84TH GENERAL ASSEMBLY

REGULAR SESSION

MAY 16, 1385

PRESIDENT:

The Senate will pleas2 come to order, Will the members
be at thsir desks and will our guests im *he gallery please
rise. Prayer this morning by the Reverend Charles Kyle, St.
Prancis Xavier Church, Chicago, Illinois. Father,

REVEREND KYLE:
{Prayer given by Reverend Kyle)
PRESIDENT:

Thank you, PFathser. Beading of the Journal, Senator
Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Mr. President, I move “hat rsading and approval of the
Journals of Tuesday, May 7th; Wednesday, May 8th; Thursday,
%3y 9th; Tuesday, May 14th and ¥ednesday, May 15th, in the
year 1985, be postponed pending arrival of the printed Jour-
nals.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator BRupp. Is
there any discussion? If not, all in favor imdicate by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries and it?'s so ordered. Messages from the House.
SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - Y am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has passed bills with the
following titles, in the passage of which I am instructed to
ask ths concurrance of the Senate, to-wit:

House Bills 301, 302..,303, 304, 305, 306, 307,
437, 864 and 873.
PRESIDENT:
fesolutions.
SECRETARY:
Senate Resolution 230 and 231 offered by Seanator Lemke

and they are congratulatory..
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PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar, With leave of
page 67 on the Calendar, o8 the
Reading, Mr. Secrastary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 37, Senator Rigney is
{Secretary resads title
House Bill 135, Senator Carroll.
{Secretary reads title
House Bill 197, Senator Lepke.
{Secretary resads title
House Bill 204, Senator Lemke.
{Secretary reads title
Houss Bill 210, Senator Hall.
{Secretary reads title
House Bill 241, Senator Zito and
{Secretary reads title
Housz Bill 338, Senator Kolly.
(Secretary rzads title
House Bill 421, Senator Lemke.
{Secretary resads title
House Bill 422, Senator Lemke.
{Secretary reads title
House Bill 538, Senator Berman.

{Secretary reads title

1985

the Body, we'll move

order of Houses Bills

the Senate sponsor.

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of billy

of bill)

Carroll.

of bill)

of billy

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

House Bill 714, Senator Savickas..

{Secretary reads title
House Bill 733,

{(Secretary reads title
Houss Bill 778, Senator Berman,

(Secretary reads title

of bill)

of billy

of bill)

House Bill 1488, Senator Barkhausen.

{Secretary reads title

Houss Bill 1585, Senatdors Poshard, 0'Daniel and

of bill)

to

1st

Denuzio.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 1654, Senator Netsch.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 1655, Senator Netsch.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 1966, Senators Schuneman and Vadalabene,

(Secretary rsads title of bill)
House Bill 2113, Senators Karpiel and Philip.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 2129, Senator Davidson.

{Secretary rzads title of bill)

House Bill 2183, Senators Luft and Davidson.

(Secretary reads title of billy
1st reading of the foregome bills,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEXMUZIQ)

All right. With leave of thz Body, we'll go t? the...the
driar of Recalls. Theres are several bills that need to be
recallzsd., A print2d copy has been distributed to all of the
mambers. #e'll begin at the top of the list and go right on
through. Senator Marovitz on the Floor? Senator Marovitz om
the Floor? All right. Senate Bill 199, Senator Newhouse.
Do you wish to have that bill return=2d? S=nator...HNewhouse
reju2sts leave of the Body to have Semate Bill 139 returned
to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. 0On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd Reading is Senat2 Bill 199, Hr. Secretary, read the
bill.

SECRETARY:
Amendment No. | offer=sd by Senator Newhouse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Newhouse,
SENATDOR NEWHOUSE:
Thaprk you, Mr. Presiden®: and Senators. This Amendpent

No. 1 to Senate Bill 139 corrects inconsistent punctaation
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brought %to our attsntisn by Senate Enrolling and Engrossing
and I move its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Newvhouse moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to

Senate Bill 193, Any discussion? If =aot, those in favor

signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. .

Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any farther amendments?
SECRETARY: .

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 200, Senator Newhouse. Do you
wish to have that...bill recalled? Senator Nevhouse seeks
leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 200 from...from the

Order of 3rd Beading to the Order of 2nd Reading for the pur-

pose of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.

On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 200,
¥r. Secretary. .
SECRETARY:
Amendment No. | offered by Serator Nawhouse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Newhouse.
SENATCR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Hr. President. This is also a punctuation
change apendment...and I just move its adoptiom.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZID)

Senator Newhouse moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 200. Any discussion? If not, those im favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No, 1 is adopted, Further amendments?

SECRETARY:
No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
3rd reading. Senate Bill 445...wait a minute. Sepate

Bill 201, Senator Sangmeister. Senator Sangmeister on the
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Floor? Sena%or Marovitz, are you prepared to embark on
Sepate Bill 542 All right. Senate Bill 5S4, the very first
on2 on the recall sheet. Senator Marovitz indicates he is
ready. Mr. Secretary, Semate Bill 54 is on the Order of 3rd
Realing. Senator Maroviiz sesks leave of the Body to return
that to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amend-
meat, Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of
Sepate Bills 2nd Beading 1is Senmate Bill 54. Senator
Marovitz., Oh, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Marovitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yom, ver much, Mr, President and members of the
Senate. Amendment No. 2 is a clarifying amendment which
clarifies some language that was put in the improper place in
Anendment No., 1.

PRESIDING DFFICER: {SENATCR DEHMUZIO)

Senator Harovitz moves the adoption of Amend-
ae0t...Apendment No, 2 %2 Senate Bill 5S4, Any discassion?
If no%t, thos2 in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. Amendment No., 2 is adopted. Any further
amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

3rd reading.  Senator Sangmeister on the Ploor? Senate
Bill 445, Senator Davidson, Senator Davidson seeks leave of
the Body to reiurn Semate Bill 445 from the...from the Order
of 3rd Reading to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of
an amendment, Is leave granted? Leave is granted. ‘on the
Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 445, #Nr.

Secretary.
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SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Davidson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSDN:

Mr. President and membars of the Sznate, this amendment
is to put into the continuing education regquirement the
recognition for those reguirements which a pesrson under the
M=2dical Practice Act mus: maintain to be a board certified
specialist or to maintain their hospital privileges so that
thare would npo% b2 a requirement put in doubling the amount
of hours, there would be recognition for those hours. . I move
the adoption of the amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHMUZIO)
Senator Davidson moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to

Senate Bill 445. Any discussion? If not, those im favor

signify by saying Aye. Opposed VNay. The Ayes have it.

Amendment No., 1 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:
s No further amendments,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading., Senate Bill 5593. Senator Weaver seeks
leave of the Body to retursm Senate Bill 559 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
Beading is Senate Bill 559, Hr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECﬁETAR!:

Amendment No., 2 offered by Senator #eaver.
PRESIDING OFFICRR: {(SENATOR DEHOZIC)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, MNr. President. This amendment provides that
the Illinois Board of Higher Bducation must approve leases of

aver five years and I would move its adoption.



Page 7 - MAY 16, 1385

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Weaver moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 %o
Semate Bill 553. Any discussion? Senator #2lch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Yes, I have a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

What's +he current provision in the law for reviewing a
lease and leases, Senator Heaver? Is there a review by +the
Board of Higher BEd., and if so, after how many years?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Heaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

I have difficulty hszaring, but I don’t think there are
any. This is a bill that provides for leases of up to seven-
teen years for all of higher education. This merely states
that the Board of Higher..,Education must be notified and
approve those leases excseding five years. It?s just kind of
an oversight by the Board of Higher Education on higher edu-
cation leases.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Helch.

SENATOR WELCH:

¥ell, the carrent limit you're saying *hen is...is five
years and you're 2xtending it to seventeen with this bill.
And with the current five-year leases there is no review by
ths Board of Higher Education? Did they ask for this partic-
ular review authority?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZID)
Senator Weaver,
SENATCR WEAVER:
Yes, they did and I think it's a good idea.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Purther discussion? If not, Senator ¥saver has moved the
idoption of...Amendment No. 2 to Senmate Bill 553. Those in
favor " will signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Arny further amend-
ments?

SECBETARY:

No further amendments,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATDR DENUZIO)

3rd <reading. Senate Bill 651. Ssnator Barkhausen seeks
leave of the Body to return Semate Bill 651 to the COrder
of...2npd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. 1Is leave
granted? Leave is granted, . Senate Bill 651, on the Order of
2nd Reading, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment Né. 3 offersd by Senator Barkhausen.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUOZIOD)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

r. President and membears, Amendmant No. 3 is offered at
the suggestion 9f LRB which in turn took their suggestion
from Enrolling and Engrossing. It picked up a technical
problem with the bill that this Amendment Ko. 3 sesks to cor-
rect and I would move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen wmoves the adoption of Amendment No. 3

to Senmate Bill 651. Any discussion? If not, those in favor

signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.

Anendment No., 3 is adopted, Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 658, Senator Netsch. Senator
Netsch seeks leave of the...of the Body to return Senate Bill

658 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amend-
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ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of.

Senate Bills 2pnd Reading is Senate Bill 658, Mr. Secretary,
read the bill,
SECRETARY:
Amsndment No. 2 offered by Senator Netsch.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. The amendment adds intos on2
sentence tw#o words that clarify its meaning. This has to do
with the permit fee for air pollution and it makes it 'clear
that +the board may not prescribe permit fees which are
different, and th2 +wo words added are, "in amount" from
those westablished under the Act. It is essentially a
clarification amendment and I would move its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Netsch has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2
to Senate Bill 658. Any discussion? If not, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Any further awmendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO0)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 680, Senator Netsch. Senator
Netsch seeks leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 680 to
thz Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. IS
leava . granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 680, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.

SECRETARY:

-..Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Netsch.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIG)

Senator Netsch,

SENATOR NETSCH:
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Thank you...thank youa, MNr. President. This is an
Enrolling and Engrossing error that was caught, the word
"jistg” ghould bs "it," i-t, of momentous importance. I would
nove its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Netsch moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
Sapate Bill 680. Any discussion? If not, thosa in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed VNay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

¥o further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 690, Seanator Macdonald...seeks
leave of the Senate to return Senate Bill 630 to the Order of
2nd BReading for the purpose of an amendment, Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd
Reading is Senate Bill 630, Mr. Secratary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. | offered by Senator Macdonald.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZID)

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Yes, this bill merely extends to a hundred and twenty
days instead of ninety days the period for return-
ing...refunds on your income tax. I move for its adoptiom.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Hacdonald moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 630. Any discussion? 1If no%, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. | is adopted, Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 693. Senator Geo-Karis seeks
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leave of the Body %o return Senate Bill 633 to the Order of
2nd BReading for the purpose of ar amendment. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd
Reading is Senate Bill 693, Mr, Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Geo-Karis.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEBUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, this
apendnent was arrived from a meeting with Dean Sears frosm the
Illinois Farm Bursau, Dick Davidson, Depar*ment of Agricul-
turz, Carolyn Cooley from the Department of Agriculture,
Senator Coffey.  This amendment is dome with their consent
and it retains...the current statutory language..,and it adds
clarifying language on the liability of am animal owner if
the animal runs at large and causes damage, defines livestock
and allows for impoundment of loose livestock by law enforce-
ment and raguires the animal owner fixes enclosure,
and...requires notice of impoundment %o the owner, =t cetera.
And I move the passage of this amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

A1l right. Senator Geo-Karis moves the adoption of
Apendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 633. 1Is there any discussion?
Any discussion? If not, those...those in favor signify by
saying Ayes. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 2
is adopted. Any further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 714, Senator D!Arco seeks
leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 714 to the Graer of
2nd Reading for the purpose of an anendment. Is leave

granted? Leave is granted, On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd
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Reading is Senate Bill 714, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:
Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator D'Arco.
PRESIDI&G OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment has been
requested by the Department of Insurance as a technical
clarification of what is intended by the bill., Aad I would
move o adop: Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 714, Any discussion? If not, those in favor
signify by say Ay=2. Oppos2d Nay. Th2 Ayss have it. Amend-
ment No. | is adop*ed. Any...any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

3rd reading. 742, we don't have the amendmentS...on the
orler,..760, Sepator Marovi%z, Senator Marovitz sseks leave
of the Body to return Senate Bill 760 to the Order of 2nd
Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is leave dgranted?
Leave 1is granted. On ths O;Ger of Senate Bills 2nd Reading
is Senate Bill 760, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No, ! offered by Senator Marovitz.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, HMr. President, members of the
Senate, Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 760 is an effective
date amendment only. As promised in commiitze, it makes the
effective date January 1, 1987. I would ask for the adoption

of Amendment No., 1 to Senate Bill 7560.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator...Senpator MNarovitz moves the adoption of Amend-
ment No. 1 to Ssnate Bill 760. Any discassion? If onot,
those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayves
have 1it. Amendment ¥o. 1 is adopted. Any further amend-
ments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading., With leave of the Body, Senator Sangmeister
is on the Floor now, Senmate Bill 20t. Senator Sangmeister
requests leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 201 to the
Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendaent. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 201, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Narovitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Marovitz,.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I offered the amendment becausa Senator Sangmeister
¥asa't on the Floor as yet. I will defer to the chief
sponsor, Senator Sangmeister,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGHMERISTER:

Thank you. 1It's my anderstanding the way this amendment
has now been drafted that we must Table the...I don't know
whather it was Floor Amendmen: No. 1 or Committee Amendment
No. 1, I believe it was comnittee amendmeant, because it now
encompasses that in this amendment. So we m@move to fable
Committee Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)
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A1l right. Senator Sangmeister moves to Table Amendment
No. 1 %o Senate Bill 201, Those in favor signify by sayirg
Aye. Gpposed Nay. The Ayes have it., Amendment No. 1 is
Tabied. Further amendmenpts? All right, Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I guess I've been given the okay to go ahead bhere.
Amendment ©No. 2 encompasses all of...well, of the Coammittee
Amendment ¥o. 1, and in addition to that, there wWaS...Sone
concern about making sure that firearms could be possessed on
school property where they are used for school training pur-
poses, parades, target shooting and that kind of thing, and
it does not materially affect...ve did not intend in any
respect to prevent those kind of activities with a gun on
school premises, aad it just clarifies it and also takes care
of the Rifle's Association concern. So I'd move the adoption
of Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 201.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Sangmeister, for the record, before
WEesaWE handle this amnendment, procedurally Senator
Sangmeister moves to reconsider the vote, having voted on the
prevailing side, by which Amendment No. 1 was adopted. Those
in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The vote is reconsidered. Senator Sangmeister now moves
to Table Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 201. Any discus-
sion? If no%t, those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 1 is Tabled.. Senator
Sangmeister now moves the adoption of...of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 20%. 1BAny discussion? If not, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Ary further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3zd reading. All right. With 1leave, wetll return *+o
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785, Senator Fawell, Senator Fawell seeks leave of the Body
to return Senate Bill 785 to the Ordsr of 2nd Beading for the
purpose of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is
grante@. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate
Bill 785, Mr, Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Fawell.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. This 1is basically a...technical
amendment. It just exempts the airlines so the stewardesses
don't have to be fingerprinted for serviag liquor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

‘ Senator Fawell moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill‘.?BS. Any discussion? If no%t, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed PNay. The Ayes have it.

Amendment No. | is adopted. Any further amendments?

'SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 873, Senator Schaffer seeks
leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 873 to the Order of
2nd Rezading for the purpose of an amendment. Is leave
granted? Lea;e is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2pd
Reading is Senate Bill B73, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SE&RETARY:

Amendment No, 2 offered by Senator Schaffer.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR bEHUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

#e put Amendment No. 1 on at the request of the Depart-
men*t of Conservation. Cur staffs 1looked that over and,

frankly, the language was a little clumsy, didn':t <rack as
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well as it should of, and Amendment No. 2 merely cleans up
Amendmen: No. 1 and puts the bill in shape.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer moves the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 873, Any discussion? If ngnot, those in favof
siganify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it,
Amendment No. 2 is adop*ed. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. 974. Senator Lemke seeks leave of the Body
to...etarn Senate Bill 974 to the Order of 2nd Resading for
ths purpose of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate
Bill 974, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECBETARY:

Senate Bill 974 with Amendment No. 2 offered by Serator
Berman,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
- Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

] Thank you, Mr. Presidentz. Amendnent.,.Arendment No. 2
would allow members *o transfer credit into the General
Assembly Retirement System from other pension systems, and
this would...this window would be open between January -1 and
February 1 of 1986. Move the adoption of Amendment No. 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman moves the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 974, Any discussion? If not, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Anmendment No. 2 is adopted. Any furthar amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
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3rd reading. Senate Bill 1010, Senator Carroll. Senator
Carrsll on the Floor? Senate Bill 1123, Senator Newhouse.
Senator Newhouse seeks leave of the Body to return Sepate
Bill 1129 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an
amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
Drder of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senats Bill 1129, Hr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

(tachine cutoff)...No. 2 offered by Senator Hall.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO) .

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

sealss.refer to Senator Newhouse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Hr. President. Amendment No., 2 clears up a
constitutional quaestion and it..,.it does so by eliminating
the...appointing power of the Senate President and of the
Speaker of the House s0 that the appointments will be made by
the Governor now instead of the cooperation between the two.
Howsver, there will be Senate confirmation of +the appoint-
ments, That is the amendment and I move iis adopiion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Senator...Senator Hall, Senator Hall moves.,,.the adop-

tion of Amendment No., 2 o Senate Bill 1129, Those in favor

signify by saying Aye. Opposed HNay. The Ayes have it..

Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY: '
No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
3rd reading. Senate Bill 1350. Senator Carroll

s22k...Wwith leave of the Body, is there leave to have Senator

Rock handle...Semate Bill 1350? Leave is granted. On the
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Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1350. Sena-
tor Rock seeks l2ave of the Body to return 1350 to the Order
of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd
Reading is Semate Bill 1350, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Apendment N¥o. | offered by Senator Carroll.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, with leave of ths Body, we'll let Senatsr Rock nove
the amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Sena-
tor Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Yes, Senator Carroll and I are cosponsors of this amend-
ment as we are cosponsors of the.bill. Amendment No. 1 to
Sepate Bill 1350, which is the substantial recodification of
th2 Savings and Loan Act would delete any reference to other
insurers as approvad by th2 Illinois Depariment of Insurance.
Currently, a savings and loan institution can, in fact, apply
to the department to the commnissioner to have some other
insurance for deposits other than the FSLIC. The fact of the
matter is they have not in any event ever approved any other
insurer. All we are doing by Amendment No. 1
issssisss.precluding that opportunity. We are just saying it
has to be FSLIC. I know of no objection, I move the adoption
of Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rock has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
Sepnate Bill 1350. Any discussion? If no%t, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Cpposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendaents.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senator Lemke, for what purpose do vyou
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arise?
SENATOR LEMKE:

Just a point of order. T think that...you know, we have
an Agreed Bill List aad certain members have bills on the
Agreed B{ll List but the members never receive notice of the
individuals that are taking off the names off the Agreed Bill
List. And I think it would be a commom courtesy that these
five individuals should present that motion %o the sponsor of
ths bill +*oo bzssides tha2 Secretary of the Senate. I mean,
it'd be nice for us to knrow who it is so we can reciprocate
to them. I think it's a common courtesy that we should sit
down and negotiate and see what can be done, because we are
no: happy in the Polish community, and I will assure you that
repercussions will come for that reason.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 righ=. Senator Carroll sesks leave of the..,.on
Senate Bills...on the recall list thers is Sanate Bill 1010.
With 1leave of the Body, we’ll go to that order of business.
Leave is granted. On the order...Senate Bill !010, Senator
Carroll sesks leave of the Body to return Senate Bill 1010 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. . Is
leave granted? Leave 1is granted. On the Order of Sernate
Bills 2nd Reading is Semate Bill 1010, Hr, . Secretary, read
the bill,

SECRETARY:

Amendment ¥o. 1 offered by Senmator Carroll.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, #r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 1 was brought to our attention by the
Reference Bureau and our own Enrolling and Engrossing to add
the word ¥Yof." It is a technical amsndment, it was a typo-

graphical error and I would move its adoption.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Carroll moves “he adoption of Amendmeng No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1010. Aany discussion? If not, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3zd reading. Senator Rock, for wha* purpose .do -you
arise?
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, HMr. President, Ladiss and Gentlemen of the
Senate, if I can have the attention of the meambership, we'll
give you an idea of what the schedule is going to be. 6 Fe
will commence virtuvally immediately on Senate bills 3rd
reading whers we 1lef: off yesterday, which was Senates Bill
873, and proceed through the balance of the Calendar oan 3rd
reading at which time we will then go back and start over on
2nd reading, having been through the 3rd reading Calendar one
time fally this week. At about twelve-fifteen, I have dis-
cussed with Senator Philip, to afford the members an oppor-
tunity to...either go to church or grab a bite of 1lunch or
both, at about twelve-fif<sen we will begin reading the
Agreed Bill List., The Secretary indicates that it will take
approximately an hour to an hour and ten minutes to read the
1ist in its entirety intd the record, amd so we will then
literally have some free zime %o grab a biis of lunch and be
back hefe at one-thirty at which time we will vote on the
Agreed Bill List and carry on through the balance of the
Calendar, with the idea that we will conclude our business
this evening at —roughly five or five-thirty only to start
agaia tomorrow morning at ten and attempt to conclude our
business by one-thirty tomorrow afternoon to afford everybody

a chance to get back to thair district. You want to start at




-

Page 21 - MAY 16, 13985

aine on...on Friday? That's all right with me. I ¥waS...I
was here at ten this morning and I was alone.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)
All right, With leave of the Body...
SENATOR ROCK:

All right. WNine...nine o'clock tomorrov morning, once we
avVar...if we sver get thers, I'1ll sees how many show up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

«ssleave of the Body, we'll...we'll go to the...the Order
of Semate Bills 3rd Reading, page 28, we laft off with Senate
Bill 873, that was on the recall 1list this morning. So,
we'll go to 882, Senator Degmnan. Senate bills 3rd reading is
Senate Bill 882, Hr. Secretary, read the bill. Senator-
Savickas.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 882.
{Secretary regads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHDZIO)
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGEAN:

Thank you, Mr. Presideat, Senate Bill 882 creates
the...Expedited Check Clearing Act and the intent of the bill
is to wmake available ¢to depositors funds in a checking
account within a reasonable time following deposit involving
a check,  Basically the bill says, a check must be credited
and available to you one day after deposit if the check is
drawn on that financial institution, is on a Federal Govern-
ment or Illinois Government check or is for anr amount less
than fifty dollars. The amount must be credited within three
days if the check is drawn on any fimancial institution
within the State, and the amount must be credited within five
days when the chack is drawn...I'a sorti, within eight days

when a check is drawn anywhere else. I'd b2 happy to accept
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any guestions,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? 1If not, the guestion is, shall Senpate
Bill 882 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 55, thz Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 882 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
883, Senator Holmberg. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 883, Nr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 883.

