceading, Is 1leave granted? Leave is granted. House bills
Ist reading.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 121, Senator DelAngelis is the Senate sponsor.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 150, Senator Hall.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 178, Senator Lemke. '
{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 181, Senator Kelly.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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House Bill 257, Senator Luft.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 313, Sepator Donahue.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

394, Senators Carroll and Topinka.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
(Hachine cutoff)...Bill 430, Senator Darrow.
{Secretary reads title of bill)

{Machine cutoff)...Bill 489, Senators Geo-Karis and
Lenke.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

{(Machine cutoff),..Bill 556, Senator Marovitz.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 710, Senator Holmberg.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 792, Senators Lemke and Rock.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1212, Sena%tors Lemke and Geo-Karis.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill... 1385, Senator Kustra.

{Secrezary reads title of bill)

House Bill 1860, Senator Schuneman.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the foregone bills,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

I'e told that the Secretary or...has been caused o havs
passed out a copy of the bills that are going to be recalled
this morning from 3rd...reading for the purpose of an amend-
ment, de will start with,.,.at the top of the list
of...S2nator Keats, you might be interested im this, we'll
stacrt at the top of the 1list and go right on straight
through. So, uwith leave of the Body we will go to the Order
of 3rd Reading. All right. Is leave granted? Okay. Leave

is granted on...Senate bills 3rd reading...Senare Bill 17.
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Is Senator D'Arco oa the floor? Senator D'Arco on the Floor?
9ith leave of %the Body, Secnator D'Arco regaests leave to
return Senate Bill 17 from the Order of 3rd Reading to the
Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. Senate Bill 17, Hr. Secre-
tary. 2nd reading.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill...17...Conmittee Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DENUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'Arco.

|

|

J

|

|

|

|

|
Thank you...Mr. President. Committee Amendment No., 1

provides that the expungement period will begin at the |
completion of <the sentence imposed by the judge for

the...nisdeneanor. That was reguested by the committee and |

it is a good idea, because if het's put on probation and he!s l
given some jailtime, we wanted fo make it explicit that the
term would end at the completion of the probationary period
not just the completion of his jailtime. And also, and this

is important, it makes it discretiomary with the judge to l

expunge the record. Senator Geo-Karis is nodding, and I 1

think that was her idea, so...very good, very good. So, I 1

move to adopt Amendment No. 1. J

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO) ‘
Sepator D'Arco has moved the adoption of Commitzee Amend-
ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 17. Any discussion? If not, those

in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have

it. Committee Amendment No. 1 1is adopted. Any further

" committee amendments?

|
|
SECRETARY: {
No further committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENHUZIO)
Any amendments from the Floor?

SECRETARY:
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Now what we need to do, Mr. President, is renumber Floor
Amendment No. 1 to make it Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. With leave of +the Body, wetll...we?'ll so
order the next amendment number two. Is that correct? Leave
is granted. Senator D'Arco. '

SENATOR D'ARCO:

H§ell, this amendment has already been adopted, so it's
just a guestion of renumbering it, then that!s it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

That is correct.

SENATOR D?ARCO:
Okay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Further amendments?

SECRETARY:
¥o further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. A1l right. Senate Bill 54, Senator
Marovitz. Senator Marovitz om the Floor? Senate Bill 130,
Semator Collins. Senator Collins seeks leave of the Body to
return Semate Bill 130 from the Order of 3rd Reading to 2nd
Reading for the purposse of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. On the Order of 2nd Eeading is Senate
Bill 130, Mr. Secrstary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. | offered by Senator Collias.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Collias.

SENATOR COLLINS:

fes, thank you, Hr. Presideat and msmbers of the Body.
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 30...is necessary because the
bill...the package of bills...there were three bills dealing

with strip search of students in...enrolled in schools and
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the search of those students by...school personnel. One of
the bills passed and...and the bills establishing thea...the
guidelines...because I dida't make coamittee...time enough
before the end was left in...in committee and did not have an
opportunity for a hearing. Bat all the bill does is basic-
i1lly establish gquidelines for school personnel to...to0 search
students or their lockers. It provides for procedures for
notifying the parent amd also for notification to lavw
enforcements whenever something that has been found that was
in violation of +the law. It also establishes a...a task
force to develop the guidelines which allows for input from
pareat and from students to be involved in the process, and
it sets forth a reporting procedure to the board. That's
basically all the awmendment does and I would ask for a favor-
able roll call. '

PRESIDING OFFICEER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Collins has poved the adoption of Amendment No. 1
to Sepate Bill 130, Is “here any discussion? 1If not, those
in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Furthecr amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 199, Senator Newhouse. Senator
Newhouse on the Floor? Senate Bill 269, Senator Lemke.
Senator Lemke, 263. Senator Lemke, 263. All right. Senator
Lemke seeks leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 263 from
the Order of 3rd Reading to the Order of 2nd Reading
for...for the purpose of an amendment. Is 1leave dranted?
Leave 1is granted. On the Order of 2nd Reading, Mr. Secre-
tary, Senate Bill 263, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Lenmke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIG)
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Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

#hat this...amendment does is...is removes sone of
the...objections that public aid had and soms of the people;
in other words, wes say that we have a provision for the
assignment of public aid benefits for rent with these follow-
ing conditions. Who has within the...in other words, the
recipient can...can...be required or assigned when within the
preceding two years they have failed %o make timely payments,
in the event the assignment can exceed two hundred and fifty
dollars, and any landlord who violates the provisions of this
section relating to such assignment shall be guilty of a
Class B pisdemeanor. It think it’s a good amendment, I ask
for its adoption,

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lemke moves the adoption of Ameadment No. | to
Senate Bill 269. Any discussion? If not, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayss have it.
Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any furiher amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendmen*s.

PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR DEAD2ZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 336, Senator Coffey. Senator
Coffey seeks leave of the Body to return Sanate Bill 336 fronm
the Order of 3rd Reading *to the Order of 2nd Reading for the
purpose of an anmendment. Is leave granted? Leave 1is
granted. Oﬁ the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate
Bill 336, Mr. S=cretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Coffey.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senazor Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I'd 1like %0...J...I would
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like to move to reconsider the vote by which Amendment No. 1
passed prior to putting on Amendment No. 2, There was a
technical error, and so I vant..a.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Sepator Coffey, having voted on the prevail-
ing side, seeks to raconsider the vote by which...Amepdment
No. 1 was adopted. Those in favor signify by saying Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The vote is reconsidered.
Senator Coifey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

s«s1'd like to Table...that amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Coffey now moves to Table Amendment No. 1. Those
in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. Amendment No. 1 is Tabled. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Coffey.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEYL:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 2 amends Senate
Bill 336 on page 1, lines 11 and...and 12 by deleting "offset
school districts." 1I'd ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

All right. Sepator Coffey has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 336. Those...any discussion?
If not, those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed HNay.
The Ayes have it, Amendment No. 2 is adopted. A&ny further
amendments?

SECRETARY:
¥o further amendments,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
3rd reading. Senate Bill 371. Senator Lenke soeks leave

of the Body to return Senate Bill 371 Erom the Order of 3rd
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Reading to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an
anendment., Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
Order of Senate Bills 2nd BReading is Senate Bill 371. M#r.
Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Lemke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Leske.
SENATOR LEMKE:

This is a...amendmen: that the Department of Insurance
wanted...so that the bill would be...narrows down the scope.
What it does is it nmarrows down the scope on examination on
a fire adjuster to exempt persons who have five year's pri-
vate adjusting experience prior to January Ist of *83, <he
effective date of the public insurance adjusting article, and
for whom the application for licensee as a public insurance
adjuster occurs within one year of termination of employment
with the insurance company. I think it?'s a good amendment.
I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lemke moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 371. Any discussion? If no%, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No, 1 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

‘PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 427. Senator Donahue seeks
leave of the Senate...of the Body to return Senate Bill 427
from the Order of 3rd Reading to the Order of 2nd Reading for
the purpose of an amendrent. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Mr.
Secretary, is 427. Read the bill.

SECRETARY:
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Anendment No. | offered by Senator Donahus.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Hr. President. This is a purely technical
amendment. It adds the word "to" t-o, and I would move for
its passage...adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator...Senator Donahue moves the adoption of Amendment
No., 1 to Sepate Bill 427. Any discussion? If not, those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.,

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 327, Senator Carroll. Senator
Carroll on the Floor? 553, Senator Weaver seeks leave of the
Body to...all right, take it out of the record. 603, Senator
Maitland. Senator Maitland seeks leave of the Body to
return Sznate Bill 603 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the
purpose of an amendment. Is 1leave granted? Leave is
granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, 603, Hr.
Secretary, read the bill,

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Maitland.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Senate Amendment
¥o. 1 to Senate Bill 603 is simply a zechnical amendment sug-
gested by LRB and I would move for its adoption.

PHRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)
Senator Maitland moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to

Senate Bill 603. Any discussion? If not, those in favor
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signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Anendment No, 1 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 653. Senator Smith seeks leave
of the Body to return Senate Bill 653 to the Order of 2nd
Beading for the purpose of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. On <he Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading
is 653, #r. Secrektary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. ) offered by Senator Smith.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Hr. President, Amendment No. 1 on Senate Bill
653 is merely a technical amendment, spelling “he words.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Smith moves the adoption of Amendment No. | to
Senate Bill 653. 1Is there any discussion? 1If not, those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Oppos=ed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Apendment No. ! is adopted. Further amendpments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill,..718, Senator D'Arco. Senator
D'Arco omr the Floor? Senate Bill 760, Senator Marovitz.
785, Senator Fawell. Senator Fawell on the Floor? 804,
Senator Schaffer. On the Order of Senate Bills...Senator
Schaffer seeks leave of the Body to return Sepnate Bill 804 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is grantede On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 804, Mr. Secretary, read the

bill.
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SECRETARY:

Amendment No. l.,.0ffered...by Senator Schaffer.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This is a technical amendment that clears up some prob-
lems in the drafting...of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer seeks leave of the...Senator Schaffer
moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 804,
Any discussion? If not, those in favor signify by saying
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 1V is
adopted. Any further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

3rd reading. Sepate Bill 813, Senator Davidson. Senator
Davidson on the Floor? Senate Bill 835. Senator Hudson
seeks leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 835 from the
Order of 3rd Reading to the Order of 2nd Reading for the pur-
pose of an amendmént. Is leave granted? Leave 1is grasted.
On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 835,
Mr. Secretary, read the bill. £
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Hudson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr., President, members of the Senate., This is
a technical amendment and all it does is to delete the word
maffect” and in its place insert the word “effective.”
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIOQ)

Sepator Hudson moves the adoption of Ameadment No. 2 to

Senate Bill 835. Any discussion? Those in favor signify by
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saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendmeant No. 2
is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:
No further amendments,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

3rd reading...all right. #ith leave of the Body, we will
return to Senate Bill 813, Senator Davidson is now on the
Floor. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 813, Senator Davidson seeks leave of the Bédy to return
813 to the Order of 2nd EReading for the purpose of an amend-
ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Beading is Senate Bill 813.

SECRETARY:

Apmendment No. 1 offered by Semator...Davidson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATCR DAVIDSOHN:

Mr. President and a@2mbers of the Senate, this is an
amendnent which the Department of Conservation has brought to
me for %echnical changes and Aeletions and corrections of
out-of-date lanquage in the §ildlife Code. I move the adop-
tion of Amendment No. 1.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZI10)

Senator Davidson has moved +he adopiion of Amendmen:i No.
 to...Senate Bill 813. 1Is there any discussion? If not,
those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have i*. Apmendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further amend-
ments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICRR: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

3rd reading. 1010, Sesnator Carroll. 1Is Senator Carroll
on the Floor? 1048, Sepnator Smith. Senator...Smith seeks

leave of the Body to returm Senate Bill 1048 from the Order
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of...t0 the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amend-
ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted...on the order of
Senate Bills 2pd Reading is Senate Bill 1048, Mr. Secretary.
Read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Smith.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Smith.
SENATOR SHITH:

Mr. President, I move first to reconsider the vote on the
Amendaent No, 2,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

211 right. Sepator Smith, having voted on the prevailing
side, moves to reconsider the vote by which Amendment No., 2
vas adopted. Those in favor signify by saying Ays. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The vote...the vote is reconsidered
on Amendment No., 2. Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you. I move to Table Amendment No. 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Smith moves to Table Anmendment No. 2...those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Apendment No. 2 is Tabled. Any further amendamsnts?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Smith.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 3 amendS...in
Section | by inserting at the end of Section 1.104 as to the
following, “However this section shall not apply to Article
VI of this Code nor to any pension fund established under
that article.” This is merely fulfilling a commitmen: that

I was...made in committee. And I move for the adoption of
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amendmeni No. 3.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Senator...Senator Spith moves the adoption of
Apendment Ho.3 to Senate Bill 1048, Any discussion? If not,
those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1287, Senator Dudycz.
Serate... 1375, Senator...Senator Dudycz, do you want your
Senate Bill 1287...do you want that? 1375, Senator Heaver.
Senator Weaver seeks leave of the Body to return Senate Bill
1375 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amend-
ment, Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order
of...Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 1375. H#r.
Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

..+.Anendment No. 2 offsred by Senator ¥eaver.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment transfers the
audit power of the Illinois Off-Track Wagering Association
from the Auditor General to *he Racing Board. And I'd move
adoption of Amendment No. 2 to Semate Bill 1375.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Weaver has moved the adoption of Amendmen* No. 2
to Senate Bill 1375. Aany discussion? If not, those in favor
siganify by saying Aye. Opposed HNay. The Ayes have it.
Apendment No. 2 is adopted., Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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3rd reading. A1l right. With leave of the Body, on the
recall list we will jump back up to Senate Bill 12, the first
bill. 1Is leave granied? Leave is granted. on the Order
of...Senator Keats seeks leave of the Body to reiurn Senate
Bill 12 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an
amendment. Is 1leave granted. Leave is granted. On the
Order...Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 12,

Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No., 1 offered by Senator Keats.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Keatis.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment does two
things; one, when it was drafted by the Reference Bureau I
think an overeager staffer put in criminal penalties that
would have you hanging by your thumbs for months, and we are
deleting this, I don't know how it ever got in the bill,
welre deleting it. And the second one changes twenty-four
hours to two working days, that's what the amendment does.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right, Senator Keats has moved the adoption of
Apendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 12, Any discussion? If not,
those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further amend-
ments? Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading., With leave of the Body, we will go to
Senate bills 3rd reading, Leave is granted., On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd BReading, we will begin where we left off
yesterday omn page 22. The first bill will be Senate Bill

330. Senate bills 3rd reading, Senate Bill 330, Mr. Secre-
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tary, read ths bill.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 330.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 330 was introduced at the request of the
Illinois Departmsnt of Revenue. It provides that the tax
amnesty proceeds, which we successfully passed and the pro-
gram has obviously been successful, that an amount equal to
one-twelfth of the money collected under that program be
deposited into the Local Governmeant Distributive Fund. It
was, frankly, our intent at the time the tax amnesty progran
was put into place that the local governments would receive
their distributive share. The Department of Revenue did oot
feel, however, that technically the authority was there. All
this does is explicitate their authority to distribute one-
twelfth, It will amount to about a windfall of about six
million dollars to 1local governments across the State. I
knovw of no objection and I urge a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 330 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take th2 record. On that gquestion, the
Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate

Bill...57 having received the required constitutional major-

ity is declared passed. Senate Bill 332, Senator...Senate-.

Bill 332, Senator Jeremiah Joyce. Senate Bill 336, Senator

Coffey. That was on the recall list this wmorning, ue're not
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going to call recalls. Senate Bill 346, Senator Barkhausen.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 346,
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 346,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Barkhauses.
SENATCOE BARKHAUSEN:

fir. President and members, Senate Bill 346 is a bill that
passed the Senate almost unanimously two years ago sponsored
by Senator Carroll and wmyself, It attempts to create a
remedy for persons who have fallen prey to individuals or
groups who exercise a systematic form of coercion o try %o
alter a person's behavior and beliefs, and it creates a
potential remedy of a...of a quardianship, a temporary guard-
ianship of forty-five days at the longest, to allow a rela-
tive of a person who is subjected to this kind of nmind con-
trol and coercive behavior to...to allow a guardianship to be
created so that the relatives, in...in most cases the par-
ents, can attempt to win back the allegiance and control
of...0f their own <childrea or relatives. In order for a
guardianship to be created under this bill, a court would
have to find that...that three things are present; one, that
there has been a substantial behavioral change im the indi-
vidual; secondly, that there would have to be a systematic
pattern of coercive behavior om the part of the individual
Ore»»,0C groups exercising this...this coercion; and three,
that the individual or group engaging in such...bebavior
@ould have to have misrepresented the nature of its activi-
ties or the...or the nature of the organization itself, So,
all three of those factors would have to be present in order

for a court to create a temporary gquardianship. as I say
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the...this bill sponsored by Senator Carroll and myself
passed unanimously or almost unanimously %twvo years ago, and I
would urge your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

All right. Any...any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I thank you, Wr. President. I'd...I'd hesitate to rise
in opposition 'cause I voted for this...a very similar bill a
couple of years ago. But I want to...I'm just waiting for a
little attention...I want to jus* raise a point. #hen we
talk abou:z cults, e* cetera, the intention may be good...but
there's a definition problem. Let me give an example for any
of my Jewish brethren in this room. The founder of the...the
Hebrew race was a gentleman named Abraham, who 1lived in a
town called ©Ur and the good Lord said, "All right, Abrahaa,
you're picking up your family and you®re leaving and I'm
sending you someplace," and Abrahanm said "gell, where am I
going Lord2?” And the Lord said, "I'1l tell you when you get
there, mind your own business and do what you're told," and
he did it. That*s the founder of the Hebrew race and the
founder of the Moslem race, and if you think about it, the
founder of Christianity., Do you think someons might have
called that alterad bepavior? A pearfectly rational human
being packs up and goes to who knows where? And packs up his
father and everybody else in a tent and travels to an area
that's at war? That might have been mind-altering, and
what's his explana‘ion for going? O©Oh, the good Lord told ne
to go. You can read that one in the Bible. Or perhaps a
Christian, what was the original Christian church? 1 mean,
anyone who doesn’t think that the twelve apostles would have
been considered a cult has nissed the point. Talk about
mind-altering, can you picture Doubting Thomas saying, "Well,
I know Jesus rose again ‘'cause I put my hand in his side

where the hole was and I..,.I put ny fingers in the nail
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holes. " You think they'd hkave said he was a lunatic? And
that's the founder of the largest religion in the world. Two
years ago I voted for the bill. Bu* I think you really got
to ask yourself on that...definition of what is a cult. I
mean, every Jewish friend wefve got here would be in jail for
this or probably deprogrammed. I guarantee you the twelve
apostles would have been. But let me throw in on last one
for some of ny black brethren. You ever been to a
Pentecostal service, a charismatic Pentecostal service and
watched them rolling on the floor with snakes? You don?'t
think they'd be under a guardian? I think you really have to
ask yourself how tightly e want to define this. This is
based on a New York law that was vetoed by Governor Cary, and
even though Governor Cary is a Democrat, I would commend hin
for saying, I know what you're doing is a nice idea, but from
a practical point of view I don't know how much farther we
could go. and so I...I hesitantly rise in opposition.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock. Can we have sonme
order, please, He have an inordinate amount of work to do
today. Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, #r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I «rise in opposition to Semate Bill 356. I spoke
agaimst it in committee, and for those members who have not
yet had the opportunity, I'd invite them to look at pages one
and two for the criteria under which this law could kick into
effect; and I suggested in committee and do here suggest that
as each of us leaves our respective caucuses, probably four-
teen or fifteen of the criteria would apply to one or another
nember at some point. It just seems to me that this is an
inordinate overreach +o deprive one of his civil libertises.
But the fact is, we are subject to many of the things that

are called for in here, sleep deprivation, unreasonably long
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work hours, reductiom of decision capacity, you naame it, we
£it it. I would urge everyone to take a long, hard look at
this, This is, in my judgmeat, ill~considered.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

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

Yes, thank you, #r. President and members of the Senate.
Senator Rock just said it...@y comments, but...but let...let
me say that I...T don't know and I «can't really uanderstand
how this bill got out of committee. I can clearly appreciate
what the sponsors are trying to do and...and maybe there is
d.2+3 real need thai's a serious problem to try and do some-
thing to help these people who...who've become preys and vic-
tims of unscrupulous organizations. But I think the defini-
tions here go far beyond the scope of trying to address this
problem. I think we are creating wmore problems tharn
the...the actual problem exists. In addition to what Senator
Rock just said, that I...I am a little concerned as to why it
says sixteen years or older. There are kids under sixteen
that would probably need more protection than those who...who
are sixteen years and...and older. So, I...I think this bill
just really needs to be referred back to committee or
justessin...in all honesty, just plain Tabled.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, for
the edification of my colleague on this side, I have been
telephoned by several Jewish families in sapport of this
bill., This bill simply allows a...a deprogramming...process
of forty-five days, and it's intended to give the fanily men-
bers the opportunity to deprogram someons who has, in effect,
been brainwashad. I have had others from different nation-

alities, Italians and Greeks and Irish and Germans call me
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about their «children; one instance of a twenty-eight...year
old girl, well educated, her cult does not permit her to even
have dinner with her mother and father., These are the things
that are interesting to us and these are +the things we're
looking *o. There's nothing wrong with having a forty-five
day...period of guardianship. It only lasts that 1long and
the...both parties are protected...the...the...the person
involved who the family is trying to deprogram has opportuni-
ties...represented by counsel guarantees the right of counsel
and requires the petitioning parties +to post bond guaran-
teeing the,..the respondent's legal expenses and proof
byee..clear and convincing evidence which is the standard for
involuntary...it’s...it's necessary. This is only a tempo-
rary guardian appointment for forty-five days. If you would
listen.,.this...the pleas of the parents who have talked %o
some of us, their agony amd their anguish to raise their
children and have them be completely deprogrammed out of
their life by certains of these cults, I think you might see
this bill in a differemt light. I support this bill because
I think it's a step in the right direction; we're not taking
anybody's rights away but it gives up to forty-five days to
try and get those children, who are growa-up children dinci-
'dentally, to try and reason with their own family or at least
be available to the families to have a talking, communicative
opportunity, and I'm...I'n in favor of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEHNATOR DEMUZIO)

411 right. Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen may
close.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

In closing, Mr. President and members, I think Semator
Geo-Karis has said it well. What we're trying to do here is
to create a very narrow and limited potential remedy for
individuals who fall prey to a group that is, as I said in my

opening remarks, engaging in a systematic form of coercive
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behavior resulting in a substantial behavioral change and
vhere +the identity of the organizatiom engaging in this
behavor misrepresents its identity or...attempts to disgquise
the nature of its activities. Now one might try to say
that...that possibly legitimate religions would meet one of
those criteria but certainly it cannot be said that...that
anything that any of us would conceive of as being a religion
meets all three of those criteria. For you can't say that a
religion although a conversion may result in a substantial
behavioral change, you can't say that it both also engages in
a systematic form of coercive behavior and also disguises the
true nature of its activities or its true identity. This
bill is tidily drafted, it's been looked at carefully by con-
stitutional experts, and the reason that we are only allowing
a guardiarship to be established for a maximum period of
forty-five days is because we are trying to establish just a
limited remedy to create a.,..a 3mall opportunity for a family
or alrelative to try *o win back the allegiance of individu-
als who will fall in prey to groups who engage in this kind
of activities. As I said earlier, this bill passed this
Chamber 58 to 1 two years ago, and Ssnator Carroll and myself
as the cosponsors would...would urge this Chamber to again
give the bill that kind of support. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall Senmate Bill 346 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 30, the Nays
are 18, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 346 having received
the required constitutional majority is...is declared passed.
There's been a request by Senator Netsch for a verification
of the affirmative roll call, 1 assum2. Senator Netsch.

Request verification of the affirmative roll call...Senator
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Netsch. Mr. Secretary. ®ill you...all Senators be in their
seats. The Secretary will read the affirmative votes.
SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Barkhausen,
Berman, Carroll, Chew, Coffey, Dawson, Dudycz, Dunn,
Friedland, Geo-Karis, Hudson, Karpiel, Kelly, Kustra,
Lechowicz, Lemke, Hacdonald, Hahar, Marovitz, Philip, Rigney,
Rupp, Schaffer, Schuneman, Sommer, Topinka, Vadalabene,
Watson, ¥Weaver, Welch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Netsch, do you question the presence of any

meaber?
SENATOR NETSCH:

Senator O'Daniel.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator O'Daniel on the Floor? Senator O'Daniel onm zhe
Ploor? Senator, he in fact voted in the negative.

SENATOR NETSCH:

«++30rry about that. Senator Carroll.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll oa the Floor? Senator Carroll is on the
Floor.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Senator Chev.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIOQ)

Senator Chew on the Floor? Senator Chew on the Floor?
Strike his nanme.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Senator Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dawson omn the Floor? Sepnator Dawson on the
Floor? sStrike his nanme,

SENATOR NETSCH:

Senator Marovitz.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCE DENMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz is on the Floor.
SENATOE NETSCH:

Senator ¥Welch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepator Welch on the Floor? Senator Welch on the Floor?
Strike his nanme,

SENATOR NETSCH:

Senator Friedland.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Friedland on the Floor? Senator PFriedland is at
the back of the Democratic side.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Okay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Netsch, do youUu..,yOU...yOu are finished. Hr.
Secretary, what's the count? All right. The...the vote on
that question is 27 Ayes, 18 ©Nays, 2 Present. Senator
Barkhausen requestS...

SENATOE BARKHAUSEN:

«»spostponed consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

«ssTequests postponed comsideration. Postponed consider-
ation. Senate Bill 353, Senator...Senator Vadalabene, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, on a point of personal privilege, ﬂr; President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your point,

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Dr, Hary Blanche Youngers and the...and the delegation of
the Alton Coammunity Unit School District No. 11 are here in
the gallery and I'd like for them to stand and be recognized..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Would our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog-
nized by the Senate. Welcome to Springfield., Senate
bills...3rd reading is Senate Bill 353, Senator Kelly. Hr.
Secretary, read the bill, Sena%e Bill 353,

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 353,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEAUZIO)
Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Seaate Bill 353 repeals the disabled voters? requirements
concerning obtaining absentee ballots and also requiring that
they have a physician's certification of their disability
before :they can vote. What it does is, it basically makes it
more convenient or, let's say, equally availables to voting
either by absentee ballot as it is now and eliminating all
these,..physician requirements and the other extraneous
requirements as placed on disabled voters. Now anmy...have a
personal reason because I have two disabled persons in ay
district, and I personally obtain the absentee ballots for
the disabled voter and I...I take them by automobile over to
their house. Both of these citizens...one is a senior citi~
zen, does not have an automobile, is immobile and has a very
great difficulty and has never missed a vote in a General
El=sction. So I hand carry it to thenm, they have to either
mail it or take it personally to the physician; and as you
know, in most cases a physician does not want to sign any-
thing unless they actually see a patient and note that they
are continued disabled. 50, not.,..after doing that, they
have to thenm return it, have to mail it back in; and mot only
that, but one particular case that I know of, this person who

is incapacitated has great difficulty even in hand carryiag
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this absentee ballot *o0...%to be mailed because it isn't at
their...isn't attached to their home, the mail box, andit's
just extra., And I just happen to think that everyone should
get equal and fair justice. I think anyone that's disabled
should receive as wmuch consideration as anyone who is going
on a vacation to the Caribbgan or anywhere else, and I just
think it's right aad fair and that's why I've sponsored it.
I know there's some resistance to softening the laws in...in
the area of voter requirements; at the same time, Teeeleosl
would hope that when you vote om this issue you'll think
about those disabled individuals in your district who can't
afford to pay for the gas or have an automobile or iR...in
paying for a physician to give this information so they can
have their voting privileges available. So, with that, I
would ask for your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Sepator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I, frankly, have had very little outcry in my area
for this type of a chamge. I think we all recognize in the
process...the election process today, probably the greatest
amount of vote fraud is in the area of absentees ballots. We
know darn well a lot of those ballots get home and are voted
by people other than the elector that should be voting them
or are voted in the presence of a political representative of
one party or other, and I don't mean this in a partisan
sense. I suspect both our parties have got some people who
should have a little more thorough understanding of the laws
of this State. I have, just as the...the spoasor of the bill
have, on occasion helped people get these things. I have
never found a doctor in any way reluctant t0e...to fiil out
one of these things wvhere it was legitimate. My great con-
cern here is that we are opening the door to suddesnly find

out that thirty-seven percent of our population is now dis-
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abled and that somehow the precinct captain is around
watching them vote. I don't think that!s good for either
party, I don't think it’s good for fair and honest electiouns.
e bhad a couple of precincts in my home county that suddenly
started turning in seventy aad eighty votes absentee ballots
out of a hundred and thirty hundred and forty castd, and
fraankly, we didn*t like it and...and I wight aad it wasn':
just one party. And we did our best through our clerks and
our State's attorney to put the skids to that stuff., I think
we open the door here to a tremendous amount of potential
fraud, and anybody who just thinks maybe they*re disabled or
the...the precinct captain figures well they're a little old
and they probably don't want to vote and I can get them a
ballot and watch them vote and then I can take it up +to the
courthouse and, by gosh, we'll know that vote is good. I
think this 1is wrong, I think itt's a weakening of

as..something that was put there for good reason; and those

of us who want honest and fair elections, I +hink ought %o

take a real hard look a* that and that is not to impute the
motivations of the sponsor which I think are probably com-
mendable. But not everybody, I'm afraid, is as honest and
upright as the sponsor of this bill and thsre would be sone
people that would really make hay with this thing and our
courts would eventually find out about it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR DEMUZIO0)

Purther discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Yes, Mr. President. I certainly want to echo what the
prior speaker said. This bill was discussed at length in
compittee and of course I feel that...as Senator Kelly daes
that We certainly want to do all we can for the disabled and
handicapped voters in this State. #e have a good law now on
the books, it does not allow for any fraud; and if there is a

permanently disabled person, that person is issued a card and
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automatically those ballots are sent to that person. I think
that's...I think that is appropriate and I think that thers
is too much room for fraud in this kind of wide-open,
open-ended bill where you just allow anyone to...have a bal-
lot just on the say-so that he is incapicated. We have very
strict laws that have besen...promulgated over the years to
keep us from fraudulant voting and I think that...that this
bill really deserves a No vote for good and honest elections.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEWUZIO)

All right, Further discussion? Senator...Senator
Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. . I might have somewhat mixed
feelings about *he bill under other circumstances; that is,
Tee.I think all of us would 1like to make more accessible
handicap voting; oa the other hand, we recognize that it can
occasionally be a source of fraud, but I'm not sure that we
really have +that much choice in the matter. And I'm...I'm
going to make it a commenit and then ask the sponsor if this
is true. I am reading now from the Voting Accessibility for
the Elderly and Handicapped Act, Public Law 98435, approved
at the Federal level on September 28, 1984, Its purpose is
to improve access for handicapped and elderly individuals to
registration facilities and polling places for Federal Elec~
tions, and it says specifically im Subsection H of Section 5,
"No notorization or medical certification shall be required
of a handicapped voter with respect o an absentee ballot or
an application for such ballot.® And then it goes on to say
that...makes some exception with respect to State provisioms
that I think are not applicable her=. So if...if I anm
reading the law correctly, Congress has already decided with
respect to Federal Elections that there can be no requirement
of a certificate., If that is true, thean it seems to me that

the same provision ought clearly to apply to elections at the
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State level, Now, having read what I believe to be the law
as I read it, I'm going to ask the sponsor, is, in fact, that
correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUiIO)

All right. Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator
Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

+esy78s, that 1is correct and that 1is a...the Federal
Government's opinion on this subject that this cannot
be...this requirement for the physician cannot be part and
parcel to it. So you're correct, the Federal Government has
already said that we cannot be placing these undue burdemns
upon the handicapped by having these physician documents.
Yes, the answer to that is, yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, H¥r. President, I havas two questions of the
SpPONSOr.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Kelly, what is the penalty if someone
misrepresents the fact that they're disabled under your bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Okay, first of all, the penalty is the same for an
absentee ballot as it is opposed to a disabled person, so
welre not doing anything to change the...the penalties for
soreone who does something improperly or perjures themself or
somathing to that effect, so I'm not changing anything
in...in that area. You still, if you’re doing something

improperly under applying for an absentee ballot, which is,
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in effect, what a disabled person would do, it would...the
penalty would be tha same if they were doing something
falsely.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Well, if it's the same, what is the penalty?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:
It's a Class 3 felony.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR De2ANGELIS:

All right. My second question is, what is zhe likeli-
hoode..2f a person who is incapacitated not ever having seen
or being under the care of a physician?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATQOR DEHUZIQ)

Senator Kelly. )
SENATOR KELLY:

®hat is the what of the person not being under the physi-
cian? The likelihood of what?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, in your opening coaments you indicated that your
concern came out of the fact that these people could not
afford to go to a doctor or see a doctor, and my questiocn is,
what 1is the 1likelihood of a person who is incapacitated or
disabled not having seen or being under the care of a doctor?
PRESIDING COFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Well, most people that have had somes type of a disabilizy
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certainly at one time or another are...are being attended
Orss.sand this...this law requires tha* they have %o obtain
some type of...of report from a physician. So I would say if
they're going to vote at every election and every oppor-
tunity, they're going to have to at least see that doctor
during those periods in order to have that privilege con-
tinued. So they have %o have a rapport and a...a physician
which they have to keep in coantact with. I think that's one
of the flaws with the law. Hany of us who are blessed with
good health don't have to have a physician, we can go many
years without having a...an attending physician. Buz
somebody that!s disabled, it forces them to have a physician,
they have to keep in contact and they search for someone who
is either their family physician or someone who else that nmay
have a...a...lov fear consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. PFurther discussion? Senator Delngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I...I think Senator Kelly made the point. The fact
is that they do have a physician and the physician could
write them tha*t excuse, it doesn't require going ou: and hav-
ing a visit and paying twenty-dollars, *they can just call
them up and he can send it out. They are, in fact, under a
physician?s care. So you're not creating an additional undue
burden on those people, and wha% you're doing here iS...is
making sure that all of a sudden, as Sena*or Schaffer said,
you don't get a surge of absentee ballots for sone...rather
surreptitious reasons.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kelly may close.
SENATOR KELLY:

‘Well, just briefly, I certainly know :there's a number of
other important matters coming before +this Body, but the

State Board of Election did come in and support this legis-
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lation in committee, we already have a Federal requirement as
it was pointed out to...to eliminate this particular require-
ment. And, with that, all I can say is I would appreciate
your sapport of Senate Bill 353,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 353 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye, Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? (Machine cutoff)...voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 26, the Nays are 28,
1 voting Present, Senate Bill 353 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared lost. Senate
Bill 365, Senator Etheredge. 365. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 365, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill,

SECRETARY: °

Senate Bill 365.