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

Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden*. Senate Bill 883 provides that
public schools may provids instruction in parenzing edu-
cation, I think it*s important for the Body to realize that
in this year when we are doing so many things in education
that with this bill we are not adding a mandate. This is
permissive, it perpits school districts inm regulariy taught
programs to teach parenting education between the grades of
six through twelve, and they may also provide evening pro-
grams %o young parents who wish to ‘take advantage of
parenting education. I think the Chicago Tribune has brought
out very effectively in their series, "Breaking the Chain,"
how critical it is that we reach parents of young children at
a vary, very young ags. ®e have the ability £o change the
next generation...it's cost-effective, prevention is the
apswer, as parents are able to best reach their childres

betwean birth and eighteon months of age. W®e are adding all
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kinds of safeguards in the things that we must later do in
the way of remediation. The actual ability to learn how to
learn is taught at a very early age. I recomaend the passage
of this bill. Ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 883 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
question, the Ayss are 55, the Nays are none, none voting
Presant...or | voting Present. Sepnate bill 883 having
received the constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 887, Senator Lemke.  Read the bill, #Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 887,

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

Senator Lenke.

SENATCR LEMKE:

Hhat this does...this bill does is pernits injunctive
relief for the father of an unboran'child whose wife seeks an
abortion. It opens ap...what it does is gives the right to
the father; if he cam prove his rights are more substantial
than the mother's rights, he can...he can get an injunction.
I+t puts the system im the court where it should be amd I ask
for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Fawell,
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you...Mr. President, will the....
PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.
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SENATOR FAWELL:

It's bean a long day...if the woman's life is in danger
or if the doctor says that...that this should be done, does
this...does the father still have the right to say I want
this injunction amyway?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

He has to...he has to show that his rights are greater
than the...the person seeking the abortion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR LEHMKE:

«ssthat situation I would say, no, but he woald just be
given %fhat right, it would be up to the court *o decide
whether to enjoin it or not., This is where it should be.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell,

SENATOR FAWELL:

Hill the...have you got some provision in there that the
court must take this up immediately because if...if not it
becomes sort of a moot question. You know, if the woman has
to wait, say a month or two, at that point it might be more
dangerous for her to have the abortion than it is for...for
the abortion to take place.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEHKE:

My understanding in talking to the Supreme Court that
they have emergency injunctive proceedings which they do for
blood tramsfusions and such, and this would just be along
those lines and I think the mechanism is there for this to be
accomplished,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladizs and Gentlemen of ‘the Senate, I
votad for this bill in committee without rsalizing that if a
father wants,..if the husband wants to have a vasectomy per-
formed he does not have to ask his wife. And I wonder if the
sponsor would pull %the bill out of the racord and put an
apendment on it to make tha same provision apply to the wife
so that if she doesn't want him to have a vasectomy he should
not...*that she should have a right to speak about it and be
considered before hes has it done.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke,

SENATOR LEMKE:

Senator Geo-Karis, we can get into the realm of
vasectomises or *ubes being tied and something in regards to
prevention of birth. 1In this incident we're +talking about
something that 1is there which I consider a person and medi-
cally it*s considered a person. It has nothing to do with
the injunctive relief. She has that...she has that right
nos. She can spell that out right now to stop him, very
simple, She has a right in...in...in divorce court, if she
wants that. This case, vwe, *“he father, wants to go in and
protect his rights to his son or daughter that may be born,
and he's got to prove that his rights are greater tham her
rights,. WHe are not getting into birth control here; this is
not a matter of birth control, this is a matter of life.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. Presiden%t, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I very
rarely disagree with the sponsor 'cause I happen to be very
fond of him; however, I do feel that the rights should be

equal, because I know of wives who say their hoesbands don't
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want any children and yet they do, and I know several cases.
S0, I am forced to speak against a bill on the basis that we
should have egual parity...between both men...both wife and
husband.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, +the question is,
shall Senats Bill 887 pass. Those in favor will voie Avye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record., On that guestion, the Ayes are 38, the Nays
are 3, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 887 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 889,
Senator Lemke. Read the bill, Mr, Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 883.

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

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Last Session we passed a bill in regards to parental
notification. What this bill does, it amends an Act in
relation to the office of public defenders, requires the
public defender vhen appointed by court +to defend persons
under the parent...Parental Notice of Abortion Act of 13983,
This rightfully is where it belongs and the public defender
should represent the minor in her,..atfempt toe...or trial in
court to stop the parents from being notified. I think it's
3 good bill, I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)
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He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Lemke, I wondar whether :there's any precedent for

having public defenders represent other than criminals?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I believe there...there is some precedence in this...in
this matter. We're talking about am Act that @makes certain
offenses and I think that it's rightly so that if we have a
public defender it shouldn't be the State's attorney it
should be the public defender that should defend or represent
this...this wminor in her actions. I think it's only proper,
it's done in juvenile court, public defenders are used in
juvenile court. This...this indirectly is a juvenile court
matter concerning juvenile even though it's in am adult
court., I...I think it's...there's precedent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further...Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, to the bill. If there is any
merit to this concep: whatsoever...and I'm afraid that it?s
constitutionality both of this concept and also of notice in
general, as I understand it, which is already been held to be
unconstitutional by a district court and is now on appeal.
But if there is any merit to this idea at all, it...it may be
that public goardians could be appointed to represent the
minor. But the 1idea of...of suddenly having public
defenders, which traditionally only represent those charged
with crimes be they adults or be they juveniles, would sud-
denly have thrust upon them a...Sort of a civil responsibil-
ity that has been totally foreign to the «concept of the
office of public defender, I think is completely out of

place, and thersfore would urge the rajection of +this bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Luft,
SENATOR LUFT:

I have a question, Mr. President, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

tate your question.
SENATOR LOFT: -

It is my understanding that a public defender is
appointed to defend someonsz if that person cannot afford to
hire a reqular attorney. In the case that you’re presenting,
does that individual have to be declared as one of those
people who cannot afford to pay and therefore get a regular
attorney and therefore gets ths public defender, or can any-
body that you're talking about get the public defender?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

In this particular incident, if.,.you'd have the public
defendar or...or at least yoO...¥0U...if +the child could
afford...her own counsel then she would get counsel, but it's
presumable that most children don’t bhave their own finances
and wvould have to go %o their paremts, so therefore a public
defender would be...they would qualify for being represented
by a public defender. TI...I don't see any problem with that.
I don't think...post minors don't have control of their
funds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall Senate Bill B89 pass. Those in favor will vote Ave.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voiting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, the Ayes are 41, the Nays are 10, 3 voting
Prasent. Senate Bill 889 having received the constitutional

majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 890, Senator Lemke.
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Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 890,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of *he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOK LEMKE:

What we're doing here is,.,.is...is amending the abortion
law that we passed in 1975 prohibiting the sale and experi-
mentation upon a fetus produced by fertiliza*ion of a human
OVUMes.SPErm. ¥e're also putting in here a provision to

.clear uap our intent here that in the intro-vitro
fertilization that this law does not apply, and it's per-
fectly legal under that procedure but not o sell these
things for experimenting, being cut up in pieces and so
forths I think it's a good bill and I also think it clears
up some of...some of the misunderstanding *that was when wve
originally passed this bill. It wvas never our intent $0...%t0
prohibit experimentation in intro-vitro fertilization. I ask
for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If opot, +he gquestion 1is, shall
Senate Bill 830 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
vish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 41, the Nays are 7, 3 votimg Present.
Senate Bill 830 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 893, Senator Btheredge.
Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 833,

{Secretary reads %title of bill)

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

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR RTHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill...833 1is the result of bipartisan
discussions of members of the Revenue Committee and the I1li-
nois Department of Revenue. It makes technical corrections
in the State Income Tax Ac: and also provides...for changes
in the income tax penalty. I would be very happy to respond
to any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 833 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay., The voting is opem, Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 833 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 890,. Senator
Etheredge. Read the bill, Mr, Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 894,

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

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 894 is similar to the preceding bill in
that it is the result of discussions with the Department of
Revenue. And what this bill does is to change the provisions
that the department implements in regard to the write-off of
uncollectible debts. I'd be...very happy o respond to any
questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 834 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. ZThose
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 57, the Nays are none, none votinrg
Prasent. Senate Bill 834 having received the constitutional
najority is declared passed. Senate Bill 893, Senator
Schuneman. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarvy.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 839,

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

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 839 is a bhill
requested by the State Employees Retirement System and it is
simply a recodification of the State Social Security Enabling
Act. The recodification simplifies language, clarifies mean-
ing, and reorders the paragraphs in a more logical manner.
This is the first complete recodification since the inception
of the Act, and the many amendments, additions and deletions
have contributed %o +he carrent disorganized and sometimes
outdated state of the Act. I know of no opposition to the
bill. Move for its adoption,

PRESIDIHNG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If no%, Senator Schuneman...if not,
the gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 893 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 57, *he Nays are 1,
non2 voting Present. Sznate Bill 893 havimg received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 305,

Senator Fawell. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary. For what pur-
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pose does Senator Sangmeister arise? Senator Fawell. Read
the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 305.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. W#ith the amendment I don't really
think this is that terribls of a bill. All it does is
ites.it allows the chief judge in each circuit to have the
power to; namber one, to t211 the public defender whether he
can appoint investiga*ors if the county board comes up with
the funds. It also tells...allows the chief judge to...to
tell those investigators so appointed if they can carry fire-
arms and then they can only carry firearms if they have gone
through very extensive training. It also allows these sanme
investigators to have just the power to serve warrants, noth-
ing else, not search and seizure. All the peace officer
things have bezn.,..deleted, It also allows the State's
attorney, who again 1is an elected official, to appoint
investigators for his office if the county board comes up
with the funds. It allows the State's attorney investigators
to have the same powers as I just enumerated for the public
defender investigators. The reason *hat this bill is in
place is because the public defenders have...have said...some
of them have had to go into some very dangerous situations
wh2re they feel that their life is in peril and...and they
need this...this bill for that reason.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

I have a question, please, Mr. President.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she'll yvield.
SENATOR LUFT:

%ho pays foé the training?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell,

SENATOR FAWELL:

-+«I'm sure the county board would. K It’s...it's under
that Police Tfaining Act.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:
. I have another question. I thisk you said that, if I am
corréctly, that the court would ask for the county to...to
supply the funds for the public defender under
this...progran?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

That...that actually is what...what happens now. It's
put...the circuit...chief circuit judge is the one who
appoints the public defender. The public defender's office
is directly underneath the chisf..,circuit judge and it's in
his budget.

PRESIDING OFFICER; (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

It's in the circuit judge's budget?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

It...it must be...the public defender budget's mus% be

approved by the full circuit...by the...by the circuit judges

because that particular office is not an elected office, it's
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under direct...it's directly andermeath the chief circuit
judge.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:
Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
She indicates she'll yizld.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Senator, do...does +the public defender!s office have
investigators currently?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«e+Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Beg pardon? I...I didn't hear the question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dddycz.

SENATOR DUDYICZ:

Does the public defender?s office have investigators cur-
rently?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell,

SENATOR FAWELL:

Investigator's permits?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Carrently. . Does...do they have investigatots currently?
SENATOR FAWELL:

Ok, some of them do, not all of them., They do in Cook
and they do in DuPage and they do in some of the more urban
ar2as in some of the ones down in southern Illinois. In some
of the other counties, I understand they do not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDICZ:
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How..,.how do they...perform their duties now without
being armed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Pawell.

' SEWATOR FAWELL:

Very cautiously.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dudycz..

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

.sswhen I was working Cabrini Green for two years, when-
evar w2 had process servers or anybody from the pablic
defender?®s office come by they would request and receive an
escort service by the local police officers. Couldn't this
just continue rather than arm additional investigators?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell,

SENATOR FAWELL:

If.,.if indeed, Cook County handles it that way, thatt's
fine. I~ is not handled, unfortunately, that way in my
county. The police depar*ments do not have the personnel +to

go out with the public defenders nor are they so inclined,

and it's a great deal more costly that way.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATORVSAVICKAS)
Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Woulda't it make more sense to hire amore police officers
rather than investigators for that particular office?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

It...it would just cost more. I mean, the only way these
men are going to be allowed whatsoever to have those weapons
is they've got to have the exact same kind o9f training that

you would have had as a police officer. I mean...you
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know...and then the chief judge has to allow them, has to
screen them and say, you know, you are capable of carrying a
ﬁeapon and...and you're a little crazy and I'm not going to
let you carry one.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDY¥CZ:

Well, what you're saying is that youR...you want the
public defender to have th2...specific police force of their
own but you do not want the police officers to have addi-
tional police officers. If they are going to he perforaming
the same type of activities...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell,

SENATOR FAWELL:

The only thing they will be able to do under the bill as
amended is to just serve warrants, that®*s all, They are not
going %o have the power to arrest, they're not going to have
all the other powers that a police officer has. Pover to
give...sServe a warrant and the power, if necessary, and if
approved by #he chief judge to.e.eto carcy a gun,
that’s...that's it,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dudycz,

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Well if +they 4don't have the power to arrest, they
shouldn't have weaponsS...if they...if they...if they have the
power...if they want to carry weapons, they should be police
officars, period. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator 2Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:
Thank you, Mr. President. W®ill the sponsor yield for a

question, please?
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PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
She indicates she will.

SENATOR Z2ITO:

Senator, I'm...I'm sorry, I missed part of the debate..

Did you say that there was a provision in this bill whereby
the,..warrant servers when they were off duty, what...what is
the stipulation with people that are off-duty hours, can they
still carry a...a weapon?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.
SENATDR FAWELL:

No...no0, it's only while in the...in the pursuit of +the
duties connected with their office,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Was that addressed by amendment? Was that...thank you.
I have no further questions.
éRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«e»Senator Chew,.

SENATOR CHEW:

Mr, Presideat, those persons in this State that are
alloved to carry firearms supposed to go through extemsive
traiving and then they're on probation for a period of time
before they're permitted to become full-time peace officers.
Under this bill, as I wunderstand 1it, this bill empowers
State's attormeys to...and to appoint investigators, and
these investigators would be eligible to carry firearms and
it also does the same thing for public defenders. The first
thing I'd like to know is, who in the world wants this bill?
And +his delestes the power of the sheriffs in...in these
counties whare this would be permitted, and <to delete the
power of the oldest lawv enforcing officers that we are aware

of, I believe the.,.it originated in England, the sheriffs, I
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just don't think the bill is of any...any sobstance and I
don't think it should pass. ®hy would you delete the power
and the authority of people that we elect? The sheriff nmust
be elected and then he in turn deputizes people and these
people must go on extensive training. The...the sheriffs of
the counties will, in fact, escort officers, State's attor~
neys and of course public Jdefendants if they must go into
areas where there is an inherit danger. So I think if we
leave this like it is, it...it would be alright. TheY...they
delegate...they defeated bills to give arson investigators
the right as peace officers, that bill vas defeated. FWe
don't want to get into an area where everybody who works for
any agancy would have the right to...%0 bsar arms, because
right now we're...we're undergoing an extensive investigation
even On security guards as to what their past records have
been, it's on one of our major networks now, and I think we
just ought not pass this, Hr. President, becauss it sets a
bad precedent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, in
order to explain *this bill further, all this bill does is say
that the public defender can appoint investigators if the
amounts...funds budgeted is...allows. and if he can, he has
to do it with the approval of the chief judge to appoint
investigators who shall be classified as peace officers, may
carry weapons after appropriate training only in the course
of their duties. You don't appoint the sheriff's office to
investigate for the public defender?s office. You have to
have your own investigators and the counties that do have
these investigators, and® my coun*ty has in the public
defender's office, all they...all she's asking for is pro-

tection for that investigator when he goes in an awful neigh-
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borhood and has %o investigate a case for the public
defender. So, I don’t thiok this bill is so bad and I pove
for its passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there farther discussion? If not, Senator Fawell eay
close.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank vyou...thank yoa, very much. Let me.,..let me tell
you again with the amendment what the bill does. Number
ons..,.Sepator on the other side was im...¥as in error...our
sheriff's department does not go with our public defenders
aor will he go, he does not have the manpower, and I thipk
you will find *that®s trus in a large number of the counties,
We...they cannot go. All they are saying is that they would
like to bhave the right to0...%t0 carry the weapons in the...in
their coarse of pursuing their duties as designated to them
by the chief judge. In order to have that, it says right in
the bill that they must have successfully completed a train-
ing program offered or approved by the Illinois Governmental
Law Enforcement Officer®'s Training Board and subsequently
conforms to standards promulgated by the 1Illinois Police
Iraiping Act and an Act in relation to firearms training for
peace officers. You asked who wanted this bill; it's the
public defender, Jim Dooley I undersiand, is a hundred per~
cent behind us in Cook County. I know my public defemnder is
a hundred percent behind it, I understand the Lake County
public defender is a hundred percent...behind it. The
State's atforneys' portion was given to me by the State's
Attorney's Appellate Court Division. I...you know, I...I
don't know of anybody except for some of the members On...0n
th2 Floor that may be in opposition to this, and I would ask
for an Aye...a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 905 pass. Those in
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favor will vote Aye. Thoss opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take...have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 26, none voting
Prasent. Senate Bill 905 having received the constitutional
majority 1is declared passed. For what purpose does Senator
Chew arise?
SENATOR CHEW:

I1'd like a verification of the positive votes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

A verification of the affirmative vote has  been
regquested. Would all the Senators please be in their seats.
And will the Secretary please call the affirmative roll.
SECRETARY:

The following...the following voted imn the affirmative:
Barkhausen, Bloom, Coffey, D*'Arco, Davidson, Delngelis,
Degnan, Etheredge, Fawell, Friedland, Geo-Karis, Hudson,
Jeremiah Joyce, Karpiel, Lechowicz, Lemke, Macdonald, Mahar,
darovitz, Philip, Eigney, Rupp, Sangmeister, Schaffer,
Schuneman, Sommer, Topinka, Vadalabene, Watson, Weaver, Zito.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATORB SAVICKAS)

Is there any question of the affirmative vote, Senator
Chewn?