{Secretary reads titls of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Etheredge.
SENATORE ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this is the legislation which establishes the formulas that
are used to distribute...distribute monies to the community
colleges for their operation durimg the next fiscal year.
I'd be glad to respond to any gquestions; if there are none, I
would request a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Schunendan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the spomsor, Mr, President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

He indicates he will yield. Senator Schuneman.
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Is this the bill, Senator, that removes the exemption
that some communities have now from being included within a
compunity college district?

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

No, Senator, it has nothing to do with that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
Senate Bill 365 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay., The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that questiom, the Ayes are 52, the Nays
are none, pone voting Present. Senate Bill 365 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 366, Senator Etheredge. O©On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Mr. Secretary, Senate Bill 366,
read the bill,

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 366.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this is the legislation which establishes the maximum...graat
award for the ISSC. I'd be very glad to respond to any gques-
tions; if there are none, I would request a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall

Senate Bill 366 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
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opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none voting
Present, Senate Bill 366 having received the constitutional
-majority is declared passed. Semate Bill 369, Senator
Poshard. 373, Senator Lemks. 374, Senator Lenke. 375,
Senator Joyce. Wait, Senator Lemke, on 37472

SENATOR LEMKE:

{Machine cutoff)...happened to 3732
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

dell, you weren't paying attention, I did call it.
-SENATOR LEHKE:

#ell, I'm sorry.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Re'd  appreciate it 1if you would stay in your seats as
your bills come up so that we can move along quickly. Senate
Bill 373, Senator Lemke.

SECRETARY:

Senaté Bill 373.

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

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does is permissive 1language, permits the
Department of Conservation to make grants to local govern-
ments for certain developmentsS...we...we add to the...open
space lands and recreation areas, parks and conservation
areas. I think it's a good amendment and I ask for its adop-
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall

Senate Bill 373 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those

opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
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wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
quéstion, the Ayes are 47, the ©Nays are 6, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 373 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 374, Senator Lenke.
Sepate Bill 375, Senator Joyce. Read %he bill, Hr. Secre-
tary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 375,

{Secratary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Hr. President. Last y=ar, if you'll recall,
¥e passed some legislation that would allow alcohol to be
placed in candy to...for the WRinter's Candy Company who
located in #anteno, Illinois, which employs probably two hun-
dred to three hundred people. And when we passed thai
ve...Wwe did not delete part of the language that says that
thess.the...alcohol contained in confectionary be derived
solely from the use of flavoring extracis to be exempted from
the definition of adulterated food, and that is what this
legislation would do. I'd be happy to answer amy questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? 1If not, Senator.,.the question is,
shall Senate Bill 375 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, nons
voting Present. Senate Bill 375 having received +the con-
stitutional wmajority is declared passed. Senate Bill 376,
Senator Netsch. Senate Bill 388, Senator Dawson. Senate
Bill 390, Senator Jones. 388, Senator Dawson.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 388,

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

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, Senate
Bill 388 establishes two comprehensive regional alzheimer's
disease and related disorder treatment centers which...one
would be in Chicago and one other one to s2rve the remaining
part of the State, and it creates the Alzheimer's Diseassa
Assistance Act. I ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, +*the question is, shall
Senate Bill 388 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none2, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 388 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 330, Senator Jonese.

Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 330.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, #r. President and members of the Senate.

" Sepnate Bill 330 places the QIP Program with the Department of

Public Aid. Currently, the Department of Public Aid is doing
it...doing this service right now as it relates to long-term
care. It was previously with the Department of Aging as part
of the alzheimer's disease...incentive program, and I move
for the adoption of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 330,..S5enator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would just like t5 nake a
comnment and...and just say that the...the fiscal impact of
this is unknown and that to do a physical examination for
alzheimer's disease...the only way it can be truly diagnosed
is through anm autopsy, and I just don't think that this the
right thing to do,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Question to the sSpoasor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates.,..hetll yield.




Page 39 - MAY 15, 1985

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Have you had any indications from the medical community
that they're able to make *his diagnosis other %than...by the
autopsy route of physical diagnosis and hov the nursing honme
is going to be able to comply with this law?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Senator, to...to you and the previous speaker, the bill
was amended and everything after +the enacting clause was
taken out of the bill and all this does, simply, is for +then
to provide the care. There is no cost related to this pro-
gram whatsoever, and all they're doing is to ptdvide the
quality...care for alzheimer disease patients. So, far as
the examination and everything that you're talking about,
that's not part of this piece of legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

S0 we clearly understand,...amnendment struck everything
after the enacting clause and now all it says, the nursing
homes have to furnish care, providing that individual or the
public aid has the ability to pay for that care. Is that
correct? |
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) |

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

You are correct and all this does is provide incentive
payment for them to provide that care.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, Senator Jones may close.
SENATOR JONES:

1 just ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Question is, shall Senate Bill 330 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take ‘the
record. Oa that question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are 1,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 330 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 331,
Senator Poshard. Read the bill, HMr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Semate Bill 331.

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

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, HMr., President and members of the Senate. This
bill simply includes victims of alzheimer?s disease and other
related disorders in the home s2rvices provisions, the
Department of Rehabiliation Services, and I ask for a favor-
able vote on the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 331 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wisﬁ? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 3391 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. For what purpose does Senator
Dawson arise?

SENATOR DAWSON:

I'd just like to commend Senator Poshard om his first

piece of legislation,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senate Bill 398, Senator Kustra. Read the bill, Mr.

Secretary.
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SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 398,

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

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and mpmeabers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 338 increases from two to three years the proba-
tionary period for teachers before they are granted tenure.
Currently, the teachers in the City of Chicago alresady have a
three-~year probationary period. So, what this bill does is
take the rest of the State and conform the rest of the State
to the City of Chicago's practices as they are now. Therels
been a lot of talk about educa*ion r=form in this General
Assembly and specifically a lot of criticism of tenure. It
seems to me that even though I doubt seriously we're going to
gbolish tenure, we would wan: %o be very careful that those
teachers granted tenure have the time necessary, the super-
vision required by administrators before that decision is
nade, So, what this bill does is give administrators that
extra year to look over the teacher and decide. I also think
it's an advantage for the teacher because it gives the
teacher that extra year to really buff up and prepare for
that decision which is a monumental one...which, as we know,
ip may cases, amounts to a lifetime appointment. I would ask
for favorable consideration of the billa.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Helch.
SENATOR HELCH:

A question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR WELCH:
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Senator Kustra, could this be a subject of negotiation
under a collective bargaining agreement between the local
school district and the %eachers?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Yes, it could.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Well, what'!s..,.why are we getting involved in an area
where local comirol could determine vhat could be the issue?
That seems to be something that we're alvays hearing as local
control from this side of the aisle, now you're going to hear
it back.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is +there farther discussion? It...it was a question.
Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

#ell, Senator Welch, if we were o 1limit ourselves to
those issues, most of the legislation welve considered here
dealing with schools, I guess, would never have hit the Floor
of this Senate. The fact is that we are always, as you well
know and you have supported many of those proposals, doing
things and mandating things that could just as well be
considered in a «collective bargaining agreemen:. I think
this is an important enough an issue that there be a State-
wide policy on it; as I say, it is already the policy for the
City of Chicago. I think it makes good sense Statewide.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If no%t, the question is,
shall Senate Bill 338 pass. Those in favor will vote .Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The votiag is open. Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Ca
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that question, the Ayes are 41, the Nays are 3, 1| voting
Present. Senate Bill 398 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 401, Senator
D'Arco. R=ad the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 4901,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President., Senate Bill 401 allows the
provisions in...in condoaminium instruments to restrict owner-
ship of rental units as well as condominium units githin the
condominium to persoas fifty-five years of age or older, and
it makes this provision not'volitive of the Human Rights Act.
It also empowers the board of managers to acconmodate the
neads of handicapped urit owners as required by the Human
Rights Acts, but it does provide...and this is the most
important provision, it provides in a duly recorded declara-
tion that the housing which is limited to elderly porsons
does not restrict all the current owners and reaters and
their families that presently reside in condominium units.
So, it only has a prospective effect and no one who
is...presently residing im a uanit who is under the age of
fifty-five would be affected by this piece of legislation.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not,...Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Would the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR BERMNAN:

Well, Senator D'Arco, why are we allowing condominiums to
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adopt by resolution a provision that would say, for example,
that no children could move into their condo? That...that's
what appears to be done...being done by this bill. #hy
should we allow that?
PBRESIDING OFPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR DY'ARCO:

Well, this...this 1is being done in mamy other states in
the OUnited States now. 1In fact, the State of Florida has an
2xtensive law pertaining to this particular declaration. Why
are we allowing it? I think that in certain type situatioams
vhere you have individuals that are elderly, they come to a
common consensus that it is better for them, and they do coan-
stitute the majority of the people that live in the condonmin-
ium. They come to a consensus that it is better for them as a
whole to deem certain individuals who are not in their cate-
gorye...>hat these individuals would not be allowed o reside
in these units for various reasons, children and...families
with children. The reason being the 1lifestyle of...of
people...elderly people is puch different thanm the lifestyle
of younger people. They do not, you know, they...their
toleration 1level for their...for noise and...and activities
of younger people are much different and it's just something
that they feel that they need.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

All right, thank you. I rise in opposition to the bill.
Up in my neighborhood...and we have an awful lot of condomin-
iums in the northside of Chicago and in Evanston, I think one
of the things tha* we want to encourage is integrated housing
by age. I don'f want just high-rises filled viih elderly
people...and I point out, by the way, and I hope nobody takes

offense by this, but the definition of elderly in this bill
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is anybody fifty-five years of age and older. I've got a
long way till get to that age, but there are a few people on
this Floor at the age of fifty-five that I wouldn't consider
elderly. I +think that <this is highly discriminatory. I
think that for most of our cities where there are condominium
developments, you want to emcourage young families to live in
those cities, The problem that I see with this kind of a
bill is that as it may be the case, you?ve got a lot of com-
dominium boards that are controlled by people who are older,
fifty-five, sixty-five, seventy. This bill only needs to be
fifty-five, I would point out, but if you've got a board
that's controlled by people in that category, they may take
andue advantage of this kind of bill and pass resolutions
that say nobody with kids under...under the age of sixteen or
eighteen or twenty can move ianto their condo. What is that
going to do to our cities? 1I%'s going to force more of our
young families to move out of the...into the suburbs and not
to live in the cities. The viability of our cities depends
uponh a mixture of older and younger people. I think it's a
bad bill. I think that the purpose of it is highly discrimi-
natory to...to families of young children...that have young
children., I urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I wholeheartedly agree with Senator Berman. I think at a
time, Senator D'Arco, when housing for families with children
in most of our urban areas is at a very critical lovw...point
today and there isn't any real wmovement toward building
single-family dwellings so that there can be housing avail-
able for those people in our urban communities, I think that
this particulaf law will set a precedent for a struggle that

has been going on a long time to allow and to demand that to
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eliminate all discrimination in reference to persons with
children and looking for a decemt place to stay. I think
this particular bill would open the floodgates for other
groups and communities as a whole to come in and ask for spe-
cial legislation that would restrict or eliminate children
from being...landlords to allow children to move into their
homes...their property, and I think that would mos%t certainly
be a step backwards for «civil rights and...and protective
rights of «children in this State. I think we should not
allow this bill to pass. It is bad for aamy nuamber of
reasons, but for one, we just cannot discriminate against
children and ther ask to amend the civil rights...Human
Rights Act and exempt them from being protected under that
Act, This is a most certainly very bad precedent and...and I
#ould ask that we...defeat this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Rupp, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATGE RUPP:

Point of personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your point,
SENATOR RUPP:

In the gallery in back of you is the group of high school
students from Lovington, Illinois. I would like to have thenm
recognized.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR DEMUZIO)

Oh, if they rise and...our guests in the gallery would
please rise and be recognized by the Senate. #elcome to
Springfield. Senator Maitland, for what purpose do you
arise? Senator Maitland.

SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Thank you, #r. President. For the same purpose. In the

gallery directly behind our side of thz aisle is a group of

junior high...junior and senior high students from Melvin and
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Sibly along with their teacher. 1I'd like for them to stand
and be recognized by the Senate, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Will our guests in the gallery please rise. Welcome to
Springfield. All right, <further discussion? Senator Geo-
Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
rise in support o% this bill. Are we forgetting the fact
that the Federal Government has made funds available to build
senior citizens' housing apartments? We're doing that now,
and that...they're 1limited %o occupancy by senior citizens
and the disabled, and I might inform my colleagues on the
other side that under the Departmeat of Aging, seniority is
based on the age of fifty-five and that's when the Department
of Aging law went into effect., The...you're a senior citi-
zed...considered a senior citizen when you're fifty-five
years of age., There are plenty of condominiums available for
young people, and the condoniniums that may be available for
senior citizens are not many at all, and I wight add that
this bill says specifically that a declaration or amendment
limiting to housing...to housing of people to fifty-five
years of age and over does not apply against a person or
his...imnediate family who already living in a condominium
prior to the recording of the declaration or amendment, I
think i*'s only fair to realize that there is a big differ-
ence in interests...between 1little children and people who
are over fifty-five years of age, who want to have a little
peace and quiet; and since you already have the Federal
guidelines set forth which provides funds...provide funds to
establish senior citizens'! housing limited %fo the disabled
and senior citizens, I think this bill is a step in the right
direction and I heartily support it.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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All right, further discussion for the first time? Sena-
tor Collins for a second., Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yeah, I...I just have to respond to that because I don't
want people *to vote for this bill because they think that
somehow that this is a bill designed to allow and to encour-
age the development of apartments or condominiums housing for
senior citizens, Senator Geo-Karis, I'm sorry that this bill
has...has nothing really to do with that because I...I sup-
port a building of...of retirement homes and apartmeats
exclusively for senior citizens. This bill has nothing to do
with this, This bill is really an attempt to discriminate
against children. It is a sslect group of people who would
like to have a condominium éxclusively for themselves and to
discriminate against people with children which is different
from what the Federal Government is providing funds for.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, further discussion?- Senator D'Arco may close.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

¥ell, Hr. President,...gee, I...you know, I'm not against
children. I +think children are the greatest thing since
apple pie. I don't have any apple pie but...the pointe..the
point is, Mr. President, that this would restrict the owner-
ship of the units to persons fifty-five or older. Now what
welte saying is that a younger couple who has children would
not be able to buy a wunit in that particular condominium
development., That's true, I mean, that®'s the truth., But let
me point out that that limitation only applies to future con-
dominium developments. Any family that is presently residing
in a condominium is not affected by this restriction; that's
number one. Number two, age is not a suspect classification
as defined by the Supreme Court of the United States, like
sex and racists. So, this type of discrimination has not been

legally determined to be suspect and therefore wrong. This
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is being done all over the United States and the fact is, and
I think Senator Geo-Karis pointed...pointed it out better
than anyone, the ecomomic conditions are such that no family
is going to be prohibited from moving into a condominium that
they want to move into, because there's enmough housing to go
around for everyone. We're not limiting families from moving
into a particular area, because within that given area there
will be many other condominium developments for families to
move into. All we're saying is, these elderly people deservs
some peace and quiet. That's all we?re saying. Vote for
this bill.,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

All right, the guestion is, shall Senate Bill 401 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote WNay.
The voting is open., Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
.Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
36...the..;tbe Ayes are 35, the WNays are 15, 5 voting
Present. Senate Bill 401 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Ladies and
Gentlemen,...the Chair...would...make an announcement. At
the rate that ve are going, we're going to be here in August.
Senate bills 3rd reading, Senate Bill 404, Senator Luft. Wr.
Secretary read the bill.

SECBRETARY:
Senate Bill 404,
{Secretary reads *titls of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Laft.,
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. The income *ax withholding or

deductions by employees must be paid to the State on quar-

terly, monthly or amnual payments. Obviously, that schedule
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depends on a minimum amount withheld. W®hat we're trying to
do with Senate Bill 404 is to reduce +the payments. For
example, under current law, when a minimupm aggregate of five
hundred is withheld, the business would have to pay gquar-
terly. #e are changing that five hundred dollar figure to a
thousand dollars before one would have to withhold quarterly.
When a pinimum aggregate of a hundred is held...one hundred
dollars is withheld, the corporation or business would have
to pay monthly. ¥We're changing that one hundred dollars to
five hundred dollars, and annually is the same with a hundred
dollars and we're also changing that to five hundred dollars.
The Department of Revenue is not in opposition %o this. 1I'd
attempt to ask any...answer any questions or nmove for the
approval of the bill, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOGR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you,. I thinke...Senator Luft has correctly indi-
cated that the Department of Revenue did not oppose the bill,
although I must say we were somewhat surprised. We thought
that it probably would have more of a fiscal impact in terms
of cash flow, but they did not seem to feel that it would
cause them any great difficulty either in that respect or
administratively and so they took no position; and in light
of that, because I <hink the request 1is not uareasoa-
able...most of us, in fact, all of us on the Revenue Commit-
tee voted favorably for the bill and I will now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall Senate Bill 404 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, +he Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none

voting Present. Senate Bill 404 having received +he con-
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stitutional wmajority is declared passed. Senate Bill 415,
Senator Degnan, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 415,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President., Senate Bill 415 amends Section
19 of the Revenue Act to require local assessors to publish a
ngvspaper notice alerting owners of exsmpt property of their
responsibility to file an annual certificate. The 83rd Gen-
eral Assembly passed laws expanding that information and one
provision of that nsw tatute was that failure to file an
annual certificate would constitute cause to...to terminate
the exemption. My bill is simply to inform exenmpt owners of
both their duty to file and alert them of the failure to file
jeopardizing their exenption. Absent any gquestions, I'd
appreciate your favorablas roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 415 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate 5ill 415 having teceived the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 417,
Senator Hall. Read the bill, Mr...whoop, Senate Bill 422,
Senator Dumn. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 422,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.,
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dunn.

SENATOBR DUNN:

Thank you, Mr. President and nembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 422 would allow...one more county, Honroe County,
to raise the amount of number of bingo games they could play
to match those that already been presented by...has already
been done in Madison and St. Clair County. I*1ll be glad to
answer any gquestions. The bill as introduced applied to all
of the State except Cook. #e amended it yesterday +to only
include one county aand that being Monroe County.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is +there discussion? If not, +the question is, shall
Senate Bill 422 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote ©Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 50, the Nays are 2, mone voting
Present. Senate Bill 417 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. For what purpose does Senator
Geo-Karis arise?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
that was Senator Ralph Dunn’s first bill. I think we owe hinm
a vote of congratulationms.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For the record, +*ha* was Senate Bill 422 that received
the constitutional majority and 1is declared passed. 429,
Senator O'Daniel. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 429,

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

Senator O'Daniel.
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SENATOR O'DANIEL:

Hr. President apd members of the...of the Senate, Senate
Bill 429 eliminates the,..the one thousand dollar farm
machinery and eguipment sales tax threshold. As you know,
it's...it's very difficult Zimes in agribusiness and there is
no threshold on manufacturing equipment, there's no threshold
on.s.0n food and drugs and I feel that with the condition of
agribusiness at this time %this would be very beneficial to
the farmers of the State of this...State of Illinois, and I
#ould attempt to ask...answer any questions you might have.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *here discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 429 pass. Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING COFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he?ll yield.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator O0O*Daniel,...well, there's two questions; one, is
there an effective date on this bill and; two, what is the
economic impact?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...0'Daniel.

SENATOR O'DANIEL:

Well, the...the estimate of the economic impact would be
somewhere around five million dollars, but the same people
that made this estimate when the original sales tax bill was
passed said there would be a sixteen million dollar lo0SS.e.eit
wvas only six, so I suspect this will be similar. I...I would
suspect it...it possibly wouldn't even be any...any loss of
Tevenue because the adjoining states have 1o sales tax
ande..and I think it would probably gensrate more incomes and
probably be...probably would not create a financial problenm

for the State of Illinois.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

¥ell, Senmator O'Daniel, you didn't answer ay gquestion.
The effective date 1is going to have the...is in fact the
determining factor on the economic impact and I don't see an
effective date on this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATDR SAVICKAS)

Senator O'Daniel.

SENATOR O*DANIEL:
I...I believe the effective date is...is January
'86...that's...that?s in the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is “here further...
SENATOR O*DANIEL:
Jan., 1, '86.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«s+15 there further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. As most members know, I do not
normally support any bills that further erode the tax base of
the State. I did vote for this one in committee and will
again now and let me just briefly explain why, I...the
damage really, if there is damage, has already been done when
ve started the road to exempting every kind of machinery and
equipment and then replacemeat parts and...and now, this
year, perhaps, repair parts, but that is the...the basic
policy decision has been made and I lost on that one. Having
gome in that direction, I really cannot see any justification
for the one thousand dollar 1id, if you will, with Tespect to
the farm machinery sales tax exemption. It just doesn't make
any sense, If =there is concern abou* the possibility that
the exemption might apply to a resideant who goes out and buys

a hoe to dig up their backyard or something of that sort, the
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Department of Revenue, I think, made it very clear that their
power with respect to rules and regulations is ample to con-
trol that kind of possible abuse of it. So, I think the
abuse is not really a matter of major concern and the gques-

tion is just simply one of, do we treat this exemption

|
1
(
|
!
|
|
differently from the way we treat other exemptions and I...to
be honest, I cannot see any justification for that. So, I

think there is reason for supporting Senate Bill 429. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATGR SAVICKAS) 1

Senator Maitland. ‘
SENATOR MAITLAND: ‘

Just one final point, Mr. President, thank you. When we
passed the original exemption bill, we, for a resason, put the
thousand dollar limit on and it was very easy to beat the 1
system, if you will, allow biils to accumulate and then nmake }
it one sale and so the exemption was there anyway, and this, |
I gquess, somewhat legitimizes and leqalizes what's already |
taking place,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Hr. President. Just to rise im support of
this bill, one, I think, as Senator O'Daniel has already
pointed out, that...that maybe on the face of it it shows a
six wmilliom dollar loss, but I think overall you're going to
see a gain because those sales now are going out of State for
those along the State line and I think we'll bring those
sales back into Illinois and, thevefore, benefit those imple-
ment dealers that are paying taxes here in *his State, and
I'd ask for a favorable vote .on this issue.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepnator O'Daniel, do you wish to close?
SENATOR O'DANIEL:

fes. VYou know, Illinois is the number one agriculture
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exporting State in this nation and I think that we shouldn't
have to follow the 'lead of...of other States. He are.,..ve
raise more soybeans than any...any State in the nation. W®e
nearly raise more corn. Illinois and Iowa raise forty per-
cent of the corn that's produced in this entire nation, and I
don'%t think wvwe should have to follow the lead of other
States. I think we should be the leader and...and I think
this is a very important bill and...and a very important move
to help agribusiness at this time, and T would appreciate a
favoréble vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 423 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay., The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. Cn that gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 429 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
430, Senator O'Daniel. Read the bill, HMr. Secretary. For
vhat purpose Senator Lemke arise?

SENATOR LEMKE:

Yes, a point. I...I think that last bill that Senator
O*'Daniel passed was his first bill passed in the...in the
Senate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKAS)
Congratulations, Senator.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 430.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator O'Daniel.
SENATOR O'DANIEL:
Yes, really and truly 429 and 830 are my Build Illinois

bills. You know, I...I looked all through the Build Illinois
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and I couldn't £ind anything in there that would really bene-
fit the 54th District, but 423 and 430 will probably do more
for the economy of southeastern Illinois than...than there is
in Build Illinois for...for my district. You know, 429
removes the sales tax from oil field equipment above two hun-
dred and fifty dollars. Youa know, welre...we're seldon
giving the oil industry any consideration at all and it's a
very important industry in southeastern Illinois. For the
past three or four years, the =conomy has been terrible and
had it not been for...for the o0il industry then...in that
area, the economy would been hurting much more than it is
now. There?’s about four districts in ¢he State, Senator
Coffey's, mine, Poshard?s and probably some in Ralph Dunn's
and maybe Watson's that has the majority of the o0il basin.
The State of Indiana has no sales tax on o0il field equipment.
Contractors can come across the State line and...and drill
and...and they can drill for as much as fifty cents a foot
less than...than our own contractors iNee.in I11inoiS...in
the Illinois oil basin and...and I think these people need
some considerationa It.,it costs a lot of money to drill a
well. They drill wells...to the Dutch Creek which is about a
mile deep and...and to put one on a pump it costs a quarter
of a million dollars, and these people haven't been given any
consideration and...and they generate a lot of revenue in
OUleveill OUTwesih QUL €CONOMY iBe..id southeastarn Illinois,
and I'1l attempt to answer any questions you might have.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is tfhere any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill...Senator Denmuzio.
SENATOR DENUZIO:

Well, I would just like to ask the spomsor, what's the
revenue impact of this one? What'!s...what's the loss 0f...0f
revende to the State of Illinois from this bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator O'Danijel.
SENATOR O'DANIEL:

Senator Demuzio, I...Il...1I don't have it right here
before me., Now I did hav; it. I believe it's somewhers
around...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator O'Daniel, Senator Netsch indicates she can answer
that. Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

The fiscal impact note indicates that the cost would be
four and a half million in Fiscal Year 986 and that, I
assume, would double thereafter because that is a half-year
impact.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I guess the...the guestion is...you know, we're
always passing little bills for the little people and to take
care of +the 1little guy. I got kind of a gu: feeling the
little guy we're taking care of here 1is Standard O©il and
Harathon, and I...you know, far be it from me to presuppose
that those aren®t little people, but who...who exactly are we
giving sales tax relief %o? I...I think oil...exploration
that isn't something that the neighborhood kid gets together
like a lemonade stand, that's big business; and I aight add,
it's a business that hasn’t done too poorly in the last few
years, at least the bottonm line profit figures coming out oa
the annual reports are kind of impressive. I'd kind of like
to have some of those margins in oy little business. I don't
know. 1I'm not sure we’re helping any little people with this
one, I got a feeling here this is a real big one for some
real big boys that have made a lot of money and who I know
with interest are currently raising our gas prices.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator O'Daniel.
SENATOR O'DANIEL:

Yes, I...of course, I'm going to disagree with...with
Senator Schaffer. Ninety-five percent of the drilling in the
Illinois basin is did by independents. They’re small con-
tractors that...that do the drilling...they do...a lot of
times, they...they do some drilling for major companies, but
I'm talking about the drilling contractors and...and the
supply companies and all that...that really are out there
trying to produce our oil and...and explore for the oil, and
it is a...a high risk occupation and...,and...and I think it's
very.-..very essential and very vital that we try to produce
this source of energy. It's...it?'s getting...it's getting
where it's...it's more risky all the time to go out and
explore for oil and...I...I think that...ninety percent of
the...the help we are helping will ba for the independent oil
producer and most of it, as I say is...is located in south-
eastern Illinois,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATORE WETSCH:

Thank you. I joined Semator O?Daniel in his economic
development bill of the 1last one because I thought it was
fair and defensible. I cannot do the same on this one. It
seems to me we are opening up a major new gap in our tax base
and while it might be that it would help some independent or
backyard oil drillers,...the bill is not so restricted and
it, obviously, is going to be a boon to a lot of others as
well. The estipated cost, as I indicated, is...assuming a
January 1, 1986 effective date, for this fiscal year is four
and a half million dollars which would at least double it, I
would assume, when it...when it was annualized and my guess
is that that might be somewhat conservative. I don't really

think we can in good conmscience give this break just for the
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exploration costs that are involved in the bill. 1I% seems to
me that that is not an appropriate way to attract more busi-
ness to the State of Illinois, and I rise in...in opposition
to the bill,
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise, again, *o support Representative O’Daniel and this nea-
sure and to point out some of the questions thai?s been asked
about the independents or if it*s the majors that's going to
be...make the profit from this bill. As Bill had pointed
out...or as Representative O'Daniel had pointed out the...the
BajorSe..in...in his district, specifically Texaco has just
recently/closed their refinery down there and I...I guess you
could say they're major amd they're a big corporation, but
they hire a 1ot of people in that particular area, and I
think their drilling crew...l just spoke with one of thenm
from...that works both in his district and mine this weekend
and I think they're down to...Texaco now oanly has thirteen
people 1left on their cress. They?ve laid everyone else off
or fired them or sent them to another state, so if they are
doing that in well Iliinois, I wouldn®t think they would be
closing down both their production and their refinery. ¥e,
at Marathom, in...in @y district...have been threatened to
close down the Marathon refinery and also their production
in.,.in our area is...is slowing down. So, yes, the inde-
pendents is going to benefit mostly by +this, but if the
@ajors are going to benefit, those working people down
there...and especially in Representative O'Daniel's district,
those people...that's there livelihood, There's not
Qeeegreat.s..amount of occupation for *hose people. Ifea..if
they’re not...if they?’re not in agriculture and if they're

not im o0il productior or in coal production, then there's
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really not another job in that area for them, anmd I think
this is a good bill and I'd ask for this side of aisle to
support this measure,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in support of this bill also., White County, which is
shared between Senator O'Daniel and my own district, has been
the leading producer of oil in the State of 1Illinois since
1946, If you can remember the oil prices and the gasoline
prices of about five or six years ago and how exorbitant
those prices were and going through the ceiling, the
increased production by the independents in southeastern
Illinois on that o0il basin over the past several years,
because of the incentives that we have given the oil industry
to drill, to produce more wells has brought the prices of
gasoline and o0il down all over this country and in the State.
I think this is a good bill. I think it’s the kind of incen-
tive that «+e need to provide fo an industry that's vital to
that area. 1In White County and Gallatin County and those
areas, the o0il industry is second only to agriculture in
teras of the number of jobs that it provides. I think this
is a bill that wvould support that industry and increase the
production, keep the gasoline prices low. I would appreciate
an affirmative vote on the bill. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SﬁNATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Hell, here we go again. As you know, yesterday we
did the same type of thing, a tax deduction for people who
donate equipment to schools. HWe're not sure how much that

cost...¥2ll over a million dollars. Here's another one, four
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and a half million dollars. You all want to come back next
year and pass a *tax increase? We're eating away at the
revenue and I notice there's a lot more bill to do the sanme
thing. Now the Federal Government is going to the reverse, I
hope, to get away from deductions. We ought to say away from
these deductions. Let's be responsible and defeat this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator O!Daniel
may close.
SENATOR O'DANIEL:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I have to disagree
with...with my good Senator, the chairman of the Revenue
Comnmittee. It says here,,.State sales tax revenues would be
reduced by approximately 1.5 to two million dollars. The
thing that...that I've told my good <chairman was, she has
problems seeing it...the forest for the trees. I...I've been
a2 business person all my life and how do you make money with-
out spending money? If we'll encourag2 these people to come
in, look at the additional revenue it will generate. I don't
think it will cost the State any revenue. You know, we talk
about...not a...not a line of businesses any...any breaks
t0...t0 encourage them to come into a state, hov do we expect
to generate additional revenue if don't encourage businesses
to come into our State? For years, we've ran the businesses
out of this State. It's time we were being concerned about
spending a little money to get industry into this State, and
this is a vital industry in our State. It'll be very bene-
ficial to the State of Illinois and I'd appreciate an affircm-
ative vote.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 430 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all wvoted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that ques-
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tion, the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 20 and 2 voting Present.
Senate Bill 430 having received the constitutional npajority
is declared passed. For...for what purpose Senator Philip
arise?
SENATOR PHILIP:

I'd like to verify the affirmative votes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

There has been a request for the verification of the
affirmative votes. Would all the Senators please be in their
seats and will the Secretary please call the affirmative rolil
call.

SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Carroll,
Chew, Coffey, D'Arco, Darrow, Davidson, Dawson, Degnan,
Demuzio, ©Donrahue, Dunn, Etheredge, Hall, Jones, Kelly,
Lechowicz, Lenke, Luft, #Marovitz, Newhouse, O0%Daniel,
Poshard, Bupp, Savickas, Smith, Vadalabene, Watson, Zito, MNr.
President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Senator Chew.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is Senator Chew on the Floor? Senator Chew. Senator
Chew is on the Floor. Slowly drifting in. Senator...
SENATOR PHILIP:

Senator Darrow.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Darrow is in his seat.
SENATOR PHILIP:
Senator Lemke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lemke. Is Senator lLemke on the Floor? Senazor

Lemke. Strike his name from the record.



Page 64 - MAY 15, 1985

SENATOR PHILIP:

Senator Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is Senator Dawson on the Floor? Senator Dawson. Strike
his name from the record. Do you gquestion any further
affirmative votes, Senator? Mr. Secretary, On a verified
roll call, the VYeas are 28, the ©Nays are 20, 2 voting
Present. Senate Bill 430 having...S5enator...Senator
O'Daniel.

SENATOR O'DANIEL:

I'd 1like to pu* this on postponed consideration, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard the motion. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. (Machine cutoff)...436, Senator Marovitz. Read the
bill, Mz, Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 436,

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

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, ver puch, Mr. President and seambers of the
Senate. Senate Bill 436 attemps to deal with the problem of
disruptive students who keep other students in the classroon
from getting the benefit of their class work and keep <%each-
ers from being able <o do what +they are hired for. It
requires school boards to establish discipline policies which
allow teachers to remove disruptive students and afford...and
afford students within the bill due process protection. It
contains three particular things. t requires school boards
to establish discipline policies. Such policies shall pro-

vide that a teacher may remove disruptive students and such

policies must include due process protections for students..
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The bill has been amended so that the unions, the school
boards and everybody is on board and...and has...has agreed
to the legislation and I would solicit your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 436 pass, Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voied who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the BAyes are 53, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 436 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 444, Senator
Davidson. Read the bill, Mr. Secrefary.

SBCRETARY:

Senate Bill 444,

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

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of this Senate, this does
exactly what the Calendar says it does. This bill came about
because of individuals who...under civil proceedings, either
by court or the pollution board, had been...had a fine levied
against them. Then after they paid the £fine, they were
unable to correct the source of the pollution or went out of
business, and what this bill does is gives the court or the
board a tool or an option 'cause they use it only when it's
appropriate and it's only to secure a correction of the
pollution problem; and it says that the court or the board
may, may, reduce the civil penalties only up to eighty per-
cent, providing the money is applied to the correction of the
violation for which this penalty was assessed, and the whole
thing abont this is we all believe we should get removal of

the source of the pollution. I'd appreciate a favorable
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vote,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there 'discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate...Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, H¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I*m not sure I really understand or...from the
explanation understand what we are doing. Wwhat you are
saying, Sepator, as I understand it, is that if indeed I am a
polluter and I am assessed a penalty, then up to eighty per~-
cent of the penalty I get back so that I can correct what I
did incorrectly in the first place. 1Is that what we're doing
here?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

No. t?'s only under the civil part of the liabhility aand
nothing if you done a criminal damage, and it's
only...it...it?s not that you get it back, it could be
reduced up to =2ighty percesnt provided, provided, you'’re goiag
to correct the problems which created the pollution, and what
this came about is individuals or businesses which had...been
a fipe levied, then didn’t have sufficient funds or couldr’t
get the 1loan to correct the source of the pollution and,
therefore, you lost that source of...2mployment as well as
not correcting the source of the pollution.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

If indeed there was no reduction, where, in fact, does
the money go? The money, as I understand it, goes into a
fund which is...purports to clean up these places. Is that
correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

The monies, if the fine is levied under the present Act,
goes into four different funds; one is the Hazardous Waste
Fund, one is the Wildlife and Fish Fund, one is the General
Bevenue and the fourth ons is Environmental Protectiom Trust
Fund which happens to have almost a million dollars worth of
money Sitting in it right now that hasn't been compitted any-
where by the pollation board; and nowhere, nowhere, in all
the history of the pollution hoard, you look at their annual
reports and all they do is brag about how much money they
levied on fine and there's not one word about reducing or
getting rid of the source of the pollution which is wvhat
they're in business for.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Well, I am certainly not goimg to stand here and defend
this administration's pollution control board or their lack
of effort., On the other hand, I think it's terrible public
policy to say to you, Mr. Violator, we are assessing you a
fine for having polluted our environmsat and we're going to
fine you a hundred dollars; howevar, we're going to give
eighty dollars back to you so that you can stop polluting.
That doesn’t make a lot of sense to me. I urge opposition to
Ba4u.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, #r. Chairman. I urge a No vote on this
also. I did not support it in committee, and what it does in
essence is just reduce the fees by eighty percent. The board
can quadruple the...the fines. It doesn't make any differ-

ence,...they're going to get eighty percent of it back and
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I*d urge a No vote on this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito. Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, ¥r. Presiden* and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Very honestly, I think this is an excellent idea.
You kaow, we always hear everybody nmoaning and groamning about
ve find somebody is polluting and then trying £fo get them to
clean it wup whether they have the funds or not. Now what
ve're suggesting is; number one, you've got a fine, welre
going to fine you for it, you should be fined, bu:t out of
those fines we're forcing you to clean up the mess. Quite
frankly, 1it's a good idea. What are we fining them for?
We're fining them...they violated the law and they've got a
problem, why not use those funds to clean up the mess? I
think it's a good idea and I think, guite frankly, we ought
to support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATORK SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Davidson
may close. Senator Zito, now do you wish to speak?
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Hr. President and members. The last Senator
that spoke, the distinguished Minority Leader, I canft help
but stand here and...and remember what he just said about
five or ten minautes ago on the last bill. #e don't wanot to
encourage businesses is this State to do busimess in the
State, yeah, well, lst a business that's in violation take up
to eighty percent as a rebate so that they can correct the
problem that they started in the first place. I think it's a
ridiculous concept and if we're keeping the same vein that
the Minority Leader talked of on...on %tax incentives, then we
should keep in mind what we're doing with this legislation.
I would urge a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Davidson
may close,
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Br. President and members of the Senate, I think some of
you people believe in the old adage, "Cut your nose off to
spite your face." This...funds are s:till under the control
of the pollution board and/or the court and it's only an
option for them to get a source of pollution corrected. I
thought when we passed the Pollution Control Act, we were all
about was to reduce pollution, to make a clean environment
for which you and I and your children and grandchildren and
future Illinoisans could live in. Also, there 1is nothiang
nowhere whatsoever any documentation about all the informa-
tion given to us that the penalties that vere assessed under
the civil cases were a deterrent, and it's not rewarding the
violator. What we're after is to correct the problemn. Now
if you want to continue to let the people go ahead and be a
source of pollution, be a source of irritation *o health and
limb, <*hen vote No; but if you wan: to help clean up the
environment, give the board and the court an option to use
some judgment and it's up to, it's not eighty percent, it's
up to, and I thirk this is a good vote for the protection of
the health and welfare of the people and cleanm up the emvi-
ronment and I*'d appreciate a Yes vote,

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 444 pass. Those in
favor will wvote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 26 Ayes, 28 WdNays, | voting Present.
Senate Bill...sponsor requests further consideration of
Senate Bill 444 be postponed. Without leave, so ordered. If
I can have the attention of the membership for a couple of

moments, we have some special gquests that have traveled to



Page 70 - MAY 15, 1985

Springfield to be with us today and I%'d...yield...the Chair
¥ill yield to Senator George Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you. I appreciate the courtesy of the members on a
busy day to...for this interruption but I think it's very
important. fou know, we always introduce our basketball and
football teams tha* are successful in the State of Illinois,
and it's my pleasure to introduce my old high school, Joliet
Central High School, who won the AA wrestling meet for the
State of Illinois. I might say that they were successful in
defeating Franklin Park, Leyden High. I don't see Senator
Zito on the Floor, but I just thought I*d let him know that,
that this is the team that did it. He're obviously very
proud of these young people and...of course, obviously, it
cannot be done without a good staff and in particular one
good coach to bring the championship to Joliet and that is
Coach Mack McLaughlin and I'd him to say a few words at this
time, Coach.

COACH MCLAUGHLIN:
{Bemarks made by the Coach)
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Coach, and it's always a great pleasure when
any city or village within wonderful W®ill County brings a
championship home, it's...it's nothing new but it’s always
nice. And in that regard, we would like to present you with
a resolution to you and the team from the Illinois Senate as
a coangratulatory resolution for your accomplishments and,
again, congratulations.

PRESIDENT:

All right, with 1leave of the Body, we'll return to the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading. 447, Senator
DeAngelis...448, Senator Weaver. 487, Senator Netsche All
right. Stan, you want...I beg your pardon, on the Order of

Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 448, Read the bill,
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Mr. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 448,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Hr. President. This increases the general
obligation bond authoriza*ion by one dollar. I'd appreciate
a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 448 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 52 Ayes, 3 Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 448
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Netsch om 487. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 487. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 487,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDENT:
Senator Netsch,
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 487 deals with
life~care facilities and, in effect, redafines them as co-
operatives for purposes of the various senior citizen and
homestead exemptions. The concept of a life-care facility

really did not develop until after Sections 500.23-1 and its
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companion were enacted and, therefore, the definition of what J
constitutes a cooperative that is available for semior citi- |
zen was really not in anyone's mind at that %tine. This
would, 1in effect, say that any life-care facility as defined
in the Life-care Facility Act which qualifies as a coopera-
tive will have the same treatment available %o it for seniors
who are resident therein. I might say that this is already
done in at least one and possibly more counties of the State,
Cook County already has given them the same treatment as co-
operatives but it is not uniform throughout the State. This
would assure that there would uniform treatment of these
facilities throughout the Sta*e. I'd be happy to answer any
questions.
PRESIDENT:
1s there any discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
Sponsor yieid for a question?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she'll yield, Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Does your bill apply to those...edifices where people pay
about fifty thousand dollars to go into those adi-
fices...senior citizens' edifices where they pay a substan-
tial sum of money in order o gualify to go in thers?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NBTSCH:

Yes, I don't know tha* the...the figure you mentioned is
the correct one, but typically what happens is that someone
at...enters into a contract which is in effect a 1life con-
tract, they pay a sum of money, sometimes it is a fairly sub-
stantial sum and then they are required to be kept and main-
tained in that facility for the rest of +their lives. If

the...if one of your concerns is about the degree of wealth
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or nonwealth which these people have...that vas the gquestion
that I raised myself, and one of +the obligations of a
life-care facility as it is defined in other parts of the
laws of Illinois is that it must continue to provide both the
maintenance and the housing for anyone who has entered into
such a contract, and so even if someone becomes totally
impecunious 1later on, they must be retainad in the facility.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

#ell, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I <can appreciate the concern of the sponsor in...in
this bill. The thing that bothers me is that those people
who can afford these places where they pay a substantial
amount of money for their care, they are going to give hone-
stead exemptions to those certain life-care facilities; and
yet, we are not helping those who cannot afford these very
expensive facilities, and I think this bill re2ally helps
those who have the money to go to these places and note..it
doesn't help the ones who really need our help more.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I think the...the sponsor has
presented the arguments in favor of the legislation very,
very well and there is a...a question of equity involved. If
these people stayed in their...in their own homes, they would
be eligible for this...this exemption. There is also the

issue of...not...not irregularity, but nonuniformity in

application of the exemption at the present time in different
counties. There's another side to the...to this legislation
though that I...I do want to raise. The...and this impacts
a.,..a portion of...of my district. wha*t we do...what we will

be doing hers is eroding the tax base on which anits of local
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government are very dependent, not only the...the schools but
all the other taxing districts that rely on the property tax
as a basis for the revenue which they need in order to pro-
vide services. For example, the passage of this legislation
would deprive a local school district in my area of approxi-
mately £ifty *housand dollars in revenue...every year. The
school district is already hard pressed. One of the things
that this bill does...while it is true that these people
would receive the exemption if they were in their own
hom2...homesteads, the impact is dispersed through a region;
but when you <focus...bring +hese people together in a
life-care facility, them the impact is focused withe...within
a small number of taxing districts. I would also point out
that...that this,..this kind of exemption is exempt from %he

tate's Mandate's Act so the State has no obligation
to...reduce or to replace the money that this passage of this
bill would take away.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I merely wanted to say to the
sponsor of the bill, I'm a lit*le surprised at her spomnsoring
such legislation. When we go to revenue and we're always
trying to get an extension for those who...senior citizeas
who own property and who have labored all of their 1lives to
see that they would be sitting comfortable in their senior
years,and we come to revenue to seek t0 get a...tax break for
them...to certain amounts and here we cannot get it. She
said, we're spending too nmuch nmoney, too much money, too much
noney; but people who are already endowed with money and who
can afford to throv money in*o the lake, so to speak, here we
are in the legislative Body today seeking to make their 1life
much easier by giving them a tax break, and I'nm really sur-

prised and I just wanted to let the spoasor of the bill know
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that.
PRESIDING COFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President...thank youn, Mr. President and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. I rise in support of
Senate Bill 487. The difficulty has been...and that?s one of
the reasons why Senator Philip and I are cosponsors of this
legislation. The,.,.difficulty has been that there is an
inconsistent policy among the assessing authorities through-
out the State. There simply aren't that many of these
facilities but the fact is they are treated differently. In
the County of Cook this kind of exsmption has been granted by
the Cook County Assessor and is justified. The fact is, in
other counties it has not been granted and so there is ae..a
really unworkable discrimination. We are talking about some-
thing to which senior citizens are fully entitled, and the
fact that they maintain themselves with a monthly maintenance
payment at one of these life-care facilities should not mili-
tate against their rights. This is a extremely good piece of
legislation and one that will benefit the senior citizens and
I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

- Is there further discussion? If no%, Senator Netsch may
close,.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Just very briefly. I think
the point here is equal treatment for people in equal circum-
stances, and if Senator Smith would hear my reqular lectures
in the Revenus Committee she would also hear me making that
pointa. The senior homestead exemption is already available
to seniors regardless of their income level. It is available
to those who live in their own home or who live in a co-op or

a condominium, and it has nothing to do with income 1level,
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that is the way the law is already. All this does is say
that those who have a different living arrangement, who live
in a life-care facility, which in effect is their homestead,
will be treated the same as those who already live in their
own homes or in a co-op. That, I think, is equal treatment
for people in equal circumstances and I think that really is
fair, I would solicit your support of Senate Bill 487.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

...the question is, shall Senate Bill 487 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open., Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. Or that question; the Ayes are 52, the Nays
are 2, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 487 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 492,

Senator Chew, Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.

END OF REEL
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BEEL #3

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill §32.

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

Senator Cheve.

SENATOR CHEW:

Thank you, Hr. President and membars of the Senate. It's
just as the synopsis says. It justs permits certain trailers
or semitrailers to operate where it's a little more conven-
ient for loading and unloadinj. There's no opposition to the
bill. All agencies involved have signed off to it, and I
would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 492 pass., Those in favor will vote Ays. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all votad who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none voting...|
voting Present, Senate Bill 492 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passsd. Senate Bill 498,
Senator Vadalabene. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senmate Bill 498.
{Secretary reads titls of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
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Senate Bill 498 authorizes a seven percent increase in the
formula by which fuads are appropriated for library systems
for funding ir Fiscal 1986, This money is contained within
House Bill 583, <+the Secretary of State’s annual appropria-
tion. This is an Illinois Library Associatioa bill and is
supported by the Secretary of State, and I would appreciate a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? 1If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 498 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open., Hava all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 537, the Nays
are none, hnone voting Present., Senate Bill 498 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 433, Senator Darrow. Mr. Secretary,
read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 433,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROH:

Thank you, H#r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 499 applies the provisions of the driv-
ing under influence of alcohol to the operation of water-
craft., At the present time, if someons is intoxicated and
operating a watercraft, the paximum pe=nalty is a hundred
dollars. This legislation has a series of provisions that
increase that penalty, make it a Class A misdemeanor for the
first offense, Class 3 felony for subsequent offenses and
Class 2 felony if result...if death results from the oper-

ation of...a watercraft while intoxicated. 1I'd be glad to
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answer any guestions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Any discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERGME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Chairman...or Hr. President. This
bill traditionally uent' to the Agriculture Committee. I
think that it had resided there for a number of years. I
don*t particularly think this is a good idea. NOW,eseas I
understand it, any motor craft, that could be a three-horse
motor and the fellow could be sitting out there fishing,
and...with a six-pack of beer, and if the game warden
couldn't find anything wrong with...what the fellow is doing,
he could get him fore..for being intoxicated. How
in...another thing that...that I don't understand is, how are
they going to take this...how are they going to take this
test.ssis the...are the...conservation police officers going
to be equipped with a Breathalyzer kit?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

Hell, to start with, this will be enforced by a nuamber of
agencies, the Department of Conservation, the sheriff's
department, the coast guard up around <Chicago, =the Chicago
Police Department. The Breathalyzer provisions come as a
result of after observing other indications of intoxication,
and I'm not sure how the Department of Conservation would
2nforce this, vhether they would take them o shore or have
field tests.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, did the conservation police officers...were they in

favor of this bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)
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Senator Darcow.
SENATOR DARROWH:

This bill is supported by the Department of Conservation.
PRESIDINé QFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kustraa.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, 8r. President. My analysis says the bill is
supported by the Lake County State's Attormey's Office, DLE,
the Department of Conservation. 1Is that true, Senator?
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator Darrov.

SENATOR DARROW:

At the committee hearing the Sheriff of Lake County and
the State's Attorney of Lake County came down to testify, and
Senator Geo-Karis from Lake County is a cosponsora
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZID)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Well, all I can do is point out to the members that you
haven't seen the need for this bill until you've been oot on
the Chain-o-lakes, because there is no question that one of
the real serious problems we've got perhaps not only at the
Chain-o-lakes but at any lake around this State where you pat
a lot of boats or people who are filling them up with booze
and going out and drinking, it*'s creating a very serious
problem up there, I know, I*ve been on it. I think this is a
good piece of legislation. As far as that fisherman is con-~
cerned, I'm one of those guys too. They have every bit as
much responsibility to watch what they're doing as the rest
of those folks out there drivimg the speedboats. This is a
good bill, we ought to support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:
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I can only echo Senator Kustra's statements about the
need for this as it relates to the operators of boats, I was
vondering if the sponsor would yield to a couple of gques-~
tions?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I think one of the things that has been going on since...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

asaSenator...Senator Darrow, the gentleman is asking you
questions. Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

«ssI think one of the things that has been going on since
Cleopatra's days on the barge has been people getting a...a
party +*ogether and going out on a body of water and enjoying
themsevles. I guess the people who operated the barge, mean-
ing the slaves, didn*t get to drimk, but I assume the people
holding the party were imbibing and I suspect they will coan-
tinue to imbibe, How does this impact on passeadgers in a
boat other than the driver, and...and what are the dimpli-
cations in terms of open liquor in a boat? I think of the
large forty-some foot craft that are moored a%t +the Buarahanm
Harbor in Chicago, how would it impaci on those?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Darrov.

SENATOR DARROW:

I'm glad you raised that point. First of all, this
legislation pertains only to the operator of the watercraft.
It does not apply to the passengers. They can drink to
excess if they want. It's completely at their own discre-
tion. Secondly, you can have open liguor in the boat,
there's mno...prohibition against that. And lastly, the oper-
ator of the watercraft can also imbibe in a few drinks as

long as he does not drink to excess.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

#ell, I thipmk it's a pretty good idea, and...and I agree
that a large motorized boat or, for that matter, even a small
motorized boat is a killing weapon, and the person who oper-
ates that ought not to be intoxicated. I only have one minor
problem and that's...I just wonder when that law enforcement
officer pulls over that cabin cruiser and they're steering
from down below and there are seven people in the boat, I can
see this rather amusing situation where the seven of then
decide which one of them was driving., But I still think the
idea has merit, and I believe that our law enforcement agen-
cies can effectively enforce it and it will save lives.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Carrbll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Question of the sponsor, if he will yield.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator...
SENATOR CARROLL:

Just want to know when the law enforcement officer comes
ap to the boat driver, if he camn ask him to get out of the
boat and walk a straight line while in the middle of the
lake.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Just a conment. I...I think everybody agrees that with
these larger boats..,.and there is a problem, particularly
those of you that have large size lakes in your area, and I'm
sure Lake Michigan is a problem also. But I think some of
the problem that wve're...and some of the inquiry we're get-

ting from some of our sportsman's people is is they really
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feel that this bill is going to open up for them some harass-
ment for the guy with his ten-horse motor £ishing boat who
happens +to take his six-pack of beer along, and no¥ he's out
there with his cane pole in the water and some...and now 1
understand, it's not only the conservation officers but the
sheriff and the State police and everybody else cruising
around out there possibly giving him a hard time because he
is sitting there drinking a can of beer and enjoying his
afternoon. I'm not so sure how you can structure this bill
to prevent that, because I guess you'd have to admit that
2ven a small watercraft can be dangerous with a tean-horse
motor. But at the same time,...as this bill progresses,
I...1 would...would 1like to see something of a little bit
more protection for the gquy who enjoys his...his weekends and
his can of beer and his little ole! fishing pole.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Darrow may close.
SENATOR DARRONW:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would point out <+hat this
legislation or similar legislation is supported by ninety-one
percent...or let me...let me back up., Seventy-eight percesnt
agree that State marine officials should have authority to
administer a chemical test; that's seventy-eight percent of
those folks who own boats. So, if we're talking about the
little fisherman, he may be for it just as much as the next
guy, I don't...I don't think that we're going to have trouble
with enforcement of this. As I said earlier, it pertains
only to the operator. It does not pertain to the passengers.
The operator can have a drink or two as long as he does not
drink to. eXCRSS, And if you have probleas on the
Chain-o-lakes, you should see the problems we haye on tha
Hississippi River with the barge traffic. On a Sunday after-
noon, a number of people will be out there drinking, pulling

water skis, I've seen...,notorboat operator pull a person on

O
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water skis in front of a towboat. There are a number of
other areas that I've observed. It's a real hazard., 1It's a
hazard here, i%'s a hazard in the Chain-o-lakes, Mississippi,
the Illinois River; Senator Dawson testified in committee on
the problems they have on Lake Michigan. He's very familiar
with that body of water. I would ask for a favorable vote.
I think this is long overduae. It's been a...it's a privi-
lege to operate a watercraft on the waters in Illimois, and I
think it*s about time we exercise our right to keep them safe
for everyone. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 433 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 439 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. 500, Senator Lenke.
501, Senator Rupp. Oa the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading
is Senpate Bill 501, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 501,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 501 was drafted as
a result of a joint,..of the Joint Comnittee om Administra-
tive Rules. There was some question as to the suspension
of...sureties by the Department of Transportation but now the
Department of Insurance, the Department of DOT have gotten
together, tﬁe bill has been amended and now 1is agreed

thate..in agreement both groups...and that the amendment 4did
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permit the Department of Transportation to continue to sus-
pend bonds and sureties as they have been doing. Ask
approval of the bill as it has been amended.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 501 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote No...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 56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill
501 having received the required coastitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 506, Senator Lemke. Senate
bills 3rd reading is Senate Bill 506, Hr. Secretary, read the
bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (AR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 506.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Lenmke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is conforms petition signature
requirements for 1local advisory referendum to requirements
for...amendments to the legislative article of the Constitu-
tion...authorizes school districts and local governments to
submit advisory referendums. I think it's a good bill. It
brings the petition...requirements in...in agreement with all
articles in...thing. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion
is, shall Sena%te Bill 506 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. K Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
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|
|
56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 506 }
having <Teceived the required constitutional majority is ‘
declared passed. 508, Senator Luft. Senator Smith, for what
purpose do you arise?
SENATOR SMITH:

Please register me with this...bill. I was over on the
other side. I'm SOILILY.».VOoting Yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

The record will reflect that had you voted, you would
have voted in the affirmative. Senate Bill 509, Senator
Luft. 510, Senator Smith. Senator Smizh, 510? On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 510, M¥r. Secre-
tary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEBNANDES)
Senate Bill 510.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Sénator Smith.
"SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 510 requires the Department of Law Enforcement to
establish a program for providing matching grants to eligible
crime prevention organizations, and it permits the taxpayer
to designate on their iacome tax return that one dollar of
their taxes be deposited into the fund for this progran.
How, this bill is different from the other tax bills that are
enacted here ia the General Assembly. d#e're not asking for
3sss2 tax checkoff. This will...when you make out yoar
income %ax, you can put on your income tax that I'd 1like to
have a dollar to be...to...designated to law enforcement for
organizations. No, ao, this is not after...no refund. This
is when you go to make out and it's voluntary. It's not

mandatory at all, but it will help to create a crime preven-
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tion grant fund for our State Treasury from vhich the General
Assembly may appropriate amonies for...to the Department of
Law Enforcement for awvarding grants for programs outlined by
this Act. In our neighborhoods we have a lot of orgamiza-
tions that are seeking to help...to, save God, people who are
going to work, they come home in the evening, there's a bus
there or a car oT...to pick them up, take them to their home,
supervise the «children likewise, and if ve can make such a
provision possible,..or this vehicle possible, then I'm sure
that we might be able to help many of our community organiza-
tions, they cam get a graant from the Department of Law
Enforcement; and I might say that the...the law...the Depart-
ment of Law Enforcement has no objection at all +to this
bill. 1I'd be happy to answer any questions if necessary.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is...is there discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

¥ell, I +think it should be pointed out, I...there’s a
little confusion at least on this side of the aisle. This is
not a checkoff in the sense that we have had before. This
just says that every taxpayer can mark a little box...it's
kind of like that Presidential checkoff we have for...you
don*t really put a dollar...well, I guess you do in that case
put a dollar of your own money. In this case, whether you
have a returm or not, you put a check in it and...this fund
is created. I'm, frankly, a little dubious of this. We have
a number of anti-crime organizatioms, I think of crinme
stoppers which has been very effective in my part of the
State which is funded exclusively by private funds raised
through a whole variety of fund raising mechanisms. Frankly,
we could do this right now simply by an appropriation to the
Department of Lav Enforcement. I don't know that this is
something we want to get started. I...I would defer to our

axperts on the Bevenue Committee, Senator Hetsch and Senmator

J
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Etheredge, whether there is such a checkoff here. it may
#ell be that the accounting on each tax form could...could
2nd up costing thirty-five or forty cents to keep track of
how many people wanted to put a dollar in, and, you know, it
would be...in all deference to Senator Carroll and Senator
Hall, we can make an appropriation a lot cheaper than that.
I think it's a good cause, baut it's one that we, as the
Legislature, ought to do without having to have the Depart-
ment of Revenue look at...what 1is it, eleven million tax

forms for checkoffs. I...it's a noble cause, but I think

|
|
1

the...the paper schuffling involved in it is going to be to l

the extemt that the program really shouldn?t be done this

waYe

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
Thank you, Hr. President. I thiank there was some coafu-

sion about this bill when it went through committee, iut as I

understand the bill now, and you ought to realize wha:t we'rse

doing, this bill would require that the taxpayer be able to

tell the State Government that one dollar of the tax money ‘

would go for this purpose. Now, that is different from other }

checkoff systems that we*ve had in the past where the tax- ‘

payer can voluntarily take a portion of his refund and con-

tribute that refund to some worthwhile cause. I don't

guarrel with the cause that ths Senator is espousing here,

bat if we're going to...if welre going to do this sort of

thing, then I think we may ask taxpayers, how much of your

money do you want to go to schools? How much of your money

do you want to go to roads or all the other functioas of

State Governmen:t? That'!s the sort of thing that?s being pro-

posed here, and it's different from the checkoff. l

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) I

Senator Etheredge.
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SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1Y...I, too, am very auch in
sympathy with the objective that the Senator is trying to
accomplish., Certainly, the...the program that she?s inter-
ested in...in obtaining financial support for via this
mechanism iS...1S...1s a very fine one; however, I must rise
in opposition to the bill, because I think that it
does...we're putting ourselves ile..in the position
where...it's going to «cost us fifty cents in order to...to
spend a dollar in support of these programs. I think it...it
establishes a very dangerous...precedent as has...has already
been pointed out by a coupie of the prior speakers. The next
thing we'll have will be checkoffs to thes..t0...to0 the
schools, to public aid or...or whatever. I think that we
have an appropriation's process which allocates money in sup-
port of programs which we feel are deserving of support, aand
we can appropriate a dollar and...in order to provide a
dollar in support of the services. So, we're not goimng to
drastically increase administrative costs in order to allo-
cate programs ine...il...0r money in support of these various
progranms. I think 1it's a very dangerous precedent, and I
would recommend a No vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

fir. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of +the Senate, I
request that the sponsor take it out of the record till we
can straighten this out, please.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SHITH:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Take it out of the record. Senate Bill 512, Senator
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Luft. Senate Bill 513, Senator Ne+tsch. Senate Bill 521,
Senator Luft. Read the bill, HMr. Secretarye
ACTING SECRETARY: (HR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 521.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Sepator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

«esthank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 521 broadens
the pmanufacturing machinery and equipment exemption. The
current law limits the exemption to machinery and equipment
primarily wused in the manufacturing or assembly of tangible
personal property for sale or lease. #hat we're tTying to do
with Senate Bill 521 is to expand the exemption %o include
machinery and equipment and tools used in the general mainte-~
nance or repair work on production of machinery and equip-
ment, to include machinery and equipment used for in-house
manufacture of exemppt wmachinery and equipment, and to also
include machinery and equipment used for product design and
production iscluding but not limited to computer assisted
design and computer assisted manufacturing.

PRESIDI¥G OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion 1is, shall
Senate Bill 521 pass., Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open., Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 521 having received the comnstitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 522, Senator
Sangmeister. Senate Bill 3527, Senator Carroll. BRead the
bill, Mr. Secretary. ‘

ACTING SECBETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 527.
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{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thanrk you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This...excuse me...in this issue...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Could we break up that conference by Senator Carroll
there.

SENATOR CAREROLL:

.».Margaret, please. 1In the area of...of asking people
in corporations to donate food to the hanger pantries of this
State which are run by the various charitable institutions we
found that when the law wvas created in 1981, for some strange
reason it had basically been interpretad to limit the types
of foods that could be donated to canned goods and agricul-
tural products; mnamely, fruits and vegetables. There are
many companies who wanted to donate other types of food prod-
ucts to the poor and...and their corporate counsel had been
advising <them that they were not allowed to do so because of
the Food Donor's Act; and in addition to that, there was no
State involvement in the program in a positive semse. So
what this amendment would do would be to expand +those areas
of foods that could be donated to these pantries and also
asks the Department of Commerce and Community Affairs to try
and help these food pantries by going with them to corpora-
tions and asking them to donate what would otherwise be sur-
plus or wasted food items. This would allow many more of the
corporate entities in Illinois to donate those excess iteams
to those who are *ruly hungry and %truly in need, and the
department would then be able to help find those sources and
make more of what otherwise would be wasted available. I

would be willing to answer questions and ask for a favorable
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roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the guestion 1is, shall
Senate Bill 527 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are none, nome voting
Present. Senate Bill 527 having received the constitutional
pajority 1is declared passed. Senate Bill 523, Senator
Donahue. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 529.

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

For what purpose does Senator Collins arise?
SENATOR COLLINS:

Had I been at wy seat, I would have voted Yes om 527.
Would the record please so show?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The record will so indicate., Senator Donahue on 529,
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Hr. President. I would like if I could at
this time, to Table Senate Bill 3523 and be added as a
hyphenated cosponsor of Senate Bill 1084.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On...Senator Donahue wishes to Table 529. fou've heard
the motion. Is there any objection? Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. She also asks...seeks leave of the Body to
be added as a hyphenated cosponsor to Senate Bill 1084. Is
leave granted? Leave 1is granted. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, Senmate Bill 530, Senator Coffey. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
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.Senate Bill 530,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 530 is a...is a simple bill and it does two
things. It...amends the Downstate Public Transportation Act,
changes "mpay" to "shall® .and adds a anew provision «hich
requires Illinois Department of Transportation to deny trans-
portation funds to those communities who do not comply with
the accessibility standards for the handicapped, and I'd ask
for a favorable roll call.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 530 pass.,..Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOON:

A couple of questions of the sponsor, if I may, BNr.
President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR BLOOMN:

Our analysis raises a question as to whether or not the
Federal requirements dealing with the accessibility of trans-
portation are even defined in the Federal Revenue Sharing
Act, DO you know,..,.yes or no, whether they are defined?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

It's my uanderstanding by *alking %o DORS that it is
defined.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloon.
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SENATOR BLOOM:

Would this bill require all structural barriers; i.e.,
curbs with no ramps to be nodified?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

It would not unless...new coastruction has taken place,
and under the provision of the law now that when they're put
back they are to be put back to standards which are acces-
sible to the handicapped.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Blooam.