SENATOR CHEW:

Yes, ¥r. President, is Senator Bloom on the Floor?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloos. 1Is Senator Bloom on the Floor? Strike
his name from the record.

SENATOR CHEW:

Senator Lechowicz on the Floor?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz is talking business.
SENATOR CHEW:

Senator Marovitz on the Floor?



PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Strike his name from the record.
SENATOR CHEW:
That's enough.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

ieceive the majority is declared lost.
SENATGR FAWELL:
Postponed consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Fawell sought 1leave +o
sideration. 1Is leave granted? Leave

Bill 907, Senator Chew. Kead the bill,

END OF REEL
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Senator Harovitz. Is Senator Marovitz on the Floor?

On a verified roll call the Ayes are 29, the Nays are 26,

none voiing Presont, Senate Bill 905 having failed to

Senator Fawell,

put on postponed com-
is granted. Senate

Mr., Secretary.
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REEL #2

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 907,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

Hr. President, this bill has been agreed on by everybody,
including the insurance industry, the people in the industry,

the pembers on the other side of the aisle, Senator Rupp has

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
become a hyphenated cosponsor; I have no opposition. I would
ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there discassion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 907 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
oppased vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who }
.Hish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 63, the ©Nays are 1, none voting
Prasent.. Senate Bill 307 having received the constitutional
najority is declared passed. Senate Bill 912, Senator
Denuzio. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 912,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. |
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Demuzio,
SENATOR DEMUZIO:
Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 312, I think, also

should have been on the Agreed Bill List. It does, in fact,
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amend the Sales FPinance Agency Act, . When w¥e,..1981, took off
the statutory maximum ra*es, therefore, I...eliminating the
asury rAtes, we did not allowv for recovery of amounts that
vere...that were paid which exceed the maximum amounts under
the Retail and Installment Sales Act or the motor vehi-
cle...BISA., This provision does, in fact, put that recovery
back into the legislation and I don't know of any opposition,
I would ask for your favorable support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Hr. Presidsnt and Ladies and Gentlemen. This
bill came out of fipancial Ainstitutions unanimously. As
Minority Spokesman,...we always get a little nervous when
Vipce has one of these bills dealing with interest
rates...*this is actually...an excellent bill, came sut unani-
mously, and we'll make a fortune for a couple of lawyers. I
would ask for an affirmative roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 912 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, ths Ay2s are 54, the Nays
ire none, none voting Present.,. Semate Bill 912 having
received the constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
Sepate Bill 924, Senator Schuneman. Read the bill, Hr.
Sscretary.

SECRETARY:

Senmate Bill 924,

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

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:



Page 44 - HAY 16, 1385

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 324 is an attempt
to respond to a problem in my district where some of our
communities have small community water supplies; for example,
2...2 water supply serving perhaps eight - or nine families,
and it simply affects the testing requirements, makes them
less onerous than they presently are, and I would move pas-
sage of the bill. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR WELCH:

Senator Schuneman, didn't we pass something similar to
this last year or *he year before on chlorination of water
supplies of towns under five thousand?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sznator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

No. We passed...I know the bill you're referring to bat
itea.it had to do with municipal water supplies where a
referendum could be adopted. These particular groups that
I'm interested in are...are gcoups of families who live, for
the mos*t part, im rural areas.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR HWELCH:

Well, +the bill, though, refers to communities undsr five
thousand people. If it's just a fev families, why did vyou
set it at five thousand?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunesman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:



Page 45 - MAY 16, 1985

The bill, to my knowledge, doesn't.refer to communities
ander five thousand. I have a copy of the bill here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

The...the carrent law provides compunities aander five
thousand taking their water from wells are exempt from manda-
tory chlorination if they submit samples twice, the frequency
specified ¢o PCB. #hat you're asking is that. these commun-
ities that do not chlorinate their water :es* two times a
year if their last sample...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

+..passed inspection.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaneman.

SENATOR SCHONEMAN:

No. What...what we're...what we're trying to address here
is not comnunities that you're thinking of. What we're
i:ying to address are small neighborhood water supplies.
Now, the bill...as +the bill was heard in committee, our
information was it was supported by BPA and there seemed to
be no problems with it. I was contacted by EPA yesterday aad
they indicated that the...the bill as drawn establishing
2...3 test svery six months is no:t permissible under the Fed-
eral law, and Federal law would require that:these particualar
éupplies be tested at least guarterly. So, there'!s going to
have to be an amendment on this bill in the House to satisfy
wvhatever EPA requirements or Federal requirements there may
be, but the intent is as I suggested to you, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)’

Senator Welch. .

SENATOR WELCH:
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Senator, my information 1is that the Pollution Control
Board in opposing this bill, and my iaformation also is that
right now the State Environmental Protection Ageacy is the
érimary agency in the testing of public water supplies.
Undsr your bill, the State EPA would los2 that primacy, and
tha Federal portion of its budget going to the EPA that we
get from the Federal Government would be cut because they
would no longer be im control, sSo6 is...do you have a dollar
factar on how much money might be lost by the EPA budget froam
the Federal Government?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMARN:

Well, as I explained to you, the bill will be amended to
comply with...with Federal laws, so I think that whatever
loss may be in...in your analysis will,,.will not be appli-
cable,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

#ell, why don't se just hold i%, Cal, and...amend it here
in the Senate? I don't exactly *rust sending a bill over to
the House that pneeds to be amended. I'm not sure what they
may end up doing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, Hr. President, will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he will.

SENATOR JEROME JOYICE:

All right, according to the EPA, this bill would cause it

to lose its primacy in water supply testing; and if this

happens, what would occur to the testing of chlorinated
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gells?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAHN:

Well, Senator, could you share with me the basis on which
EPA would lose its primacy?

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yeah., EPA says :that it would because it would be in
violation of Pederal law.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Well, as I...as I just explained, the bill, as it was
heard in committee, was marked as...with the EPA in support
of the bill. It was only yssterday...it was only yesterday,
Senator, that the EPA told me that the bill as drawn would
be in violation of Federal law, and it was at that time that
I agreed that we would have to amend the Dbill so that it
would not violate the...the primacy situation; of course, we
don't want to do that, and you have my pledge that it will be
amended that way but...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*OTe..

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

s»esbut their.,.their opposition to this thing came so
late that, as you know, we're on 3rd reading here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

I have another question, I gJuesSs. Why should

nonchlorinated water be tested less often than chlorinated

water when according to the EPA eighty percent of the water
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contamination occurs in small nonchlorinated water supplies?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATDR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, we're not sesking to do that throughout all water
supplies in the State. What we're seeking to do here is...is
address a very narrow group of.,.of water wells in the State
and these are only wells that have an exemption of both the
chlorination provision and the licensed operator provision.
They're small wells a lo: like you have on your farm, prob-
ably exactly like you have on vyour farm, only they serve
maybe a neighborhood of four or five or a half a dozen fam-
ilies.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

But...but you*d have thenm testing...you'd have them test-~
ing chlorinated weslls twice as much as you would have then
testing nonchlorinated wells with this bill..

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

eesla..I don't think that'!s...that's really the case,
Senator. The...admittedly, the bill needs some work in lan-
guage, but that's,..that’s not our intent at all to...to
address these...what you and I think of as...as onunicipal
vater systesms.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, HNr. President, I've.,.I've addressed the bill
3S...as Wwe intend to have it in its final foram. This bill

will, obviously, have to bs worked on in the House.. It will
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be amended in the House and before it can be passed will come
back *o the Senate; and on that basis, I would ask for sup-
port. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 924 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 43, the Nays are 14,
1 voting Present. Senate Bill 924 having received the con-
stitutional najority is declared passed. Senate Bill
325...Senator Marovitz, for wha:t purpose do you arise?
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I*'d like fhe record to reflect that I was not on the
Floor for...for...the,..Senate Bill 887, and had I been on
the Ploor, I would have voted No om that bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

I*m sure the record will so reflect. Senator Carroll, -

925. . Read the bill, Mr. Secretary. Senator Demuzio.
SECRETARY:

«esS5enate Bill 925, ,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank -you, Mr, President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As part of -our involvement in the National Confer-
2nce of State Legislator's Fiscal Chairmen, we learned of a
program that has been operating well in several other states,
it started imn Tennessee, that went back to the employees of
State Government and asked them to identify where they felt
we could save some significant dollars in wvaste in goverm-
ment,  We have, therefore, developed this plan tailored to

Illinois law which would have the legislative leadership
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appointing a board, presumably the appropriation's people,
and an ex officio of the Bureau of the Budget, Central Man-
agement Services, the Auditor General, et al %o serve as a
panel 2o review suggestions from employees on how, in fact,
monies could be saved. There is an incentive award that has
worked well, as I said, in Tennessee and other states, where
we will provide a percentage of those savings up %0 a maximum
award of five thousand dollars for implemented
cost-efficiency moves. This award program would, therefore,
say to those most closely identified with the spending of
monsy, the State eomployees, you show us how to effectively
save m@mon2y, w2 will implement that and, therefore, give you
a token reward for having so done. HWe learned this during
the crisis year of budgeting that when we went back to these
departments and said to them often that the Governor has pro-
posed a savings of a certain amount of money, how do you
think you could handle it? Hany of them came up with sone
very innovative ways where they felt they could still operate
in their divisions, yet save the dollars that we were
seeking. I would suggest it is time that Illinois joined the
other states in using this type of program to allow the tax-
payers of Illinois a little bit of relief and I would urge
its vote of the membership.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZID)

Any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Hr., President. ¥ill the spomsor yield,
please?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Keats,
SENATOR KEATS:

Just one technical question. Perhaps I'm misreading ay
analysis. The bill looks like a great idea except there's a

little hooker down at the bottom that says something about
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hiring additional staff, et cetera *o do it. Are we doing
that and if ve are, who is hiring this additional staff out
of what appropriation?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

The...it is an error in your analysis, Senator Keats.
There is no additional staff +¢o be hired.. We feel very
strongly that between the Appropriations Committee staff and
Central Maragement and Bursau of the Budget, no additional
staff need be hirsd at all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Keats. .

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, very much. Then I apprsciate that correction.
Thanks.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Carroll.,.,.the gquestion is,
shall Senate Bill 325 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vots Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On a record 59,..59 Ayes, none
voting No, none voting Presen%. Senate Bill 325 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 937, Senator Dawson. - Senator Dawson on the Floor?
938, 940. 943.. Senator Dawson on the Floor? 951, Senator
Smith. Gn the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate

Bill 351, Mr...Senmator Dawson, 4o you wish to have your bills

called? #ell, let?s take 951 out of the record. #e'll go-

back up...Senate Bill 937, Senator Dawson. 9372 All right,
on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 937,
¥r. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 9337,
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{Secretary reads title of bill) ‘
3rd reading of the bill, I ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

#¥r. President and Ladiss and Gentlemen of +the Senate,
Senate Bill 937 provides that before an industrial revenue
bond is issued it is determined that the project financed by
ﬁunicipalities or State is expected to resul:t in a increase
in the jobs on the project site, is not expected to result in
a decrease of jobs any...elsewhere in the State; or if a
fesult in a decrease elsewhere in the State, the number of
5obs creatad on the site will exceed the decrease of jobs
crezated first being offered to anybody being displaced in the
State of Illinois being affected by that type of...industrial
revenue bonds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righ%t, any discassion? If not, the question is,
shall Senate Bill 937 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 voteq who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55,
the Nays are none, aone voting Present. Senate Bill 937 hav-
ing received the regquired constitutional majority is declared
passed. 338, Senator Dawson. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Beading is Sepate Bill 338. Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 938,

{(Secretary starts to read title of bill)
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

All rcight, sponsor wishes to hold this one. Take it out

of the record., Senate Bill 940, Senator Dawsoa. You wish

that one called, Senator? 940, On the Order of Senate Bills
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3rd Reading 1is Senate Bill 940, Nr.
bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 940.

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

SENATOR DAWSON:

Senate Bill 930 amends the Illinois Occupational

Act. Beguires rather than allows our

ing rules,

be

therapy procedures followed in oral interviews and fees

certificates exams and also standards of
It requires ouar n2ed
than five

for less

to practice,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Any discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOE SCHAFFER:

What does this bill do and who wants it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:
Right now, I want it, Senator Schaffer.
answer on that one right now.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Schaffer,
SENATOR SCHAFFER:
What? What does the bill do? I nean,
the staff analysis and there...our staffs

know.

Secretary,

standards to determine when oral

conducted, standards to determine the fitness to practice

to consider expiration

Senator Schaffer.

read the

of bill)

Therapy

need to promulgate

rules...authorizes our need to promulgate rules,..the follow-

interviews will
for
passage for exams.

of certificates

?
years or prima facie evidence or fitness
|

ToselaaI can't

YeeoeleoaI've read

admit they don't
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PRESTDING OFFICESR: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

R and E.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATGR DAWSON:

It is setting up standards, Semator Schaffer, in R and E
for the Occupational Therapy Act.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

what problem does it address? I'm not negative, I just
don*t understand the bill. I...and...and apparently nobody
else on this side of the aisle does. 1If they do, if they'd
éome over and enlighten me, I%d appreciate it.
éRESIDING,OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

S5enator...Sepnator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

The 1language in the present legislation basically does
not define it...these particalar issues as...to clarify it as
much as what we're asking for in this new legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHﬁZIO)

Senator Schaffer,

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Is this a chevy?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATDR DAWSON:

It might be a Cadillac, sir. I couldn'i answer that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

ssafurther discussion? Senator Dawson may close. .
SENATOR DAWSON:

I can see I have to ask for a favorable roll call.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DENUZIO)
v Question is, shall Senate Bill 940 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposad vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
vot2d who wish? Take the record. Onr that question, thz Ayes
are 44, the Nays are 3, 7 voting Present. Senatz Bill 340
having received the required constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. 943, Senator Dawvson, On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 943. Hr. . Secretary,
read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 943,

; {(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
Senate Bill 943 is a JCAR bill and it basically streamlines
the methods of securing the loans for the =ducation and nurs-
ing professions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righ%t, any discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOONM:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. This
va§ reconnended by the Joint Committee on Adpministrative
Rules. t sometime this Legislature is going to have address
the underlying Act, because the way the Act is drawn it sends
the department off in conflicting directions and it makes it
very difficult for them to establish a...a rational pattern
of regulations. This bill takes a step towards correcting
the problem. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill
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343 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote,,.Nay. The voting is open. The voting 1is open, #r.
Secretary. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ryes are 55, the Nays are none, none voting...56...0n
that question, *the.,..the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 943 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 951, Senator
Smith.,, On the Order of Semate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 951. Mr, Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 951,

(Secretary reads title of billy

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

Senator Smith,
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, ¥r. President and members of the Senate. Just
as the Secretary has read that is...clarifies this pill.
It's very sinmple, Senate Bill 951, it merely makes it illegal
for an employer %o inguire whether anm employee has filed a
workmen's compensation claim before seeking employment with
him, and the purpose behind this bill is to prevent discrimi-
nation against an employee who have had injuries prior. I
ask for your...favorable vote,

PRESIDING ODFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

A1l right, any discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSOWN:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
bill did come to us in the Senate Labor and Commerce Conmit-
tee, and with all due respect to its very £ine and
well-aotivated sponsor, Senator Smith, I must rise in objec-
tion to the bill and I will tell you why. It seesms to me to

be paradoxical that while we're moving in the direction
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generally of the public..;
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
«+spardon me, Senator Hudson. Can we have some order,
please. Senator Hudson.
SENATCR HUDSON:

...1t seems to me to be paradoxical that while we're

moving in *he direction generally of the public right to know.

and the employee right to know that we are at ome in the same
time introducing a bill which probably might be better called
rhe ewmployer's right not to know, In other words, we're
stepping in the other direction when it comes to the employer
and it?s...it...it really is paradoxical and I think it's
aNs.,sit's an ill-advised bill for these reasons. The mea-
sure, if passed, would tend t0.sst0 errode the
émplaymeﬁt-at-will concept. In other words, if it's fair for
the employee...prospective employee to know what the job
entails that he's thinking of, it seems to me to be also a
coamensurate right for *the employer to know something about
the prospective employea. It would provide; that 1is, the
knowing whether or not the prospective employee has filed a
claim would provide the prospective employer with an accurate
and verifiable method to determine if a person has a physical
condition rela*ed to the work in question which would prevent
that employee...prospective employee for...from performing on
the job for which he has applied; and I will say that this is
helpful not only to the employer but also to the prospective
employee because it may very well be that *hat employee, if
£he employer understands his condition, may be able to find a
job for him in that plant that will not strain...further
strain a previously strained back buat...possibly put him in
soms other place of employment in that plant. Besides this,
the information we?re talking about is available already from
the Industrial Conmaission, The enmployer can get it if he

wants to, it's just going to take him a 1little 1longer.
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Apother point. Applicants are all ready protected under case
lav against being discriminated against because they have
filed. An employer cannot discriminate against tha%t employee
simply for having filed, that's already a member of case law
and that applicant is already protected under that law. So,
it seems to me that what 'we have here is a...an overkill in
this direction and T think it will be injurious evem to the
possible employment of the handicapped person. It argues
sensibly to me that if the employer is informed or can inform
himself that he can better provide for the - needs of that
prospective employee; and to make it unlawful for . the
employer, make it anlawful, make it a crime for him to even
inguire as to whether or not the applicant has filed a clainm
seems to m2 to be injecting government into this process in a
way that is unhealthy. This is Big Brother Government really
at work and it smacks of some kiad of legislation that wmould
be introduced in a,..nors collectivized society than we are
ﬁsed to in this country.. S5, let?'s keep the avenues
employer/employee...let?s keep them open. . I think there can
be...I think they can work together, and to pass a bill of
this kind, I think, sy friends and collesagues in the Senate,
is ill-advised, will be injurious %o the business conmmunity
at a time whepn we're trying in many ways to do things that
wvill help bring business into the State of Illinois, and this
kind of measure simply will no* do that, and I urge you o
consider rejecting this measurs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Channel 25 of Peoria...requests leave to videotape the
proceedings. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Further
discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. Presidsn? and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. As was mentioned, this bill came out of the Labor

and Commerce Committee on a partisan roll call, 5 Ayes, 4
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§ays. The...the real serious objection %+o +he bill is
twdfold; one, it deals with the preexisting conditions issue.
That 1is something we, as the Legislature, are goihg to have
to finalize, This bill is working in a fuzzy area that we
have ‘chosen not to clarify. This bill makes a fuzzy area
evan fuzzier. If we don't vant to deal wxith the preexisting
éonditions issue, that's a decision we should make, but to
then put im amother bill like this that makes a fuzzy issue
virtually impossible to be dealt with by the individuals
involved, I mean, it just is -impractical. Okay, the...the
second problem is, it is not an unreasonable question for the
employer to say, have you had previous injuries. If an
enployer hires someone who'!s had a chronically strained back
or knee for a heavy lifting job, he is setting himself up for
a lawsuit that will just clean bhim out.. I mean, we are
fighting right now malpractice issues and we're fighting the
change of venues issues and many of these issues where people
are sued for reasons they think are umnreasonable. This bill
sets up a classic lawsuit where the employer, is by our law,
totally anable to find out that he's about to hires a guy to
do something the man can*t do. He's going to get murdered in
a'Laasuit, he'll have no defense, it'll be our fault and the
injured worker who shouldn't have been put ih that place, wve
are putting him there because he is not allowed %o explain
that problem. I would appreciate a No vote. Thank you. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Sapator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
I rise in support of Sepate Bill 951, It is true that this
Sill had a hearing in the Labor and Commerce Committee and I
totally disagree with my Republican colleagues on this par-
ticular piece of 1legislation. There is as.e..is a need for

this bill anrd it has nothing +to do with whether or
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not.,.2Nesedn employer can know whether or mot a person is
éhysically able to perform a job. The basic reality of this
pizce of legislation and the reason that my colleagues on the
other side don*t want this legislation is that it protects
Al..,potential employee, an applicant, from discrimination
based on the fact fhat he or she has filed a...previous work-
men comp. claim. It...it is true that the law simply today
provides that no discrimination can be allowed because of
previous clair filed, bur if that is trué, why should there
be an objection against an employee from asking that question
on 2...00 an application? I say that it should not be
allowed, and because ve cannot defermine that all employees
are fair and honest, what is the purpose of asking the ques-
tion if you are not going to take any action on that gques-
tion? S0, I say the question should be outlawed and that's
what Senate Bill 351 does. It should be passed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

feah, thank you, Hr. President. At the risk of destroy-
ing a blooming romance, I have a guestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

She indicates she will yield. Senator Delngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Smith, it's not uncommon, and I ran a plant for
seveateen ysars, %o require whenever you are about to hire
someone, for them to take a physical examination. Uanderneath
your bill, that person would either not be required or the
smployer could not request that that person submit that kind
of information that is critical to a physical examination and
that is any previous injuries or amy time at all that you
received medical attention previously. Does your bill do
that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Senator Smith.
SENATOR SHITH:

Thank you, sir. No, this bill does not. It does not
have anything :to do about having examinations at all. Yoa're
parfectly vwelcome to offer that to your employee. The merely
thing that we're talking about is discriminating an enployee
who has been formerly injured by workmen's compensation on a
job. Now, amy friend, Mr. Keats...Senator Keats, ny friend,
blsss his hesart, spoke in terms of being injured and ieak
backs and thing as that. We're only directing at ome thing,
to protect the employee who has previously filed for
a.,.workmen's compensation from a previous job but to go
ahd...and be a...to be hired from...from an employer because
of previous...job, but for...what am I trying to sav...for
2..»for a...a local examinations, that?s not prohibited.. We
dou't want tha employer to discriminate that employee Just
because he has had a previously...a previous injury by
workmen's compensation, that's all, It*s just as simple as
that., It's no* going to hurt the employer and it's not going
to hurt the businsss or amything...that, but is going to just
ensure the safety 5f the employee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

well,'Senator Smith, I would like to reverently disagree,
Let we read you the bill. "To inquire in any writtem appli-
cation or in any other manner." Any other manner. Now, if
yoa reguest this person to take a physical, and nost compa-
nies do, they're required on that...or asked to. on that
éhysical to state previous medical atiention, previous inju-
riss; in fact, you can't really conduct a medical examination
in fairness to the person being examined umless you, in fact,
indicate what...what ailments you've had, what medical atten-

tion you've received, what injuries you've received. Your
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bill absolutely prohibits that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Is that a gquestion, Senator DeAngelis?

SENATOE DeANGELIS:
. Hell, I'd...I'd like to clear the record on her response
that*s all,
?BESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
A1l right, Senator Smith may respond.
SENATOR SHMITH:

Thank you, sir.. Senator DeAngelis, this says on a writ-
ten application.. The doctor is still allowed to ask the
person about previous injuries. The only thing we're talking
absat is just workmen compensation injuries, that?s all we're
talking about., Doa't ¢try to make a aountain out of a
nolehill, because you're a businessman; you've told me on
numerous occasions you are a businessman. Now if you can get

somebody to come and work for you if you've had a_ thousand

past 1injuries as long as he's going to perform for your job
and be efficient, that's what you're mainly concerned about,
so why try to discriminate a person who can't even help him~
self?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, first of all, to go back, that's not what the bill
says, but as a point of personal privilege, no employer, even
one who possess a black heart is interested in having anybody
get . injured om the job, particularly if they come in with an
injury already. ©Now, I would agree with you +hat injured
workers are discriminated, but I will tell you, time after
time, we put bills on this Floor to correct that problem and
I want to tfell you, it's not this side of the aisle that
beats those bills.,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Purther discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I...I've..,I looked at this bill, it says, "The filing of
1 workmen's compensation claim.” That does not,..this bill
does not prohibit an employer from asking tha*t person if he
suffers a permanent injury and if he has a disability, but
this is a mere filing of a claim, and I can tell you there's
a lot of smployees that work for companies where the compa-
nias file applications o settle their cases with the Indus-
trial Commission. It's the company initiate to file. They
could...they could settle it without filing an application,
but they choose, and I...when I worked...when I was house
counsel for USF and G, everybody that was injured, we filed
cases to close their...when we settled them to close their
cases out and they were not the initiatives of the claims,
they filed a pro se application at the request of +the
emsployer to close out that case. They do one on every hernia
case, they do it on every...every other case.. I...I can
fenember in Waukegan, one of the big pharmaceutical companies
used to have one day, they used to bring in thirty, forty
people to close their cases out. These people not...did not
file their own cases, the coumpany had them come in the sanme
day they filed...they filed the case and the case was settled
that day. This bill...XI think, there®s no reason *o ask an
employee for...if he filed a case. The only reason is, ‘is he
has a permanent disability, I think he can inquire into that,
I think he can inquire into a lot of things, but I don't
think if he.,.this...this provision of inguiry is a mere
attempt to discriminate against people +that file workmen's
compensation cases, and I think this is a good bill because
you want to inquire into regards of permanency and everything
élse, then you can because that's a basis, but Jjust o ask
whether the gay filed am application means very little

becasse sometimes that man files an application at the
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regquest of his 2mployer; and more..,I'1ll tell you this, Sena-
tor DelAngelos, I used *0...I...DeAngelis, I want to tell you
one thing, when I worked for USF and G, we filed more pro se
cases than we got attormey cases 'cause we wanted to pay the
claims and settle them out...to treat the amployee fair, and
I can tell you this, on those cases that we dealt directly
with the employer and settled out those cases, they were
settled for much less and everybody was happy; and whenever a
iauye: got into the picture, we paid more money because the
smployer refused to turn their claim over to the imsurance
company. It is purely...that?'s the pure reason, Senator
DeAngelis, and don't say by the mere request on an applica-
tion whether you filed a workmen's compensation case it is
not going to be used by the employer as a discriminatory mat-
ter. It will be. It doesn't prohibit that employer from
requiring a permanent  injury and what tha* nature and dis-
ability is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Hes...¥e are really
bogging down here. For the first time, Senator Schuneman,
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

¥ell, thank vyou, Hr. President. A lot of times we tend
to pass these bills and deal with them on a partisan basis,
but let®s not do that this time., I...I urge you to take a
look at this bill. Contrary %o what *he...the previous
speaker said, it does not address the claim situation. Hhat
it addresses is the right of an employer to inquire about the
physical condition of an employee, and it says that it shall
be unlawful for an employsr to inquire in any written appli-
cation or in any other manner of a prospective esployee
whether that employee has ever filed a claim for benefits
ander this Act. Now, I submit to you that if you...you are a
small contractor and a guy comes to you and wants to go to

work, 1it's very important *o you and your previous business
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cost to know vhether or not that guy may have an existing
back injury or some other isjury =hat is going...that is
going %o be paid under your worker'’s compensation policy, %*he
prepium for which will be affected if this guy has a recur-
rence or reinjures that particular injury. ©Now that is not
something we should take..,.away from the employer. We all go
back in our districts and tell abou: how vwe're going

to...¥We're going to help business in Illinois, we want busi-

. ness to expand, and every business will tell us one of our

problems in Illinois is our wvorker's compensation system.
Let's not make it worse.
PRESIDENT:
Farther discussion? Sena*or Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, I have the bill. This total bill is exactly five
and a half 1liness and i* simply says, "It shall be unlawful
for any employer %to inquire in any written application or in
any other matter...manner of any prospective employee of any
such prospective employee's previous employers whether that
prospective eomployee has ever filed a claim,” ever filed a
claim, ever filed a claim, "for benefits under +this Act or
received any benefits previous under this Act," that's all.
Now you can say whatever you want to say. It has nothing to
do with him inguiring into that person's injuries.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Saith
may close.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, #r. President and members of the Senate. I
want to thank all of @y colleagues on the other side for
their input, but the bottom line is s%ill that +he distinc-
iion to keep in mind is between asking about an injury ard
asking about a workmen's compensation claim. This bill does

not prohibit asking about an injury, it merely prohibits ask-
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ing about a claim. Hr. President and members of the Senate,
I ask for your favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 951 pass. Those in favor
;ill vote Aye. Those opposed will vote ¥Nay. The voting is
open, Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wishk?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record, On that guestion,
ﬁhere are... 13 Ayss, 35 Nays, 1 voting Present. ' Senate Bill
351 having failed to receive the required constitutional
majority is declared 1lost. All right, before we.,.we wWill
stop at Senator Jeremiah Joyce and pursuant to...earlier
leave granted, we will pove %o the Calendar on page 37, Sena-
tor Sangmeister, for your motion.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, I'd 1like %o inform the Body and I want %o thank
everybody for their cosponsorship of Senate Bill 10, that was
the one to require the University of Illinois to televise
football games, WHe'va worked out an agreement with the ani-
versity and we will see Illinois football games, they will be
on delayed T.V. but I think that's a reasonable conmpromise;
and as a result of that...in agreement with the university, I
now move to Table Senate Bill 10,

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Saangmeister has moved to Table Senate
Bill 10. All in favor of the motion to Table indicate by
saying Aye. A1l opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion pre-
vails and Senate Bill 10 is Tabled. Senator Schaffer, for
what purpose do you arise, sir?

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, based on the assumption that we're about
to start the agreed bill...
PRESIDENT:

That assumption is correct.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:
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.s.w2 would 1like to request and DOtlfY the . Republlcan

members of a Caucus in Senator Philip's Office immediately

upon the beginning of the agreed bill process, one that will,

hopefully, be brief and productive. 1077

PIRBSIDEHT: M#}S
A1l right, gentlemen and ladies, so everybody under- égéf/’,’

stands, we will bsgin on page 37 of the Calendar oa the Order ﬁdb‘qu

of Senate Bills 3rd Reading. IX've instructed the Secretary )Xﬂ é}a
to read the some three hundred and seventy-five bills that ﬁbllgg
are on the Agreed Bill List, He informs me it will take ‘Q/éb
approximately and hour or an hour and ten minutes., So, for
the next...until one-thirty, we will just say the...the vote
will happen at one-thirty, so in the meantime, have some
lunch or say a prayer or whatever suits you, 'Republican ;36>5/€
B

Caucas immediately in Senator Philipt's Office.

i
ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FEENANDES) D8 56/

Senate Bill... )9)65’7
PRESIDENT: )3/5‘]06

On  the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Mr. Secretary, QE 734 |
page 37, begin with Senate Bill 16, )!{8/0?& ‘
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES) J@g:}/k

Senate Bill 16, , 4B 205

. . s
{Secretary reads title of bill) 55

Senate Bill 24, LBGT92 ‘

{Secretary reads tiile of bill)
Senate Bill 23.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 31,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senate Bill 35. ‘
{(Secretary reads title of bill) ‘
Senate Bill 38, A
{Secretary re?ds title of billy

Senate Bill 50.
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161,
{Secretary
Senate Bill 164.
(Secretary
165,
{Secretary

Senate Bill 172.

{Secretary
176.

(Secretary
180.

{Secretary
190,

(Secretary
205.

(Secretary
206.

{Secretary
210.

(Secretary
211, .

(Secretary
212.

{Secretary
214,

(Secretary

Senate Bill 215,

{Secretary -

reads

Teads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

rz2ads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads
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title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of bill)
of bill)
of bill)
of bill)
of bill)
of bill)
of bill)
of bill)
of bill) -
of bill)
of bill)
of bill)
of bill)
of bill)
ofibill)
of billy

of bill)
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%

218.

224,

225,

223.

230.

234.

238,

239.

241,

244,

251,

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

Senate Bill 254.

257,

259.

265,

266.

267.

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title
title
title
title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

billy

bill)

billy



280.

283.

2590.

2391,

292,

294,

295,

296.

299.

301.

e 302,

303.

305.

310.

315,

318,

319,
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{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

reads

rsads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

reads it

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



321,

322.

328,

335.

337.

EL RN

343,

344,

345,

348,

349,

352.

354,

378,

373.

384.
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{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
rea@s
reads

reads

reads
reads

reads

title

title

title

tizle

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)
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g

385,
386.
3592,

334.

395. .

337,

405.

406.

411,

413,

414,

419,

425.

431,

432,

433,
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{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{(Secretary

{Secretary

{Ssecretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1985

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill}

bill)

bill)

bill)

billy

bill)
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(Secretary
uau.

{(Secretary
435,

{Secretary
440.

(Secretary
443,

{Secretary
495,

{(Secretary
437,

{(Secretary
504.

{Secrestary
505.

{Secretary
o517, .

{(Secretary
518.

{Secretary
532.

(Secretary
534.

(Secretary
536.

{Secretary
537.

{Secretary

Senate Bill 539,
{Secretary
540.
{Secretary

541,

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title,

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill) -

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



546.

547.

549,

551,

553.

554.

557.

558,

560.

561,

562.

563.

568.

569.

570. .

571.
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(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

rsads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



{Secretary
583,

{Secretary
586.

{Secretary
588.

{Secretary
589.

(Secretary
598.

{Secretary
eee604.

{Secretary
605,

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

r=ads
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title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

END OF REEL

1985

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

billy

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)
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REEL #3

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

615,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
616.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
623.

(Sécretary reads title of bill)
625.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
643,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
652.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
655.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
667. )

(Secrétary reads title of bill)
668.

{Secretary reads title of .bill)
663.

{Secretary reads title of hiil)
673.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
674.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
I1st reading of the bills,..3rd reading of the bills, correc-
tion. ’ -
éECkETARY:
, The following bills are all Senate bills 3rd reading:

Senate Bill 675.
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(Secretary

Senate Bill 676.

677.

678, .

676,

- 682,

686.

688,

633,

705.

see732,

734,

740.

762,

765.

167,

770.

7175,

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

reads

title

reads ki

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

Teads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill}

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



783,

788.

789.

731,

792.

733.

735.

796.

800.

801.

806,

807, .

808,

803.

810.

812,

Page 79 - MAY 16,

{Secretary
{(Secretary
{Secretary
{Secretary
{(Secretary
{Secretary
{Secretary
{Secrstary
(Secretary
(Secretary
(Secretary
{Secretary
{Secretary
{(Secretary
iSecretary
{Secretary

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

raads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

af

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

billy

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



w’%av !

B15.

816.

817.

818.

822.

823.

826.

827.

828.

829.

830. .

831.

834,

838.

839.

840,

841,
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(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
feads

reads

title

titls

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



s44.

845,

847.

850. ,

851,

853. .

Page 81 - HNAY 16,

{secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

Senate Bill 855.

856.

858.

862.

864,

865.

866,

869.

871. .

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

reads

reads

raads

title

title

title

reads ti

reads
regds
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads
reads

reads

title
title
title
title
title
title
title
title
title
titls
title
title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

billy

bill)

billy

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



872,

874,

876,

§

Page 82 - MAY 16,

(Secretary

(Sec

]
1)
(ad

a

2]

Y

(Secretary

(Secretary

Senate Bill,..877.

878.

873.

880.

884.

832.

895,

836,

897. .

300.

901.

902,

903,

{(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Sscretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

rezads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

rzads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of -

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bhill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



906.

909.

920.

333.

935,

936.

939.

1.

942,

4.

947, .

954.

956,

Page 83 - MAY 16,

{Secretary reads

(Secretary reads

{Secretary reads

{Secretary reads

(Secretary reads

Secretary reads
b4

(Secretary reads

{(Secretary resads

(Secretary reads

title

titlse

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

{Secretary reads %i

{Secretary reads

{Secretary reads

{(Secretary reads

{Secretary reoads

3rd reading of the bills.

title

title

title

title

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

Continuging to read 3rd reading Senate bills.

Senate Bill 972.

976. .

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

(Secretary reads title of bill)

(Secretary reads titls of bill)




977.

382.

983,

8L,

992,

933.

995.

1002,

1003.

1007.

1018,

1041,

1044,

1046.

1051.

1060,

Page 84 - HAY 16,

(Secretary
{Secretary
(Secretary
{Secretary
(Secretary
{Secretary
(Secretary
{Secretary
{Secretary
{(Secretary
{Secretary
(Secretary
{Secretary
{Secretary
(Secretary
{Secretary

{Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

Teads

reads

r=2ads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



1065.

1077,

1082,

1084,

1085.

1090.

1091,

10913,

1035.

1096.

1102,

«se 1103,

1104,

1106.

1110,

1115,

Page 85 - MAY 16,

{(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(S=ecretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

ra2ads

reads

razads

reads

teads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



%'e)—‘
\\ Q\ Page 86 - MAY 16, 1985

Ty

|
1
i

121. .

(Secretary reads title of bill)

1123,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1124,

{Secretary reads title of bill})
1125,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1127,

{Secretary rsads title of bill)
1132,

(Secretary reads title of bill)y
1133,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
1137,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1142,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1143,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1150. .

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1151,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1159,

{Secretary rzads title of bill)
1166.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1174,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1180.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1182,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
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s

1183,

1194,

1185,

1188,

1189,

1133,

1202,

1204,

1210,

1212,

weas 1224,

1226.

1229,

1232,

1234,

1236,

1238,

Page 87 - MAY 16,

{Secretary
{Secretary
{Secretary
(Secteta?y
{Secretary
(Secretary
{Secretary
{Secretary
(Secretary
(Secretary
(Secretary
(Secretary
(Secretary
{Secretary
{Secretary
{(Secretary

{(Secretary

r=2ads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

*itle

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of:

bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)

bill)

'bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)
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Y
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o

1245,
1248,
1265,
1283.
1284,

1287.

\ age 88 - MAY 16,

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

. {Secretary

e 1288,

1289.

1230.

1291,

1293,

1234,

1295.

1302,

1303.

1307,

1309.

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretafy

{(Secretary

{(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

r2ads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of |

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill}

bill)

bill)
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1312,

1318,
1322,
1323,
1325,
1335.
1337,
1345,
1348,

u/:;ss.
1364.
1370.
1372,
1373.
1380.
... 1385,

1394,

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

Taads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads ¢

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

titls

title

title-

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill}

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



1396,

1398,

1412,

1413,

1416,

1431,

1437,

1440,

1641,

1445,

tay7.

1448,

1443,

1450,

1462,

unb,
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{Secretary r=ads

(Secretary reads

(Secretary reads

{Secretary reads

(Secretary reads

{Secretary reads

{(Secretary r=ads

{Secretary reads

(Secretary rsads

(Secretary reads

(Secretary reads

(Secretary reads

{(Secretary reads

{Secretary reads

(Secretary reads

(Secretary reads

3z1 reading of the bills,

PRESIDENT:

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title
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The Senate will please come to order. The next roll call
will be on the final passage of the bills just read by.the
éecretary. Ié there any discussion? {Machine cué-
fo)..,guestion is, shall this series of bills pass. : Tiose
_in favor ¥ill vote Aye., Those opposed will vote Nay. The
ioting is...is open. Have all wvoted who wish? Have all
voiad who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, there are 59 Ayes, the Nays as are recordéd
in the Office of the Secretary of the Senate, none voting
?rasent. This series of bills having received the required
constitutional majority by record vote declared passed.. The
reﬁard vote of the Ayes and the Nays for each bill passed,
shall be entered in the Journal. With leave of the Body,
we'll revert to page 23. Senator Joyce on 957.. Senator
Lerke on 370. Bottom of page 29. On the Grder of Senate
Eills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 970, Read the bill, HMr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 370.
(Secretary resads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lenmke,
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does is provides...it amends the Criminal Code,
provides that any person of the age of twenty-one years and
ﬁpvards who...with the latent *o promote and facilitate .a
commission of a felony, aids or directs a person under the
age of seventeen is in the commission of...commits the
offense and contributing to the criminal delimquency of the
juvenile and is guilty of a felony one grade higher than the
offense copmitted. It also,...in the case of...a nurder
3f..,or Class X felony, the penalty should be the same as

those offenses respectfully.. A defendant who is convicted of
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this should...shall be responsible for the payment of
511.,.of...fo: the costs of rehabilitation, which is defined

as detention, supervision or incarceration. It also gives

tha state’s attorney a lien on the property of the coanvicted

felon. I ask for its adoption,.
PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? Is there any discussion? Senator
DelAngelis,
SE&ATOB DeANGELIS:
Yeah, question of Senator Lemkus.
PRESIDENT:
' Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Lemke, I agree with what you're doing but vyou
wight have an unforsseen circumstance here, Let me ask you a
jﬁa;;ion. Assuming that the crime that was coammitted would
be the crimes that currently are where the juvernile is trans-
ferable to the adult court. By now putting the blame on the
older person, you're in fact indicating that this person is a
juvenile, and you night in fact be prohibited from being
aatomatically transferred to the adult court..

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I don*'t believe so. Just makes this mam an accomplice
and makes us go after him...as a...he'll be accomplice as it
is now as an adult, ard if this juvenile is considered an
adult, then, maybe we're not able o recover but I don't
think it preven:s us from :irying hia.