SENATOR BLOOMN:

Last question. Would telecommunications devices for the
deaf have to be installed and maintained at certain public
transportation sites?

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

My understanding, again, this w®orning talking to DORS
that it would not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall Senate Bill 530 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 530 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Semnate Bill 531, Senator
Lemke. BHead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (HR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 531.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

what this bill does is amends the Code oFf Corrections
in...and gquestions the...the question of fitness to be exe-
cuted may be raised after the defendant is sentenced to the
death penalty. The buarden,,.,under this bill the burdenm is on
the defendant to show by the preponderance of the evidence
that he is unable to uanderstand the nature and purpose of the
death penalty. 1If an offender is found unfit to be executed,
then he is held by the Department of Corrections uantil such
time. What this does is...the burden used to be on the Stéte
to do it, now it's...the burden is on the defendant to show
that he?s unfit., I think it's a good bill. I ask for its
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Ié there discussion? If not; the question is, shall
Senate Bill 531 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 531 having received the constitutional
majority is declarsd passed. Senate Bill 533, Senator Lenke.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 533,

{Secretary reads *itle of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICERAS)

Senator Lenke.

SENATGR LEMKE:

What this bill does is amends the Probation Act and the

Juvenile Court Act in regards to the Supreme Cour: rTacon-

mendations. The coart noted that statutory provisions which
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govern the various court related departments are scattered
throughout the Statutes or in many instances were taken
together confusing and duplicating and inconsistent. What
this bill does is to clarify it as...aS...as No. 1 in the
Juvenile Act, appointment »f officers to probation or court
service department shall be governed by the Probation Offi-
cers Act, requirass all counties to maintain court services or
probation departments, requires court authorizatiom for exer-
cise of certain powers given to the court service probation.
I think it's a good bill and creates auniformity amongst our
laws. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If no%t, the question 1is, shall
Senate Bill 533 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take...take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none
voting Preseni. Senate Bill 533 having received the coa-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 535,
Senator Lemke, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {#R. FERNANDES)

Senaze Bill 535.

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

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is amends the uniform Code of Correc-
tions, requires a pre-sentencing report shall include
information regarding previous orders of supervision, proba-
tion and any continuances under any supervision, notwvith-
standing whether the defendant at the time of the placemeat
was a juvenile...I think it's a good bill., I ask for its

adoption,
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PRESIDING OFFiCER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If npot, the gquestion 1is, sﬂall
Senate Bill 535 pass. Those in favor will vote Ay2. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 535 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 538, Senator Lemke.
Read the bill, HMr. Secretarye
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 538,

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

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

#hat this bill does is...amends the Juvenile Court Act,
provides that the court may require a delinguent minors serve
a period of detention not to exceed seven days as a condition
of supervision. This 1is...in other words, if the judge
in...his mind feels that the juvenile should be detained
maybe for two or three days, he can do it. I think it's a
good bill. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 538 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 535, the Nays ars noae, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 538 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 544, Senator Lemke.
Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary.

ACTING EECRETARY: {(HR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 544.
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{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

#hat this does is...the bill does is amends the Crim-
inal...Code, provides that a third and subsequent conviction
of prostitution is a Class 4 felony. With Senator Geo-Karis?
anendment it equalizes this to the fellow that solicits. I
think it's a good bill. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 544 pass. Those 1ia favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are nonme, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 544 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. F;t vhat purpose does Senator
Geo-Karis arise?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I...1I thought I had put dovwn my Yes button,..please, for
the...to show on the record that if I had put my £inger on
the right button, I would have voted Yes.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis, ¢the record will so indicate. Senate
Bill 559, Senator HWeaver. Read...Senate Bill 564, Geo-Karis.
kead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 564.

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

Senmator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:
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Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this bill amends the Boat Registration Safety Act to provide
that any person who operates a watercraft upon the waters of
this State under the influence of alcohol or other.,.or drugs
shall be guilty of a Class A misdemeanor, and I move the
favorable passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, MHr. President. Hhere did this...where did
this one come out of? What committee?
- PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Judiciary, sir. Judiciary I
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, which Judiciary Committee?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Judiciary I, and I had nothing to do with the assignment,
sir.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Judiciary I, and then the other bill came out of
Judiciary 1I. Never nind.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the guestion |is,
shall Senate Bill...Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, as 1long as we've pumped one bill out of hera
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already, it's not that we haven'’t put two out on the same
subject before, but I would like o know how...the two bills
differ? That's my question, if the sponsor will yield.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, my bill simply applies...saying that if they're
guilty of drunken...drunken driving on a boat or under drugs
that the penalty goes up from a petty offense to a Class &
nisdemeanor. And I think we should pass both bills. I sup-
ported the other bill, because I think...we don't know what
the House 1is going to do, and I ask for your favorable comn-
sideration. There's a need for bills like this, and I might
add, I don't have anything *o do with assigniag bills, and I
ask for your favorable consideration.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Geo-Karis, you wish to close?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Ask for a favorable roll call. Thank you, sir.
PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Sena*e Bill 564 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote \Nay. The
voting 1is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on
that question, there are 54 Ayes, ao WHNays, none veting
Present. Senate Bill 564 having received the required con-
stitutional majority declared passed. 565, Senator Geo-
Karis. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill
565. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarya.

ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 565.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this bill amends the Probate Act of 1975, It provides that
an adopted child is a natural child for the purpose of deter-
mining the property rights of persons under any instru-
ment...we...unfortunately, by a quirk of the law, if a child
vas adop+ted before 1955 and his father should die without
leaving a will or...make any...not make any provision, I
think you®’d have a problem. All it does is make it com-
pletely...conplete and uniform applying to all adopted chil-
drzn, and I urge its favorable passags.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Well, *hank 7you, Mr. President. Itts with some
reluctance that I rise om this. I understand, I think, what
you're trying to do, Senator, but I have a problem with per-
haps itessit might not be constitutionally. Could
yod...could you address *hat briefly?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

1 believe, Senator, that it is conastitutional, because
what we're saying is that the child...the children adopted
before 1955 would have the same rights as people...as the
children adopted after 1955, So I think you bring ii into
uniformity.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOM:
I don't know how it...well, I'1ll just say it. I think

it's ex post facto. Well, 1let me put it another waye.
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Conceivably there would be testators who executed wills prior
to 1355, Basically, this bill says, it doesn't npatter what
you wanted to do, here is the way you are going to do it.
And, I...I gnderstand, I'm just suggesting that there is the
probability of a very severe problem with this. I'R...will
be unable to support it, I'm sorry.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Let me...,thank you, Mr. President. Let me expand on
Senator Bloom’s concern., This doesn't,..this doesn?t affect
the question of children adopted before or after September 1,
#55. This bill affects wills that were prepared and exe-
cuted, not adoptions that took place but wills that were exe-
cuted before September 1, 1955, The law says that if I exe-
cuted a will after September 1, '55, and I said that amy chil-
dren shall inherit, the word “children® will include both
adopted as well as natural children, and when persons exe-
cuted wills after that date, they understood what that meant.
The trouble is that before September *55, if you used the
word "children," the law has been that it meant only natural
children; and people that executed wills according to that
law, if they wanted their adopted children to inherit would
say, I also want my adopted children to share in ny éstate.
By this bill we are changing the meaning of every will that
dealt with a person who has adopted children that...where
that will was executed before 1955. UNow, I'm not a constitu~
tional 1law expert and I don't know if it is or is not con-
stitutional, but I raise the question, is this what we should
be doing? And it's not on a question of equity, it's a ques~-
tion of...0f...0f allowing a person who made out a will to
have his purposes carried out according %o the lav when he
made tha* will. ©Now, a lot of people executed wills years

ago before 1355, they put them in a safety deposit box, they
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put them in the drawer and <hey've never changed anything
because they knew what they wanted to do them. This bill
changes that. I'm not sure that®s what we ought to be doing.
And, therefore, I thipnk that the law...if you don't pass the
bill, esverybody knewv what the law was, they carried out their
intentions and we aren't the ones that are changing it. I
don't think...that we should be the ones that should be
changing it retroactively. I'm going to vote with Senator
Bloom and vote No.

PEESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Geo-Karis, you wish to close?

SENATOE GEO-KARIS:

¥ell, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
many people who did...had adopted childrem and *heir own
children, when they just put a classification of children in
their will at that time presumed that it meant all of them.
And this 1is...is just a simple correction of the law. Now,
if...anyone doesn't want *o include their «children, they
don't have to include their children. That wouldn't make any
difference, All we're trying to do is make it uniform so
that people who were adopted before 1955 would have the same
rights of people vwho were adopted after 1335, and I urge a
favorable consideration.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 565 pass. Those2 in favor
¥ill vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 23 Ayes, 26 Nays, | voting Present. Senate Bill
365...sponsor requests that further consideratiom be post-
poned. So ordered. 566, Senator Geo-Karis. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 566. Read the bill,

Mr. Secretary.
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ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 566.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this bill simply amends thas IMRF Articles of the Pension Code
o expand the definition of sheriffs law enforcement eamployed
to include...full-time law enforcement employees of forest
preserve districts. It only affects about forty-seven
people. It's supported by the Illinois Municipal Reticement
Fund, and I wmight say that this privilege has already
been...afforded to the policemen of the Department of Conser-
vation, and I might also say that LABB says it does not affect
the Cook County funds...Cook County people because they have
a differant classification.

PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion?...
SENATOBR GEO-KARIS:

«asUUCge your consideration.
PRESIDENT:

es+aly discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 566 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open., Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, there are 55 Ayes, | Nay, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 566 having received the reguired
constitutional majority is declared passed. 567, Senator
Joyce. 573, Senator Maitland. 576, Senator Topinka. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, bottom of page 26, is
Senate Bill 576. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)
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Senate Bill 576. 1
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. ‘ l
PRESIDENT: ’ i
Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA: ‘
Yes, MNr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the |
Senate. WRhat this would ultimately do is allow the Agricul- |
ture Premium Fund to pay for overflow facilities in terms of |
race tracks. At present, where...wvhen we have racing dates
at one track and more horses have besn put at ome track than }
it can accommodate, those horses then flip over to another
track and then, unfortunately, that particular track has to
either work out an arrangement with the seading track and/or
sustain the cost themsslves. This would improve racing
throughout northern Illinois and probably throughout the
State.
PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? Sepator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMNUZIO:
#ell, yes, Mr. President, I...I guess I'm a little con-
fused here. We are,..we are now going to dip into the Ag.
Premium Fund rather thanm the Race Track Improvement Fund, and
I don*t understand why we're doing that and I don't know what
the fiscal impact is...the drawdown off the Ag. Premium Fund. .
If the sponsor would indicate some response.
PRESIDENT:
Sponsor indicates she will yield. Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:
fes, we don't...anticipate the fiscal impact to be very
great at all.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:



Page 106 - MAY 15, 1385

Isp't...isn't this a tremendous departure thep from pre-
vious policies of using the Ag. Premium Fund for...for...for
race track improvements?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

I dom't know that we could necessarily call it a depar-
ture, because it indeed improves what the race track is able
to do in order to keep the racing industry as strong as we
would like to keep it in the State of Illinois.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

¥ell, yes. Thank you, Mr., President. I gquess aloang that
same line of questioning, I know we...we drasdown the Ag.
Premium Fund every year to a certain level and then from that
level 'we extract some pore money in...into the General
Revenue Fund, as I recall, and I...f.. I'm not...I think
there could be a very serious impact here on...on the Gen-
eral Revenge Fund. I just would like to know the answer to
the gquestion, too, Senator Topinka. If wWe...we know it; if
not, we might ought to hold the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

I don't see my staff person here wvhoa...would have that
information. If I could possibly see if he is here for a
moment. I'1ll pull the bill from the record if you like until
I get that information...thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Take it out of the record, Mr. Secretary, please. 577,

Senator Degnan. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,

bottom of page 26, is Semate Bill 577. BRead the bill, Nr.
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Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 577.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 577 increases the
required bond for notary publics from one thousand to ten
thousand. The one thousand dollar bond was set fifty years
ago in 1935, and that is so low now that it does not fulfill
its purpose. Improper notarization can cost the consumer on
a falsified document upwards of four or five thousand
dollars. 1'd be happy to answer any questions.

PRESTIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Sangmeisier.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Question of the sponsor,

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he will yield, Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Under that Act, of course, welve always been able to have
individual sureties rather than baving %o have a...a profes-
sional bond. TYou’re not changing that section of the Statute
at all. All you're doing is saying whether you're an indi-
vidual surety or whether you get a bond, the limit is going
to go from one to ten thousand. 1Is that correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Absolutely., Whether it's an individual Of...0Ce...0r a
bond.

PRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Any further discussion? If not, the
guestion is, shall Senate Bill 577 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none...! voting Present. Senate Bill
577 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Rigney on 578. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 578. Read +the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 578.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
PRESIDENT:
Senator Rigmey.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, #4r. President, the clerk, I think has probably
already explained my ﬁill. What...what we're providing for
here is really for the first time certifying the people who
are in this business of running the video display equipment.
Actually what we?re attempting to do is something very simi-
lar to what is being dome for the shorthand reporters, certi-
fied shorthand reporters, we certify them and we hope for the
first time to be able to do this for the...for the video
people, because they are in also a very sensitive area as far
as the courts are concern. #e are doing this with the bless-
ing and with the help, first of all, of the Supreme Court,
and we give them the full right to regulate in this area; and
the second amendment to that bill says that in any deposi-
tion...for use...use in a court proceeding, we're protecting
the court reporters under this Act in that we say that a
transcript of such.,..deposition shall be prepared by a court
reporter. So I think we are doing something for these people

and also protecting the other people's turf as well.
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PRESIDENT:
‘ Any discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

#e have a whole variety of bills to license and regulate
"professions,” 1 guess this is the first one I’ve seen. I
think somebody slipped one by yesterday while I was asleep at
the switch, but let me just say, ¥we ought to stop and think
about what we're doing on licensing and registering every-
thing that purports to be a profession. #e're going to be
licensing 1lawn cutters and babysitters and people who play
chess in the park before we get through here. I canno:t say
that I have had one le*ter, one phone call, one person, any-
body hint that there is a problem that causes this group to
be registered. And if i: isn't broke, why fix it? If no one
bas asked you to register these people, why register them?
And I don't...I'm frankly prepared to give the same speech on
twenty-seven other bills which means that all of you who have
those other twenty-seven other bills probably ought to get
together and you can pass them all. Bu% let's just stop and
think, more and more registration. Years ago we had a move
to get rid of all these...frivolous registrations. What
comes after registration? Well, then,...then, @e have con-
tinuing education and certification and testing and what's
the end result? #e cut down the number of people available
to do this "new profession.,” ¥We drive up the...the cost of
the profession., Let's face it, the only people who want to
be registerad are the people who are doing it and they're
doing it out of self-interest. Fine. I understand
self-interest, but let's stop and think about this before we
go registration nuts.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. Presiden%, I join...Senator Schaffer in opposi-
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tion. I also note that the Department of Registration and
Education is opposed to this bill and the =registration of
these video officers. So I would suggest that this bill, as
those others, have a...resounding No vote and does not pass
the House.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any <further discussion? Senator
Rigney, you wish to close?
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, if there is opposition from the Department of R &
E, now, this of course comes as ne¥s to ne, because I don't
recall them appearing at the time of the hearing im the
compittee to register their opposition at that time. I might
just point out that this is rather a sensitive field. VYou're
finding more and more people now are using these video people
%0 do such things for instance, as recording wills; maybe,
you know, grandma wants to have a...her will recorded so she
can point out valuables that she has in her home that she
wants to leave to members of her family. These people of
course have a position of trust. They come into the home.
They're aware of every single thing that is of value in that
home, and obviously, if we get the wrong kind of shysters
into the businmess, I think we're going to find that...that
those people can then come back and do a little midnight
acquisition on their own after they know the lay of the house
and know everything that!s of value in that house. I
think...unlike as wy friend Senmator Schaffer pointed out we
vant to register lawn mowers and people of this kind, I think
jou'll find that this is a very sensitive area, and if we
think it's important that we do certify some people in State
Government who have sensitive positions, I think we're going
to find that video officers are those kind of peopls that
will have very sensitive positions in our lives, particularly

more so as time goes on.
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PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 578 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gues-
tion, there are 14 Ayes, 39 Nays, unone voting Present.
Senate Bill 578 having failed to receive the regquired coa-
stitutional majority is declared lost. Senator Smith, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SMITH:

~e«thank you, MHr. President and members of the Senate.
He are honored to have in our...balcony this afternoon fifty
students from Mollison School and Nr. Loftin is their teacher
and courier with them this afternoon, some of the teachers
are with them. I'd like for them to stand.

PRESIDENT:

Will our guests in the gallery please stand and be recog-
nized. Welcome to Springfield., Top of page 27, 595, Senator
Bloom. 536, Senator Dudycz. ©On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 596. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (8R. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 596.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Genitlemen of the
Senate. ®hat this bill ia fact does, it allows approximately
four hundred...homeowners and their fanilies in
@h...unincorporated area in my district to be annexed to the
Village of Norridge, and with the amendments does not affect
any...any other part of the State. I ask...I?ll ask...answer

any questions there are.




Page 112 - MAY 15, 1985

PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr, President. I would simply call the men-
bers®' attention to the fact that we're setting a precedent
here with allowing annexation to areas that are not contigu-
ous. And I rise in opposition to the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President. A gquestion of the sponsor.
PEESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Senator Dudycz, I'm familiar with that area. What...what
area we talkimg about in Norridge? Is this in Harwood
Heights, Norridge, just what section are we speaking about?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

It's an unincorporated part of Norridge which is sur-
rounded by three sections of...with the City of Chicago
boundaries and to the north it’s surrouanded by Park Bidge.
And there is a strip of land which is between +the..,.property
of Horridge and this unincorporated property that they wish
to be,

PBESIDENT:

Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Is this the hole in the doughnut? 1Is this the principle
that this...this Body has been fighting with for the past
three or four Sessions?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Dudycz.
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SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Yes it is.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Then I have to stand in opposition to the bill also. e
create more problems by...by passing this legislation that
what we're going to be solving.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Mr. President. #ill the sponsor yield for a
question, please?

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Zito.
SENATOR 2IT0:

Senator, you indicated to me that the amendment made it
very specific that it was only t0...%0...the legislation now
as amended would only affect that particular area. Is that
correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

That is correct. The Floor amendment that we submitted,
spacifically pertains to an area with a population of at
least 2leven hundred but...not nore than +twelve hundred
inhabitants. 1In effect, it does not affect any other part of
the State except this specific plot of land.

PRESIDENT:

Senator 2Zito.
SENATGCR 2I1ITO:

#ell, I...you know, I appreciate your honest attempt to
try to address it just to the area, but as +the chairman of
the subcommittee ir annexation last year, we learned that
every piece of legislation dealing with annexations would

correct one problem and altimately create four or five
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others. And the reason I'm interested in annexations because

I, too, in my district the first year here tried to address
similar problems and realized we created half a dozen or a
dozen more in other areas of the State. I'm not so sure that
¥e want to enters...into this area, and would ask each and
every Senator to take a good, hard look at this, apd if youa
have any areas that are unincorporated areas and there was
interested...interest concerns for annexation should look at
this legislation. I think ve're moving dinto a dangerous
area.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Dudycz may close,

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Well, to answer Senator Zito's last statement, in our
conversation you brought up the concern that you*d like to
tighten up the amount of the psople that would be involved in
thise..in this bill, and you...it vas...I mean, your sugges-—
tion that I submitted Amendment No. 1 on the Floor, and it
was my understanding that with this amendment you would f£ind
this bill acceptable, and I ask everybody for your favorable
consideration. .

PRESIDENT:

The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 596 pass. Those 1in
favor will vote Ayes. Those opposed will wote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who w¥ish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take %the record. 0n  that
question, there are 29 Ayes, 19 Nays, 2 voting Present.
Sponsor requests that further consideration Le postponed.
597, Senator Darrow. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading, Senmate Bill 597. Bead the bill, NMr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {HR. FEBRNANDES)

Senate Bill 597.

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

Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. First of all, this legislation does not pertain to
Cook County.. Secondly, what it does is it requires that the
person running for regional superintendent of education have
t¥o years teaching experiencs rather than four. The purpose
of the legislation is that oftentimes in downstate Illinois
it?'s difficult to find a candidate who meets all the gqual-
ifications set out in the Statute. A%t the present time, he
would have £o have a good...be of good character, have a
Hasters degree, have twenty hours in education at the grad-
uate level, hold one of four grades of supervisory certif-
icates and have £four years teaching experience and a few
other reguirements. W#hat this does is change that from four
years to two years. He will still have to have all the other
requirements. Hopefully, this legislation would encourage
more people to rum for this office.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator #aitland.
SENATOR NMAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Question of the
SpONSor.

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he¢1ll yield, Senator Maitfland.
SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Senator Darrow, Whyseawhy did Weawaleaal don't
recall,..why d4id we exempt the County of Cook?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

At the request of the County of Cook.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland,
SENATGR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President...when they made that raquest,
did they...did they say anything to you other than they just
wanted out? Was there a reason for it?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Darrowv.
SENATOR DARROW:

They fel: tha*t they had enough individuals that met these
gqualifications living in Cook County that would be able to
run for the office. They don't have the problem that we do
in downstate Illinois.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitlanda
SENATOR MAITLAND:

¥Well, =hank you, very muach, Senator Darrow, for that
ansver, and J...I think that!s an excellent answer and I
think the same...the same rationale applies downstate.
He,..for the 1life of wme, I domn't know of any county in ay
legislative district where there's been a problem getting
someone to run for that office; as a matter of fact, they are
seeking the opportunity to rum for that office, and...and it
just seems to me %to reduce the qualifications for am office
that is as important as tha* one is is not in the best inter~
est of education. I think we're, quite frankly, going the
other way, and I, gquite frankly, am sorry that...that vwe
exeapted the County of Cook and I think I would urge opposi-~
tiom to Senate Bill 537.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Is there any further discussion?
Senator Darrow may close.

SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, BMr. Presidenta. In my own county of Rock
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Island, since 1370 we've had the same regional superintendent
of education. He is now going to retire. He's a friend of
mine aamd this bill is not aimed at him; however, in those
fifteen years he has had only one opponent and that was in a
Primary Election. Other opponents...or other candidates did
not have the gqualifications. I wight point out to the
Republicans that in fifteea years there's not been a Repub-
lican in Rock Island County that wanted %o run for +his
office; perhaps this would encourage both Democrats and
Bepublicans to run for this important office and becone
involved. I'd ask for a favorable vote. Thank you.
PRESIDENT:

«esguestion 1is, shall Semnate Bill 597 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that guestion, there are 31 Ayes, 24 Nays, nome voting
Present. Senate Bill 597 having recsived the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. 601, Senator
Etheredge. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate
Bill 601. Read the bill, HMr., Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 601.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:
Sena*tor Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, #r. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, the forest preserve district up in my part of the
State has been actively developing cycling and jogging trails
along the Fox River, The...there are several incomplete seg-
meats of that...of that path...or those paths at this time,

and what this bill is designed to do is to facilitate
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the...the completion of *hose trails. Hhat the bill does is
to..,ii authorizes the forest preserve...district o enter
into contracts with other units of local goverament and also
establishes the...some parameters for working relationships
betveen the forest preserve district and the Department of
Transportation and the Department of Conservation. I'd be
very happy to respond to any questions,

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If no:, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 601 pass. Those iﬂ favor will
vote Aye., Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open,
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted wvho wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, there
are 53 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 601
baving received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 602, Senator Etheredge. 0Oan the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 602. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 602.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, Senate Bill 602 expands the wmanufacturing machinery
and equipment sales tax exemption to include manufacturing
machinery and equipment used in gemeral maintenance or repair
of such machinery and equipment. It also wounld include
in-house manufacturing machinery and equipment, and it would
include computers and peripheral equipment used primarily ia
operating machinery...mpanufactouring machinery and equipment.

I would be very happy to respond to any gquestions.
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PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator MNetsch.
SENATCR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise ia opposition to S
Bill 602, and if I did not equally oppose the earlier
it was because I was not on the Floor., This is not a
tion of equalizing treatment among various classes of
payers, as I think Senator O'Daniel's earlier bill cou
characterized; that is, lifting an exemption...dollar e
tion that did not apply to other aspects of the sale
exepption. This is a major new opening up of the sales
exemption for the benefit of businesses, and my gues
although no one was able to come up with a clear dollar
mate, my guess is that this one is going to be a very
gap tha: will be opened in the sales taxX. I think some
have...have had second thoughts about whether we were
to start on this road tq begin with. There has not yet
one iota of evidence tha*t it has mad any difference in
of our ability either %o attract or retain business into
State, But this one begins to...it goes so far in 1li
the sales tax on what might be used in business; that
things wused in repairs, computers that might be pu% i
cetera, 2t cetera that I said only half facetiously when
bill was presented in committee, why don't we just ab
the sales tax altogether with respect to business be
that is what we are on the road to accoamplishing. I thi
is wmuch too major a gap and one tha%, againm, is not
ranted. There is not one shred of evidence that it is
to make any difference in terms of the retention or at
tion of business to the Sggte of Illirois. I strongly o
Senate Bill 602.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOA:
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Well, thank you, Hr. President and fellov Senators. I
rise in support of this. Earlier today, Senator Dawson and I
were down 1in the Governor's Office with a representative of
El T.V. which had bought out Republic Steel, and one of the
handouts they had was a sheet that did a comparison of what
I call the statutory overhead, the various taxes, ia Chicago,
Illinois,...Illinois for our purposes and Canton, Ohio...Ohio
for our purposes. One of the attracted features of Ohio was
that in macufacturing the exemption extends to supplies, et
cetera...anh extensive, sxtensive exemption. Tax incurred at
that +the state level ia Ohio, four hundred and fifty-seven
thousand five hundred; sale tax in Illinois, four million. I
think that when we are involved in making policy, we not only
nust keep in mind attracting, you know, we...0T...trying to
attract new business, but when we are making policy we also
must keep in mind that we have to retain the jobs we have in
this State. And I think that this kind of legislation is
important for us %to support. Thank you, very much.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Luft.

END OF REEL

BEEL #4

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President, I rise in support of Senator
Etheredge's effort, simply because one of the *things we're
trying to accomplish in this bill is to define what is and
what isn't; and there is a fine line of definition so when we
talk about including machinery and equipment and tools used
in the general maintenance of rtepair work, it?’s simply
because it's definately impossible sometimes to defime it, so

we just include that. Secondly, we're using a procediul€...or
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exempting machinery equipment used for product design and
production, that'®s the future. That allows these companies
to come in and try to do what they want to. These bills are
designed to attract industry to the State of Illinois, and if
they don't attract industry to the State of Illinois then
they obviously aren’t going to need the exemptions. So I
would support Senator Etheredge and hope everybody on this
side of our aisle would support his effort.

PRESIDENT:

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

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I think that Senator Bloom aad
Senator Luft have...have both stated very well the arguments
in favor of this legislatjon. I think it...it makes good
economic sense, I think it would encourage the...the business
to...to stay here, to expand here, to...t9o 1locate here. I
would urge an...an Aye vote,

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 602 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed w#ill vote VNay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 51 Ayes, 1 Nay, 1 voring Present. Senate
Bill 602 having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passed. 607, Senator Maitland. 03 was on the
recall 1list, 607. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 607. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 607.

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

Senator Maitland.
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SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. Senate Bill 607 amends the School Code and
removes the requirement of U.S. citizeaship for certifi-
cation as a teacher or supervisor. Presently,e...an indi-
vidual can be certified in 1Illinois to teach and be a
noncitizen but has to make an effort +o become a citizen
prior %o the end of the six-year period. There are very few
individuals so affected around the State. There happens to
be a situation in...in ny community where a Japanese lady
graduated from Illinois State University iith almost a per-
fect four point...average, has been an excellent teacher aad
wants to become an American citizen but because of busi-
ness...business in Japan with her family, she simply cannot
become an American citizen at this poiat., I think this Dbill
axtends a bit further than that also with the fact that the
Mitsubishi...¥itsubishi Plant may well in fact...very poorly
spoken and I apologize...that's why I alvays say the Japanese
firm...the Japanese...firm may locate in Illinois, there is
the chance that we will be...have a nead for more Japanese
instructors and I think this is a bill that...that received
no opposition in conmittee and I would...would urge your sup-
porte.

PRESIDENT:

Further...any discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Maitland, you're a very distinguished
spokesperson for your party but it did receive opposition, at
least from myself. And it's not that I'm a hardliner on this
bill but it seems like we have constantly bills coming before
the General Assembly that take into consideration the inter-
est of foreign individuals and...particularly in areas of
certification, almost all the way across the board youa have

to be a citizen or at least being...making out an application
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for a citizenship and I...I just think that this 1is going
against it. I don't know, it just seems like we're having a
preponderance of foreign automobiles and mnedical persoannel
from other countries ¢that come in and take over positions
that a lot of our Americans could fulfill. I think this is
just another case of where this could be a beginning for more
foreign intervention into our educational process and I'a
going to oppose your measure.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hall,
SENATOR HALL:

Will the sponsor...yield for a question?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he®ll yield, Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator,...does...isn't the law right now that you wmust
have the intent or at least say that you...intend to become a
citizen? #ould this delete that?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR HAITLAND:

Senator Hall, it's my understanding that you are supposed
to have made an effort to become a citizen prior o the end
of the...or the termination of your certification, yes, sir.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Hell, +that'’®s...in other words, what you'’re doing...are
you doing this just for ome individual +hat 1lives in your
district, is that what you said in your...are you just doing
this just for one individual?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
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Senator Hall, I am anticipating the possibility that
thare may be more of these individuals with the fact that the
Japanese firm may well in fact locate in this State. It...it
will not be any great number, certainly. And...and...and
with regard to this particular case, as I indicated, %the lady
does want to become a citizen. I think it goes much furtiher
than that though, however. I think that it...bhaving talked
with students who...who are in the classroom with this par-
ticular lady, I think it...it brings in a whole new dimension
into education to have the opportunity, to have someone of
this caliber in the <classrooz and, you know, that?s
going...that's going to prevail whether or aot she's a citi-
zen or not, I understand that. But to suggest to her that
she is going +to have to gquit teaching when in fact she
is...become a citizen when the family problems are worked out
in Japan, I think that's a very real factor.

PRESIDENT:

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

I notice this bill talks about teachers and supervisors,
why supervisors? Don't we have enough teachers that can
become sSupervisors...is that...is that above teaching cate-
gory?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator...Lemke, I'm not sure that the bill itself speaks
to supervisors, my inten® was to...to ‘allow it to pertain
only to teachers.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEHKE:
Senator MHaitlasd, I think we worked out a problem some

time ago by putting this requiremen:z in, that as lodg as a



Page 125 - MAY 15, 1385

person 1is going to get certified in this State that they are
at least going to have to make some attempt to become a citi-
zehk, and I think this is what it has %o be. There?s no other
country in the world where you can work, except here, by
being a noncitizen, an illegal or whatever you want to be.
And now we want to go into their teaching industry, pretty
soon the teaching industry will be all foreigam teachers and
we won't have any citizens teaching. We npight as well just
go to Japan and get jobs as laborers and carry honey buckets.
I'd say...this is a bad bill and...any bill that...where we
don't require people to take citizenship exams should be
defeated in this State and in this country.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

A question of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

»assSenator Maitland, don't we require studeats in our
schools to take courses in American Government and the Con-
stitution?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitlarnd.
SENATCR MAITLAND:

fes, sir.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

and take these classes seriously when they're being taught by
a person who is not a citizen of this country and vyet +thas
persoa 1is trying to instill in students the spirit of this

How...how do you expect these students to be attentive |
country and tell them about our Comstitution and how great it
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is to be a citizen and make them aware of their duties as a
citizen when *hat person teaching them doesn't want to becone
a citizen of this country? I don't understand that.
PRESIDENT:

Senator,..that was a question, I take it. Senator
Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Yes, the.,.the individual teacher is...is teaching a for-
eign language. I think it goes much...much broader than that
though Senator Welch, it’s the cultural aspect here I happen
to think is very good for the schools and...and I'm a littls
bit concerned about the...about the feeling of foreigm intru-
sion. You, coming from a district where you come from, where
you export sSo many soy beans to...to Japan, what a tremendous
asset that is for the State, so there has to be some exchange
here.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR HAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much H#r, President, wmembers of the
Senate. Senator Maitland,...you seem to allude to the fact,
and it ssems hard to believe but I'm sure I take you at your
word, the IEA and the CTU and IFT have no opposition, no
problem with this legislation at all?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

That is correct.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Is there a shortage of teachers in this State of Illinois
that we need *o look ouitside the boundariess of our country or

at least take...allow people who are not citizens and have

- )
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made no attempt to fill that shortage?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Marovitz, I think the teachers uamion happen to
:eéoqnize this as a...as a positive, a plus for 2ducation in
Illinois, it's the cultural aspect, we obviously bhave a
shortage of Japanese teachers, if you will.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I nmean, do we have a shortage of Polish teachersz
Irish teachers, Greek teachers, Lithuanian teachers? I mean,
is this...is this for...is =his for Japanese +teachers, is
that what this bill is for?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Senator Marovitz, I think you know me well enough to know
thatessthat I’m after quality teachers and..,.and there are
quality Japanese teachers who were educated in this county,
as I indicated, had a...had a four point average at Illinois
State University upon graduation, is an excellent teacher in
the Bloomington School System, and I think that®s what we're
after, quality education, And I think if,..if the individual
is qualified to be certified, and she is, then, in fact, we
should allow her to coantinue to teach.

PRESIDENT:

Senator MHarovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Is this particular teacher or this group or this partic-
ular teacher that you're talking to interested in becoming a
citizen and working toward becoming a citizen?

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Maitland.
SENATOR HAITLAND:

I think on two previous occasions in this debate, I have
said that.;.that she definitely wants to become a citizen,
but...because of family business holdings in Japan right now,
she has to maintain her Japanese citizenship for a...a bit
longer.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Very quickly, #r. President, I would...I would just add,
I've heard of any numb2r of situations whers Americans have
gon2 abroad and they've taught for a year or two in a foreign
school and they*ve come back, they don't want to give up
their citizenship to do that, we don't make any big deal out
of that., All we're doing is saying that if a foreigner is ina
this country and having the kind of difficulty which Senator
Haitland has expressed, they ought to be able to teach in the
public schools. There's no long line of foreigners waiting
to teach in..,public schools in Illimois in any school dis-
trict im this State. Sounds to 2e like a bunch of campaign
speeches are being given for 1986. This is a good bill and
#e ought to support it.

PRESIDENT:

Apny further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I apologize for rising for the second time, but I...I
must clarify something. She can't become a citizen because
She...b2cause of...family business iaterests, she has to
remain a citizen of...of Japan, is that correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.

SENATOE MAITLAND:

Senator Marovitz, it's my understanding that to.,..to get
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her...her share of the family business...¥hen...upon...and
there has been a death in the family, there has to be a
period of +time in which she has to maintain her Japanese
citizenship. I regret to inform you, I don't know exactly
what +that is in this particular case, I just know that it
goes beyond the six-year period.
PRESIDENT:

Sepator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

So it seems that she has to maintain her Japanese citi-
zenship in ofder to get some property rights in Japan. They
have strict rules in that regard, so we're going to allow
here +to do that and...and wedre arguing against having those
same rules here in...in the United States or at least in the
State of 1Illinois and giving some preference to people who
are citizens that are concerned about being citizens because
she has a citizenship problem in Japan. This seems to ne,
politics aside, to be the wmost ludicrous proposition 1Itve
heard since I've been here in eleven years.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOHN:

That's a tough act to follow. Senator...Senator
faitland, is the particular individual wunder discussion
displacing some U. S. citizen who wants to teach Japanese?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR HAITLAND:
No, quite to the contrary.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Blooan.
SENATOR BLOOM;
Do you know of anm oversupply of those who teach Japanese

language and culture in the State of Illinois?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

No, I do not.
PRESIDENT:

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

Bell, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, this 1is one time I think I have to agree with the
sponsor of the bill. ®e are trying to make so many tax bene-
fits...so many tax benefits to attract Hitsubishi, Nagasaki,
Osaka...the Sanyo companies and what have you, to America and
yet we...we just stop cold on something of this nature. And
if we're going to give such big tax benefits to get all of
these General Motor's Plant and...and what have you over
here, don't you think we should add to it that provision that
has guality teachers...certain...certain teaching? We do
have a need of good language teachers in certain specialties.
How many people know how to speak Japanese? How many of the
teachers teach here? I think this bill is gooda.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sznator Maitland may close.
SENATOR HAXTLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President., There's been good
debate on...on this bill and I think it WaS...¥dS.e.¥as
interesting, there were good points made. I happen to
believe +that this is something +that we should pursue. I
think it's legislation that should pass and I dould
appreciate your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 607 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On thaz
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guestion, the Ayes are 23...the Ayes are 28, the Nays are 21,
3 voting Present, Senate Bill 607 having failed to receive
the required constitutional majority is declared lost. The
sponsor requests postponed coasideration. 603, Senator
#aitland. On...on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 609, #Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: {AR., FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 603.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Sepator Collinms, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR COLLINS:

On a point of personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your point.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I...I would
just like to...appsal to your sense of compassion for...good
health practices and ask tha* you please turn down the air in
here. I am really suffering from real pain in my back and
I'm sure I speak for a majority of the females in here. It
is absolutely too cold and it is not conducive to good
health. So, I would appeal %0 you %o instruct whoever is
responsible for it to turn down the air.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

All right. We are aware of your request and we will make
the appropriate call. Senator Maitland on 603.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much Mr. President., Senate Bill 609 per-
mits school districts to evaluate and place a student without
parental consent if a local decision to evaluate is not
appealed or if the decision is...is affirmed on appeal. I

would add that...that all rights of parents including the
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right to appeal and the civil action in all duties of the
school district pertaining to those rights ars retained, so
we're not giving up anything.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If mnot, the guestion
is, =shall Senate Bill 609 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposad will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
49, ths WNays are none, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 609
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 610, Senator Schaffer. Senate bills 3rd
reading, Mr. Secretary, is Senate Bill 610, read the bill.—
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 610.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the billa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, last vyear when
we passed the mpandatory seat belt law, I was somewhat sur-
prised to fimd tha: even a car equipped with air bags would
be reguired to...that occupants would be required to buckle
up. What Senate Bill 610 does is simply say that if you
choose %o spend +he extra money and get a car tha% has air
bags in it that the seat belt law does not apply to you.
There are a number of cars on the Illinois roads already with
air bags which are, I am told by those people who are
knowledgeable in this area, actually more effsctive than seat
belts, and this bill would probably encourage a larger namber
of people to spend the extra money if they feel that the seat
belt law is something that they have difficulty for wvarious

reasons complying with. I know of no opposition, appreciate a
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favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Any discussion? Senator Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the sponsor, Hr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

I recall that one of the arguments for seat belts was
that air bags are of little effect in a side collision, and I
tend to think that's probably true. I'm curious to
know...why you're offerimqg +his bill if, in fact, it might
not be effective...the air bag might not be effective in a
side collision.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Hell, as a matter of fact, I did comsider that and, just
between you, me and the experts, seat belts aren?’t a whole
lot of good in a side collision. Air bags and sea: belts are
probably about equally effective in a side collision type
accident. R&nd since the chances are that the air bag would
be there in one handred percent of the time, and even with
the law only...*hs seat belts will only be there forty or
fifty percent of the time, the air bag is obviously a much
safer thing for a car.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill was before us in
committee and I didn*t know that Senator Schaffer's constitu-
ency all had Mercedes-Benz because that®s the only automobile
that?'s...*hat?s presently equipped with all of the air bags.

But I understand that the Ford Motor Company is also nmaking
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it an option so that...therefore that...it would be appli-
cable to no* only those who ride the Mercedes but those that
ride the Ford. 1In response to Senator Schuneman's guestion,
on a head-on collision a seat belt or without a seat belt,
the odds are over a thousand to one, the odds with the
head-on collision with an air bag are twenty-five to one.
S0, I'd arge your support for *he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Yes, thask you, Mr. President. Senator Schaffer, I'd
like to ask you, with an air bag hov...is there any identify-
ing marks on a car that would...would let someone know that
there 1is an air bag equipped in that car or is it just the
driver's knowledge and the manufacturer®s?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

dell, I should quickly point out that I do not drive a
Mercedes...,and that I will comply with the seat belt law like
all of us will assuming this goss into effect. Thesre is no
outside tag on a car that I'm aware of, I suppose the manu-
facturer could put it on just like they put diesel powered,
if they want to., But inside the car the presence of air bags
is something that is readily detectable, so that when an
officer pulled a car over and said, you didn*t have your seat
belt on and they said, well, that's 'cause I have air bags,
the officer could just look at the dash and...and in a matter
of seconds...ascertain whether, in fact, the car was equipped
with air bags.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Can you tell me on an air bag, I'd been advised that air
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bags are on the driver's side and not on the passengert's
side; and if that's %he case, do you know what the percent-
ages of deaths occuring on the hiéhways would be from a
potorist as...opposed to the passenger of an autonobile?
PRESIDING OFFICEER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I amn under the impression from testimony that air bags
are universally on both seats in the front of a car, so that
they would have the same effect. It would...no back seat
effect, but then, on the other hand, the seat belt law
doesn't apply to anyone in the back seat, s2 I believe that
is not a problen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

»ssSenator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Hell, T assume that the bill would go the House upon pas-
sage and then you might look at some changes. I just think
there is a problem of identification Ffor police...law
enforcement personnel especially.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer may close.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

#ell, Senator Kelly, if that is a problem, why, we're
certainly willing to address it in the House. I think it
just nakes common sense. Frankly, if I detect the degree of
opposition and the namber of people who have told ame they
have medical problems about the seat belt requirement, this
#would give them an option. They could purchase a car with
seat belts...or air bags, or I am told it is possible to
retrofit certain models with air bags. 5o, it is an option,
I don't suspect it*ll affect too many people but I think
if,..we ought to be encouraging air bags. I don't happen to

believe in mandatory air bags or mandatory seat belts, but
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e

certainly #e ought to give people the option if they want it.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 610 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? fTake the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 51, the Rays are nome, 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 610 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. 611, Senator
Schaffer. On the...on the Order of Ssnate Bills 3rd Reading
is Senate Bill 611, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 611,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENDZIO)
Senator Schaffer.
SENATGR SCHAFFER:

Mr. resident and meambers of the Senate, Senate Bill 611
is very simple. I thiank some of you are aware of the contro-
versy iavolving the Illinois High School Athletic Associa-
tion, This is not Senate Bill 42, I should point out, I
don't think +this bill has drawn the opposition; in fact, I'm
not avare that there's opposition to it. It simply says that
that association will be subject to the...provisions of the
Open Meeting Records Ackt, provisions :three and four 6f the
State. #hat we're interested in, a number of years ago I had
occasion to have some contact with the organization and I
asked one of our staffers to look into the organization and,
frankly, they were unable to find a whole lot about it. I
have talked to the lawyer representing the association whose
line...which was sort of a «c¢lassic, he said, but if our
records are open, people will know what we're doing; and I

said, well, that's kind of what I had in mind. He indicated



Page 137 - MAY 15, 1385

that there might be some types of situations where having
their records open would be some...create some sort of con-
fidentiality problem or what have you. I %old the gentleman
a couple of weeks ago, or ten days or so ago, and earlier by
phone that if there were specific problems, I'd be happy to
address then, I have not heard from that organization or
those individuals about any specific problems that this bill
creates. If they cam document legitimate problems, which to
date they have not done, at least to me, I'm more tham will-
ing to suggest to the House sponsor that we consider them.
But there is a lot of controversy about this group and it is
vieved by many people as somevhat of a secret society. And I
think it's time we get those records open just like any other
public or quasi public agency.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

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

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I...completely agree with Senator Schaffer, because I can
tell you that tﬁey've...made some crazy tules in the past
where they wouldm't let a coachk of a bhigh school during the

sunmer to teach a baseball team which had more than four stu-

“dents from the same high school on a team. So I think that

it's about time we know what?’s qgoing on im the records.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DEYUZIO)

Farther discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill
611 pass. Thosa in favor vote Aye. Those opposed will vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Taks the record.
Orn that gquestion, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are none, 1
voting Present. Senate Bill 611 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 612, Senator
Bloom. Senator Bloom on the Floor? 614, Senator Degnan. On

the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 614, Mr..
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Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 614.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHMUZIO)
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 614 apends the
Chicago Sanitary District Article of the Pension Code and
does for that pension fund what we have done for others; that
is, takes the cap off surviving spouses' allowance and allows
on2-half of the...annuitant?s...monay to be given to the
spouse. I have a letter from the State Manage Review Office
saying there 1is no State reimbursement required because the
bill accommodates an official request of the local government
affected; “he Illinois Economic and Fiscal Comnittee recom-
mends approval saying the system is well funded and uncapped
survivor benefits are not unusual. I'd be happy to ansver
any gquestions,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIG)

All right. Is there any discussion? Any discussion?
Senator Netsch,

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Nr. President. Senator Degnan, as chairman of
the Pension Subcommittee of Economic and Fiscal, certainly
knov¥s whereof he speaks. It is quite correct that the pen-
sion subcommittee did not disapprove this bill because it
does what others have done. It has no major fiscal impact
and the system is well funded. So it was considersd gquite
acceptable and I commend Senator Degnan on his bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Faurther discussion? Senator Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
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I simply want to make a point, Mr. President. Contrary
to a lot of the other pension funds that we deal with here,
this fund 1is some seventy percent funded. And, so comtrary
to my opposition many times to pension fund changes here when
they are not properly funded, I think it should be pointed
out in all fairness that this one is very well funded.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Any discussion? Any discussion? Sena-
tor...the question is, shall Senate Bill 614 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde On that
question, the Ayes are 39, the Nays are 13, 1 voting Present.
Senate Bill 614 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 617, Senator Geo-Karis. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Sszmnate Bill 617, Hr.
Secretary, read the bill. All right. Take it out of the
record, 619, Senator Lemke. Senate bills 3rd reading is
Senate Bill 619, Mr. Secretary, read 619.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 613.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Lemke.
SEHATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is provides for a three-person medi-
cal review panel in lawsuits involving medical wmalpractice.
I think it?s a good bill, I ask for adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? The question is, shall
Senate Bill 613 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
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Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays
are 3, none voting Present. Senate Bill 619 having received
the required constitutional,..majority is declared passed.
Top of page 28, Senate Bill 627, Senator Jones. 628, Semator
Savickas. 23, Senator Savickas. 632, Senator Barkhausen.
637, Senator Fawell. 38, Senator Fawell...647, Senator
Barkhausen. A1l right. The niddle of page 28, Senate bills
3rd reading is Senate Bill 647, Mr, Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 647.

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

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this legislation
is...an attempt to address the problem vhereby fines imposed
by us in the Legislature to go into the Crime Victims! Assis-
tarce Fund...have been whittling avay at mnoney that would
otherwise be going to local governmental coffers. The situa-
tion is that when someone charged with an offense, typically
a traffic offense that does not require amn apparence in 1
court, amnd post the nminioum amount that must be posted as
bail for...for such an offense that that money has deducted I
from it the...the fines going into the Crime Victims' Assis-
tance Fund and that money at the same time is...is thereby 1
not going towards local governments. This legislation
would...would provide that the Crime Victims! Assistance ‘
Funds and any fine that...we impose by Statute should be :
add-on, should be in addition to the amount that would be |
going %o 1local governments SO as DOt t0...to deprive our
counties and our municipalities of a necessary source of |
revenue, This legislation is supported by the municipal

league and by coun*y officials and circuit court clerks who
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have come to us and complained that...that as desirable as
crime victims! assistance is that we should not thereby be
depriving our local governments of necessary funds. I'd be
happy to try to answer any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 647 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
oéposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, nome voting
Prasent. Senate Bill 647 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 65!, Senator
Barkhausen, Senate Bill 658, Senator Netsch. Senate Bill
659, Senator Jones, Senate Bill 665, Senator Lechowicz.
Senate Bill 670, Senator Dawson. 671, Dawson. 672, Senator
Holmberg. Senate Bill 680...672, Senator Holmberg. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

Sena*e Bill 672.

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

Senator Holmberge
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

This bill probably should be on the Agreed Bill List, I
think we probably just missed getting it on there. But it
simply changes the wording within the bill to ‘“gender neu-
tral.” And I would recommend its passage, there’s...there’s
no opposition whatsoever.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there discussion? Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:
Mr. President, I jus*t merely wanted you to pass ay bill,

653,
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, it wvas on recall so we won't get...get to it
today. Is there further discussion on 6722 If not, the
gaestion 1is, shall...shall 672 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 672 having received
the coansti*utional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
680, Senator betsch. 683, Senator D'Arco. Read the Dbill,
Kr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 6383,

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

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR DY*ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. The bill requires dentists who
administer general anaesthesia to obtain a permit from the
Department of Begistration and Education. The reason for the
bill is to prohibit licensed dentists from administering this
potent,,.potent anaesthesia without a permit because of the
potential for harm due %o side effects. I don't know any
opposition to the kill and I would ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 683 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 683 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 685, Senator

Maitland. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

Semate Bill 685.

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

Senator Maitlaand.

SENATOR HAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Senate Bill 635
disallows any married adult living in the home of their par-
ents from receiving general assistance. This...this bill
passed out of committee with...as a matter of fact, it was on
the Agresd Bill List as I recall, there was no opposition.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate bill,.,Senator Rock,.

SENATOR ROCK:

My understanding, is the Departament of Public Aid opposed
to this bill, and if so, why so?
PRESIDINé OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitlande
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Rock, as far as we kpow on this side of the
aisle, they made no registered opposition. I wasn't aware of
any opposition,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:
¥ell, then...then...explain to @e vhat...what w2 are
doing, I'm not sure I follow this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Maitland,
SENATOR MAITLAND:
It's my understanding, Senator Rock, that as a part of

legislation we passed last year, we allow for married adults
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living with +their parents to receive GA. That was
not...permitted before that time. There have been a number
of complaints and...and the only...I guess the oanly contact
we've had 1is that this is a...is an area that needed some
raform, it needed some change and that was the purport of the
legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

W¥ell, I...I rise in very strong opposition to this legis-
lation and I tell yocu why., Because today with the high unen-
ployment we have in families, extended families, people hav-
ing to move back into their homes with their parents but the
parent cannot afford to feed and clothe and house and take
care of adults. I think if a person is...is an adult and has
a legitimate reason for...and qualify to be on general assis-
tance, notwithstanding the fact that they may live with their
families, because, believe it or not, general assistance does
not provide enough funds to sustain minimum health, life and
safety. sSo, living with a...a parent or living with another
relative should &not be a criteria for those persons who are
otherwise eligible for general assistance 1is to be denied
general assistance. I think this is absolutely unconscion-
able and we should defeat it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senator, do you mean to tell me that if I've worked
for years and I'm out of a job and I'm forced to go back
to...and live with my parents that I am to be denied any type
of assistance when I have worked, coniributed, paid %o estab~
lish these things? Are you saying that you want to deny me

an opportunity because I have no breadwinmer...I'm no loager
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a breadwinner and I have no way and no means with...with the
situation like i% is today? 1Is that what you're advocating?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mai:rland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, Senator Hall, it...it...the bill does just exactly
as I say. ¥®e happen to believe that it is arn encouragement,
actually is a disincentive when...when that married couple
moves back in with their parents, really a disincentive
to,..to get a job or to seek a job, ard no one is trying
to...you know, this really...you're talking from a...from a
parent point of view and no one is suggesting denying you
anything. But we are talking about the children of that
parent if, in fact, they are married and move back into the
house,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

-e.you're talking about exacktly what I said to you. The
point is this, ite...it's unbelievable today with the high
unemployment we have around this...in this nation, many times
there's no other place for people to go.. So, it's the
WIORg...you're going in +he wrong way, Senator. This is a
very bad bill and I'm surprised that you?!d introduce it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATCR SHITH:

Thank you, Nr. President and +o ther members of the
Senate., I have to look at my colleague over there who is
very affluent, seemningly, because I think he's very
insensitive and as the saying is, you ain't seen nothing yet
baby, and I think that's what you're saying to us now today.
#hen you think in terms of persons who have had...because of

our economic situation today, happen to move back with their
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parsnts, not that young people want to or any of them want to
move back with their parents, and if they happen to move back
with their parents, it isn®t always that the parents are able
to take care of themselves. But they happen fo have a house
where they...four can go there and live. And these people
who have lost their jobs...possibly they were independent on
their own but because of the economic situation of our
society today when you're laying people off right and lef:
and closing down plants and they can get general assistancs
and make...help to stretch their monies by living with their
parents, I don't know how...for what length of tinme. It
doesn't do them any good to make them feel any better because
they have to do i%, but if there's a situation thers and a
vehicle that they can go and stay with their parents for a
short length of time, and you going to deny them something
from the governmen:t and they have paid taxes practically all
of the time on their jobs. Senator Maitland, I don't under-
stand your thinking, if you will just help me out. I think
thate.,
PRESIDING OGFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«.+5enator Mairtland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, thank you so very much, Senator. And I'm very
happy to respond to...to your question. First of all, we'rse
not denying anything to anybody. UWe are simply saying that
if they move in with their parents, they cannot receive gen-
eral assistance, they are going to receive general assistance
anyway. Now, I've been in this Chambzr for seven years, and
I have voted for public aid reform right down the line and I
have voted for the public aid bill right down the lime and
for the increases., So wmy intent 1is mnot to deny any-
thing...anyone aaything, and as a matter of fact, you must
have agreed with me because in committee you voted for the

bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator...Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

If I voted for the bill, God knows, NV¥...it wasn't fronm
the heart. But regardless of what...I made a yreat nmistake,
but I want you to say...I want to say to you, sir, that this
is, excuse the vernacular of the street, but this is a
damnable thing to...t0 take people off of general assistance
because they can get the privilege of staying with their par-
ents for I don't know...for a short length of time and they
need...supposing they had children and they moved with their
parents, you still would deny them a...8...funds? Sir?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR SMITH:

If *heve.if thee..the...the couple of a child or the
woman whoever she is, has a child or have children and moved
in wvith the pareats, you still say, deny them funds?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitlande.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Smith, with all due...due TrespeCt,sselcee¥Cess¥e
look at.,..at the issue_ as a disincentive, very honestly,
ab...an attempt to get gensral assistance and...and move in
with the...with the family and...and really not, perhaps seek
work.  And...and it seems to me a reasonable approach toward
public aid reform to pass legislation like this, The intent
is not to deny anyone who has a right and gualifies for any-
thing. That's not the intent and certainly you know me well
enough to understand that. But we're irying to eliminate the
disincentive and I think this bill doss that.

PRESIDING OGFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith,

SENATOR SMITH:
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If you'll give me this answer, please. If you're not
going to give them any aid how do you expect them to survive?
Do you have a mechanism...are you going to provide some jobs
for thenm? That's what I want +to...how are they going
to...survive? Supposing the parent that +they're moving in
with are on aid...pay I ask a question, how will they do?
Could you answer that for me, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR HAITLAND:

They're going to be already receiving general assistance.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Suith.

SENATOR SHITH:

The parenis going to be receiving general assistance?
All right, how are they going to take what little bit they're
getting and give it to the couple that moves in or the daagh-
ter or the son that moves back with them? How are they going
to have enough to give them? And most...most of these people
are on food stamps, you know you have a system nov that when
a young man or a girl becomes eighteen years of age, if she's
not working...and she receives general assistance, if she
does not go out and look for a job and turn that report in
every month, then she or he is taken off general assistance
and the family where there are five or six children in that
house are denied food stamps, and they have to...go without
stamps for a solid two months. I think you're very
insensitive there, sir. #ould you please tell me, how do you
expect them to survive? Just ask me...answer me that.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator HMaitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
Well, you know, food stamps is...is totally unrelated,

the food stamps is a Federal program and...and they’re going
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to be...the food stamps are going to be in place...it's based
on income.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Smith,
SENATOR SMITH:

Senator Maitland, this is merely A...I was just...citing
a caée in point. #hat I am trying to say is that if you are
going to take these couple or the young person, whoever, that
moves back w#with their pareat, if you're going to %take thenm
off the general assistance, what do you plam to give thenm
iNeeeins.sCesponse? How do you expect them to survive?
There are no jobs. They wouldn't be back with their parents
if they had a job. But there are no jobs. Now, how do you
expect them to survive? You want to encourage killiag,
crime, that's what you want to do? They going to have to
live some kind of way. How do you expect them'to survive?
Would you give me that ansver, please?

PRESIi)ING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Smith, it is my understanding that prior to the
passage of this Act, married adults moving in with their par-
ents could not receive GA anyway and now they cam. Keep in
mind, we're talking about married...marcied children, not the
individual children but married children, who may vwell, in
fact, have a fawmily or may not have a family. Food stamps
are still going to be in place, that's a Federal progran
based on income, and they're still going to get that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith, you're time is running out.

SENATOR SMITH:

411 right, just one more...he's saying that...if I under-

stand you right, you said this is going to be married couples

moving back home with their parents. ¥You going to take then
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off of public assistance...general assistance, is that right?
Is that right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Sepator Maitland.
SENATCR MAITLAND:
If they live in the same home.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

The parents whom “hey are moving in with are barely able
to take care of themselves, and you're talking about the
public aid. How do you expect them to take care of two nmore
people? #hat are you...what do you...what do youa plan to
give them instead?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

¥ell, Senator Smith, I...I guess, becaase of the line of
questioning from Senator Hall, I think this thing is maybe
going in...in the wrong direction. You see, they could very
well, in fact,...you are...you are assuming then that...that
the parents along with the married children are...are desti-
tute, and in fact, ia may cases they are not. One of the
things that precipitated this bill was the fact that people
were getting general assistance, 1living in their parents’
bome, who, gquite frankly, were...had...had plenty of incoms
and that's wrong, it's simply wrong.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, if you bring your remarks to a close, we have
Senator Luft, Lechowicz, Joyce, Kelly, Jones, Lemke and
DelAngelis apd Senator Collins for a second time that
have..,indicated they wish to speak. Senator Samith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, H#r. President, and I merely want to say to
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this august Body, By answWerl...my questions were not
ahsvered; and I wholeheartedly say to this august Body, if
you are really thinking right, you will certainly vote
against this piece of 1legislation because, excuse the
vernacular of Street again, it 1is damnable. It is
insensitive and I only wished that they could 1live in the
areas where we live and sees the conditions that we see every
day and I think that their thinking would be different.
Thank your, sir.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCRE SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft. I'm using the timer aow.
SENATOE LUFT:

I just have a question, Mr. President, if he will yield.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He*ll yield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

It*s my understanding in the...course of the conversation
you have said that this is relatively new, since just last
year it was left out of the Act and this is something that
just happened in this fiscal year, am I correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitlanda
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Yes, sir, Senator Luft.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LOFT:

Could you please tell ae how pany people are taking
advantage of this program at this time and the cost to thae
State of Illinois?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR HAITLAND:

Senator Luft, I can’t tell you the number...the...the
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bill vas suggested to me by...a township supervisor in Hclean
County who had bad a number of...of problems and also had
heard that...from some other supervisors in the,..in the TOI
had had *he same concerns and I don't have an exact number.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

If that's the case, then we're not dealing with State
funds to begin with. We're dealing with township funds that
have a levy on the local property tax for their assistance.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is that a question, Senator?

SENATOR LUFT:
I think it's a statement of accuracy.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz. Are you over...Senator Lufi?
SENATOR LUFT:

Could I first...well, I guess it is a question because
I'd 1like to know what dollars wve're talking about. Are we
talking abou* township funds or State funds?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

«ssSenator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

No, the State reimburses for GA.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Luf<t.

SENATOR LUFT:

Could I make a suggestion? ¥Why doa’t we leave things
alone presently *ill we £find out if there's at leas: one
person taking advantage of the new law and, in fact, what it
is costing us. Then if it seems to be or it is perceived to
be a problem, why don't we see if there couldn't be a differ-
ent category for that individual that has %o move in with his

parents where he would be granted a lower subsidy, if that's
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what you want to call i%, rather than someons living on his
own. I don’t think we should abandon these people. I cone
from an area, as you well know, the Pekin-Peoria area, where
ve have a new poor. That's the...people that have been work-
ing at Caterpillar Tractor making a good income and all of a
sudden they've had it dropped out from under them. These
people come to my office continually, not only are they the
new poor, but they're suffering from a real culture shock,
and for the most part a lot of them are moving back in with
their parents. So, I would suggest that we look at this for
awhile, maybe leave it alone before we do something that we
really harm people with and see if there couldn't be some-
thing worked out either another category along the line or
whatever. For *he most part, right now, I think there is a
desperate situation out there and the people have to be taken
care of, and why don't we just let it alome until we get the
job taken care of properly?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

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

‘Senate. I, too, rise in opposition to this bill. And I

don't know the area that the gentleman...Senator Maitland

. comes from, but in my area, the economic upturn has not

transpired as is reflected in the rest of this couatry. And

- some of the points that were brought out on this Floor by

other members of the Senate really reflect what's going on in
Illinois on a day-to-day basis. And if you sat in your
legislative office in your respective district, I'm sure
you're plagued with...requests by people who have been
dropped through the safety net, per se, that was established
by +*his General Assembly, people that were on unemployment
and because the Fedesral Government could not extend the bene-

fits are now on public aid; people who have applied for
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retraining programs, maybe because of age and educational
characteristics cannot comply. #He're finding a new type of
economic phenomenon in this State where people who are mar-
ried are losing their homes because of the fact of a downtura
in the economy, and the economy has not upturned in this
State to the extent. Different pockets of economic resist-
ance, as was pointed out by Senator Luft, unfortunately do
exist. But in @y area Hall Printing has announced that
they're going to be terminating employment, seven hundred and
fifty jobs lost effective August the lIst; Jefferson Electric
a hundred people effective next month; Schwinm Bicycle seven
hundred people last year, two years ago two <thousand. Now
these peoplel have been working all their lives and they now
are faced with the fact...they may have moved in with...back
with +their parents, as was pointed out by Senator Samith, not
because of they want to do it, they have +*o do it. The
safety net as we know it does not exist and the abuses that
you'lre trying to contemplate and foster on the rest of us are
really an...an item of necessity for many people. And for
this reason, I stand ir opposition to this bill and this con-
cept. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce. Senmator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Just briefly, *cause Senator Lechowicz hit on just about
everything I was goinmg to say. But the fact is that if +his
were to be taken place, you'd find out that if the drain were
open and you were elimipating these individuals, it would be
the good people, the decent family members who would...would
suffer. The abusers always know how to get around it, so
even though the intent of the legislation is %o be against
the abusers of the progran, they'te'not the ones that is
going to suffer; and I think Senator Lechowicz's comments

about the economic climate being so bad right now, this is
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not timely. I would...reiterate the request to have this
bill held, Senator, or possibly consider placing it back in a
committes because I think that's where it belongs.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones. Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I rise in opposition to this bill. This is contrary to
everything that my people stand for. When your child is mar-
ried and gets in trouble and they have to come home, it’s not
an easy thing for them to come back. It's not an easy thing
to 1live with your mother and father again as a man who works
who loses his job. And it's a shame...what this bill does,
it?*s contrary to what all...what we say is family stands
about. When your children are in trouble =no matter if
they’re old or young, you still have some type of moral obli-
gation +to at 1least help them survive, And we have always
taken people ib...until recently, it came out of...a lot of
our people that retired and put money
aside...theys.s.theyes.they..adenied themselves of certain
things %o get savings and then they're going to deny them-
selves again. And I *hink it*s wrong to do this. If there's
a reduced benefit that's one thing, but by just conpletely
eliminating them, you cut into the pocket of probably
ninety-nine percent of the decent people on public assis-
tance. In ny commanity it's a disgrace to get public assis-
tance, but if you get it, it's a temporary thing because
eventually you go out and get a job. So I think this is the
wrong way to go, Senator Haitland. I suggest you take this
bill and...and put it back into where it comes from or study
it and...and wvait and aee and then come up with a benefit
night be reduced but these peopls bhave to get something;
because if they don?t get it, it's going to come out of the
their parents* pockets and their parents are going to deny

themselves something to do it, because they’re going to do it
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anyhow. I think this isn't the way to go. I think this is a
bad bill and it's contrary to everything the family stands
for.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAnga2lis. Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, Hr. President. I just wanted to ask a gues-
tion. Senator, are we talking...when we're talking about
general assistance, are we talking aboﬁt just the General
Assistance Grant, we're not talking about greem stamps nor
food stamps or anything else are ve?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Sena*or Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

No, we are not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

We're just talking about the general assistance money, so
these people can still apply for and get food stamps and
Medicaid and other kinds of assistance. 1Is that right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

-s.«Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

That is correct, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Zito. Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

¥ell, I just wanted to point out that if we're talking
about just general assistance, first of all, these people
still can apply for food stamps, Medicaid and other foras of
assistance. And to answer a question or...that was brought
up quite a fev speakers ago. If wefre talking about general

assistance, this would only apply as far as the State part of
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the...having to pay or save part of this money. In the City
of Chicago and receiving towaships, if you come from a town-
ship that is not consider2d a recsiving township, your tax-
payers are the ones that would be savimng because...they're
not getting any kind of nmoney...State money for genmeral
assistance.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

As a pbint of information to the sponsor, Mr. President
and members, I just received a comamunication from the Illi-
nois Department of Public Aid which is in opposition. I know
the question was asked earlier, Joha, and unfortunately for
your position, the department is in opposition to this legis-
lation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

fes, thank vyou, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. I apologize for rising a second time, but JIe..I
really think this proposal is...is something we had all
better be aware of, and I hope “hat no member of nmy party
will wvote affirmatively on this on=2. We are talking about
people who are receiving general assistance, a hundred amd
forty-four dollars a month subsistence level. And now, under
this legislation, we'Te going <o penalize those people
because they are fortunate enough to be able to move im with
their mother or their father or both. I...this is...this is
not right, we just ought mot do this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Hall, for a second
time.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you. I want to apologize for rising a second time.
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But, Senator, you asked a guestion a while ago and the Sena-
tor said they*ll still be able to receive all this ather
assistance. There's npo other assistance they're going to
get, food stamps and all these things. I quess someone nust
think all +*hey have to do is walk to the cormer. These
people...a bunch of these people are not even getting that.
As the Senate Presideat told you, we're talking about people
who are going to receive a hundred and forty-four dollars a
month and that's i*, So you might sit here and say all...we
can ge* all this other, there is no other for them to
receive.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Maitland
may close.
SENATOE MAITLARD:

Thank you, very much Mr...Mr. President. I want to first
respond t0...to Senator Zito's comment about the position of
the Department of Public Aid. Senator Rock has indicated
that he had heard that they were opposed to it and, in fact,
bhe has delivered to me a position paper. I would, by way of
explanation, suggest to you.,..or suggest to the Body that
this 1letter was dated April 26th which was after the...the
bill came out of the committee and...and they didn't bother
to 1let the sponsor know and I regret that very much. So, if
I misled the Body with respect to their position, I apologize
for that. But let me also suggest to the Body that this is
not an intent to damage or hurt anyone or to deay benefits to
anyone at all., But we address it quite the other way to nake
sure that *here is money available for those who truly need
and deserve it, because there are those who fall through the
cracks, there are those who need the aid, there are those who
need the subsistence and we must take care of them. I'm
committed to that just as much as you are, Senator Saith.