PRESIDENT:
Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
. I don't think you can identify the person two different

ways 1in the same crime for <criminal reasons. I'm not an
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attorney, but I don't know how you can, And once...you're
saying, he's a juvenile, therefore, the...thers...therefore,
the adult is liable; but then you come back and say, well,
he's not really a juvenile, he's pow an adult. I don't know.
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Barkhausen,

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Lemke, is there any requirement umder this bill
that the adult who is responsible at...for abetting or aiding
in the crime has to be primarily respoansible for it or has to
be somehow the...the moving force who convinces the...the
younger pecrson to participate or commit the crime?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

That bill calls for the intent to promote and facilitate
the commission of a felony. That means the solicitation of
the minor to commit a felony.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

And, another question, I'm concerned about the definition
of rehabilitation costs. Is that defined im the bill
and.,.will it.,.one be able to readily determine what reha-
bilitation cosis ars?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke,

SENATOR LEMKE:

We have 1limited that with the amendment, Senator
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Barkhausen, which you talked abou%, which...which calls
for...it specifies incarceration, supervision and detention.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, if I may address the bill.,
It's a...it's a hard thing to oppose and I'm not strictly
sp2aking in opposition, but I'm...I'm really not convinced
that the bill is limited to the situation that I think is the
prime concern here, which are situations where the older
person 1is soliciting or compelling or somechow direcéing a
minor in the commission of an offense; rather we wmay find
bypothetically that...that where the younger person is actu-
ally primarily responsible for the crime but the older person
is somshow on the scene and...and may be found to have aided
or abetted in the crime that that older person ever though
not primarily responsible may end up with a stiffer penalty.
ani if,, in fact, wve're dealing with a younger person as a
juvenile and not “ransferred.,.not transferable to...an adult
court, we may have, say in a case of residential burglary, we
may have the older person not primarily responsible
be.,.kicked up all the way to the level of a Class X felony,
whereas the younger person is dealt with in juvenile court.
So I'm...nyself am going to vote Present and would suggest
that some of you may have some...vant to have some reserva-
tions abou* this bill,

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Lemke, you wish to close?

SENATOR LEMKE:

This bill is a..,a means to get...get rid of the fagias
in our society as they go back to...to the days of the
English where people wounld sse kids to coamit crimes.. I

think the bill is pretty specific. You have to have the
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intent to promote of facilitate the commission of a crime or
aid in...aid and direct a person under the age of seventeen
to do the crime., I think it's very specifically defined, and
I don't think any adult that?s.,.does this should be treated
any differently thap the bill states, I think it's time that
we get rid of the adults from the fagins of society, and tell

them that you can't use pinors to commit your crimes because

they're going to walk and I think this is what the bill does.

I ask for a favorable consideration.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Sepate Bill 370 pass. Those in €favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
op2n. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 46 Ayes, no Nays, 11 voting Present. Senate Bill
970 having received the reguired constitutional majority is
declared passed. 971, Senator Lemke. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, Semate Bill 971. Read the bill, Hr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 371.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is amends the Uniform Criminal Extra-
dition Act as for extradition costs. W¥hen a county is
required to go to another state to extradite somebody, this
would allow them to be reimbursed for those expenses which I
think is only fair for them...for that particular county
bringing back a...a State criminal. I ask for its adoption;
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? Any discus-
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sion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

"1 was just wondering, do we have the rTight to rewiew
thase expenses? I...I always noticed when they send éomeone
to New Jersey from my area they always send only one or two
policemen, but somehow when we had to go to Califormia, it
always‘needed a couple of extra. I don'*%t know why, I guess
that's a tendency we see in a lot of places. But do we have
the ability to review these bills that are sent to us and
say, now, wait a minute, it didn*'t take you six weeks to go
to Hiami Beach to pick up this individual, or are we just
forced to accept the bills and if they have to go to Paris to
pick somebody up and they decide that it's going to take six
pesple we got to pay the tab?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lenke,
SENATOR LEMKE:

I think that the State has that right now when they
pay..sthe attorney fee. TheYV...reviev the...attorney...bills
that are...that are submitted in another state in the extra-
dition hearing and they pay the amount. If +there’s a dis-
agreement, then the <county has the right to go to court of
claims, I guess, I don*t know that the procedure is, bu:r I
think *that's where they would go to substantiate the reason-
ableness of the fees.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:
Is that what the bill says?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LENKE:
No. The bill doesn't say that but I +think the 1law is

pretty specific that the Department of Law...Enforcement has
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the discretion.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer,
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I don’t know. I just...I kind of wonder, we DO¥ pay cer-
tain...well, that's a...I suppose our own people, but the
impression I have and our analysis is not in detail here,
there's...that...that we are just more or less obligated ¢to
pay th2 bill. Haybe, I guess, we could then sue them if we
think the bill was too much, but I would think we should have
the...the power for some sort of a initial review and power
to  reject things that are obviously out of line. Obviously,
I hesitate to speak against the bill simply because I have
two sheriffs in the building within earshot this very moment,
both of which may be armed. Buat I just don*t know that we
want to do this open-ended. I..,.I trust the vast majority of
our people, but I'm sure there are some people that would
ride this and ride it very well unless we have some safe-
quards.

PRESIDENTsS

Further discussion? Senator #atson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. Presideat. 1I'd like to ask a question of
the sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he will yield, Senator W#atson. -
SENATOR WATSON:

Does this have Statewide iamplication?

PRESIDENT:
Senatof Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I would assome i%'s...every Statewide, we're talking

about every county that®s extraditing...is forced to extra-

dite people.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson,
SENATOR WATSON:

¥2l1l, we're...how mnuch are w2 talking about as far as
dollars? What kimd of a fiscal impact is this going to have?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

My staff tells me abou: a half a million dollars.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson,

SENATOR WATSON:

Is that in the budget?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke,

SENATOR LEMKE:

Well, I believe if it's not, it should be in the Depart-
men:t of Lav Enforcement's budget, because it's a State thing
to extradite the people from other states, and if it isn't,
then the Department of Law Enforcement should put that in.
And I think it should...it should be a priority because 1
think we should bring back criminals that have violated our
laws in other states...l mean, from other states.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Does that mean the Department of Law Enforcement is in
favor of :his?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Fell, I don't think they are against it because last time
w2 passed this out it was 58 to pothing, Last Session we

passed this bill, it got *ied up in the House.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator HWatson.
SENATOR WATSON:

¥ell, according to our 2amalysis and information that was
filed in committee, they are opposed to the bill, - Just on
the piece...on the legislazion itself, I...personally, I've
been contacted by sheriffs from my counties also, and I'n
sure that they're very supportive of this and that it |is
something that probably *he State should...should...should
have to do, but I don't knov if we...this is the time to be
doiag that. I think it should be a part of the...of the
budget. We shouldn’t be coming in asking for additiomal
dollars when possibly those dollars aren't there. I ubpder-
stand that the fiscal impact could possibly be up to two mil-
lion dollars per year. S0 we're just not talking about
peanuts here, we're talking about big bucks, and I think that
a No vo:te would be appropriate..

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

A& guestion of the sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Sepator Lemke, aS...33 I understand it, whenever one
could be imprisoned then the State will be paying the cost of
extradition as under...under this proposal. 1Is that correct?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LENKE:

That's correct.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:
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#e had discussion, and I can't remember which committee,
one of the Judiciary Committees, on Senator Vadalabene's
bill,‘and the compromise that I thought  we had reached is
that the...even though it's...something of an extension
beyond the State's responsibility for paying extradition
costs now is that the State will pay them in cases where
thare is a felony charge, but where..,.there is a misdemeanor
charge then...them it will be a matter of local discretion
and the prosecutors and ;heriffs will have to decide whether
they want to extradite an individual and bear that cost. 1In
the past, the situation I think has b2en and the reason for
confusion and frustration on the part of the sheriffs is that
the state's obligation bhas been limited to situations where
the...where imprisonment would necessarily result, im other
words, a...a hnonprobationary offense, And so we thoaght we
should go beyond that to have the State's obligation extend
to all felony cases, but this is going even further to
include all misdemeanor cases, and that is...is certainly
d..«3 mBuch more extensive obliga*ior for the State, and I
think there will...would be...situations in which you have to
ask on a minor misdemeanor charge, is it really worth paying
a substantial amount of money to extradite somebody, and
rather than leaving that discretion totally to the 1local
prosecators and sheriffs, there...they will probably say,
well, if...if we're getting all this free mnoney from the
State, then even on a minor charge ve ought to be bringing
tha defsundan% back. For tha* reason, I think we ought to be
opposing a bill that goes as far as this one does.

PRESIDENT:

Farther discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, H#r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., If I remember correctly that we added money into the

Department of Law Enforcement budget over and above what the
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Goverpor had requested to take care of something of this, I
think it*s...was some fifty thousand or more plus. I don't
cemenmber. I was just talking to ouar staff people who are on
that. They refreshed my memory. So we did put some money in
there; of couarse, it's not nearly as much as what you...¥hat
I heard on this Floor.

PRESIDENT:

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

SENATOR LEMKE:

I think that we have passed laws to persecute and prose-
cute criminals, I think that we should also back that up
that if you do break a law in Illinois and you do go to Cali-
fornia, you do go to New York, that we, as a State, will pay
the money to bring you back. I think it will encourage
people not *to break State laws. If we don't do this, then
what's the sense of passing laws if we can't extradite? W®hy
should this cost be brought to the...the 1local peaple? It
should be,..it's the State's expense.. It's the state!s
attorney who is a State employee that's prosecuting these
crimes, and he...he...aﬁd I think he knows best what's good
for the State's interest, that's why he?s elected. I ask for
a favorable adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 971 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vill vote Nay. The voting is
apen. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, there are 30 Ayes, 27 ¥Nos, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 371 having received the required
constitutional mpmajority is declared passed. Senator Watson,
for what purpose do you arise, sir?

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you. I'd like to have a verification.
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PRESIDENT:

211 right. Senator Hatson has requested a verification.
¥ill +he members please be in their 'seats. #r. Secretary,
please read the affirmative roll call.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

The following voted in the affirmative: Bernan.
Carroll. D*Arco. Darrow. Dawson. Degnan., Demuzio. Geo-
Karis. Hall. Holmberg. Jones. Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome
Joyce. Kelly. Lechowicz. Lemke. Luft. Harovitz. Nedza.
Netsch, Newhouse. O'baniel, Poshard. Sangmeister.
Savickas. Smith, Vadalabene. Welch. Zito. Hr, President.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson, do you qunestion the presence of any
meaber?

SENATOR WATSON:

Senator Jones.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones oan the Floor? Senator Jones on the Floor?
Strike his name from the roll, #ir. Secretary. -

SENATOR WATSON:

Senator Carroll.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll is on the Floor, Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

That®*sS...that's fine. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Nr. Secretary. Okay. The roll has been verified. The
Ayes are 23, the Nays arz 27, none voting Present. Senator
Lenke requests that further consideration be postponed. So
ordered. 974, was on the recall list. We'll turn to the top
of page 30. Senator Watson on 988, Timing is perfect.
Right. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 988. Read the bill, Hr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETABRY: (MR. FERNANDES)
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Senate Bill 9388,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

The finger of fate has done it again. Let?s just...I
think we'll just hold this after...
PBESIDEKNT:

Take it out of the record, Hr. . Secretary. Sepator
Collins 6n...998., Senator Collins on the Ploor? 998, 1000,
Senator Carroll... 1010 was on the recall. 1014, Senator
D'Arco. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, thevmiddle
of page 30, is Senate Bill 1014. Read the bill, H¥r. Secre-
tary. .

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1014,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1014 provides that
by 1-1-86 the Department of Public Aid will enter into inter-
ageacy agreements with DMH and DOC *to establish procedures
to...expedite applications for residents scheduled for
release. The purpose of this bill is to aid the honeless.
This 1is part of the homeless package, and people that are
leaving institutions have a right to know if they are eli-
gible for some type of benefits from the State of Illinois,
and all the departments are in agreement that by 1986 they
will enter into these agreements to expedite the procedures
whereby, people leaving these institutions will be allowed to

become eligible for benefits, and I would ask for a favorable
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vote.
PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussion? If
not, the qguestion is, shall Senate Bill 1014 pass, Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting 1is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 56 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present... 1
voting Present. Senate Bill 1014 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared paésed. 1021,
Senator Netsch has agreed to Tuesday at noon. 1029 is on the
recall bill, 1030, Senator Berman. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd BReading, Senate Bill 1030. Read the bill, Mr,
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FPERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1030.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd redding of the bill. .
PRESIDENT:
Senatér Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden:, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1030 is the I1llinois Dental Practice
Act. We addressed some 9f the issues in...that were involved
at 2nd reading where some of <the original language was
changed %o accommodate the hygienists. They are...still have
some problems with it, but the bill is, I think, in a nuch
better fashion tham when it was first addressed in the
committee. The...it is a lengthy bill with a recodification
and some changes which I'd be glad to go into if there are
any specific gquestions, but I suggest an affirmative vote for
Senate Bill 1030, the Dental Practice Act.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Blooa.
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SENATOR BLOON:
Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Bloosm.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Senator Berman, as I read this bill right now, basically
the advisory coammpittee 1is not advisory but a free-standing
entity unto itself anpd that *the department director is more
of an advisory committee. Has that been changed? Or is that
still in the bill? I gquess is a better way to ask the gues-
tion.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATCR BERMAN:

The Board of Dentistry is what you're having...reference
to? They're still in the bill,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom.

SENATCR BLOOM:

I know they're still in the bill. I described the way it
operates. Is the advisory board advisory or is it indeed an
oparation that is responsible unto -itself?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

The members of the board are appointed by the director of
the Department of R 8§ E. In Section 7, on page S5, it says
that, PNome of the fumctions, powers or duties enumerated in
Section 5 shall be exercised by the department except upon
the action and report in writing of the board. The action or
ceport in writing of a majority of the board shall be suffi-
cient awuthority upon which the director may act." The
director is still vested with the power regarding exami-

nations toward a reexamimations or rehearings.
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PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Sepator
Berman, you wish to close?

SENATOR BERMAN:

I'd ask for a favorable vote,
PRESIDENT:

The question 1is, shall Senate Bill 103D pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote KNay. 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, there are 55 Ayes, no Nays, 1| voting Present.
Senate Bill 1030 having received the required constitutional
majority is deciared passed.,  Senator Jerome Joyce, 1032,
1035, .Senator Chew. 1047, Senator Ssith. On the Order of
Senate Bills...3rd Reading, is Sepate Bill 1047, Read the
bill, Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1047,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.,
PRESIDENT:
Senator Smith.
SENATOR SHITH;

Thank you, MNr. President and mnembers of the Senate,
Senate Bill 1047 merely reguires the Depariment of Aging aund
the Department of Insurance to conduct a study, a feasi-
bility...study, as far as the possibility of creating a
Statevide health insurance counseling advocacy program. It's
merely a research bill to avoid the elderly from being ripped
off from frandulent insurance plans .and supplement their
Medicare benefits.

PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? Is thars any discussion? If naot, the

guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1047 pass. Those in favor
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will vote Aye. 6 Those opposed will vote Nay. 'The voting is
apen,, Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
there are 57 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1047 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1048, Senator Smith, on the Order of
Senat2 Bills 3rd Beading, Senate Bill 1048. Read the bill,
Mr, Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1048.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. 1048
simply amends +the Pension Code to give children borm out of
wedlock the same bemefit that all other childrenm are entitled
to under the Pension Code. These provisions are unconstitu-~
tional. 1Illinois Probate Act which contains similar restric-
tions on the rights of illegitimate children to inherit from
their fathers was held unconstitutional by the U.S. Suprems
Court in. 1977, The probate court law was subsequently
amended and now allows the child born out of wedlock to
inherit from the father who dies im State and without a will
if the child can prove patsraity by clear and coavincing evi-
dence. Senate Bill 1048 to the Pension Code creates the same
standard for the entitlement to pension benefits. I ask for
your favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1048 pass. Those im favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is

opsn. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted vho wish?
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Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 57 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1048 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1050, Senator Schuneman. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, bottom of page 30, is Senate Bill

1050. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

END OF REEL

REEL #4

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERWANDES)
Senate, Bill 1050.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Schunemran.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of +the
Senate, one of the growing problems in our society is the one
of the sexual abuse of children. In rCecent years we've seen
wore and more esxamples of sexual abause by teachers and admin-
istrators...of schools and, in some instances, cases where
those teachers and administrators had had previous records of
conviction on sex and narcotics charges prior to their going
to work for the school where the second incident occurred.
There have been several attempts at bills %o try to address
this problen, oﬁe of them in the House this year which would
have required the fingerprinting of...of all existing teach-
ers and administrators. The reason fingerprints. are needed
is to be able to check the records of the Department of Law

Enforcement to find previous convictions. That bill in the
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Aouse did not succeed. This particular bill has a different
approach. What this bill does...two things that would be
required; anyone seeking a certificate for a teacher or
administrator in Illinois would have to submit a fingerprint
card, and that «card would have to be checked through the
records of the Department of Law Enforcement before a teach-
ing certificate or administrator certificate could be issued
to that person. The second thing the bill does is require a
lozal State Board of Education to report any known case of
conviction of a sex or drug offense by a teacher or an admin-
istrator %o the State Board of Education.  That's simply what
the bill does. 1I*'d ask for your support.

PRESIDENT:

There any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not,
the question is, shall Senate Bill 1050 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 voiing Present. Senate pill
1050 having received the required constitutiomal majority is
declared passed. Senator Maitland on 1053. Top of page 31,
on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1053,
Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1053.

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

Senator Bloom...I wean, Senator Maitland.. Sorry about

that.
SENATOR HAITLAND:

It's a new day, Mr. President. .

PRESIDENT:

Yes, sir.
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SENATOR MAITLAND:

«e.0r was this morning. Thank you, very much, Senate
Bill 1053 does exactly as the synopsis suggests. It amends
the School Code and provides that no one frandulently alter-
ing or misrepresenting his or her credentials shall be certi-
fisd to teach. Thers was no opposition to the bill amd I
would appreciate your suppori.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
quastion 1is, shall Senate Bill 1053 pass. Those in favor
will vote Ays. 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 gquestion,
thare ars 58 Ayes, no Nays, non2 voting Present. Senate Bill
1053 having received the requiresd constitutional majority is
declared passed.. 1055, Senator MNaitland. 1056. 1062, Sena-
tor Rupp. 1063, Senator Luft, 1068, Senator Lechowicz. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, the middle of page 31,
is Senate Bill 1068. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1068,
PRESIDERT:
I beg your...
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)
(Secretary starts :o read Senate Bill 1068)
PRESIDENT:

.»shold it, Mr. Secretary. Senator Lechowicz, for what
purpose do you arise?
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Two things; one, the Calen-
dar...the word vexatious is mispelled, it should be
v-g-x-a-t-i-o-u-s, and I 3also have an amendment so that bill
Wwill be brought back to 2nd reading tomorrow.