The intent of this bill was not to deny anyone those rights
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but rather to secure...or to assure the fact that wmoney 1is
available for those who truly need it. And I would urge your
support for Senate Bill 685,

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 685 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 22, ths Nays
are 34, none voting Presen%t. Senate Bill 685 having failed
to receive a constitutional majority is declared 1lost.
Senate Bill 690, Senator Macdomald. Senate Bill 693, Senator
Geo-Karis. Read...Senate Bill 6984, Senator Topinka. Senate
Bill 6936, Senator Joyce. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {8R. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 696,

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

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Hr. Presiden*. This...last year we passed the
Health Hazardous Substance Registry and the medical associa-
tion came this year amd wanted a change in it. It's basic-
ally technical, it takes out...the doctor's regard to diag-
nosing cancer. They don't do it, the laboratories do, and
that?s what this legislation does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestiom is,
shall...Senate Bill 6936 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 1, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 696 having received the constitutional

majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 706, Scnator Lemke.
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Read the bill, Mr. Secre:ary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (BR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 706.

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

Senator Lenmke,

SENATOBE LEMKE:

What this bill does, it amends the Election Code to con-
form petition signature requirements for Statewide advisory
propositions to...to requirements for propositions to amend
the Legislative Article of the Constitution. Removes sec-
" tions and double filing requirements. I think it®s a good
bill and 1 ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If nunot, +the question is, shall
Senate Bill 706 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The vo*ing is open., Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 52, the W¥Nays are 1, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 706 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Deamuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yes, on that last bill, you had asked me to vote you in
the affirmative and I pushed your wrong button.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, that's nothing new with you. WHell, let the
record show tha* had Senator Savickas been able to vote his
button he would have voted in the affirmative. Senate Bill
707, Senator Rock. Sena*e Bill 708. Senate Bill 714, Sena-
tor D'ACCO... 15, D'Arco. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 715,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR D'ARCOG:

Senate Bill 715 provides that...paymen: of refunds, ananu-
ities or other benefits are subject to the provisions of the
Nonsupport of Spouse and Children's Act which authorizes the
vithholding of incone. This is a very good idea. Someone
who is not paying child support paym2nts should have his
anruity or his refund garnished im order to make those pay-
ments. And...that's what the bill does and I ask for a
favorable vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is <there discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 715 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the <record. on that
question, the Ayes are 37, the Nays are mome, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 715 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 716.
Bead the bill, HMz. Secre*ary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 716.

(Secretary reads title of bill.

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

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President., Senate Bill 716 amends the

Park District Act %o increase the *ax multiplier from 1.10 in
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1985 to 2.00 in 1955 and thereafter. The present tax levy is
not producing sufficien* contributions %o meet the accruing
cost. And during Fiscal ?84 the employer contribution fell
sone four million eight hundred and forty thousand dollars.
The increment is needed, all the other Chicago systems have
levies in excess of this incremen* and i% is simply providing
a necessary increase in order to meet the employer contribu-
tions responsibilities. And I would ask for a favorable
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCGR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? Senator Netsch.

END OF REEL
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REEL #5

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. Senator D'Arco is correct that the bill has
been approved by the Pension Subcoamittee of Ecoanomic and
Fiscal. It certainly is the responsible thing to do
fiscally. It does increase +he multiplier so +hat the
system...pension system would continue to be fund...or would
be funded at a reasonable level. The only thing that I would
suggest'to everyone, and I guess most particularly to those
6f us who are from Chicago, is that it also underscores just
how expensive pensions are becoming, and I think it helps to
make the point that we should be very cautious about changes
that we make in pension benefits that have an enormous impact
on the system, This is a...a tax increase. It*s a not
insignificant one. It is the responsible thing to do but it
also suggests that we are indeed taking up a great deal of
our future tax revenue with pension benefits.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEAUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco, do you wish o
close? Senator DYArCO.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President., I agree in part with some of
Senator Netsch's comments and I disagre2 in part with some of
her other comments, and I ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Good. The question 1is, shall Senate Bill 716 pass,
Those in favor will vote RAye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? fave all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 39, the Nays are 6, 7 voting

Present. Senate Bill 716 having received the required con-
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stitutional majority is declared passed. The.e«thesoathe
proper vote 1is 39 Yes, 6 No, 7 Present and the bill having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
717, Senator D'Arco. Mr. Secretary, Senate bills 3rd resading
is 717, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 717.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOE D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This requires the treasurer of
the park district to deposit 0.03968 percent of its
receipts...from the Personal Property Tax Replacement Fund in
the State Treasury into the Park Employees Annunity and Bene-
'fit Fund. It puts into the Statute a funding level that the
park district +treasurer has been using for the past several
years, and I would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? 2Aany discussion? If not, the
gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 717 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 49, the Nays are none, # voting Present. Senate Bill 717
having received the required coustitutional majority is
declared passed. fIB, Senator D'Arco. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is 718. #r. Secretary, read the
bill.,..Senator D'Arco, that ¥as on the rtecall 1list
this...this morning and +therefore we...¥e are not call-
ing...we are not calling bills that have beeﬁ recalled.
Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:
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I didn't put it on the recall list. That's what
I?’m,..I'm wonderinga... -

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
eseYOUe..YOU are correct.

SENATOR D*ARCO:
«sshow it got on there.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 718,

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

Senator...Senator Schuneman, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

A point of order, Mr. President. There seems to be sone
confusion about this bill, I didn't ask that it go on the
recall list either, but I did file an amendment for this bill
and I don?t know how it got moved to 3rd without that amend-
ment being considered. S0, that may have played a role in all
of this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well,...Senator, we would not have moved the...the bill
without considering your amendment had the Secretary's Office
had the amendment on...on a timely basis and it had been
filed prior to the appropriate action by this Body. Senator
Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

I think the amendment was filed timely, Mr. President,
but rather than get into a dialogue about that, perhaps we
ought to just move to the bill, we'll debate the issue on 3rd
reading, and I think Senator D'Arco and I canm work out any
problenms.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMNUZIO)

All right, so we are on the Order of 3rd Reading, Senate
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Bill 718. Hr. Secretary, have you read the bill? Senator
D!'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

«sel think we agreed to the amendment. We?ll put it on
in the House and there's...there's really no problem with it.
The bill recodifies the Chicago Park District Article of the
Pension Code and makes various technical and housekeeping
changes and there really is no substantial cost at all in the
bill., I am not going to read the list of changes it nmakes
but mbst of them are technical in nature, and we'll take care
of tha:t problem in the House aad I would ask for a favorable
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right, discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, just so0 we.,..everybody understands what we're
talking about, =his bill effects the Chicago Park Employees
Pension System and unless we put the State npandate's exenmp-
tion on, the State will be required to pay whatever cost
there is in bere. Senator D'Arco agreed in committee to put
on the mandate's eoxemption. I simply want to raise the issue
that it disn't on there now, and as I understand him, he's
agreed to put it on in the House and that satisfies ne.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Further discussion? The
question is, then, shall Senate Bill 718 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 48, the Nays are 4, 5 voting Present. Senate
Bill 718 having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passed. 733, Senator Carroll. Senate bills 3rd
reading, Mr, Secretary, is Senate Bill 733, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)
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Senate Bill 733, ~
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 733 is the result of discussions between
our State Comptroller and the various agencies of State
Government concerning the certain ambiguities in the State
Finance Act, and basically all %this does is make some techni-
cal changes in the definitions of the line items of appropri-
ations so that there can be a better tracking and a wmore
useful usaée of the specific line items that we appropriate
money for. Thers had been certain discussions as to whether
rep#irs of real property fell in certain line items or not
and it was felt that this would clarify the Finance Ac: +to
eliminate those ambiguities. I would answer questions and
ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? 1If noz, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 733 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes ar2 56, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 733 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
736, Senator Kustra, 738, Senator Degnan. 739, 741, Sena-
tor Vadalabene. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 741, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 741.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 741 amends the Illinois Municipal Code and it
reduces from two percent to 1.6 percent the percentage
retained by the State Treasurer to recover the Department of
Bevenue's administrative cost and various local sales tax
which are authorized. On June 28th, 1384, we adopted Senate
Resolution No, 546 whicg required that the Auditor General do
a special review of costs of administrating the municipal
retail occupation and use taxes. #is findings were which
noted that the amounts retained by the State from the collec-
tion of municipal retail and occupational use taxes exceeded
the cost of administering and enforcing the taxes by the
department. This is the findings from the Office of the
Auditor General in Springfield. This 1legislation is not
intended...to seek additional money from the State. It is
intended to ask the State to only charge local governmsnt a
percentage based on the cost as indicated by the Auditor Gen-
eral. This legislation is not without precedent. He previ-
ously passed legislation a few years ago reducing the collec-
tion charge from four percent to two percent, and I want to
compliment the Department of Revenue for maintaining their
efficiency of administrating and reducing their costs of
collection. This not only helps local government but is a
compliment to Director Johnson, and I ask for a favorable
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Any discussion? Senator Topimka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, will the sponsor yield, please?
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Topinka.
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SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yeah, how does your bill impact on the bill that Senator
Kustra and I had last year which allocated and got together a
whole system for the allocation of sales tax monies in
municipalities so that they wouldn't go to the wrong ones and
then +they couldn?'i collect them back and they*d get involved
ip all these tremendous lawsuits?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

It really doesn't impact. All it does is that it gives
mone2y back to the counties that the...the State takes for
administration of which the...the State doesn®t need.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, according to our staff aralysis, it says it will
indeed impact on the Department of Revenue’s administration
of local sales tax collections, and I...I really would 1like
an answer to that because it took us an awful long time to
get that problem worked out and I'd hate to have the problenm
either start up again or...or not be resolved in some way,
because it does cause an awful lot of impact, especially in
oar suburban areas, on where these sales taxes wind up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZID)

Senator Vadalabene. Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOE VADALABENE:

The Auditor General took in coasideration the impact of
your bill last year and s+till concluded, under his findiags
which I have here, that the State is taking too much roney
from the municipalities to admipister this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:
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Yes, I...withdraw my gquestion ‘*cause our staff person
says that there is a different interpretation of what we have
here and you're okay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right. PFurther discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I think that it would be appropriate to...to indi-
cate for the record some of the response...sone of the testi-
mony that Director Johnson gave when he appeared to testify
before the Senate Revenue Coamittee and...so that we have on
record some of the concerns that he...he...he raised. Spe-
cifically, when the staff of the Auditor General interpreted
thee...the resolution, they decided that the...the intent of
the resolution was to include only those coéts that wer=e
incurred by the Department of Revenue; therefore, there are
other costs that are incurred by other branches or other
departments and those costs are not reflecteds..at all...or
were noz taken in consideration in +the Auditor Generalfs
reports, Specifically, there are costs that are incurred by
the Comptroller, by the Treasurer's Office, by Central Man-
agemen: Services, by the Attorney General's Office and by the
various courts. And none of the costs incurred DY¥...by any
of those are taken into consideration. In addition to that,
the Department of Revenue incurs some costs, specifically in
collecting the RTA sales tax and the {letro-Bast sales taxX.
There are costs incurred for those collections but there is
no consideration given for those costs at all. So,
thatsesIessI think there is..,.a very real gquestion whether or
not +the...the figures <that are befors us that we received
from the Auditor General really, in fact, do represent
the...an accurate estimate oOr...let nme put it this wvay, a
complete estimate of the costs of collecting these taxes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would, at the same tine,
reaffirm what Senator Etheredge has said and still say that I
think the bill is worthy of support at the moment. I would
point out one additional thing that the amount of gap, if you
will; that is, :the amount of money +that the Department of
Bevenue has «collected from the two perceant over and above
what'it has paid out in costs has been declining over the
last several years by about five hundred thousand a year, so
it may well turm out apart from the expenses of other offices
that the two percent would not remain excess for a 1long
period of time, but I think a case can be made that it is
somawhat excess, at least, at the moment; and I =hink one
justification for this that is not a pure accounting mecha-
nism is that those who are the recipients of sales taXe..for
the nost part the cities and counties have also beenm on a
decline in terms of their participaiom in, for example, the
Corporate Personal Property Replacem2nt Tax Fund. Now, this
is npot a perfect trade-off, I agree, but because of
that...because of the fact that the cities particularly have
lost some additional sums when the,..when the excess went off
of the income tax last yéar, that reduced their taks from the
prior year. I think there are some justification as long as
it is accountingly defensible for this to...to decrease at
the present moment, but it should be kept a close eye upon
and it may have to be increased again in the future.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator vadalabene may
close.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, just in response to Senator Etheredqge's remark, it

is true that the Director Johnson did make those remarks.

However, after those remarks of Director Johnson, and I don't



Page 172 - HAY 15, 1385

think he appeared oa this bill particularly, the Auditor Gen-
eral did come out with +those findings atfter Director
Johnson's remarks, and I would appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENUZIO)

Question is, shall Semate Bill 741 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
opan. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 741 having received the required consiitutional
majority is declared passed. 743, Senator Vadalabene. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 743, Mr.
Secretary, read the bill,

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 743,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, Senate Bill 743 had two amendments. Amendment No., 1
to Senate Bill 743 is really the bill. <The proposal affords
temporary tax reduction help to the three smallest horse race
tracks; Fairmont in Collinsville, Quad-city Downs im East
Holine and Balmoral Park in Crete. The four large Chicago
area tracks agreed that the downstate tracks have been hit
hardest by thes economy and they are supportive of the...of
the small tracks; and Floor Amendment No. 2 to Semate Bill
743 provides that after a three year, there will be a sunset
provisiom to <this bill, and I would appreciate a favorable
vota.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATGR DEHUZIO)
All right, discussion? Senator Darrow.

SENATOE DARRO#:
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Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies dnd Gentlemen of the
Senate, one of the race tracks involved in this legislation
is the Quad-city Downs. The Downs originally was con-
structed...however, in 1979, it went into bankruptcy. The
current owners purchased it and began to make a profit. To
give you some idea, in 1982, the profit was six hundred and
eight thousand dollars; however, the recession has hit mny
area. International Harvester 1is closed, Case is closed,
Caterpillar, John De=sre has slowed down. The revenue dropped
from six hundred and eight thousand to two hundred and
eighty-six thousand in 1983, and last year it dropped to a
hundred and forty-eight thousand. It's anticipated that if
this coatinues next year, they'll be operating at a loss. At
the same time, although they had a profit of a hundred and
forty-eight thousand, they paid three amillion dollars in
tax2s to the -State of Illinois, What?'s,..in addition o
this, whatts happening is in the State of Iowva they have just
started a lottery, also dog racing, and this has cut into
some of the revenus. If this «coantinues what!s going to
happen is they're going to have close the (Quad-city Downs,
and a* the present time, there's eleven hundred people work-
ing there, so without this legislation we?ll see nothing but
another layoff of eleven hundred people in my district and I
don't think we can afford that. So actually what you're
sezing is some form of relief for these race tracks and yet
it's good for the economy, good for the State and good for
employment in my area. I'd solicit an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden®t and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I, too, rise in strong support of Semate Bill 743 as
amended. This is an economic shot in the arm for these three

facilities and something that we need, frankly, to encouarage



Page 174 - MAY 15, 1385

and upgrade horse racing in Illinois. This is a major indus-
try and ve...we are the beneficiaries of about eighty-five
million dollars annual in parimutuel tfax, and it just seeans
to me we can afford this kind of tax bresak to make sure those
plants keep operating. I urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEWUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. As the hyphenated sponsor of
this bill, I would urge support also for it. I think most of
the arguments have been well presented.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Sepator Blooa.
SENATOR BLOOMN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I, too, would support this
because there is a body of thought that when you cut the
taxes a little bit that you actually increase the econonic
activity in that aresa, and I would point out to the sponsors
of this legislation that on those occasions when %hey don't
have racing dates, that I hope to give them the opportunity
to race dogs. Thank you, very much.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I will be very brief. I just want to tell you, this
is a bill that's so vitally need for a shot in the arm for
not only the other two tracks but for our track that's ia
Senator Vadalabens’s area, and I'd ask your most favorable
support for this bill, 743.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All righ%t, further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Nr. President. Will the sponsor yield to a
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quastion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

How much of a shot in the arm are we talking about?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Well, 1if the take goes over four hundred thoasand a day,
then the...then the State tax will continue as it is now.
It's up to four hundred thousand a day for the small tracks
where they'll get the tax break, and...and I believe the
figure is...we're talking about 2.6 million dollars.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicaz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

So, we're talking about 2.6 million dollars for three
tracks? How many tracks are included then?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Three tracks.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

And this money presently as it is raised goes into tha
Agriculture Premium Fund or is that the Horse Track Fund?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

That's one of thea. It's gets split up in several mil-
lion pots...or several different pots and that's one of them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.
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SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I'm trying to recall, did we provide this type of tax
relief for any...any other State supported revenue...raiser?
Is this 2.6 million dollars for three tracks?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepnator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

The...the monies, of course, is split up. First,...let
me answer the guestion first, the money is split up between
the horsemen and the owners and the tracks. Again, wheam the
take reaches four hundred thousaad dollars, then the State
becomes activa and the taxes are ‘not reduced. This is a shot
in the arm for these three tracks, and the...the economy and
the revenue and the employment for these three tracks far
exc2ed the 2.6 million dollars, and I don't think you should
be that concerned, Senator Lechowicz.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMDZIO)

All right, further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall Semate Bill 743 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 51,
the WNays are 3, none voting Present. Senate Bill 743 having
received the required constitutional wmajority is declared
passed. 744, Senator Jones. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 744, Mr. Secretary, read the bill,
please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {R. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 744,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:
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Yes, thank you, ¥r. President and mesmbers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 744 creates the commission on the...on the
Chicago Board of...of Education appointments. The purpose of
this bill is to set up a commission for the purpose of nom-
inating members to the Chicago Board of Education. The bill
establishes a nominating commission to nonminate members to
the Chicago Board of Education. It changes the term from five
years to three years of a staggered basis. The commission
will be...members will be appointed by the mayor and these
people will be selected from twenty-five coummunity organiza-
tions throughout the city and they will serve at the pleasare
of the mayor. The mayor would be required <o select the
board members from three names that are presented to him. He
must, and I repeat, he must select one of those board members
that is presented +o him. The commission will make recoa-
mendations far as the board members are concerned, they will
annually review those members who are sitting on the board
and issue a report to the citizemns of the City of Chicago.
This bill is a...is designed to...Hr. President, I can't even
hear myself.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENYUZIO)

All right, ladies and gentlemen, if we can have some
order, please. Senator Jomes is having difficulty hearing
himself. Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

This bill is a bill that came...came to me from various
community organizations who tried to deal with the problem as
it related to the Chicago Board of Education. There have
been many, many proposals and this seemed to be a compromise
between the two. The members...they are appointed and se-
lected by the mayor will...will serve for a term of three
years only. They will not be compensated as sucha. The new
board amnd its staff will receive funds directly from the

superintendent., No fuads for +the board...the...the newly
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board will come from any services that deals with education;
and with that, Mr...Mr. President, I...I'1l answer any ques-
tions any member has regarding this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEBUZIO)

All righ%, any discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

A gquestion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Joycoe.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

¥ell, first, could you tell me what...what particular
commpunity organizations came to you with this program?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Various community organizations throughout the City of
Chicago, from all sections of the city came together, held
hearings and came up with this proposal for a commission to
select members, so from throughout the City of Chicago.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)}

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Could you tell me the names of those various community
organizations throughout the City of Chicago that came to you
with this proposal?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JOMES:

I don't have all the names with me at this point. I know
the Chicago Urban League was involved...groups from the
southwest.,.northwest  side, the southwest side, members of
the.,.Latino organizations and members of the black community
organizations, so there were several.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
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Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREHMIAH JOYCE:

Could you tell me the names of the community organiza-
tions from the southwest side that came *o you with this pro-
posal?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

I don?'t have the names with me. They are in my file up
in my office, but I can easily get the names for you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, would you take this out of the record until you
could send someone to get the file and provide me with those
names?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

I don*t think there®s a need to take it out of the record
for me to get the file to...t0...for me to show you the
names. I'me...I'm gquite sure that if you believe what I have
to say, you know I would not present anything in a manner
with which...it did not represent what I say they repre-
sented. Now, I do have the information in ny file .in ny
office as to the organizations., This bill was held...held a
hearing before ihe Local Government Committee. Your seatnate
was there. His record and file so indicate all those persoms
who presented testimony before that conmmittee and you ask
your seatmate, he'll give you the names of thenm.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Well, 1I'm asking you. My seatmaie is not sponsoring the
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bill, but I haven't believed a word you said on this Floor
since you carried Janre Byrne’s water down here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

#ell, you know, <+<he Senator from the 13th Ward always
makes snide remarks and his candidate lost to my good friend
Mayor Harold ¥ashington, and I...I never served in the Senate
with you, so if you want to speak to the merit of the bill,
Senator, but you want to discuss other things, we can deal
¥ith that here but you waat to play games, ¥we can go outside
and do that too.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOICE:

dell, if you are...if you are suggesting that you'd like
to go outside and in...in response to that, I would welcome
that, and I...I've been telling you that out of this Chamber
for a number of years, Senator Jones, and I've given you the
opportunity a pumber of times. You have a lot of mouth but
when it comes beyond that you...you don't want to...want to
do anything further tham that, but I'm asking you, if you
have names of community organmizations in the district that I
cepresent that support this legislation and that is your
representation to us, I want to kmow the names of those orga-
nizations.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

As I indicated to you, Senator Jeremiah Joyce, that those
names appeared...persons appeared before the Local Government
Committee, they came up with the proposal for this commission
and if you so desire those names, I will furnish those names

after vwe complete discussion on this bill. The names are in
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my file. They're in the file of your seatmate
who...who...who sat there as the chairman of the Local
Government Comnmittee, they presented the testimony
and...tventy-five community and civic organizatioans through-
out the City of Chicago. I do not have the complete list of
names with me,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, #Mr. President. I, too, don'%t have ay file
with me, Sepator Jones. And I don't recall...what, if any,
conmunities from the...community organizations from the
southwest sids attended the meeting. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Hr. President. If the sponsor will yield.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Eock.

SENATOR ROCK:

I'ma..I'n curious, Senator Jones, what is the position of
the HMayor of Chicago on this legislation?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jones,

SENATOR JONES:

I have not spoke directly with the mayor as it relates to
this legislation. It is my belief from thoss persons who
have...put this...commission +ogether that the mayor is in
support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:
W#ell, I...I, obviously, have not spoken with &the mayor

either and I was just...frankly, just curious, but I...I
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vould just point out to the membership that we are 1literally
creating, in my judgment, and I stand in opposition to Senate
Bill 744, ve are literally creating a statutory monster. ¥e
have...we are setting up a tventy-five person commission who
will be funded with appropriate staff out of the already
besieged and overloaded budget of the Chicago Board of Edu-
cation to the tune of we don't know how much; and further, it
affords this commission the unprecedented opportunity to pub-
lish an annual report of its work, including without limita-
tion, performance evaluations of all board members. My only
reaction to that 1is, holy smoke. Okay. I...this...this
is...if it was.au amendment to anything but the School Code
it probably would be preemptive because this tells the Chief
Executive of the City of Chicagoe just exactly who he can
appoint and who he may not appoint and he has to appoint
somebody picked from...by this conmmission,. I don*t think
it*s such a hot idea. I thiﬂk if the Mayor of Chicago wants
to set up a...an advisory committee as did previous mayors of
Chicago, including Mayor Daley, that®s their prerogative but
we ought not be mandating what he can or can't do.

PRESIDING QFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Berman. Pardon
ne, Semator Berman, I was...couldn't see the glare for all
the flashing ligh*s in front of me., Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERHAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. A question of the sponsor.
Sepator Jones, is there a position taken on this legislation
by the Chicago Board of Education?

PRESIDING OFPFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jones.,

SENATOR JONES:

The...Chicago Board of Education or are you talking about

the superintendent or are you talking about the board itself?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

It's my understanding legislative policy is set by the
board. Has the board %*aken a position on this bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIOD)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Tha board has not spoken to me in favor nor have Ehey
spoken to me in opposition to the legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

411 right, let me address the bill for a moment. Couple
of years ago, I introduced a bill that would have given nenm-
bers of the Chicago board their own staff and that's part of
this bill as I understand it. The board members came to ne
and indicated tha* i* was not their desire to take funds from
their already...existing operating budgets or the admimistra-
tive budgets to add for their staff, and I Tabled that bill.
I've not been communicated with as far as a chamgs in their
position, so as far as I know, no members of the Chicago
board want an increased bureacratic staff even for their own
purposes. I think the point that Senator Rock made regarding
this coomission also poses the problem that many of us have
had in debating the operations of the Chicago board. Right
now, the board is appointed by the Mayor of the City of
Chicago. They are not elected; therefore, the responsibility
to some extent of the operations of the board lie with the
responsibility...the responsibility lies with the appointing
authority; namely, the Mayor of +the City of Chicago.
The...the appointment of this commission...or the creation of
this commission further insulates an elected official from
the responsibilites of the people that he appoints, ard I

don't think that®s necessarily in the right position. If the
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mayor wants advice, he's got the power to do it. Mayor Daley
did it that way, when he didn't want to follow the commis-
sion, he didn't; and legislation was introduced time and time
again in this Body to force Mayor Daley to follow the nom-
inating commission, whatever their name was at that time, and
that legislation was defeated. I don*t think we ought to
hamstring Mayor Washington anymore than we were...than wse
chose not to hams*ring Mayor Daley and, therefore, I stand in
opposition to the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Hr. President. I'm one of those members who
voted in conmittee to allow this bill to com2 out with the
anderstanding, at least on my part, that an amendment would
be offered on this Floor which would take out this issue con-
cerning appropriate staff, 'cause I can foresee that this can
become a bureaucratic maze of numbers of people added on, and
we know how things can get abused in this area, and I really
would a make request which was made earlier that possibly we
could have this bill held, take it back to 2nd reading and
put an amendment on which would make this a voluntary type of
organization, and I think that's the only way that I would
support it, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Yes, Senator Jones, with all due respect, when you
appeared in front of the Local Government Committee, I was
also present, I had one of my bills there, and you had a
large group of people present with you when you were testi-
fying, and I didn®t recognize anybody from the northwest side
either Ly name or by...any type of identification. Do you

have any independent recollection or can you give me any
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nanes of organizations or groups from my district, my part of
the city, that were represented in your group?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, Senator Dudycz, as...as a nember of that...of that
connittee, let me read off to you the names of the...names
and organizations that was there; Southuwest Association of
Neighborhoods, South Shore Council of Churches, the South
Shore Commission, People's Movement for Voters! Registrationm,
Operation PUSH, O'Keefe School, Network for Youth Services,
Near South Political Action Committee, Nexican-American Legal
Defense for Education, League...League of Women Voters
of...of Chicago, the La*ino 1Institute, Yvonne Jefferies,
Martin...Temple, Hartha Jethrow, Attorney Robert Hart,
Hispanic Political Round Table, Hispanic-American Labor Coun-
cil, Tee Galley, Design for Change, Copper Hemorial...adE
Church, Concerned Citizens of Little Village, Citizens?
Schools Coanpittee, Chicago...United, Bradwell* School and
Black Women's Network. Let me say this to you, Senator, as a
wember of that committee, and you sat there and you
asked...you asked those same identical questions and so
forth, and at that time, those persons who were representa-
tives of the community indicated who was there; amd in
response not only to that gquestion but to my 1learned col-
league, Senator Phil Rock, if he would read the bill himself
as it relates to the board members that would be...would be
appointed, those board members? Ffunds w¥ill only come out
the...out of the money that is run by the office of the
superintendent. There is no additional funds whatsoever.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right, Senator Dudycz.

SENATCR DUDYCZ:

#ell, I must correct you in two errors you made, Senator.
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Rumber ome, I am not a member of the committes., Number two,
I didn't recognize anybody from the northwest side in ay dis-
trict, so I must correct you there. Nobody was represented.
No specific organization from my part of the city was repre-
sented among your coalition., Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce for a second
time,

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

For the record, also, there is no organization mentioned
on that list that Senator Jones has just recited that repre-
sents anyone in my distric:.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jones may close.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank you, Mr...fdr. President and members of the Senate.
This legislation, as I indicated, is da...is a piece of legis-
lation that came to me from the group...the various groups
throughout the City of Chicago to try to resolve the problenm
as it relates to the Chicago Board of Education. I don't
think that the Chicago board should be, as Senator Berman
pointed out, have their recommendations as to how we are to
select *he board members. So, I'm not concerned with what
the Chicago board thinks. He are +he ones whG...who will
provide the necessary legislation to determine how board mem-
bers shall be appointed. My good friend, Senator Kelly, is
absolutely right because there was supposed to be an amend-
ment and I...I have forgotten all abou% <that partic-
slar...amendment as it relates to the commission, but that's
the differeace between the commission and the board menbers
that would be appointed by the mayor. Also incorporated
within this legislation would be the raquirement that if the

board members...if the board members are not acted on by the

city council within sixty days,then their appointment would
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be deewmed appropriate and they will automatically becoue
official members of that board rather than wait until two and
three years for meabers...for the city council to act oa the
mayor's appointments. We have for a anamber of years argued
back and forth as to what we should do regarding the Chicago
School Board. This is an excellent opportunity for us to
have that valuable input, but for Senator XKelly, I will hold
the bill and.e..and take it back to amend out that one
section, and that one section deals with appropriate staff
where we talked about in committee and that was only for
about eighteen thousand dollars for a secretary for the
commission. Bu%, again, it does not creats the bureaucracy
aS...a5 Senator Phil Rock pointed out. What it does is forces
the HMayor of the City of Chicago to accept one of...three
persons that is presesnted to him to be a mnember of the
Chicago Board of Education.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEAUZIO)

eseSenator...Senator Joanes.
SENATOR JONES:

S50, Mr. President, kindly take this out of the rescord,
*canse I intend to move it back to...put that amendment on to
take out that eighteen thousand dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Sponsor requests leave to take it out of the record.
Take it out of the record. Spent half an hour. Senate Bill
745, Senator Jones. Page 31, Senate Bill 748, Senator
Domahue, 749, Senator Kustira. Senator Kustra om the Floor?
753, Senator Rock. On page 31, Senate bills 3rd reading is
Senate Bill 753, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: {HR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 753.

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
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Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank youn, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As was said in committee, here we go againe. Senate |
Bill 753 is a new Act and it creates the Nuclear Materials [
Transportation Act of 1985. You'll recall that this Senate
last year passed virtually umanimously the identical piece of
legislation; and the reason we did, I believe, is that we

were persuaded, at least an overwhelming majority of us were

|
|
|
|
persuaded, that it is +fruly in the public interest, it is {
truly as a matter of public policy that we ought to be in a 1
position to assure the people of Illinois, particularly in |
northvestern Illinois, that when these shipments of nuclear
vaste are coming to Morris, Illinois that they can be shipped
with safety, Now we are subject to, by latest count, about
four hundred tons of spent nuclear fuel to be transversing

our State, and I know there's some anxiety because I’ve had

the opportunity to speak with the Mayor of Aurora...or the ‘
former MHayor of Aurora, and these shipments wvill continue
probably for the next five or six years; amd all we are ask-
ing is that some State agency assume the responsibility to \
nake sure that it can be transported safely and that along

the route, whether it's down from Minnesota or across from

Nebraska or coming across from New York, that somewhere along

the line everybody is aware of what in the world to do in the

|
|
l
|
|
|
event that there is an emergency or a disaster. At the !
present +ime, we simply do no: have that assurance. We have

heard at great length from the folks at GE and from the rail~- ‘
roads and the shippers and the carriers saying everything is
hunkey-dory; well, that's fine, and I cerzainly believe *henm
and I atiribute £o them no sinister motivation, but the fact
of the matter is, we have in Illinois the only commercial

facility for storing this stuff and it is highly radioactive

nuclear waste, and we ought to be in a position as a matter
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of public policy to say we recognize GE's contractual agree-
ment bu* at the same time we are charged with the responsi-
bility of providing for the public safeiy of the people of
Illinois. I urge an Aye‘vote on Senate Bill 753.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

#ould the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

I recognize <this as an old and familiar bill., Isn?t it
true...that there have been a number of shipments since +his
was presented a year ago?

PkESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rocke.

SENATOR ROCK:

That is correct. I am informed that there have been nine
shipments already. Mr. Camille testified in the committee
that there have beer nine shipments already coming through,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

One thing you did no* do is spell out the procedures now
for shipment of this material. I wonder if some of our
colleagues think that maybe we just throw these rods on an
0ld flatbed car or something énd, you know, along with the
potatoes and the cattle and +the other things that we're
sending down the track and...wonld you tell us a 1little bit
about how that process works? I was kind of intrigued by
that myself, the...the presentation that was made in that
area.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.
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SENATOR ROCK:

Well, as I understand it, there's a special cask into
which the nuclear waste is placed and the special cask 4is
placed on a special train and the train is only supposed to
go so many miles an hour and they can only ship a very small
amount and,..and there are...the railroad, the shipper, the
carrier indicates that they are taking every precaution that
they feel is necessary, and I don*t deny that. ¥hat I'm sug-
gesting, however, 1is that perhaps the folks in Monmouth and
Galesburg and Kewanee and Princeton and Hendota and Aurora
and #dorris, Illinois ought %o be assured that their own
communities and their own law enforcement people are aware of
what in the world %*o .do in the event that there is a disas-
ter, and the fact is, at the moment, that assurance is not
there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

#ell, I think...yon did a very commendable job of point-
ing out some of the safety precautions :that are being met at
the present time. These shipments are met at our border.
They are accompanied across the State of Illinois to their
final destination. They are carried in a special <cask that
¥ill withstand mos* any type of collision that *hey might be
involved in. a1l of those things are being done now, and I
think what it boils down to, Senator Rock, is the Ffact that
We really haven't seen any need for the type of legislation
*hat you're proposing; and the one thing that kind o0f...kind
of concerns me is the fact that I do not look upon this as a
transportation act, I kind of look wupon it as a
nontransportation act, and I think we're going to have to
recognize that as we address this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.
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SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Thank you. Hould the question yield...will the...will
the...will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR HAITLAND:

Senator Rock, I wonder if you could describe for the Body
#hat other regulations that the transporters now go through
prior to starting a shipment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

#ell, I...I understand there is a permitting process of
sorts with the Nuclear Regulatory Agency, if that's what
you're referring *o. I truly don't know...what they are cur-
rently subjected to. I understand that there are two or
three Federal agencies that attempt to...to exercise some
degree of control and...and, frankly, Senator Maitland, all I
am suggesting is that we...We ought o have them seek and
obtain a permit from the commerce commission for that first
shipnent,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Senator Rock, IT...I believe that the NRC and the FPed-
eral...Federal Department of Transportation, im...in fact,
are the ones that grant the authority for the transportation
0fs,,0f...0f the nuaclear waste and then, in fact, it is
administered locally or in the State by the...by the Illinois
Department of Transportation and the Nuclear Safety Depart-
ment, and...and so that is...that is already in place, regu-
lations that permits the transportation. 1It...it seems to me
thate..that this is just another level of...of bureaucracy

that absolutely is unpecessary. It delays the shipment...it
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could possibly delay <the shipment. It..ait brings a
motion...it brings into a motion what is already very safe
transportation as alluded to by...by Senator Rigney. There
has never been a..,an accident. There...there will be no
problem with the...with the..,.with the cask rupturing and
I...I think of...svery day how...how fuel +trucks traverse
the...the...the highways of this State up and down and...and
have blown up ande...and people have been Xxilled by this
and...and it's going to happen and continue to happen and
this transportation is completely safe and I think
welre...we're putting fear into the hearts of people that
just absolutely isn®t necessary. I think the safety precau-
tions are there and...and this legislation is an attempt,
really, to bring fear to people rather than +O...than
to...than to help people.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Well, the...the previous
two speakers have...have talked about not seeing any need for
this. The law of averages says that someday there's going to
be an accident. They...they*ve...they've had these trailers
come unhooked from trucks...thirty feet...if one of these
cask falls thirty feet and into an impermeable object it can
rupture. We're talking about probably the most dangerous
substance that's hauled down our highvays. One accident from
one of these casks...if one of these ruptures, could prob-
ably...you know, no one knows, no one knows the damage
that...that could be done. So, I think that, you KkNDOWe...the
shipments, when they’re permitted...say they're coming from
Nebraska, say there's ten of them or fifteen of them, they
don't have to get a permii every time, just one time for
each...each bunch that are going through in each movenment

and.as.so I don't think we're asking too much when you think
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about the danger that...that we are placing on the highways
running through our towns and villages ande..and
countrysides, it is...it's npot too nuch to ask. Senator
Haitland says...added bureaucracy. #esll, for something this
dangerous, I think a littled added caufion iS...is wise and I
think we would be very well...to...which we would be doing
very well to pass this piece of legislation. It is just
something that I think is...is imperative that we do.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he'll yield.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator, do I understand...and
forgive me, this probably was said before but I just want to
reiterate, this is a one time only permit?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

It...yes, it requires and...and we talked about that last
year, because at...at that point, I had had the bill read
that it was a permit required for each and every shipment.
This...would require only for the first shipment of a move-
ment, so if we're getting two hundred toms £from Nebraska
Public Power, once that first permit is granted, it...it can
be renewed anaually.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

I...I guess my question then is, if we're really con-

cerned about safety and we're really concerned about some-

thing happening to those shipments, #hy...why just the £first

O
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time? I mean, it seems to me that there's just as much
chance for accidents on down the road. Why...why just the
first time?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

#ell,...you’re,..you're agreeing with my bill before I
had to amend it to accommodate those desires and I agree with
you. Why not every time? The accommodation that I did make
was say, we'll do it for the first movement of a given ship-
ment and the presumption is, before you get that permit, the
ICC will have made a determination that, yes, indeed, the
:oédbed is safe, the train and its procedures are correct aad
that the local authorities along the way do, in fact, have
some knowledge about what to do in the event of a disaster
and that can be annually or.,.Or as...as often as the conm-
merce coamission wants. t Calew.th2yeeothat’s the continu-
ing inspection process that the commerce commission, I hope,
¥ould indulge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATORBR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President. Just... just a comment.
It.,,it seeas to me that Senator Maitland made all the appro-
priate points. We have other agencies of government that
does this now and all we're doing is adding to a bureaucracy.
The word nuclear, of course, is a word that immediately
evokes all kinds of dangerous resposses and we jump to vote
Yes opn bills 1like this, but the fact is that Senator Joyce
talks about the law of averages and tells us it's going to
happen anyway,...somewhere on down the line, the question is,
why a bill with simply one check at the beginning? 1I'm not
so sure I see a treason for any check right now by the ICC

given the other precautions that have apparently been taken
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anyway. 1It’'s a bad piece of legislation. I recommend a VNo
vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there farther discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...I apologize for rising the
second time, but I...I Teally have a..s.a serious prob-
lede..with this legislation. I...first of all, I can't for
the 1life of me how this 1is going to improve the safety.
Senator Rock,...a question of the sponsor. I...what bothers
me about this is that this is really an area that the ICC
does not get involved with anyway. IDOT and +the nuclear
safety people, this 1is their area of expertise. These are
the people who are dealing with the real issue, the bhands-on
activity; and...and if,..if your imtent is to improve upomn
safety, if that's the goal and objeciive, them why not
reguire, if it's needed, something more of the people who
have the expertise in this area? W#hy deal with the commerce
conmission who, God only knows, has too much *o do?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

#ell, I, frarkly, have a little more confidence in the
commerce conmission. And the fact is, that
there..,there...there is wide-spread testimony, particularly
from our friemds in Wisconsin and no lesser a personaga than
the Governor, that suggest very strongly that the Nuclear
Begulatory Commission and the Federal Department of Trans-
portation have...have, yes, establisheds..some kind of
generic guidelines, but the fact is, they are no:t specific
enough; and our...you know, it’s just a question of do we, in
fact, want to be...want to haéé some prior coasultation
rights and so that when a truck goes through, our 1Illinois

Department of Transportation can say to some bureaucrat out
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in Washington, holy smoke, hold it, 294 is under coanstruction
for twenty-three miles and...and you can't go down that road,
or why do you...why do you go down 55 or 57 in a...in a
densely populated area with that kind of stuff? There are
other ways to go. I just think our State has to be involved.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

If there's no...Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, I...I would just Suggest that the State is now
involved and we are handling it in a very...in a very proper
vay and...and the legislation should be defeated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of <the
Senate. You can't have too much safety dealing with things
like this, I have a situation in my own district Dback hone
where they...that regulatory agency has put some hazardous
material, they bring it in during the night, no one knows its
there and then when you ask a question about it, there was a
fire and when they went there they found out that these drums
and things were placed there, you can':t overdo safety and
that's what that means, safety first. This is something that
could wipe you away. This is one of...after all,
yoa're.,..you’re dealing with something that could be hazard-
ous and endanger and wipe a whole city out and thousands of
people. You can't overdo this. This is a good bill and it
ought to be passed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Rock may

close.
SENATOR ROCK:
Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. Let me just suggest that this 1legislation, Senate




Page 197 - MAY 15, 1985

Bill 753, is in no respect nor should it become a partisan
issue. I attribute nothing but the highest regard to the
owner, the shipper, :he carrier and the receiver of this
stuff; but the fact? is, this stuff is being +transported
through our State, and we requlate all kinds of things and
when you get...when you're...when youtre on..,.on alert that
more than four hundred tons of this stuff is coming into our
State, we ought to have somebody 1looking to protect the
public safety, and I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 753 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? You wani
to vote me Aye. Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquaestion, the Ayes are 35, the Nays are 21, noame
voting Present. Senate Bill 753 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senats Bill 754,
Senator Kelly. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 754,

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

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, HMr. President and members of the Senate. The
purpose of Senmate Bill 754 is to clarify the existing law
concerning the publication of specimen ballots. The current
Statutes are not clear on this subject and there are govern-
mental bodies who are making different interpretations. As
I understand it, it's in different sections of the Statute
and this will clearly define the responsibility. It is not
in any way intended to place any additional printing require-

ment or cost onto any governmental bodies or election author-
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ities. There was an amendment adopted, ladies and gentlemen,
which <clearly prevented any interpretation that there would
be any additional costs. So, as the bill stands, I know of
no opposition and I ask for your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 754 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 48, the Nays are |, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 754 having received the constitutional
majority 1is declared passed, Senate Bill 755, Senator
Degnan. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (dR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 755.

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

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 755 amends the
Illinois Vehicle Code and does two things. It deletes the
provision which allows regional superintendents %*o issue bus
driver permits to individuals who have been convicted of
serious...of various serious crimes after a period of five
years. The reason for +*his deletior is that the regional
superintendent simply does not have access to information in
order to make a...valid determination. Secondly, as amended,
Senate Bill 755 requires operators of day-care vehicles
~transporting children to and from <child-care facilities to
obtain a permit. The standards are basically the same as
those currently in existence for school bus drivers. The
main advantage of this bill is that it provides the issuance

of a permit in a manner which is already in place. 1In other
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words, individuals seeking this type of permit would be
incorporated into the existing structure and, therefore, I
think it's very cost effective. I'd be happy to answer any
questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
Senate Bill 755 pass. Thos2 in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
quastion, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are wnmoms, Dnone voting
Present. Senate Bill 755 having received the constitutional
majority 1is declared passed. Senate Bill 758, Senator
Davidson. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Sepate Bill 758.

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

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

#r. President and members of the Senate, this bill does
exactly what it says here, creates the Registeration Act for
Illinois athletic trainers. This bill cams about by the
Illinois Athletic Trainers' Association and those people who
teach them and those other individuals such as school dis-
tricts and professional <*eams who use them, and what
arose...brought this abou: was there's individuals who held
themselves out to be athletic trainers whem they've had no
such training and, consequently, we've had some outstanding
athletes who have suffered permanent inmjury 'cause some indi-
vidual who does no* have the training to recognize what the
injury was and the seriousmess of it proceeded to not send
the individual to the right persom foar treatmeat or attempt

to treat it 1in error themselves, This has support from a
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number of different people. I would appreciate a favorable
vote,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)
Is there discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR HELCH:
Yes, a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates hefll yield.
SENATOR HWELCH:

Senator Davidson, does this create another regulatory Act
similar to *he ones that Senator Schaffer is regularly com-
plaining about?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, I can't ansver to what Senator Schaffer is requ-
larly complaining about. This does create a Registration Act
under the...which will be administrated by the Department of
Registration and Bducation, The fee that those individuals
will...who are...will be registered has been set to meet the
cost of what Registration and Education would say would take
the cost to administer this Act.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch. Is there further discussion? If not,
the...Senator Davidson, do you wish to close?
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Just appreciate a favorabls roll call.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 758 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays are 7,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 758 having received the

constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 760,
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Senator Matovitz. BRead *the bill, HMr,..Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I think there!s an amendment filed on that bill and it
will be on the recall list tomorrow morning.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

761, Senator Harovitz...766, Senator Vadalabene. 768,
Senator Harovitz. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (iR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 768,

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

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate, Senate Bill 768 probhibits...the imposition of
sarcharges on credit cards. Since 1374, Federal law has pro-
hibited sellers from imposing a surcharge on a credit card
purchase. That law expired in 1974, A surcharge penalizes
people who use credit cards who are already paying a variety
of fees as well as historically high interest rates. it
applies only to fees imposed in addition to the posted price
and still permits merchants to offer a discount for cash. A
surcharge is,..is a charge which the merchant passes on to
the consumer but, in fact, should be paid for as Aae.e..as a
portion of the collection of debt which the credit card
comnpany or the bank is doing on their behalf. The issue
really is...is whether or not we believe that surcharges
should be imposed.upon credit cards. The bill prohibits +the
seller in any sales transaction from imposing a surcharge to
a credit card holder. There arez over six hundred pillion
credit cards in circulation and seventy percent are used by
Aperican consumpers. A permanent change in credit card

charges at the point of purchase could have a very dramatic
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effect on our retail economy., 1In July of 1984, Bank Card
Holders of America conducted a credir card surcharge survey
and the results were really overwhelming. Almost foar thou-
sand of their numbers responded to the questionnaire and
ninety-three percent of *he people gquestioned felt that
surcharges should be prohibited as they have been by the Fed-
eral Government since 1374, When they asked...when asked if
retailers were permitted to impose surcharges, ninety-eight
percent reported that they would change their spending habits
if a surcharge were charged. They would turan to cash, they
wonld turn to checks or they would make less purchases at the
market place, again, severely effecting our retail econony.
The imposition of surcharges is...is very discriminatory.
Surcharges could be used arbitrarily against a lower incone
or interccity CONSUNers. A merchant could impose his
surcharge on one customer and not on another, chain stores in
one chain store and not another and that's the classic forn
of redlining. If a surcharge were imposed on credit card
holders, it...i%, again, would have a negative effect on our
econony. This imposition would hurt senior citizems, it
would hurt lower income families, it would hurt women and I
think this 1is an important piece of legislation. There is
no reason to...for...for people to <charge a surcharge. I
think this is really a truth-in-advertising bill. W®hatever
the merchant wants to charge, that's fine. If he's going to
charge two hundred dollars for a suit or four hundred dollars
for a television, that's fine, he's...that's his right %o
charge anything he wants; and if bhe wants to offer a discount
for cash, that's fine too, but to...to advertise that they're
going to charge one price, to come in and have somebody give
you a «credit card and say, well, that was tvo hundred
dollars, but it's going to be <*wo hundred and tventy-five
dollars because you're using a credit card, that's...that's

why the Federal Government banned it since 1974 and why we
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should not prohibit it in the State of Illinois.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Keats.

|
|
|
END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR KEATS:

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

Senate. I rise in opposition to the bill, There are several
things that I think people don't understand with credit
cards. If you buy an item from a store and...cost a buck and
you hand him your credit card, the store doesn't get a buck,
they ge*...depending on what it is ninety-five cents oOr...it
varys, I don't think it's identical, but credit card coampa-
nies, as you cam guess, charge something for their services.
If a retailer says, this should be a dollar, and you say, for
convenience sake I want to use x credit card; that certainly
should be your right, but why should the retailer have to pay
for your convenience? If you wish to be...to have that
convenience to use a credit card, fine, no one is saying you
shouldn't, but what they're saying is, you want the conven-
ient, you pay for it. Why should I pay for your convenience?
I've offered a product at a specific price. Some retailers,
as you know,...some of you, I'm sure has as I have, have
hassled a little on a price here or there, gotten them down a
buck or two. Have you ever been in on a sale at the end and
said, hey, you had it on sale anyway, and you talk them down
another fifty bucks because they had to get rid of it and you
promise you'll take it away that day, and then you charge it.
Not only if have you gotten that lower price, but he loses
even more. WNow, if you're...and I'11 pick as an exanmple,
Harshall Fields, and they say, you want...you want the choice
of credit in our store, then get a Field's credit card. If
you use, oh, Master Charge; they will get less if they allow
you to use +the Master Charge instead of their own credit

card, they are receiving less. What this bill says is that
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you for your own convenience can penalize whoever you'te buy-
ing something from. Now, some of these credit card guys
ares...are sloy payers. I mean, American Express is notori-
ous, you know, many people finally quit taking American
Express. You know, you could r die waiting...for American
Express to pay a bill, and +they'’re paying the carrying
charge, the retailer, whoever it is. And so you're sayiag, I
want to be convenient, I*m going to uss my American Express,
but you're going to get to pay for the privilege of me being
convenient, me not wanting to pay cash, me not wanting to
write you a check or whatever it is. So what we're saying
is, for convenience sake of having a credit card, there may
be a fee. You pay an interest if you don't want to pay it
off as quickly, but why should the retailer be asked to float
your credit? For your convenience, he should pay. If you
wish the convenience, you should pay rather than someone
else. That's the basic problem involved with the bill. What
¥e're saying is, we want something for nothing. ¥e waant
convenience and we don't want to pay for it. Hdell, that's
nice. I know a lot of things I would like, an Avanti car,
and I don't want to pay for it. But I don't get the Avanti
car, If you wish a convenience, you should be expected to
pay for it. Now, I have not have heard of any crsdit card
surcharges that approach, you know, fifteen and twenty per-
cent as was example. I have heard of ome surcharge I was
aware of that came out to be four percent which was what the
retailer 1lost by letting you wuse the credit card. That
didn*'t sound unreasonable to me. ®hy should he pay for your
convenience? Those are the points that I think you have to
consider. Philosophically,...philosophically, you just have
to ask your self, who should be responsible. Those are the
points we would raise. If you feel you want that conven-
ience, let the market say what vyou should pay for that

convenience. You are saying now, the market won't say, I'11
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say, ahd I don't know *hat that is reasomnable. I would
appreciate a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President. Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will yield.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Senator, I...I have used credit cards in my day and espe-
cially in the Chicago area, of course, and...I've never been
charged a surchargea. Can you give me an idea of
where...where is this done?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitza.

SENATOR HMAROVITZ:

Well, I think right across the street from here at Mara-
thon 0il, they...they...they charge a surcharge for the use
of a credit card, and...and we were very...one of the ques-
tions that was asked in commitiee was a...a request for some
clarifying language abouf continuing to allow cash discounts.
And we...and we...and welve done that so that cash discounts
are in fact alloved, and we've made that very clear by the
amendment,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

The only other comment I have is really not a gquestion,
but you said something about burying the cos:. It seems to
Besesl...1 see what you're trying to do, but it seems to me
that if you're coancerned about folks out there, consumers,
that you're really achieving the very opposite of what 7you
vant to do. It would seem to me that if you just say to a

retailer, go ahead and charge what you want to charge, charge
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two hundred dollars for a suit, for example, you're allowing
that retailer to bury this surcharge. It seems to me that
vhat you want to do im a...in a piece of legislation like
this or in normal business practices is in fact, to nake sure
that the cost falls on the person who is creating the burden.
and I don't know how you do that with...it seems to e
you're...you're doing exactly the opposite of what you
intend.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR HAROVITZ:

The way you do that is by truth in advertising so that
the consumer can shop around and know what he's going to pay
for something, and go to the...go where he's going to
get...the best buy. If he knows he’s going to pay two hun-
dred dollars for a suit some place, and that's what the
advertising says, fine. He shops around and he says, well,
I*m going to get my suit for two hundred at Marshall Fields,
but it*'s when he goes in there and finds out that that two
hundred dJollar suit does not cost him two hundred dollars as
the advertisement said, but because he's going to pay with a
credit card, which is the coanvenience of the merchant, it's
going to cost him two hundred and twenty-five dollars. ):§4
Harshall Fields, that...if that merchant wants to establish
their own credit company as they do at Marshall Field, they
get a hundred cents on the dollar, they don't pay any less.
That...that use of that credit card, that collection company,
is for the convenient of the merchant so that they don't have
to worry about that. So the...the bank or the credit card
company, they do the collections for them and they're
charging back the merchant for doing their collection. If
the merchant wanis to do it themselves, as Marshall Field
does, they don't pay any cost. They get a hurdred cents on

the dollar.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Bermanb.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Ladies and Gentlemen. I thought it was
interesting that when Senator Marovitz said it's the conven-
ience of the merchant, there was sort of a moan that came up
from some of the Senators. Well, ladies and gentlemen, the
merchant, the retailer, is the one that decides whether he's
going to accept any credit cards at all. If I walk dinto a
store and I've got a pocket full of plastic, American Express
or Visa or Diners, and the merchant doesn'’t accept those
cards, I can't use those cards. The merchant has w@made a
business decision to accept credit through the use of certain
plastic credit companies. ARCO, for example, ladies and
gentlen2n, ARCO gasoline sta%tions in this State decided that
they were going to do away with acceptance of plastic credit
cards, and they went to a cash only basis and they discounted
their cash sale price and honestly said to everybody, vef're
not going to take any credit cards. That was a business
decision. WNow, as it tarned out, it was the wrong business
decision, but I would suggest to my friends who believe in
free enterprise that that was a proper decision for them <o
call. It turned out wrong, but that was their prerogative;
government then forced them to change that...or to make that
decision, Now the reason that merchants and American Express
and Visa and all +the rest operate is because the business
community found that you sell more goods even after absorbing
the cost of that credit card service charge imposed by the
credit companies; otherwise, the credit companies would have
been out of business the day after they opened. it's good
business. Now all that this bill is doing is to say to the
people of State of Illinois that what you're used to, citi-
zens of Illinois, 1is what we're going t0...t0 continue %o

require under the business system of the State of Illinois.
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We are wused to a process that when you go in and you see a
item that's marked for two hundred bucks, and you give him
your <credit card, that's the price you pay; that regardless
of what Congress did or didn?t do with the abolition of the
prohibition regarding surcharges, we're going to continue to
say, business as usual, honesty in business, honesty in full
disclosure in the pricimng of items and if you see that Ameri-
can Express card =mblem on the front door, you're going to be
able to use your emblem...your card without being charged
extra., Truth in selling, that's all that this bill does; and
if the...merchant do2sn't want to accept credit or plastic,
it's his prerogative, not the customers. I urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank...thank you, Mr. President. W®ell, I think we ought
to 1look at the opposite side of this question, too. As I
understood Senator Marovitz, he's not prohibiting the mer-
chant from allowing a cash discount. Well, %thea, if this
bill passes, Senator, and I'm a merchant, I have to 1look at
my pricing structure and I have to decide whether I'm going
to price all of my merchandise on a cash basis or on a credit
basis. If I price it all on a credit basis, which is what
you seem to require, then I would have to...in order to be
fair to those customers who pay cash, I would have to give
therm some kind of a cash discount as they move :hrough
the...the check-out line; if not, then, really, I am dis-
criminating against the cash paying customers, and I think
thats...that we ough+t to raise the 4issue of discrinmination
against people who pay cash just like you're trying %o raise
the issue that you think is discrimination against people who
pay on credit. I think we better leave this...you're
frowning, aand apparently you don?t understand my poin%t; but

all business, Senator, in Illinois is not done by Marshall
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Field. Credit cards are used and cash is paid to a lot of
mom and pop operations throughout this State, and I think
thate,.that they're the ones that are going to be hurt by
this rather than Marshall Field. I think Marshkall Field is
going <o price their product like they are now, and I think
they're priciag it on the basis of...of gathering their...and
recovering the cost of credit cards out of the price of
the...0f the comnodity. But that isn't domne all over this
State, and I'm not so sure it's a good idea to pass this bill
because we're going to require merchants, then, in ny opin=-
ion, to discriminate against cash paying customers unless
they allow that cash discount when the customer checks ou:.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senator Harovitz to close.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, #Hr. President. Well, this really is a iruth
in selling, a truth in advertising bill. I think that sonme
of wmy friends on the other side of the aisle are not giving
enough credit %o the...%0o th2 customer...to the consumer who
is going to be shopping and competitively pricing those iteas
in the market place. And if that particular store ups his
cost five percent, the good shopper, who has shopped around,
read the advertisements will realize that there's been a five
percent increase and with today's ecoﬁomy being what it is
#ill shop around and will look elsewhere. He talk about the
ma and pa store, the reason that the ma and pa stores are in
existence and have.,..and have been in existence is; one,
because of convenieace in the neighborhoods; and two, because
of competitive pricing. Again, if somebody wants to charge a
credit card..,use a credit card, that is up to the merchant,
totally, and he...and that is a cost of doing business; and
when merchants price their items, they build in the «cost of
doing business, all of those costs of doing business, into

the purchase price of the item.. And a...customer has the
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choice whether to buy that item at tha: purchase price or
not, but that's the free enterprise system; as advertised,
apd that's all this bill is about. Let the customer know
what the prices as advertised, If the merchant makes his own
choice to use a credit card, fine, he's getting the benefit
of having the bank or the credit card company that support
this legislation for...they are going to be the collection
agency so that the merchant doesn't have :o be the collection
agency. If the merchant wants to have their own credit
company, then they®ll get a hundred cents on the dollar and
they*ll be the collection agency. 1It?'s up to the merchant,
but the seller, the...the...the buyer, the purchaser, the
customer that we should be concerned about will know what the
price is before he walks in the store and know what the obli-
gation is. This is really a very good consumer bill, and I
#ould ask that everybody give an Ays vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR D'ARCO)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 768 pass. Those
voting in favor vote Aye. Those voting opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wished? Have all
voted vho wished? Have all voted who wished? Take the
record. On that question, there are 30 Yes votes, 26 No
votes, 1 voting Presen%t, and Senate Bill 768 having received
the required constitutional majority is hereby declared
passed. Senator Keats, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KEATS:

I would request a verification of the affirmative roll
call. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D?ARCO)

Senator Keats requests a verification. W®ill all Senators
be in their seats. The Secretary will read +he affirmative
votes.

ACTING SECRETARY: {liR. FEBNANDES)

The following voted in the affirmative: Bermana.
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Carroll., Chew., Collins. D'Arco. Darrow. Dawson. Degnan.
Demuzio. Hall. Holmberg. Jones, Jeremiah Joyce. Jerone
Joyce. Kelly. Lechovicza. Lemke. Marovitz. Nedza.
Netsch. Nevhouse. O'Daniel. Poshard. Sangmeister.
Savickas. Smith. Vadalabene. Welch. 2Zito. MNr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senator Keats, do you request a verification of any
Sena*tor's voting in the affirmative?

‘SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Newhouse,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senator Newhouse. Senator Newhouse here? Hereas.is he
here? He's here all right.

SENATOR KEATS:

Please remove him.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCO)

Strike his name, Nr. Secretary.
SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Lechowicza.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senator Lechowicz. Senator Lechowicz. Senator
Lechowicz. Strike his name, MNr. Secretary.

SENATOR KEATS:

That'1ll do, thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCO)

The roll call has bean verified. Okaye. On that ques-
tion, there are 28 Yeas, 26 Nays, | voting Present and the
bill having failed to receive the constitutional majority is
hereby declared 1lost...Senator Marovitz requests postponed
consideration. Senate Bill 771, Semator Schuneman. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 771.

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

Senator Schunsman.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 771 was introduced
for the purpose of trying to bring about a better enforcemen:
of the financial responsibility law that's been on the books
in Illinois since about 1341, The bill as introduced and in
its present form would transfer the responsibility for admin-
istering that law,..to0...entirely to the Secretary of State.
Needless to say, the bill as introduced got the attention of
the Department of Transportation who at one point was in
opposition to the bill. It started a series of neetings
between the Department of Transportation and the Secretary of
State's Office and those of us that are interested in trying
to bring about a change, and just this morming, the Depart-
ment of Transportation has withdrawn their opposition to +the
bill. The Secretary of State is now fully in support of the
bill. #hat is planned is that this bill will pass out of
this Chamber...as...in its present form and will be amended
on some agreeable basis in the House. There is a House bill
that will be passing over here and the same result will
OCCUrL. And...on that basis, I would ask for your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCO)

President Rock,

SENATOR ROCK:

I'm sorry, I was distracted., What...what is your intent
with this legislation...I oppose it in its present form, as I
did in comnittee,.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCO)
Sepator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
#ell, I just gave my speech, President Rock, but what it

amounts to 1is that both DOT and the Secretary of State now
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have...are in the process of coming o an agreement. I
offered to hold the bill here and amend it in this Chamber
so that it would be satisfactory to thenm. What they sug-
gested that we do was pass this bill out to the House, there
is a similar bill in the House that would passed out...o0ver
to us and that the agresd amendments will be put on in the
opposite Houses. So that's what we're about to do and they
have both withdrawn their opposition %o the...%o the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR D'ABCOi

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

I juste..for my own edificatiomn, Semator, that...when
you're saying they're both...you referring to...to the Secre-
tary and DOT?...ths reason I ask that...my book shows that
the Governor oppose it. Why is the Govarnor opposing it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

The Governor opposed it because DOT opposed it, but the
Governor has also withdrawn his opposition now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEFNATOE D*ARCO)

All right. Senator Schuneman, do you wish to close?
SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Sinply ask for your support.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

All right. fThe gquestion 1is,...shall Senate Bill 771
pass. Those in favor vote Ays. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting 1is open. Have all voted who wished? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, there are 53
Yeas, 1 WNay, 2 voting Present, and Senate Bill 771 having
received the required coastitutional pajority is...hereby
declared passed. Senate Bill 772, Senator Marovitz. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY:z (HR., FERNANDES)
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Senate Bill 772.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE D?ARCO)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Hr. President, members of the
Senate, In the hope that others will follow suit, I would
move to recommit Senate Bill 772 to thes Commitiee oan Public
Health.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senator Marovitz has moved to recoamit Senate Bill 772 to
the Committee on Public Health. Those in favor say
Aye...Yea. Those...opposed say Nay. The Yeas have it. The
motion 1is carried. Senate Bill 772 is recommitted to the
Committee on Public Health. Senate Bill 782, Senator Philip.
Read the bill, NHr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {BBR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 782,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)
Senator Philipa.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Seuate. Senate Bill 782 authorizes township board of
trustees fo levy a special assessment against property for
the purpose and construction of repair of streets, curbs,
sidewalks, et cetera. This bill came from people who live
outside of a omunicipality, in other words, unincorporated
area, who have a need for sidewalks or curbs or some kind of
an improvement. They have no place to go. They'd like to go
to the township and say, hey, we need this in our community,

we're willing to pay for it, you please help us do it.
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It's just for DuPage County. It's modeled after the special
assessment section of the Municipal Code and we let the
municipalities do it now. What we're suggesting is, why not
let people who live outside of municipalities have the same
opportunity. Be happy to answer any questions. I'd ask for
your favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR D'ARCO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? Thers being none, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 782 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye.  Those opposed vote Nay., The voting is open. Have all
voted who wished? Have all voted who wished? Take the
record. On that question, there are 56 Ayes, 1 Nay, none
voting Present, and Senate Bill 782 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 785, Senator Fawell. She's not here, Senate Bill 790,
Senator Davidson. Read the bill, Nr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 790.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3zd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)
Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this bill does
technical changes im the article dealing with the Pension
Code to provide credits for...granted for unused sick pay
which may be included in the vesting requirements; includes
employee contribution and disability benefit when the systen
seeks reimbursement from the third party, gramts the board
power +o subpoena witnesses and pay a reasonable fee, pro-
vides for temporary disability payment to made in cases where
there's a dispute over the disability. This has the approval
of that Pension Subcommittee, Economic Fiscal Conaittee. I

know of no opposition., I'd appreciate a favorable vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? Hearing none, the gues-
tion is, shall Senate Bill 730 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The wvoting is open. Have all
voted who wished? Have all vwvoted who wished? Take the
record, On that guestion, there are 57 Ayes, no Nays, nIone
voting Present, and Senate Bill 730 having received the
required constitutional majority is hereby declared passed.
Senate Bill 798, Senator Bloon. Senator Bloom...rCead
the.s,.r2ad the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MBR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 798.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
‘3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D®ARCO)
Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOON:

<Thank you, Mr. President. Basically, this bill does as
the analysis says. It provides that the appropriation
of..+.funds for flood control or water conservation is suffi-
cient authorization for DOT to go ahead with the project.
You may recall in EBxecutive Committee that this bill was dis-
cussed and after the committee fully understood it, it passed
out almost unanimously. 1I'1l answer any gquestioms; other-
wise, I'd seek a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Any discussion? Hearing none, the questioan is, shall
Senate Bill 798 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wished? Have all voted who wished? Take the record. On
that question, there are 56 Ayes,...none voting No, none
voting Present, and Senate Bill 798 having received the
required constitutional majority is hereby declared passed.