PRESIDENT:
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A1l right. Take it out of the record, Mr.. Secretary.
1070, Senator Barkhausen. 1072, Senator...1074, Senator
Luft. 1079, Senator Dunn. Can you get Senator Dunn's atten-
tion? On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill
1073, Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {tR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1079,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Dunn,.
SENATOR DUNN:

Thank.., thank you, HMr. President and members of the
Senate. This bill does exactly what i% says ONe...it allows a
carry-forward and not a carry-back. I%i's a three-year carry-
forwvard, it's 1in according with the House bill, it's
been,..addressed the same subject and has to do with invest-
ment credit...with income tax carry-forward for
energy...related items. I'll be glad o answer any questions
about it and appreciate a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, tke
question is, shall Senate Bill 1073 pass. Those im favor
will vote Aye, Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open, Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 58 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1079 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed.  Senator Demuzio on 1080. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1080. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1080,

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

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yes, HNr, President, this bill is identical to a...the
bill that Senator Davidson passed out of here yesterday with
one exception that his was broader in scope, that it, in
fact,...provided for a subpoena powers and also for temporary

benefits for unused sick leave for...for employees. What

|
|
|
|
|
|
this does is it provides for the temporary disability benefit
for a mwember with eighteen months of service and under the
age of seventy who becomes physically or mentally incapaci-
tated provided that the member has been denied workmen's
compensation benefits and has filed an appeal, an application
is made within twelve months of the disability and certifi-~
cation of the physician., This would allow am...an individual
*o immediately begin drawing benefits even though the...the
case is, in fact, being considered. It is, as I said, iden-
tical to Senator Davidson's bill that passed out of there
yesterday with the exception of the...two provisions that I
nade. Would ask for your favorable suppor:.
PRESIDENT:

any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Semate Bill 1080 pass. Those im favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 57 Ayes, 1 Nay, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1080 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1086, no. 1038, Senator Philip. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1098, Read
the bill, Mr, Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1098,
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{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIDP:

Thank you, Mr. Presideat and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1098 as amended would change our primary
date to the second Tuesday im May. The amendment...evidently
there was a Jewish holiday in some years that would fall on
the second Tuesday. The amendment provided if that Jewish
holiday falls om that day, it would be the third Tuesday in
Hay. As you know, the Governor has had a Commission on Elec-
tion Reform, It hass..held hearings all throughoui the State
of Illinois. It is a bipartisan commission made up of the
chairman of the City of Chicago, Election Comnission and +the
Caok County Clerk. It was a very well done, hard working
commission. This is their recommendation. I would suggest
to you that there are nine states now that have May prima-
ries, there are thirteem states that have the first Tuesday
in June primary and tventy states that have the primary
between September 7th and 18th, I think it?’s a good idea for
a couple of reasons; one, school is still in, the weather is
nice and people tend to vote gmore when you have better
weather. I think it's a good idea. 1It*s much better than
the March primaries we have now. As you know, we've had some
pr=tty inclement weather over the yesar, and I'1l be happy to
answ¥er any questions.

PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to ask our distin-
guished Republican Leader a guestion or two about the bill.
PRESIDENT:

He indicates he'll yield, Senator Kelly.
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SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Philip, can you tell me what provisions there are
in this bill for the members of the General Asseably to be
able *to «campaign, because our schedule certainly is a busy
one and I wondered what opportunity we, as elected members of
the General Assembly, would have to campaign if the primary
is held in the month of HNay?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Well, perhaps some of us are better off here than back
home campaigning, That's always a matter of opinion, but
we've always been able to in the past work that out in
regards to our schedule down here. As you know, Senator Rock
and I have always sat down and tried to work out reasonable
schedules. I'm assumring if we have a...a primary May date,
that we will sit down and we will work out around that pri-
mary date to make it counvenient for the members of the Senatse
to go back and campaign.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

It seens t0o me over the years, and we've had a nuaber of
bills which had changed the primary date, that one of the
bijygest opponents.,.over the years have been those that
represent farming areas, Farmers, in general, have the month
of, you know, April, May and June to do most of their work
and that's where a lot of resistance. Is there any position
of the farm organizations or those representing the farmers'
interest on *this?

PRESIDERT:

Sepator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I might suggest this to you that normally farmersS...are
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able to plant their crops in about a week's time. They have
more flexibility in regards to taking time off to voting
than...than we do or the average citizem, and if you'd look
at the record, I hate to tell you, but their primary record
has not been too hot., If you'd look in %he rural areas,essl
would suggest to you that they don*t have a very good primary
percentage voting as we...how should I say, we do in the
suburan area. We turn out better in the primaries thar the
farmers, but I don't ses *here's a problem for the farmers.
I've been told that, basically, the planting is determined by
weather amnd, of course, this year the crops are already in
and so it all depends on the weather. .
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Hr, .President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I stand in opposition to this bill., Wel've discussed
the changing of primary dates; in fact, I believe the people
of Illinois have been all over the lot as far as primaries
and primary dates. We had them in February, we've had thenm
in April, Wwelve had then in March, we've had
them...unfortunately, thers hasn't been a consistent pattern,
and the consistent patterrn should be that it®s like the
second Tuesday in November is...,normally an election day and
that's.,.the people start vcealizing and participating in
elected democracy. I share the concerns that were stated
by Semator Kelly. We've discussed this matter a number of
tinmes in both Chambers on different bills and, unfortunately,
ar ideal time never exists., There's always some party or
some group of people that makes it inconvenient date of the
primary. And let me point out to you that...it was pointed
out by Senator Kelly that in discussions on previous bills,
May was a very detrimental time period because of the plant-

ing...planting and ths taking care of crops in this State.
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As far as the residents in urban areas, I don*t believe it
really would make a difference whether it would be april, Hay
or September, but I think in order to be consistent, we
should at least establish a definite date which we've had now

in March, let it rum its course and to see if we caan actively

participate and ask people to work in the elective process..

I think that...this mnmatter has been discussed at the Cook
County Central Committee level, it's been discussed at the
Democratic party level of..,of the State of Illinois, to
county chairmen and, unfortunately, they have not endorsed
this procedure nor the change in the primary date. . I...would
strongly recommend you take a look at this bill and vote No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEAUZIO)

Farther discussion? Sesnator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. As Senator Palmer used to say,
I'm ambivalent about this bill, I think...like most members
of the General Assembly, and I saspect almost all of our com-
stitoents, I think that the primary date should be moved from
March.  ®e can almost all be in agreement that that is
irrational. The gquestion then is whether it ought to be in
April or HMay or September or whatever. Like many of you, I
want it to be moved and I guess I would sort of take anything
that moved it away from March., I would like to point out,
however, that there is a Septeamber primary bill that also has
been reported favorably from the Elections Committee, is on
the Calendar. The only reason why it's not on 3rd reading is
that we are...I'm still working with some of the coanty
clerks about fixing up some of the dates involved in it, but
it will be available for presentation sometise before we fip-
ish last week. My own personal preference, very stroangly, is
3 September primary. I think most of +the citizenry would
like 'us to compress the...at least the formal election period

as much as possible. I think the greatest danger of all that
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we run as elected officials is tha% we are boring our con-
stituents to death with sort of nonstop elections, and I
think a September primary makes a good deal more sense in
that respect than even a May primary, but I would prefer May
to March, so that is the source of my ambivalence.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DEMUZIOQ)

FPurther discussion? Senator Macdorald. .
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Yes, I...X think se have heard all of our colleagues this
afternoon talk about the need for change with the possible
sxception of Senator Lechowicz, but...we just never seem to
be able to agree on which date. I strongly support this par-
ticular bill because I think that it does fall at a time of
year when it will encourage more voiers to ge:t out and vote,
and, after all, that is one of +the main thrusts
and., .,purposes of either party to see that we get out the
naximum number of votes of people who will get out and par-
ticipate in the elective process., . I...XI think this bill is a
reasonable bill. T think it's been well thought out. I
think you can always find some fault or some reason with any
of these bills that change the date of the primary, but I
think of all of them that we have heard, certainly over the
last couple of years, I think that this is the best and I
would urge your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENKATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., I, too, rise in opposition to the proposed change to
3 May date. It...as amended, this bill, obvioasly, does not
apply in any respect to the %86 election, but I think for
those who will be serving in the General Assembly, I think a
May date is...is...disadvantageous. T have supported in the

past and will support in the future a change in the primary
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date and, frankly, after discussing it and arguing about it
for about fourteem years, my only view remains that it ought
to be in September. We are spending an inordinate amount of
time and money on the election process, particaularly if
you're a candidate. It seems to me to shorten that process
with a primary, in gemeral, a little closer together would be
in everybody's best interest, most notably the public's; but
I don't think May, truly, from our standpoint, as members of
the Assembly, irrespective of party and truly irrespective of
districts..,.some of us have primaries, some others don't, bat
the fact is that we are at a total disadvantage because with
the way the Constitution is constructed in the call for the
Governor to deliver his Budget IMessage 1in March, we are
inextricably tied here for April at least, and to have a May
primary, I just don't think is in our best interests.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further digcussion? Sepator Berman,
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would just add one other
point of information regarding a May primary. Those of us
from urban areas, Chicago and close in suburbs in particular,
May 1st is a moving date, and there have been estimates that
vary but approximately twenty percent of the registered
voters change each year in the urbanm areas, and if you take
t¥a2nty percent of the people, mos:t of whom move around May
Ist, you may...find that a May primary date is going to
disenfranchise an awful 1lot of people.. And I think that
should be borne in mind and that's one reason why I am not
going to support a May primary date.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATCOR HALL:
Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate, Will the sponsor yield to a guestion?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

«ssthree questions...Senator Philip. Number one, when
you originally introduced the bill, it was an April primary;
number two, I see that the school board members im district
have in between one hundred thousand and five hundred thou-
sand.,.populations effected and; number three, Article XXXIII
applies to school districts in Rockford and Peoria. ¥ould
you answver that? #hat does that m=an?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I...I am told it only applies to school districts between
a hundred thousand and five hundred +housand.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Hell, as...does...does that just apply to Rockford and
Peoria? It says Article XXXIII. I wonder, what is that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Yeah,...of course, it would be any area that would be in
between that population....I would think that Rockford would
be in that category.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall, .

SENATOR HALL:

But originally you were going to go with April and now
you're going to May. Is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:
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¥o. I was originally going to go with May.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall. Further discussion? Senator Philip may
close.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I...I night say this, Senator Hall, we amended it after
the final report came out from the Governor's Commission on
Blection Reform., I might say this, too, and remind my fellow
Senators that we have the longest time between the primary
and WNovember election of any state. It forces your workers
and yourselves into circulating petitions in the wmonth of
Decenber. Quite frankly, that's a very distasteful thing
for me and the people who circulate my petitions because, of
course, 1it's the Christmas holidays. Here we are out there
asking people *to sign petitions for a candidate for the State
Senate during *he Christmas holidays. I find that
distasteful. I find people who don't want to sign then,
gJuite frankly, oo that basis. Also I might suggest +this to
you, 1is the Primary BElectiom for the convenience of the
politicians or the people? Now you go out im your precinct
and go door to door and ask them if they want their primary
in March or May. I will guarantee you what they're going to
tell you, we'd like to have it in May just because of the
inclement weather, onme simple reason. And you know, vwe
should have everybody participating in the primary and, of
course, the betier the weather the higher participation,
This is a good idea. It was...Statewide hearings on this
date and just about the whole consensus of opinion from the
Commission on Election Reform agreed on this date and, quite
frankly, we ought to do it..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

The question is, shall Semate Bill 1038 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? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 30, the Nays
are 21, 4 voting Present. Senate Bill 1098 having received
the required constitutiomal wmajority is daclared passed.
Senator Kelly, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR RELLY:

I'd like to verify the roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. . Senator...Senator Kelly has requested a veri-
fication of the affirmative roll. Will all meabers be in
thair seats. The Secretary will read the affirmative vote.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)

The following voted in the affirmative: Barkhausen,
Bloom, Coffey, Davidson, DeAngelis, Domnahue, Dudycz, Dunam,
Etheredge, Fawell, Friedland, Geo-Karis, Holmberg, Hudson,
Karpiel, Keats, Kustra, Laft, Hacdonald, HMahar, Maitland,
Marovitz, Philip, Rigney, BRupp, Schaffer, Sommer, Topinka,
Heaver, Zito.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly, do you question the presence. of any
member?
SENATOR KEBLLY:
Senator Keats.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)
Senator Keats is on the Floor,
SENATOR KELLY:
Senator Kustra.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHNUZIO)
Senator Kustra. Sena*or Kustra is on the Floor.
SENATOR KBELLY:
Senator Maitland.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO) -
Senator Maitland is near his seat.

| SENATOR KELLY:
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Senator Watson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is Senator Watson on the Floor? Senator #atson did not
vote. He's not recorded.

SENATOR KELLY:

That's it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DENMUZIO)

All right, on that roll «call, the verification' is 30
affirmative..,.in the Aye, 21 in the Nay, % voting Present.
Senate Bill 1098 having received the required coastitutional
majority is declared passed. 1101, Senator Kustra. Senator
Kustra on the Floor? 1111, Sepator Coffey. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1111, Mr. - Secretary,
read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1111,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and nembers of the Senate.
Semate Bill 1111 is a clean-up bill for the Secretary of
State's Office. This bill amends the Illinois Vehicle Code
ind makes the following changes; number one, it allows tow
dollies to be...to be issued exempt plates and provides for
voluntary insarance of title; number iwo, it provides free of
charge title...or registration search or certif-
icates...are...government agencies and four dollar title
certificate fees for others; it provides for statutory
authority to issue a forty-five day Illinois temporary appor-
tionmen* or prorate authorization permit for semitrailers; it
authorizes the Secretary of State to issue two-year plates as

nultiyear plates; five, it permits the Secretary of State to
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eliminate the limit on the issuance of manufactured plates;

six, it deletes the October deadline for filing of the ama-

teur radio plates and instead bases registration on the stag-
gered system; seven, it allovs the second division vehicles
under eight thousand pounds, which is pickup trucks and vans,
to be registered as the following wmultiyear nonstandard
registration plates which include; like amateur radio plates,
disabled veterans, ex-PO¥s, Nationmal Guard, Armed Porces and
so on; eight, reduces from...twenty dollars to ten dollars
the two-year registratiorn fee for certain farm vehicles
and...machinery registered as exempt plates. A...a year ago
we passed legislation and increased that rate...increased
that rate, and unintentionally what these are are plates
that's used on anhydrous trailers and so on which are not
registered...which do not have title and it's a loss of
revenue of about *wenty-eight hundred dollars, I believe as
far as revenues loss. Number anine, deletes ten percent per
nonth maximum mileage reduction penalties for personms regis-
tering after July 1st under the mileage weight tax option and
that is again...is for license plates that are not titled. .
Number %en, i% requires new and used car dealers to carry
appropriate liability insurance rather than Hazard One Garage
Liability Insurance, and what this does...they keep the same
amount of liability insurance; really, all the change is that
they do not use *he term "Hazard One", Number
eleven,...2xempts trailers and mobile home dealers fronm
liability insurance requirements. What this really does is
the...right now, for car dealers and others when you're ‘
demonstrating a vehicle, they have to have liability insur-
ance. In the case of trailers, of course, they cannot take ‘
them out and demonstrate them, so there's no need for liabil-
ity. Number twelve, it allows for certificates of deposit to
be used as bond in lieu of bonding requirements for dealers.

Be glad to answer amy questions or I'd ask for a favorable
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roll call,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr., President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. #hen the amendment first came out, we had a little
problen with two portions of it. It's been
explained...accordingly, as Senator Coffey did. There is a
statutory limit of...which is now...it?*s been extended to
thirty...or forty-five days from the . thirty days and the
1iability insurance exemption that was on there, that's for
people that use demonstrators and that did not apply, so we
have no problem with it and I urge your support of the bill.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kelly. .

SENATOE RELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President., Senator Coffey, you mentioned
aboat having the exemption for trailer and mobile home deal-
ers from the liability insurance requirements. ®hat I'd like
to ask you, vwould mnot this give them, let*s say, a rider
permission not to have any liability insurance whether they
are...whether 1i%'s their own property or if they're selling
these items? 1I'm just concerned that maybe +this is giving
them a...a freedom not to have any type of insurance.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Serator Coffey. Senmator Nedza.

SENATOR WEDZA:

Yes, thank you, Mr, Presideant. Senator Kelly, I...that's
one of the problems that we originally had. I just explained
that. It*S...these are if vyou're +aking out a demon-
strator...like you're taking an automobile and you're going
to drive it around, youtre going...you can't take a trailer
or a mobile home and that's.,.that’s vhy...we had a problen

with it originally but it's okay.
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PRBSIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kelly.,

SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Nedza, I.,..appreciate that comment. W®hat I want
o ﬁnow is if this individual that owns a trailer or a mobile
homs, his own, what if he has +that, does he have
to...under...under...there pay be some interpreta*ion that he
does not have to have any type of liability iansuramce, not
one that he's taking out to,..to demonstrate or something to
that effect, I'm *alking about the person that owns one.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DBMUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR KELLY:

Any mapny times,..
SENATOR COFFEY:

Again, this...this deals with :the Vehicle Code.. This has
nothing...the...the section that this deals with is with the
Vehicle Code as far as registration and titling. Has nothing
to do with...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator...5enator Kelly, were you finished? all right,

further discussion? Senator Domnahue.
SENATOR DOWAHUE:

Question of the sponsor, please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. . Senator Donahus.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Coffey, are there any increases in fees in any
way in this bill at all?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY: )

»»+00, there's a...there's a decrease...of the one that I

mentioned from *%wventy to ten dollars which...is about a
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twenty-eight hundred dollar loss and that ‘was an error made a
year ago when...on the trailer licemse for 1like anhydrous
trailers and tanks which are not titled, so what this does is
bring it back to whers it was and it...it's aboat a twenty-
2ight hundred dollar decrease to...to agricaliure but it's
very small.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Coffey may close.
SENATCR COFFEY:

Thank you, MNr. President and members of the Senate. . I
just ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall Senmate Bill 1111 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those...opposed will vote Nay. The votimg is
opsn. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? fTake the record. On that gques-
tion, the Ayes are 53, the Fays are none, non2...3 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1111 having received the required con-

stitutional majority is declared passed. Page 32, Senate

Bill 1119, Senator Lemke. On the Order of Senats Bills 3rd

Reading is Senate Bill 1113, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1113,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Lenmke.
SENATOR LEHMKE:

¥hat this bill does is amends the Public Utility Act.
Allows the utility to disconnect services under certain
circumstances, requires notification of the customer prior to
disconnecting and prohibits disconnecting when a customer is
seriously ill. Provides for renegotiation of a deferred pay-

ment plan when the customer...final circunstances change
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during the period of agreement, and it also codifies the
public...codifies the current ICC rules on shut-offs. I
think it*s a good bill. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall 1119 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Haye all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 33, the Nays

are 19, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1119 having received

the required constitutional majority is declared passed..

1129, Senator Nevhouse. Senator Nevhouse...all right, that

was on the...all right, Senate Bill 1131, Senator Mahar..

1144 was on the recall 1list. 1153, Senator Barkhausen.
1156, Sepa*or Rock. 1171, Senator Domahue. Senate bills 3rd
reading, middle of page 32, is Semate Bill 1171, Hr. Secre-
tary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1171,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, Senate Bill 1171 amends the 1Abused and ©Neglected
Child Reporting Act and the Child Care Act and requires

the...background investigation on all day-care and...day-care

center employees. This is another one of the background

check 1legislation, and it is effective July 1ist, 1986, and I
would move for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is,

shall Senate Bill 1171 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
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Those opposed will vote Nay. The votiang is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 58,
ths Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1171
having received the required coastitutional npajority is
declared passed. 1186, Senator Dawson. Senator Daw¥son on
*he Floor? Senator Dawson, 1186, 1190, Senator Keats.
Senate bills 3rd reading, Senate Bill 1130, Mr. Secratary,
read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1130.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

S=nator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1190 was brought to me by
a...al attorney representing a group of contractors and it
was an legitimate problem where when someone does a subdivi-
sion, bhe brings in a guy to fix the pavement or to..to make
the road, but he has had to give easement to the municipal-
ity. Hell, if he goes under and he stiffs the contractor,
the contractor can't ge: his money back 'cause you can't sue
the wmunicipality. This sets up a mechanism where he could
put on a lien for having done the work but the lien has to be
done in advance so there’s no big surprise to someone later.
Th2 Judiciary Committee did some good work *cause there was a
technical problem in the begirning and asked for an amendment
that has since been put on. It's ny understanding that the
bill is now acceptable to everyone iavolved apd I would
appreciate a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question

is, shall Senate Bill 1130 pass. Those in favor #ill vote
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Aye., Those opposed will vote ¥ay. ‘The voting is open. Have
all votad 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 1130
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1206, Senator Kustra,, Senator.,.Sepator
Kustra, 1206. Senate bills 3rd reading is Senate Bill 1206,
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1206.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Kastra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate., This
bill arises from the Governor's WBBM radio program where one
night a woman called in to complain about the fact that she
was 00t getting a widow's annuity because her husband died
before the widow's annuity went into effect, ‘This legis~
lation was drawn by the Governor's Office to cover her situa-
tion and apparently the situation of about a hundred widows
in the State of Illinois. This bill was on the Aagreed Bill
List in the Copmittee on Insurance. I know of no opposition
and I'd ask for your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 1206 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 58, the ©Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1206 having received
the required constitetional majority is declared passed.

1208, Senator Netsch. On the O=zder of Senate Bills 3rd
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Reading is Sepate Bill 1208, Mr, Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1208,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH: )

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1208 which Sena-
tors Bloom and Geo-Karis are hyphenated cosponsors provides a
private right of action for injunctive relief by agyone...any
consuner who is injured by a violation of the Consumer Fraud
and Desceptive Practices Act. The...the reason for this is
that as the law is currently structured and it...and as

interpreted by the courts, the Attorney General only may seek

injunctive relief. Private parties already have the right to-

sezk damages but not injunctive relief. There are many cases
in which it is more appropriate for a consumer and more
affective relief to go after injunctive relief rather than
just simply getting ex post facto damages, if you will.

There are also many occasions when there are sufficient com-

plaints that the Attorney General cannot handle them all. .

The recommendation has to be made first to him, if he cannot
handle the action because of insufficient staff, then the
private person may...procesd with a private action. To the
best of ny knowledge, there is mo objection to the bill in
its present form, and I would seek your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator #atson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden:. 1I*'d liks to ask a question,
please, of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she'll yield.
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SENATOB WATSON:

You mentioned that there is no opposition, but my analy-
sis shows that the,,.the realtors and +the 1Illinois retail
merchants are opposed to this. Do you know what %*hat's all
about?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Ho, I'a told by staff they did not appear in conmittee in
opposition to it. The committee members themselves raised a
couple of questions and the Floor amendment met those con-
cerns, and according to our records there...it passed on a
@nanimous roll call and there was no recorded opposition.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

S=pnazor Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and...Gentlemen of the Senate, I
think they may have been strongly opposed to it before the
anendments went on. The amendment  that went on the bill
removed the punitive damages and expanded the right of the
Attorney General to decide whether or not to proceed on the
matter from sixty to ninety days amd it also provides that
only consumers may bring the action. It deleted the person
or interested person, it has to be the consumer who can bring
the action. So, I think after those amendmen*s...those points
whzn on the amendment, 1 heard nothing further from the
realtors, but I don't know how they stand, but I think the
bill nowv, as it was amended, is a good bill and I support it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Blooan.

SENATOR BLOOM:

As you know, this is not the first time this measure has

been before this body. 1In a prior karma, I believe Senator

Joyce and I .carried pieces of this measure. I think with
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the amendmen%t, ths measure should rTeceive +h

[

support of
everyone on this Floor. Thank you.
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If mot, the gquestior is,
shall Senate Bill 1208 pass. Those in favor‘ will wvote 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 42.,,.#43, the Nays are 14, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 1208 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1211,
Senator Degnan. Senate Bill 1213, Senator Nedza. BRead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1213,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATDR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR MNEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is part of a eight bill package that was
resulted from the...the State Task Force on Student Dropouts
which was created pursuant to Senate Joint Ressalution 82,
During the hearings, testimony was taken that indicated that
many children who are..,experiencing multiple course failures
are the same students who constitute the high risk group of
potential dropouts., Nowv the present system that we have does
not offer alternatives whereby these students would be able
to receive the additional classroom suppor* they need in
order to continue moving through the edaucational pipeline.
The dropout problem, the gang problem cam be impacted by
reestablishing programs as iastituted in this bill which are
the summer and evening...schools. The have been previously

in force and were proved %o be highly successful. Since nmany
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of these youths drop out of school in the ninth or tenth
grade after being held back due %o course failures, it seems
that wany of them would likely stay in school if they could
remain in the same class as their peers; in addition to the
summer school, night school, the accredited night courses
would also be available %o the parents. The bill also
anthorizes school districts to conduct and grant school
credit for night school classes and to collect charges €for
thase programs provided..,.and it also provides for a waiver
of charges for...indigent students. Secretary...or the Super-
intendent Manford Byrd of Chicago, and I should 1laud hin,
seeing the.,.the...the problem that is faced with the school
system in Chicago specifically has alr=zady announced that he
is going into a trial program or a pilot program of summer
school and night school and he should be lauded for that. I
would also ask. my colleagues here in the Senate to.,.for
their favorable consideration of this bill and I'd be happy
to ask any questions...answWwer any.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator..,.S5enator DeAngelis.
SENATOR D=2ANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I, too, was a member of that
task force and for my brethren who lives outside of Chicago,
let me remind you that this problem is not just a city prob-
lem; in fact, one of the most revealing hearings we had was
in Kane County, so I would urge support for this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, HMr. President. A question of the sponsor if
he'll yield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I'm sorry, Senator Maitlanda.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
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Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates hetll yield.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Sena*or, is this clearly a board decision OrL...0CL...Cal
the board be...be forced to do it after a regquest by some-
onee...d0 they have to offer it if some requests it?

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

There's nothing in the bill that would require that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland,

SENATOR HAITLAND:

It is clearly then a board decision, theY...they...they
decide to do it or...or not?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

That is correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland,

SENATCGR MAITLAND:

Secondly, is *here a...is there a correspoading appropri-
ation bill for this?

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

They*re still on their way, Senator. The only amendnment
thit I have received with regards to educational funding is
the amendment that was just thrown on our desk mow and that's
relegating itself to handicapped children attending
schools...services and programs to the handicapped. I think

that it?'s all...mpost of the appropriation is basically for
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the handicapped now...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senatore..

SENATOR NEDZA:

«+.and the school lunch progran.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.+.Senator Maitland.

SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Thank yon. My...my guoestion is, is there a...a line item
in the State board appropriation bill %o accommodate this
billz?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

At this time, Senator, there's no indication of how many
people are going to avail themselves of
this.,sit?s.,it’'s,..y0u take a guess, I'1l take a guess. Pro-
viding the program is...is...¥e don't know where we're going,
we don't know how many are going to...having the facility
available and having how many there are., The City of Chicago
is proposing under their present funding a...a program now,
but +they...they base *“heir program that...they feel that in
each school it would serve about a hundred and ten to:. two
hundred and eighty students and that's depending on a numpber
of codrses they take. Now, they are <funding that out of
their own budget. As to what it would be, Senator, take a
guess, your's is as good as mine.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator, did the task force have any guesstimate of the
cost..,.at all?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.
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SENATOR NEDZA:

No, because specifically...the task force at the time we
weren't dealing withgthe numbers of the dollars that it was
going to be, it was the numbers of the students that we
were.., that were being left out of the educational systen.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I have been informed by the Governor's Office that
thay have worked out a amendment with Senator Nedza and it

will be put on in the House and it should solve everybody's

problems. So, with *that understanding, I would suggest that-

we vote Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

I wonder if my articulate leader could give us some idea
what tha*t amendment con*ains,..or will contain?
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, the question is,
shall Senate Bill 1213 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, 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1213,,.54 Ayes, no Nays and 1 voting
Prasent. Senate Bill 1213 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1214, Senator
D*Arco., Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1214,

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE SAVICKAS)
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Senator D'Arco..

SENATOR D'ABCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1214 is part of
the legislative package that resulted from the work of the
State Task Force on.,.Hispanic Student Dropouts. What the
bill does...and I want to commend the...the members of +he
task force because they worked very diligently om a series of
bills and this is one of them. W®hat the bill does is to
require the State Board of Education to establish two pro-
grams designed to prepare Hispanics for school administrative
positions. Part of the problem in :the Hispanic community, as
you all know, is the tremendous dropout problem and the fact
that there are no role models for Hispanics to look up to,
and this would say %o the State Board of Education to develop
programs in the system so that we.can train Hispanics to
become school administrators so they...so that they can inte-
grate themselves in the systenm. Right now, only 4.9 percent
of the teachers in the Chicago public school system of
twenty-five “housand full-time employees are Hispanics. He
need a program like this. 1It's going to help in my coamunity
where I have a big Hispanic population that is experiencing a
tremendous d-opout rate, and ites going to help
zhe...throughout the entirz State of Illinois, and I ask for
your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Nedza..
SENATOR NEDZA:

All I can do is to add to my esteemed colleague’s remarks
ani ask for you solicitation and your support of this pro-
gram. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

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

Senate Bill 1214 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those

opposad 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
guestion, the Ayes are 57, the Ways are none, none voting
Present., Senate Bill 1214 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senator...Bill 1215, Senator
Degnan. , Senate Bill 1217, Senator Berman. Reéd the bill,
Mr. Secretary. .
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1217,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is another in the package
of the Task Force on Hispanic Stadent Dropouts. This bill
calls for school districts *o make available %o students
vocational and career counseling and to establish couanseling
days. I do wan:t to note that two of the people that were
instrumental in the development of this package are up in the
balcony, Roberto Rivera and Father Kyle, and I think that
this goes along with the purposes of the.,..addressing the
problems of Hispanic student dropouts., I solicii your Aye
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Nedza..
SENATOR KEDZA:

Thank you, Hr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Sepate. All I would say is that Senator Berman mentioned
Father Kyle and Mz. BRivera, and all I can is, and I don't
want to intimidate anybody, but hell hath no fury as a priest
scorned, SOa..»

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)
Question is, shall Semate Bill 1217 pass. Thoss in favor

#ill vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
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Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1217 having received
the éonstitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1213, Senazor Rock, Senate Bill 1220, Senator Jones. 1221,
Jones. 1223...0n Senate Bill 1218, Senator Rock. Read tha
bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1218,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, #r. Presiden* and Ladies and Gen:lemen of the
Senate. Sepate Bill 1219 is another in the Aispanic Student
Dropout Task Force Package and it provides really for a pro-
gram that's...to some extent currently going om, It . provides
for tutoring for elementary and secondary school students by
students of institutioms of higher learning, and 1'm told
that at least three of the private colleges engage in this
activity already. I¢ authorizes grants for higher educa-
tisnal institations for dropout prevention studies; and one
further, I think, thing we did wvas to provide that the fal-
sification of student records is a felony, so that we will
not have wha*, unfortunately, we had in the past where the
proper records weren't available. This is, again, part of
the package, the price tag to be determined and assessed at
the conclusion of the summit. I urge a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:
Thank you, Hr. President. I*d like to ask a gquestion. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)



Page 140 - HAY 16, 1985

He indicates he will yield.
SENATOR WATSON:

We hear a lot about mandates. 1Is this a particslar man-
date?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator BRock.

SENATOR ROCK:

¥o, I don't think so. It says that the State Board of
Education shall require districts to provide services to stu-
dents who have dropped out. To that extent, I suppose, it
could be viewed as a mandate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Well, the...the previous bill was also a mandate and
I...you know, I understand and I can appreciate the problen
that you probably have in your particular area and especially
the City of Chicago. Now, I don't know if this is a problea
in my district or no*, I doubt if it really is. What kind of
requirements are we going to be placing on rural school dis-
tricts and what are they going to have to comply with in
regard to...%0 your legislation here?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

fell, the services, I think, that we are requiring to
students who have dropped out of high school for not more
than a year include...it says may include optional part-time
enrolliment, preparation courses...you know, some service to
be offered and, frankly, ve...we have not yet placed a price
tag om it, but is obviously subject to appropriation. If

they can*t provide the services, I'm sure they can provide

some services certainly and at least in teras of counseling. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)



Page 141 - HAY 16, 1385

Is there further discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Hr. Presiden*t and Ladies and Gentlemzn of the
Senate. In answer...or in response to Senator Watson, basic-
211y, the bill is a culmirnation of the other ones and puts it
all *ogether and puts it in proper form, so it's not an
added...specific bill to the other pieces of legislation,
it's a package, one 1is intertwined with the other, and I
would move your favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Any further discussion? If npot,
the gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1218 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 55, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1218 having received
the coonstitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1231, Senator Jones. 1237, Senator Davidson...I'®m sorry,
Senate Bill 1227, Senator Carroll. Read the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1227,

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

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Hr. .Presiden: and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill is a simple piece of 1legislation that
would wmerely say that where there is a case that is being
brought because of a Federal law and exclusive jurisdiction
was 0ot granted +o the Federal court that .venue can lie in
any county where personal jurisdiction on the defendant can,

in fact, be obtained. It requires the personal jurisdiction,
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which means that there wmust be doiang business within that
county and, therefore, the case can be brought in the sanme
manaer where jarisdiction could have been brought in any
other place in the State. I know of opposition to the bill.
1 would ask...answer questions...novw, wait, I said that
carefully, I said I know of opposition to the bill apnd I
would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is +there discussion? We have +three that are seeking
recognition at this point. We will start with Senator
Fawell, Barkhausen and Geo-Karis.

SENATGB FAWELL:

Thank you...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

«»»thank you, very much, Mr. President. Will the...the
sponsor yield for a question? Is this this lousy bill that
if a...if a...if a guy gets hart on a railroad he can come
up to...to...into our State even if he's €from Georgia or Mis-
sissippi or...or any of the other states and get his case
heard so he can get a better judgment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEEATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

No. It's not a lousy bill,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen...S@nator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members,...Senator Carroll, I have to
admire you and some of your colleagues for your persistence;
but as President Reagan is often quoted as saying, "Well,
here we go again," and...and, yes, that's exactly what this

bill does for it..,it seeks to erode a longstanding doctrine
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in the common law which the Illinois Supreme Court and...anrd
other state courts have recently upheld, known in Latin as
¢he forum non conveniens doctrime, but...but @nore...nore
appropriately known as the doctrine which allows one to have
his or her day in court in...in the court which is most
convenient and that...that is true aot only of,..of defend-
ants who, yes, oppose this bill but also of plaintiffs, It
ought to be fair for both sides %o have a...a case heard in
the forum, in the court, which is most convenient for then.
For wexample, if a,..an injury occurs in...Say it occurs in
Cook County and thas plaintiff and defendant reside +there,
just because *the defendant happens to do business in, say,
Hadison County, I don't know why I picked Madison Coanty but
perhaps that’s appropriate to use in this case as an exanmple,
there 1is no good reason for that cases to he heard in Madison
Coanty where...where *he nexus, as it were, that both the
parties have and even the witnesses have is really in Cook
County; and it..,it should be pointed out, I don't like
t0.,.,%0 impune the motives, certainly mot of the spoasor, but
of the people that are truly behind :his bill, there is a
major industry at stake that is riding on this bill and that
is the trial bar, particularly in #adison County. They fear
that they are going o 1lose business because the Supreme
Court has sensibly said that cases ought %o be heard in the
trial courts which are most convenient to the parties and to
the witnesses andea. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Excuse me, Senator Barkhausen. For what purpose Senator
Carroll arise?
SENATOR CARROLL:

#ell, Senator Barkhausen, %*0...%t0 USe your...your guote
and 1imitation, "You've made my day,”™ I'1ll take it out of the
record.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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And this is only the niddle of May. Take it out
record, Senate Bill... 1231, Senator Jones. 1237,
Davidson. BRezad the bill, #r. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1237,

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

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Hr. President and membars of the Senate, this bi

of the

Senator

11 does

exactly what it says on the Calendar. Hith the amendment we

put on a couple of days ago, the PFarm Bureau uvow

this bill, has support of the commission.,.,Depar

supporis

tment of

Conservation. It gives a fair break +o the timber osner

who's paying that tax to be able to put forth the
plan to reforest the area which has...had been

lumber. I would <ry %o answer apy question;

appreciate a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, thz question is

forestry
cut for

if not,

« shall

Senate Bill 1237 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.

question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are nome, 1

On that

voting

Prasent. Senats Bill 1237 having received the constitutional

majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1243,
Smith. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1243,
{Secre%tary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith. .

Senator
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SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
1243.,.5enate Bill 1243 nerely amends the income tax..,.to
permit an incomes tax checkoff for contributions to the Mental
Health Education Fund as required by the Mental Health Edaca-
tional Act. 1In order to please our members amd friends on
the other side, we placed a...an apendment.on this bill, ard
this amendment will answer all the questions as o whether we
ar2 putting too many checkoffs on...om a tax form, and I
think that I have met their agreement and their satisfaction,
and so I'm asking if you'd be kind enough to vote for this
legislation,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1243,,.Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHONEMAN:

Senator, could I inquire as to who you cleared this with
on this side of the aisie?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Senator Schuneman, Senator Schaffer and Senator
Etheredge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer and Senator Schunenan. Senator
Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

I'n Senator Schuneman, ¥r. President, and lI...and I don':
know anything about it but maybe others do.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
You all look alike.  Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:
Senator Schuneman and other members of the Sepate, this

particular bill has the amendment om it that says...affecting
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not only this particular checkoff but all the checkoffs, that
if a checkoff fails to take in a hundred thousand dollars in
any given year, it is removed in the subsequent year. UNow, I
think.,..it's pretty obvious, I guess there's seventeen
checkoff bills in existence, maybe eighteen now, for all I
know they tend %fo multiply, and we have this amendmeat on
this bill and I think we'll have it om another one and...so
I's pretty sure we'll get it to the Governor?s Desk, and then
if something gets on the...on the tax form that doesn't have
snough public support +*o0o merit its being there, it*ll be
renoved. I thipk it's probably a pretty good concept.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall Sepate Bill 1243 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
tha* guestion, the Ayes are 57, the N¥ays are nomne, Rone
‘voting Present. Senate Bill 1243 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1249,
Senator Philip. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1243.

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

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, #r. President and...Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. Senate Bill 1249 would allow the DuPage County
Board to issue General Obligation Bonds for the purpose of
opsrating and maintaining courthouse and jails. As yout're
probably aware, we have a tremendous grovth problem in DuPage
County in the area of crime, jails, courthouses, et cetera,

and what has happened is, the municipalities are continunally
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cating up all of the shopping centers. Consequently, our tax
base 1is going down, yet lawv enforcement is increasing. 1In
DuPage County, of a budget of thirty-five million dollars,
seventy-five percent of +that money is spent in the area of
public safety and I'm talking about *he judiciary and the
jails. Our chief judge had just asked the Supreme Court for
three new additional judges because of the caseload in our
county. My county board tells me tha%f costs us two hardred
and fifty thousand dollars per new judge. Quite frankly, we
don't where the money is comimg from. This should alleviate
our problem. This has been a recoasmendation of the DuPage
County Board itself. I'11 be happy to...ansver any gaes-
tions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will,
SENATOR GEO~KARIS:

Does this bill...apply only to counties of five hundred
thousand or over or what?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sganator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Iz only applies to DuPage County, Senator,
Although...let me say this, home rule counties already have
this power and I think the only home rule county is Cook.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If no%, the questionm is,
shall Senate Bill 1249 pass. Those jin favor will vote Ave.
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 48, the Nays are none, 1 voting
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Present. Senate Bill 1243 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1256, Senator
Schaffer, BRead the...Senate Bill 1260, Senator Donahue.
Senate Bill 1262, Senator Keats. Bead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.
SECRETARY:

S=nate Bill 1262.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

This is a model program...l...I don't have to go into a
long explanation. Basically, we would call this a Pervert
Treatment Act, these are the child sexual abusers. Rather
than be sending all to prison, those who are parolable, this
isn't everyone, this 1is those who'd be eligible for parole
are put in a spacific treatment plant. It's done jointly
through DCFS, Corrections, Rush Presbyterian, St. Luke’s. The
State is funding it on an experimental basis. #e think it
could save the State a small fortune., Instead of having a
pervert who just remained a formerly jail perver%t, we may
actually have one who is now able to rTeturn to society.
Senator Rock and I are...jointly worked on it and would
appreciate your favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO})

Any discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Hr. President and members of the
Senate, Senator Keats, 1is *his the...ls this the...the
project that's modeled after the ome in San Joss?

SENATOR KEATS:
This is the one that we've worked on with Gabby Cohen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Senator Marovitz,
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

That's right. This is the one that was sodeled after
the..,.the project in San Jose that really has been the model
for all projects in the country. It's worked very, very
well out there, I rise in strong support of this legis-
lation, It did come through our coamittee and I :think it's
a...it's a terrific idea, and hopefully, when the pilot
project works, after five years, we'll be able to expand this
project throughout *he State of Illinois and really get at
ths crux of some of the problems with sexual abusers and the
question of incest, and I do urge everybody to support this
pilot progranm.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

There's supposed to be a corrective amendment, I thought
it vas on...,the amendment is not on. Could we take i% out of
ths record?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Certainly. Take it out of the record. Senate

Bill...Senate Bill 1264, Senator Schaffer., Senate bills 3rad

reading, Ar. Secretary, Senate Bill 1264, read the bill...