Semate Bill 733. Senator...point of order. Senator
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DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

No. Thank you, Mr. President, just a point of personal
privilege.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D"ARCO)

State your point.

SERATOR DeANGELIS:

In the gallery on the left side of the Chamber here we
have the...just hot off the press winners of the Illinois
State Historical Society School Awards. From Glenwood, Illi-
nois, there are six fine students with their parents and Mr.
Peterson and Mr. Wayne Hoffer, and I wish they would stand
and be recognized.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Will our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog-
nized by the Senate. Senate Bill 799, Senator Donahue. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 799.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of %he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)
Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 739 amends the Elder Abuse Demonstration
Program Act. ©Extends it for one year to the date of December
31st, 1987 and adds paraprofessionals as mandated reporters
for elder abuse. I would hope you could support this.
PRESIDING OfFICER: {(SENATOR D'ARCO)

Any discﬁssion? Any discussion? Hearing none, the ques-~
tion is, shall Senate Bill 739 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all

voted who wished? Have all voted who wished? Have all voted
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who wished? Take the record, #r. Secretary. On that ques-
tion, there ar= 57 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present, and
Senate Bill 739 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 802, Senator
Macdonald. Senator Macdonald,
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Nr...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

¥o, wait. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 802,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D?ARCO)

Semator Macdonald.
SENATOR HMACDONALD:

Yeah. Senate Bill 802 allows the community care program
in the Department of...on Aging to have their bills paid if
necessary from a future year appropriation. The reason for
this is that the Department has a complex paymen:t systen,
computer controlied and edited, that cause a large number of
vendors to have usually small amounts of bills %hat do not
get processed in time to pay from a current year's appropria-
tion, then...therefore, they have to go to court of clains
for...reinbursement, The Bureaw of the Budget was opposed to
this bill last year until late in June, and the department
was unable to get it added, that late in the...in the Session.
The Department of Public Aid and the Department of Public
Health have similar provisions. This bill passed out unani-
mously out of committee as an agreed bill, and I ask for your
support of this piece of legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senatar Rock,

SENATGR ROCK:
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Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senats., I rise in opposition to Senate Bill 802. This is a
power or am authoricy that we have heretofore only granted to
the Department of Public Aid, because that department with
its, obviously, gigantic budget is called upon to recoacile
hospital and. nursing home COStS.sal just...I think that we
would be better served...we, the Assembly, would be better
served to keep more of a handle on what these agencies are
doing with money +that we appropriate, The supplemental
appropriation system has worked successfully. We will before
the close of business today, as a matter of fact, discharge a
bill to move that process. But I think we ought to be a
little careful, because we're going to find a leapfrog effect
that if we allow the Department of Aging to do it, +then
you're going to allow the Department of Mental Health to do
it and then you're going allow the Department of Corrections
to do it, and pretty soom this whole thing is going to
unravel, I just ask you to be a 1little careful. 1, for
one,...oppose Senate Bill 802.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., I, too, rise in opposition to Senate Bill 802, and
as has been discussed, right now there's only ome agency that
ve've allowed this for and that's for a very unique reason as
I understand. That agency is tventy times...twenty times the
budget of this agency, and there is, therefore, a significant
difference; but more importantly, we did it because we
required by lav what is known as reconciliation of accounts
most particularly with the hospitals and other major sup-
pliers of health care to this date for the Department of
Paublic Aid. The Department of Public Aid had to go im after

the fact and audit those accounts and see whether or not the



Page 221 - MAY 15, 1985

hospitals owed the State money or the State owed the hospi-
tals money, and in most instances, those audited...audits did
not take place till after the lapse period spending, because
then, after the audit the hospital could object and by the
time you got through the hearing process, you were well into
the next fiscal year. So we have recognized over period of
time that there's an amount of money in each year®s budget
that really pays last yesar's bills, but what it is paying is
bills that were contested, reconciled, audited, heard, and
then, finally reviewed. In this case, we are saying to amn
agency that has, by the wvay, proven itself to have the
inability to maintain fiscal controls that we're going to
honor and reward that inability to have fiscal control by
saying we don't care what you obligate; you have no limits,
no restrictions, pay the bills whenever you want out of any
year's appropriations, whether or not yon had the authority
so to do. It is clearly the wrong vay to go if we, who are
responsible for the taxes people pay, do not have control on
what departments are spending. I think it is illogical and
should be defeated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DTARCO)

Senator Macdonald to close.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

¥ell, thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Sepate. I would remind you that normally ninety-seven
percent of the bills are paid either on the first try or
resolved within thirty days. W#e are only talking about three
percent of the funds that the vendors are entitled to. So I
think this is a fair bill., I think of it as equitable...bill
for the elderly and...I...I urge your support. It WaS...cane
out of committee unanimously, and I...I think the members
did...discuss it, and I think that they did agree that it was
a good bill. So I ask for your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR D'ARCO)
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The question is, sbhall Semate Bill 802 pass, Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wished? Have all voted who wished? Have
all voted who wished? Take the record. On that question,
there are 29 Ayes, 25 ¥Nays and none voting Present, and
Senate Bill 802 having failed to receive the required con-
stitutional majority is hereby declared lost. Senator
Hacdonald, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR MACDONALD:

I would ask for this bill to be put on postponed con-
sideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D?ARCO)

Senate Bill 802 will be put on postponed consideration.
Senate Bill 804 and 813 are on the recall 1list. Next bill
wvould be Senate Bill 814, Senator Nabar., No. Senate Bill
824, Senmator Luft. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 824,
{(Secretary reads title of bill})
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICEER: (SENATOR D*ARCO)
Serator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 824 amends the
Illinois Mechanics Lien Act to include property managers. It
appears there's been 2 growing problem in recent years whea
building managers have found themselves in a position worse
than contractors. They have furnished or performed work for
the owners of property they manage at the request of the
property owner or have advanced funds to keep the building
and then found it difficult or impossible +to be reimbursed
when the building vas sold. I would try to ask any...answer
any questions or would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR D'ARCO)
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Any discussion? Any discussion? Hearing none, the ques-
tion is, shall Senate Bill 824 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wished? Have all voted who wished? Have all voted
who wished? Take the record. Oun thai question, there are 56
Ayes, none voting Nay, none voting Present, and Senate Bill
824 having received the required constitutional majority is
hereby declared passed. Senate Bill 825, Senator Dudycz.
Read the bill, #r. Secre:ary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 825,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D*ARCO)
Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank you, HNr. President. Ladies and gentlemen of the
Senate, I'am happy to report that Senate Bill 825 has abso-
lutely nothing to do with anmexation. What it does is
exactly what it states it does. All references to throwing
stars and stun guns and tasers have been removed. And the
bill amends the Criminal Code to make it an aggravated
offense %o commit or attempt a forcible felony while wearing
a bulletproof vest, and the penalty becomes one step higher
than the <felony or the attempted felony. I'll be happy to
answer any questiomns.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCO)

Any discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:
. Thank you, M¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of +the
Senate. I'm happy also that it has nothing to do with annex-
ation and since it's your first bill, Senator Dudycz, I will
refrain from any other comment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCG)
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Any discussion?,..hearing none,..,.I'zn sorry. Senator

Etheredge,
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Will the sponsor yield for a guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCO)

He indicates he will yield. Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator, I was wondering how bulletproof vest is defined
in...in your bill, and let...let me tell you why I raise the
question. Traveling down here yesterday in the automobile, I
heard a story of a policewoman who was saved...Il guess a
bullet was fired at bher and...she was saved because the
bullet struck a...a container of eye liner. And I was
wondering if the...if this person happened not to be a
policevoman but were a...a...a felomn who...coming at you with
a gun and happened to have an eye liner packet in her pocket,
would that be construed as...under...under your...the way
your bill is written as a bulletproof vest of some kind?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D?®ARCO)

Sepnator Dadycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Senator, no.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D!ARCO)

Very good. I like that answer. Senator Chew. The timer
is on, Senator Chew,
SENATOR CHEW:

What time is on? You little squirt, you just got up
there. This is the first time you’ve been up there and you
get up there with some kind of authority. I'll be up to
relieve you very shortly. WNow, this fellow who's got this
bill, Hr. President,...Dudycz. What,..what does the
bill...what is the bill supposed to do? I mean, what you've
explained, it said nothing. Do you draw this conclusion

because you a former police officer or what...what is the
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purpose of it and what does it do? *Cause I don't understand
you northwest side fellow's language. Hhat is Dudycz?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DYARCO)

Senator...Senator Dudycz.

|
l
|
|
|
SENATOR DUDYCZ: l
Senator Chew, the reasoning behind the aggravated offense
is twofold. First, a person wearing a vest is more likely %o
engage in gun play with the police or a victim becauses %o a |
certain extent they do feel protected. Secondly, a...people }
who commit forcible crimes particularly while armed with a |
firearm should not be protected in this fashion. Wait a ‘
minute...I didn't interrup* you. Okay. |
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D*ARCO) !
Senator Chew, for what purpose do you arise?
SEVNATOR CHEW:
«ssPresident...Mr. President, would you have a man to
speak where we can undecstand his English. I don't under-
stand this northwest side jargon that he's coming down.
I...whatever he said, it doesn’t even make sense. Why don*t
you outlaw vests that are bulletproof if you want to stop
selling them to the people who are on your side of town? ®hy
don?'t you just outlaw that instead of coming down with all
this jungle bungle that you have. How long you been here?

Well, maybe I should ask, how 1long do you plan to stay?

|
|
|
|
|
1
|
|
|
|
(
Okay. I don't need...that's all right, Hr. President. It*'s
no good bill anyvay. So we just won't vote for it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D'ARCO)

All right. Senator Carroll. Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL: !

Just wanted to know...the sponsor yield to a question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR D?ARCO)

Will the sponsor yield? He...he indicates he will yield.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Is this your second try at your first bill?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Yes it is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR D'ARCO)

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

Mr. President, I wonder if he would yield. Now, are you
talking about...what about the ladies who want to indulge in
criminal acts, do they have to wear...you doa't want them to
wear the ves:s? Don't you think they look nice on then? I
mean, I think it will add *o them, don't you think?
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Yeah, a guestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he?ll yield, Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Dudycz is a strong advocate of law and order, and
I was wondering if he would do like some other legislator
did, give a demonstration upon himself with a stun gun %o
prove his point.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Dudycz, you wish to close?

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

I'm afraid to. Just to ansver Senator Chew'!s question, I
plan to be here long after you're gone, sir. I ask for vyoar
favorable vote,

PRESIDENT:

«ssgquastion 1is, shall Senate Bill 825 pass. Those in

favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The

voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
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wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Oon that
question, there are 56 Ayes, no Nays, | woting Present.
Senate Bill 825 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 833, Senator #acdonald. 835,
Senator Hudson. 836, Senator Delngelis. 854, Senator
Etheredge. Top of page 33...Senator Keats, for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR KEATS:

Just a point of personal privilege. I thought since
we're taking care of Senator Dudycz for his first bill, vwe
should actually commend Senator D'Arco for...his f£irst time
in the Chair. We all knov the harassment and abuse you take
which you...deserve while you're there. John did such a
better job that he didn*t take the harassment and abuse that
you catch.

PBESIDENT:

The point is well taken. Congratulations, John. Top of
page 33, on the Order of Semate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 854. Read the bill, #r. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (88, FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 854.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this bill does just exactly what the summary on the Calendar
says it does, It would make it possible for downstate law
enforcement agencies to use oscilating blue or amber 1lights
in connection with red on their...on their squad cars aamd
soforth. And the reason for this is that some experience has
shown that...that the blue lights have,..are more visible in

certain atmospheric «conditions than are the red. So it’s
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d...1it's a safety matter.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 8534 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open...the voting is open, M¥r. Secretary. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, there are 55 Ayes, 1 Nay,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 854 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Geo-Karis on 859. On the Order of Serate Bills 3rd Reading,
top of page 33, is Senate Bill 853. Read the bill, Hr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 853.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
Senate Bill 859 makes a correction of an old Act that...that
applied to amusement rides and.,.and...and if you'll recall,
last year Senator Welch®s bill was passed into law relative
to amusement rides, and ths insurance provision of a thousand
dollars per occurrence is in Senator Welch?!s bill...that was
made dinto law. This bill wvas brought to me by the Labor
Department and I move for iis passage. Simply corrects the
lav.

PHESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
guestion is, shall Senate Bill 853 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
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voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, +there
are 57 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 853
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 860, Senator Geo-Karis. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd BReading, Senate Bill 860. Read the bill,
Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 869.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEGC-KARIS:

Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
what this bill does 1is simply say that the...the...the
requirement of practicing mechanical engineers...or elec-
trical engineers...is deleted; however, the requirement that
amasement ride inspectors be mechanical or...electrical engi-
neers is im the bill. Apd this makes it possible to hire
retired engineers...electrical or mechanical, and save some
noney for the Labor Department. This, too, was a Labor
Department bill and I move for its passage.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEHUZIO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Frankly, I know we®re on 860,
but Senator Geo-Karis justi apparently represented 859 as a
bill that simply corrected some technical language, and I amn
told it, in fact, repealed the entire Act. And if that's the
case, I would like for her to give us another explanationmn of
this bill.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Geo-Karise.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
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May I answer.
PRESIDENT:

I hope so.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

What we repealed in 853, and I certainly would ot do
that and say something else, vwas a 1381 Act. But Senator
Welch's bill was passed into law, signed into law and that
has the insurance provision it it and I have copy of it here.
Are you satisfied, Senator Demuzio?

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion on 8602 Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEHUZIO:

Well, I thought I was and then I didn?t think I was and
now I don't where I am.
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? 1If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 860 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, there
are 56 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Presemt. Senate Bill 860
having received the required constitutional nmajority is
declared passed. 861, Senator Geo-Karis. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 561. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 861.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,

this bill simply authorizes the director of Central Manage-
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ment Services to extend group insuranée benefits negotiated
under a collective bargaining agreement to State enployees
not concerned with collective bargaining and would apply to
the hundred and fifty-two thousand State employees. And
I...and would drive the cost of insurance...down and would be
helpful to all employees in State Government.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Would the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she'll yield.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator, is AFSCHE opposed to this?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

|
|
\
4
|
AFSCHE may be opposed to it, but I think we have to con-
sider that there are thirty-eight thousand AFSCME employees
approximately; we have a hundred and fourteen thousand addi-
tional employees in the State Government who are not covered
by AFSCHME, and I do think they have the right to choose and
this bill would affect all employees. ]

PRESIDENT: ‘

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator ?
Collins.,
SENATOR COLLINS: J
I'm...I'm sorry, Senator. @Would the spodsor yield for a
question?
PRESIDENT:
Sponsor indicates she'll yield.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senatoree.Senator, I'w...I'm...I'm rTeally sorry I have

not looked at this. Could you repeat again exactly what
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you're doing?
] PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karis,

.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
This bill would authorize the director of the Central
Management Services to extend group insura?ce benefits nego-
tiated under collective bargaining agreement to State
employees not concermed with collective bargaining. It would
apply to a hundred and fifty-two thousand...we have approxi-
mately a hundred and fifty-two thousand State employees. It
would apply to all State employees, and it would drive...it
would bring the cost of the insurance down, because you have
a hundred and fifty-two thousand employees involved.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

I still don't understand what you're saying...on one
hand, it seems as though you are saying that...that they
Can...they will negotiate or deal with group insurance
according to the collective bargaining agreement, and.
thens..then...then on the other hand, i sounds as if you're
saying, notwithstanding any collective bargaining agreement. }
S0, I'm not...I'm not sure what you're saying.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

By law we're only limited to seven dollars for employees.

Is that correct...for dependent care. And with this bill is
allow any group insurance benefit received by an employee
under the Act, pursuant to a collective.bargaining agreement ‘
to be extended by the director to employees whose wages,
hoars and other conditions of employment with the State are
not subject to «collective bargaining agreement. The§ are

still State employees.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

¥ell, I understand, Mr. President, that this is a trend
that we in the Legislature have been going towards these past
few years. If you're...lose your eanployment, you could stay
on into a group policy. If you're in private industry, you
can still belong to a group policy. I don't think it's aay
different than allowing a trend that we've been participating
in in the last few years, allow enployees to join in a
group...a group policy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Hr., President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I opposed...Sena*e Bill 861 in conmmittee and I
intend to oppose it here and stand in opposition to it.
What...what ve're saying by virtue of this legislation is
that we recognize, as we have as a matter of public policy,
first, by Executive Order of the Governor and then by State
Statute, the public employees have a right to collectively
bargain; and now this group of public employees collectively
bargains for an increased benefit, and this legislatiom would
afford that increased benefit to all employees. So what
you're saying in effect is that the...the uniom then is
in...put in the position where every time they negotiate for
an increased benefit, they are, in fact, getting an increase
for the entire array of State employees and thus the cost
goes up dramatically. It seems to me that if ip fact a group
of employees meets and collectively bargains and secures a
benefit that the others don't have, maybe the others ought to
join the union, I don’t think that's unreasonable. Or maybe
tha others ought to share in the cost of collective bargain-

ing. I dom't think that's unreasonable. But this bill says
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neither of those things and I oppose it.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Heaver.
SENATOR HWEAVER:

#ell, thank you, Mr. President. I think that the direc-
tor of Central Management has negotiated with AFSCHE as to
improved benefits for insurance coverage, I don?t think we
want to get in the position of having two classes of State
employees, those who have certain benefits for dependents and
those who don't have certain benefits for dependents under
the insurance program. Now, whether or not they should con-
tribute some to the negotiating process, that's...that's
another public policy matter that I don't think we want to
get into, but I don't think we want two levels of insurance
for State employees., If it's good for the AFSCHE people, it
ought to be good for the other classification of employe=s,
Statewide, if they choose to participate. I think it's a
good bill and we should support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Ssnator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President, I appreciate it. I...I want to
raise a couple of points, Senator Savickas raised aNe..an
excellent point, I mean, +this is the direction we've been
going all along, but there's several things we're nissing.
One, I appreciate what the Senate President said, but you
have to remember, we have a fair share plan now. 411 these
State enaployees are paying. You know, we got basically a
fair share program now. I mean,...yo0u know, our employees do
pay in partially, So that’s something that has to be
remenbered, But remember, these are State employees. They
work for you, me and everyone in this State. Their techaical
bosses are sitting in this room. Not all State employees are

covered by collective bargain agreements. You have certain
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groups who are excluded by the laws that we pass. And we
have sat here for many years and I always supported Senator
Carroll*s position on this...as he cones in, he's going to
look up and wonder what I*m supporting of his; but remember,
for awhile we had collective bargaining agreements that we
did not honor and we set different...stapdards. ¥e always
supported that position and Senator Carroll, Senator Buzbee
and remember...remember Senator Hall's famous phrase, the
four horsemen? The four horsemen would always lead the
charts on that issue. We as a Legislature almost unani-
mously, as Senator Savickas was saying, win that direction.
These are State employees, many of whom are already paying a
fair share agreement; many other ones are not, by our own
law, covered by any collective bargaining agreement and
cannot be covered because of our law. And so, if we are to
say, we are their employer and we are, we are technically the
boss, ®we should be sure that they receive <these benefits.
They?re paying for them. We intentionally exclude some from
having that ability to get 1it, and we have +traditionally
undsr Senator Carroll and Senator Savickas®' many others!?
leadership, made sure that these people who are enmployed by
the State received adequate benefits. This is an exact con-
tinuation. It is just the essence of being reasonable. If
you as a boss want to say,...you know, stick it to some of
your employees, that's fime; but if you do not support this
bill, you're saying, hey, to...you know, whatever term you
would like to use to a bunch of State employees, we may have
excluded you from the contracts, I'm going to stick it to you
for the fun of it. That is not reasonable. %e should be
supporting the measure.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I stand in support of the
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bill, I...I only want to make two poinis. First of all,
this bill does not require the State to do anything. It
merely allows the administration to bring group insurance
benefits up to some level that may have been negotiated in a
contract...t0 brinGe..the...the level of benefits up for all
other State employees. So it's permissive in that sense.
The other point that needs to be made here is that the econ-
omy that you can achieve in group imsurance, is best achieved
if you have a standard program as opgosed to bits and pieces
all of which have to be separately rated, separately adminis-
tered and it creates a big problem. So I can see why anyone
who's administering a group insurance program would 1like to
have +that program unified...or uniform. So I think it's a
good bill. I think we ought to support it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIG)

Further discussion? Senator Kenneth Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I hate %o rise a second time, but...ny understanding
is is that the department...the director of the Department of
Central Hanagement 1is requesting this legislation, but the
employees and especially the ones that's represented by
AFSCME is opposed to this; and why,...Senator, did you
explain why that...CHNS would want to have something that
their employees don't want?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

I assume, Senator Hall, that's a question of Senator G=o-

Raris.
SENATOR HALL:

Yeah.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Senator Hall, the employees wan% this. The fact that
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some of the AFSCME leaders don*t think they want it, they're
forgetting the fact that if they're going to have ten
fractured plans for health group insurance, it*s going to be
far more «costly to all the employees. But if they have one
unpiform plan, then it's going to be cheaper for all of the
employees., it's certainly cheaper when you have a handred
and fifty-two thousand people in it than rather thirty-eight
thousand, and I think we ought to keep in mind that...are we
trying to force unionism on the rest of the State employees?
Is that what you waBt to do? Or do you want to be fair and
keep the cost down and give the benefiis to all the State
enployees?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Very briefly, Hr. President and fellow Senators. I'm
somewhat mystified by the opposition of AFSCME, because they
testified in Senator Jones® committee in support of the PPO
legislation that Senators Carroll and Dawson and ayself are
carrying; and +the idea is that you get a group togethar and
you guarantee the providers a...if you will, a guarantee
market in return for lower prices for the same kinds of
services and efficiencies through strong utilization review.
This bill is not inconsistent with what we're about, and
Iew.I'n just, frankly, mystified that the £folks at AFSCHME
don*'t like +his.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEAMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator...Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Well, it's pretty obvious we're..ve're getting to the end
of the day and we only have to...I think this will be the
last bill., I...I just wanted to attempt if I can to allay
some of Senator Bloom's mystic,- The point is...and

it's.e.it?s...it.eatruly this bill is...is as you say, prob-
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ably relatively innocuous or maybe even beneficial if you can
stretch it that far, because obviously the...the rating is
different if the pool is thirty-eight thousand or the pool is
a hundred and fifty thousand, no question about that. But
let me suggest to you as a matter of public policy what®s
going on here., You are saying, yes, group of =mployees, you
have a right to organize and collectively bargain and what-
ever increased benefit or other negotiated chip you secure,
we, the administration, will just give it t9 everybody else.
Difficulty with that is you place me, the negotiator, in the
position literally of negotiating for everybody, and obvi-
ously that?s more costly. Now, it may not be more costly
with respect to group insurance, and I admit that; but on the
other hand, you can apply this same policy to 1literally
everything about which people collectively bargain; and once
you do that, you place me at a distinct disadvantage, because
then I am no longer negotiating for ny group. I'm nego-
tiating for everybody and that's simply not fair. I think
this bill ought %o be defeated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...forther discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. Very...very briefly. I think
that this is a prime example of a case where the union, in
this case AFSCHE, is taking the lead and usurping the powers
of the Illinois General Assembly to this degree. aAnd
Roger...Senator Keats made the point that we still are the
enployers here. AFSCHME is not, and I have tried to make the
point on this Floor and over in the House w®many, many tines
that when we bring the union in as the exclusive bargaining
agent on a coequal term with the 1Illinois General Assenbly
who is charged with making the laws for the people of this
State, we are giving that wunion an inordinate amount of

power, and I think this is an example of what happens when we
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do that. Now, we've passed the law. It's there, but it
seens to me that we should be in a position to say, we still
are the employers, and the point was made previously that
these people are paying their fair share, so-called. 50 I
think we have every right to come forth with a proposition of
this kind and say, look, as the employers of these people, ve
feel for various reasons that this is a good idea and to the
advantage of our employees. 2And ...l Jjust...I just feel
we're...witnessing here today exactly chickens couing home to
roost when we get into this forced, mandatory collective bar-
gaining process to begin with.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

¥ell, H#r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I think we got to keep in mind that even the union benefits
by a bill of this nature...when...when you want to say that
AFSCHE...because AFSCME is no%t for this bill, does that aean
it speaks for all of this Legislature? I'm not anti-union,
but I...I am for the personnel of the State of Illinois. And
I think when we can benefit with this...this type of a bill
and a group insurance have one plan of group insurance, the
union members will benefit, the nonunion wmembers will be
benefit, and besides, you have a hundred and...and fourteen
thousand members who are not unior members but they're State
employees...contrast +to thirty-eight thousand, but they will
all benefit because...altogether, as the President said earl-
ier, certainly it helps to have more people in this plan.
This plan will cost the...it will reduce the insurance costs.
It will be one conmnprehensive plan, not a whole...bunch of
fractured plans. It will help all +the employees including
the union employees, and I feel that we should consider
the...the health and welfare of all of the employees, and I

ask for a favorable roll call.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO}

All right...the...the question is, shall Senate Bill 861
pass. Those in favor will vote Ays. Those opposed will vote
No. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted vho wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 32...33, the Bays are 18, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 861 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Chew,

for what purpose do you arise?

" SENATOR CHE®:

A point of privilege...personal privilege. Would
you...0on Senate Bill 907, would you add the name Rupp as a
hyphenated cosponsor?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

@ell, Serator Chew has requested leave of the Body to add
Senator Rupp as a hyphenated cosponsor to Senate Bill 307.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. So ordered. Senator
Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Schaffer and Senator
Carroll have a motion, I am told, with respect to House Bill
370 which will contain the emergency supplemsntal appropria-
tions. Let @me just annoance £for the membership, wa
will...when we conclude here very shortly...rgconvene at ten
o'clock tomorrow morning and again start to...to afford the
membership am opportunity and to give our Enrolliag and
Engrossing clerks the opportunity, we'll start again with the
recalls. So if any member has a bill he...a bill he wishes
to recall for an amendment, please alert the Secretary and
we'll have a list of those available for you at +en o*'clock
tomorrow morning. At five o'clock tomorrow, we will handle
the Agreed Bill List, so that those o9f you sho wish +to
express your vote, please get it to the Secretary today or

certainly tomorrow by noon. And then at five o'clock we will
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read the Agreed Bill List and take the vote. I would also
ask leave of the Body to...and I've discussed this with Sena-
tor Philip and with the sponsor, Senator Netsch, there is a
great deal of...of justifiable' concern about the public
utilities law rewrite, and I've asked Senator MNetsch if she
would agree to a special order of business, if you will. He
will set a definite time next Tuesday at approximately noon.
We will deal with the public utilities law Senator Netsch has
agreed to at that time, call the bill back for the purpose of
any and all amendments. So0,...just so everybody knows, we'll
do it next Tuesday at approximately noon.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

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

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, if I wmight have leave, HNr. President, to Table
Senate Bill 898.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well, where...where is 8382
SENATOR TOPINKA:

I'm not sure right now...I think it's on the Agreed Bill
List.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

#ell, you...Senator Topinka has moved to Table Senate
Bill 838, Those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed
Naye. The Ayes have it. Senate Bill 838 is Tabled from the
Agreed Bill List. Senator Carroll, for...all right. Sena-
tor Carroll,.

SENATOR CARROLL:

First, Mr. President, if I may by way of an amnounceneat
to the members of %the Democratic Task Force on Build Illi-
nois, a reminder that the mesting is at 9:00 a.m. tomorrow
morning in conference room in Room 627, nine o'clock in the

morninga. If you can be prompt, we should be definitely able
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to get out in time for Session at ten. I1f...whenever ready
to make the motion...you want to do that now also?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
#ell...
SENATOR CARROLL:
Okay, whenever you're ready.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOD)

With 1leave of the Body, we'll go to motions. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted., Mr, Secretary, motionms.
SECRETARY:

I move to discharge the Committee on Assignment of Bills
from further consideration of House Bill 370 and that it be
advanced to the Order of 2nd Readinge. Signed, Senator
Schaffer.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This is a supplemental bill...House bill over...we pro-
pose to use it for a vehicle .for the emergency items which
have to be passed this week. It will be subsequently amended
and sent back to the House in a timely fashion for the effi-
cient operation of State Government.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Schaffer has moved to discharge the Committee on
Assignment of Bills from further consideration of House Bill
370 and that the bill be...placed omn the Calendar on the
Order of 2nd Reading., Those in favor signify by saying Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Committee on Assignment
of Bills 1is discharged from further consideration of House
Bill 370 and it will bee...in fact show up on the Order of 2nd
Beading tomorrow. Senator Maitland, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. I ask leave of the
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Body to remove my name as the chief sponsor of Senate Bill
253, and add in place thereof the name of Senmator Doris
Karpiel,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Haitland seeks leave of the Body to
have himself removed as the sponsor of Senate Bill 253 and
have Senator Karpiel substituted in his place. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. Senator...Davidson, for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Just to remind those members of the Senate who do have
tickets and are going %o the Governor's Prayer Breakfast,
it's tomorrow morning at Holiday Inn East at 7:30 a.m., aand
you will be out in time to be here in time for Session at
ten,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Kustira, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, #r. President. With leave of the Body, I
would 1like *to add Senator Marovitz as a hyphenated cospoansor
of Senate Bill 159,

PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senate Bill 159 is the request to add Senator Marovitz as
a hyphenated cospoasor. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
It's so ordered. Senator...Semator Geo-Karis, for what pur-
pose do you arise?

SENATOBR GEO-KARIS:

Mr, President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, my
House bill...I mean, my Senate Bill 565 which I had postponed
consideration after it was not voted favorably, I would 1like
to move to Table it at this time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)
Senator...Geo-Karis seeks leave of the Body to Table

Senate Bill 565 which is on the Order of Postponed Consider-
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ation. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Senate Bill 565
is s0...is Tabled. Resolutions.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 226 offered by Senators Kelly and
DeAngelis, it's congratulatory.

227, by Senators Savickas, congratulatory.

228, by Senator Savickas, and it's congratulatory.

And Senate Joint Resolution 58, by Senator Davidson and
all Senators, and it's congratulatory.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

All right, Consent Calendar. Senator Savickas. All
right...all right, Besolutions.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 229 offered® by Senator Savickas.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Nr. President, members of the Senate, I would move
to suspend the rules for the immediate consideration of Reso-
lution 223. This resolution is inm recognition of the Police
Hemorial Day, and we would like to have it heard...adopted
today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Savickas moves to suspend the rules
for immediate consideration and adoption of Senate Resolution
229, Those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Naya.
The Ayes have it., Rules are suspended. Senator Savickas now
moves to adopt Senate Resolution 223. Those in favor signify
by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Senate Reso-
lution 229 is adopted, Purther resolutions?

SECRETARY:

Senate Joint Resolution 53 offered by Senator Maitland

and all Senators.,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Maitland.
SENATOR HAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to ask leavz of the
Body to...suspend the...suspend the rules and...and ask for
the immediate consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 59,
please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator, have you checked with Senator Sangmeister rela-

tive to this resolution?

END OF REEL

REEL #7

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

¥hy...why don't you give him a quick call so that we
might be able to...Senator Maitland has moved to suspend the
rules for the immediate adoption and conrsideration...S5enator
Haitland...Senator Maitland has moved to suspend the rules
for the immediate consideration and adoption of...Senate
Joint Resolution 59. Those in favor...of the suspension of
the rules indicate by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The rules are suspended. Senator Maitland now
moves the adoption of Senate Joint Resolution 53. Those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Senate Joint Resolution 59 is adopted., Further resolutions?
No further resolutions., Senator Kenny Hall, what...what do
you arise for?
SENATCR HALL:

Thank you, MNr. President. I'd like to have leave to be
shown...I've talked to the principal sponsor, Senator

Newhousz, and I would be a hyphenated sponsor on Senate Bill
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1129,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All right. Senator Hall seeks leave of the Body %to be
added as a hyphenated cospoasor to Senate Bill 1123. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. It's so ordered. Senator
Holmberg, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

I would like to have Senator Macdonald added as
hyphenated cosponsor on Senate Bill 883.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Holmberg seeks leave of the Body to add Senator
facdonald as a hyphenated cosponsor to Senate Bill 883. Is
leave granted? Leave granted. So ordered. Senator
Poshard, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR POSHARD:

Yes, Hr. President, thank you. I inadvertently voted in
a way that I had not intended on...Bill-'716, 1I'd like the
record to show that I had intended to vote No on that bill
instead of Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEﬂﬁZIO)

The record will so indicate, Further business to come
before the Senate? Senator Savickas moves that the Senate
stand adjourned until Thursday, May...Hay the 16th at the

hour of ten ofclock. Senate stands adjourned.