END OF REEL
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REEL &5

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1264.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this is a bill
for the Departmen: of Commerce and Community Affairs. 1It, as
amended, accomplishes a couple of things; one, it would allow
that department to charge other departments for promotional
material, these Illinois pins and, if they ever get a decent
happy State button they might want %o give those away or
trade them...or...or have other departments who will want
those for distribution. Sometimes the other departments have
been getting a large number of these things and it seems fair
that they should...DCCA should not have o bear Lthe total
brunt for that, The second thing it would allow the depart-
ment to do is charge fees to individual companies for the
cost of +*ransportimg their products and catalogs to inter-
national markets. We have affixed to this worthy piece of
legislation what I've affectionally referred to as the ®"Rock"
amendment, which says in essence that we will appropriate the
sonay, +they will charge the fees but the fees will not go to
the department, it will go into the State Treasury thereby
negating the need for the department to have its own bank
account and %o be handling deposits and writing checks and
keeping the entire process within the appropriations process
which, I see Senator Carroll nodding an approval of, I thirk
is something that we in the Legislature want to promote. I

am upaware of any opposition to the bill as amended and com-
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mend ii to you for your favorable comnsideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOB DENUZIO)

Roy discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOB HALL:

Thank you, Hr, President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Will the sponsor yield for a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield., Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Two..,.two things, Senator Schaffer. Is DCCA...do they
have an imprest fund?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Yes, they do, for foreign offices but I don*t believe
this bill has any:thing to do with that,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Hell, T understand that it.,.that %t does deal with for-
eign trade shows. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

The imprest funds do not deal with...that, that is a sep-
arate 1issue. The reference to foreign shows...for instance,
if you had a company that manufactured, 1let's say, farn
squipment, and you wanted us...the State of Illinois to
transport a couple of pieces of your equipment and several
cases of promotional material and...and...some sort of dis-
play to China, we would charge you for that, and we!d cover
at least part of our cost of taking your stuff into sonme
joiat Illinois, all Illinois display, and this will be a

mechanism whereby the...the department could ask the appro-
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priate coampanies to kick in an appropriate amount of money to
help cover the costs. It is a questionable activity of the
State of Illimois, I think, to be promoting individual compa-
niss at taxpayers' expense exclusively; I think occasionally,
you know, you want %o promote all of Illinois but I think
it's fair for us to ask the companies to help cover the cost.
Sow this would not go through any imprest fund, the money
they would charge <them and the...they would write.,.the
companies would write a check to the State Treasury which
DCCA would...may not even get, may go‘directly to the treas-
ury. I suppose DCCR would have to be notified and the...line
item in their budget would be...we would set a line ...item
and will set a line item to cover *he expense of those sort
of things, but there is no imprest fund 1in this partic-
ular...that relates to this particular bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Well, +the reason I asked tha*t was +*hat I...I just
wondering if the State Finance Act had %o be amended to allow
this, that's the reason why I asked.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Schaffer may close.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, to anmsver Senator Hall's question, no, we are not
under the 1impression that that is necessary. I...it migh%
have been necessary had we chosen to give DCCA its own check-
ing account, and the Senate has wisely, in wy opinion,
decided not to do that. I believe as amended we have elimi-
nated all opposition to the bill and I think it's a reason-
able and necessary proposal.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUDZIO)
The gquestion is, shall Sepnate Bill 1264 pass. Those in

favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
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opsn. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take...take the record. Cn that
gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting
Prasent, Senate Bill 1264 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed.. 1266, Senator Geo-
Karis. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 1266, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1266,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, this
bill amends the Badiation Protection Act in it...that....any
by this...by this Xind of amending it prohibits the operation
of a radiation installation unless all persons who administer
ionizing the radiation in such installation are licensed or
accredited. And it's a safety factor, this bill was recom-
mended to us by the Department of Nuclear Safety to take
action against opsrators of radiation imstallations who util-
ize unaccredited or unlicensed personnsl. And since radia-
tion is very dimportamt and we've had cases of twenty and
thirty years old where radiation took place and people are
affacted today from it, I think it behooves us to protect
the...health of the public, and I move for its adoption...its
passage,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

A1l right. Any discussion? Senator Harovitz.
SENATDR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr., President and members of the
Senate. Well, about two years ago in response o some prob-

lems around the State called to our attention by one of the
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media around here, e passed a...a very comprehensive bill
which I think you are amending now, the Radiation Protection
Act, which provided that everybody would have to be certified
vho operated and administered radiation to humans. How does
this change that Act that we passed already two years ago?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-RARIS:

I...1 believe, Senator Marovitz,...the changes.,..in this
bill i+ specifically stated <that no person may operate a
radiation installation where ionizing...ionizing radiation is
adeministered to human beings,..I think it's very specific. I
don't think it was specifically covered in the prior bill. I
rememnber the bill, but I...this is very specific about it and
says, unless all persons who administer ionizing radiation at
radiation installation are licensed or accredited in accord-
ante with this section. I think this is a more...a more
definite measure.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Has there a particular problem that was brought +to your
attention by the Department of Nuclear Safety that wasn't
covered by the original legislation, because that is what we
did originally?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I believe that the reason this was called to my attention
in the form of a bill, Senator, is because they felt that
this would +ightan +he bill...the prior 1law up, ‘'cause
the...the prior 1law was...was a little bit too...open and
what this does is tighten it up.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MABROVITZ:

IS...is this at the rzquest of the Department of WNaclear
Safety?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

And...you want @me to close? I'd move for a favorable
passage. It is...a request of the Department of Nuclear
Safety, yes, sir.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 1266 pass., Those in
favor will vote Aye., Those opposed vote Nay. The voting 1is
opel. Have all voted who wish? Have all vo*ed who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, 2 voting Present, Senate Bill 1266 haviag received
the required constitutional majority is.,..declared passed.
Sena*e Bill 1285, Senator Topinka. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1285. Mr. Secretary, read
the bill, please.

SECRETARY:
Sepate Bill 1285,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, this basically amends the Intergovernmental Missing
Child Recovery Act of 1984 to include school districts within
the definition of the unit of local government within the Act
and also...the I-SEARCH Advisory Board would be sxpanded so
as to allow representatives from each...each participating

agency in the program. It?s basically a clean-up measure.
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There vwas a...an amendment added onto this which <removed an
advisory committee +to which the committee objected...the
Judiciary II objected to. To my knowledge, there's no Kkposn
objection to it at %his time.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? The question,..if not,
the gquestion is, shall Sepate Bill 1285 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? (Machine cutoff)...voted who wish? Take the
record. Onr that <question, +the Ayes ares 58, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1285 having received
the required comstitutional majority is declared passed.
1286, Senator Barkhausen. Senator Barkhausen on the Floor?
1292, Senator...Senator Marovitz, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR HMAROVITZ:

It was =8y understanding that Senate Bill 1286 was
removed.,,.was to go back on the recall list for an amendnment.
I 3on't know if Senator Barkhausen is...in the Chamber, but I
think there's an anendment...he...he...which...which was
agreed to by the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

¥ell, in any respect, he isn't calling it.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Okay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senate Bill 1232, Senator Schuaneman. 1236, Senator Rupp.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1236,
fir. Secretary, read the bill, please.

SECRETARY

Senate Bill 1236.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. This legislation is the result
of a department,..industry task...Insurance Task Force, which
would give the department...the Insurance Depariment more
effective measures to prevent insurance company insolvencies.
It authorizes the director of insurance to issue orders
requiring an insurer to take corrective action in order to
clear up a condition which creates a financial hazard to the
public or its policyholders. The legislation is needed in
ordar to allow our director +to effectively utilize a new
early warning and financial problem detection system that has
recently been developed and is in use across the country. I
ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discuassion? If not, the question
is, shall Senmate Bill 1236 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? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1296 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed.. 1298, Senator
Dawson. Senator Dawson on the Floor? Top of page 35, Senate
Bill 1300, Senator Carroll., Senator Dawson...are you inter-
ested im calling Semate Bill 12982 Senator Carroll, we?ll
come right back to you. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senats Bill 1238, Mr. Secretary, read the bill,
please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1298.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill,
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of ‘he Senate, 1238
allows for insurers to enter preferred provider arrangements
with health care service providers. The bill authorizes
insurance companies entrance to preferred
provider...organizations known as PPO, arranges with doctors
and hospitals, self-insurers and already engaging in PPO
arrangements, It allows the insurers to enter into contracts
with providers relating to the amounts to be charged the
insured for services rendered and issue policies or cortracts
providing the incentives and for insurers for...use agree-
ments in this piece of legislation. Ask for a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1298 pass, Those in favor will vote
Ay2. 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. Onm that question, the Ayes are
57, the Nays are none, none voting Present., Senate Bill 1298
having recs2ived the reguired consiitutional majority is
declared passed. Top of page 35 is Senate Bill 1300, on the
Order of Senate Bills...13 reading, M¥r,..Mr., Secretary, 3rd
Reading is...is 1300, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1300,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
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Senate. Senate Bill 1300 is an approach towatds dealing with
the problems of driving while intozicated and most partic-
ularly with some of the younger people in the State wherein
we're saying that thers is a responsibility of peer pressure.
It's an effort to say tha*t yom cannot idly sit by and ride in
a car with someone who is obviously intoxicated and claip no
responsibility. It is the hope that through this type of
guidance people who know that the personm with the keys to the
car, who is obviously inebriated, will step up and say, "Let
me drive, I'm sober. Let me take the car, you should not be
driving.” And hopefully that type of peer pressure will
cause a sobering influence on *hat driver to either take a
cab or give the car *o someone who is sober. #hat this
suggests, therefore, is to participate in that act of drunk
driving can cause a court to say that you must perfora com-
mgnity service. It is no%f a moving violation, it is not a
jailable offense, it is pot a fine of dollars of any kind.
It is merely an awakening to that responsibility by saying,
that .as oar court system can do, go work im an emergency
room, go work in an alcoholic +rzatment center, see +he
devastating effects that come from driving while intoxicated.
Don?t say you're not going to be involved, be involved. If,
through *this method, we have saved one life, we have acconm-
plished a great dsal. I would ask for a favorable roll cail.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Any discussion? Senator Darrow. Can we have some order,
please..  Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Hr. President. I don®'t know if the Chamber
realizes what this legislation does, but it says that if
you're a passenger, jus* a passenger, you may be stone sober,
may 8ot have had one drink, but if you get...im a car with
someone who is drunk and they get arrested, you, in turn, get

penalized and have to do community service just for riding
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with someone who is imtoxicated. 5o, just consider that and
think abou% it before you vote. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Purther discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOHICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Will the spomsor yield to a

quastion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIOQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOE LECHOWICZ:

Senator, you mentioned as far as peer pressurs and I can
anderstand that concept, but is rhere an age factor in the
bill? Is it +to...people twenty-one through iwenty-five Or...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMOZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

¥o.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

¥ell, +then, very briefly, Mr. President., I, too, would

like to bring the atten*ion of this Body that...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Wait...Senator...Senator Lechowicz, just a moment,
plzase. Could ve have some order, pleass. Senator
Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, #r. President., I'd just like to also bring
the attention %o this Body in reference to what +his bill
really...the complications of it. 1In ny neighborhood maybe a
husband is overzealous and has a fevw cocktails and his wife
is trying to get him home as quickly as possible and he won't
let her drive the car, and there's a question whether he's

had three drinks or fonr drinks, whether he's 1.0 or .09 or
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maybe even .08, and there's probably an argument pursuing
between the husband and wife whether he's had a drink one too
many or less, aad now %£he poor woman is going to be penalized
for the acts of her husband.. I don*t believe that this
is...the right way to approach a problem. I could understand
the...trying *to apply peer pressure and tryimg to have the
wifs drive in lieu of the husband if he*s had a few cocktails
or vice versa, but I think to penalize a person who in good
faith has had absolutely nothing to do with the situation is
the wrong way to go., And I would have to oppose this mnea-
sure. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOB GEO-KARIS:

Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
agree with Senator Lechowicz because I can just imagine the
husband who's had a few drinks and gets a little stromg
violently, and if his wife dared say anything about him driv-
ing, you know what would happen, he would just haul off
and...and give it to her. TI...I think...seriously, I think
that Senator Carroll has a good point but not...I dontt think
it's that good and I rise against it too,

PRESIDING DFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, ¥r., President. I wondered, Senator Carroll,
if you would consider... maybe an amendmen: o this...to this
bill that would...require the passenger that you'’re talkimg
about to have a Breathalyzer with him because I don't Xnow
how =2lse that passenger could really tell. He would have %o
be, you know, ve get...we get down here prethy fine
whether...whether the driver 1is intoxicated or shether he
isa't, it's difficult enough for the authorities sometimes to

figure that out even with a Breathalyzer. So, that might



Page 162 - HAY 16, 1585

be..».that might be a thought, I don't say I'd vote for the
bill aven so, bu:t maybe you could raquire *hat...puz that in.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 right. Further discussion? #e have seven additional
individuals wishing to speak on this,..Senator Hacdonald.
SENATCR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. Just wanted to make a comaent
and say that I've enjoyed very much...being a member of the
Judiciary Committee and I think that I've learned a new tern
today, and maybe that is intoxication by osmosis, and I think
this bill ought *o be looked a%t very carefully.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATGR FAWELL:

Thank...thank you, very much. Yoau know, I hate
to...disagree with my colleaques on this side of the aisle
but, personally, I think *he idea behind this is a darn good
ons. I've seen too many kids that have been willing to climb
into cars with the driver drunk and...and maybe if nothing
else, it will keep more kids out of the car, If some idiot
wants *o go ou*t and kill themselves or kill someone else,
that's his problem, but why let a bunch get killed..,.and if a
wife is dumb enough to get into a car...and while her husband
is drunk, maybe she ought to think about some community
service, . If there was a prison...sentence or if there was a
fine that's one *hing, but what we're talking about is com-
nunity service and I think it's a good bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATDR DENRUZIO)

all right.;.further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Just... just...briefly, I'm sorry to prolong the debate,
Mr. Presiden* and members, but one of the aspects of the bill
that...that bhasn't been touched upon is the penalty. Apd I

think it should be pointed out that even though we had some
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discussions with the staff on the other side and indirectly

#ith the spomsor that thers's no pemalty category spacified

in the bill, and we feel that that might, for sxample, be

2.,..2 petty offense, and there is no limitation on the amouet

of public service work that may be ordered by a court., BAnd

that 1is +the only...penalty or punishment that might be pro-

vided for under this bill, and we felt that there ocught to be

some limitation to that; and for that reason, we don't +think
- the bill is gquite in its proper form, if, indeed, the bill

itself is...is warranted. And I would arge at least a

Present vote, if not a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discassion? S=nator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I've got a district along the Hisconsin line and it
seams about s*tarting this time of year we can couant on almost
once a week picking up a paper and finding out about a car
load of kids being slaughtered, just slaughtered on the way
home. I don't know, we're all thinking about how this is
going *o effect us and people our age, anmd I'1l1l tell you, I
don't care 1if it was my vife or anybody else, if someone's
drunk you shouldn®t get in the car with them, you should try
and stop them from driving, and if you can't stop them from
driving you shouldn't ride with them, maybe that would make
them thipk twice. I think kids are smarter, they'’re probably
a lot smarter tham we got to give them credit for, but Sena-
tor Carroll is right about one thing, it's peer pressure.
Apd if this law just gets a few kids to tell their friends,
forget i%, I'm not riding with you because I got...now I got
an excuse, I got an excuse, maybe I wouldn't have guts epough
without +this excuse, but ny excuse is, I'm the one that's
going to get in trouble not just you. %e've given them an
axcuse to do what's right and maybe they need it. But let me

tell you, if it means I have to pick up the paper just one
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less time next summer or the year after when the bill takes
effect and read about a bunch of kids being slaughtered it
vas worth the vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further,,.further discussion? Senator...Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, #Hr. President. You know, you can nit-pick a
bill like this till it falls apart; I mean, you can gripe
about all the little provisions all you want, but...you know,
these kids are potential killers. vIt is real easy to turn
your back and say, +that jerk did it, not me., But you know if
you put the provision in that everybody is responsible maybe
we would start to have little collective respoansibility for
“hesz drunk drivers. Those drunk drivers are potential onur-
derers. Over half of all deaths on the highways are caused
by drunk drivers, and if this makes life a little tougher for
them to g=t behind the wheel, fine, maybe there ought to be
some prassure on them., Howard, haug.in there, you got a lot
of votes over here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister. Senator
Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I thienk he's calling this on the right day. You know if
he'd have called *his one yesterday I think he would have got
rha pickle award last night. I see you do have a few on tha
other side. I was going to say if you get two dreen 1lights
on this, but apparently you're going to get four, let's see

"how many more you get and have the roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:

Qﬁestion of the sponsor, Hr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Indicates he will yield,
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

This is normally the kind of bill I would 1like to see
passed, bu%, you know, of all the people who are picked up
and tickeied for drunk driving in this State, a very high
percentage are given court supervision. Now, are we going to
accord the same privilege to...passengers?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

The provision of the Act says, that where the operator
has been found guilty then the court may impose coppunity
service work on the passenger., It is not a petty offense, it
is not in any way a fime or a jail sentence, but it requires
first the finding of guilt which is not the case in a super-
vision and then the community service to the passenger who
should not have bsen in that car.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

»esSenator Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I'm not sure I got the answer to my question. It's
ny understanding that...that the procedure in court actually
is that +the person who 1is charged, in effect, does plead
guilty but asked for the court to supervise him:; if he fails
to 1live up to the provisions of that supervision then...then
the guilty charge or gquilty plea is entered. And I, vyou
know, I...I think you may have a double standard. You may
have the person here who is really drunk and get away
scot-free and the passengers have to provide some service.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZ2IO0)

a1l right. Further discussion?...Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Merely to answer, no. The...the operative word here is,

"found guil:y." In a supervision +there is no finding of
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guilt. © At the termination of supervision ii's a finding of
not guilty. In this case, it says it has to be...if's after
they are...they have been found guilty, that reguires a court
order of a finding of guilt.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

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

Indicates he will yield. Senator Watson.
SENATOR HATSON:

What happans if theret's five people in the car, are all
five of them going to have...be in wviolation, and they're
sober and the driver is drunk? )

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

That the court may do...and that's the point, five people
should not get in the car with somebody who is drunk.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Carroll may finally close.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Why, thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate, Le% me just say to some of the aembers, I think
the point has been made, I won't refer %o members by nane,
bat it was interesting that we are concerned with those who
are drunk on our...our riverways and our lakes and streans
and in the original version of that bill +*he owner,
nonoperator, would be found guilty of the wviolation; +the
owner, nonoperator, could be found guilty of a criminal
offense. I think the point is well made of peer pressure and
involvement. It is ludicrous %o say that when a person has
drank enough to have been over the legal presumption of guilt

and 1is found guilty that everyone else can just pile into
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fhat car and let that drunk drive on our roadways. If we

wvant o seriously say +that we are attempting to ksep our

‘roads a little more safe, then I think we should seriously

say, the passenger cannot be blindfolded while the driver is

drunk, A little bit of pesr pressure can, in fact, go a long

way fo save but a few lives and that®s what it should be all
about. If we can save a life by having a person say, you're
ééo drank to drive, give me the keys or let's all take a cab,
ué've done something positive. There should be no excuse
that you just sat in the car and let somebody obviously
drunk...and understand, a person cannot be stopped for driv-
ing while intoxicated unlsss amd until some other infraction
of the traffic laws took place, either they were weaving or
they caused an accident or they ran a red light or they were
speeding or whatever., There had to take firstba violation of
the traffic laws before a policeman would know that *%hey
were, in fact, intoxicated, and therefore every passenger
should know as well that the person is weaving or running red
lights or speeding or whatever, and that should no longer be
an excuss; and what W¥e have said is, not a criminal viola-
tion, but go see the effects of people who are drunk who main
and kill, go work in a hospital for a weekend or so in an
emergency room or an alcoholic or drug treatment center, that
wonald be a very rude awakening +hat we should cause to
happen. I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1300 pass, Those in
favor will vote Aye. Thosz opposed will vote Nay.. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voied who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 19, the Nays
ars 22, 6 voting Present. Sena*te Bill 1300 having failed to
receive the required constitutional wmajority is declared

lost. Sepate Bill 1306, Senator Philip. Senate bills
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3rd...3rd reading is Sepate Bill 1306. H#r. Secretary, read
the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1306.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, HMr. Prasident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Seniate. The synopsis in the Calendar is absolutely correct.
And it says when a...that a circuit judges will have to make
their selection of associate judges public record. As you
know, down here we're op public record every time we cast a
vote, we're on public record when we vote for or don't vote
for one of the Governor's cabinet members and everything is
public. What I am suggesting to you %o improve the <caliber
of the judiciary we ough%t o know who those judges are voting
for. As you know, Bnot so 1long ago there was a case in
Shiller Park where a person was shot leaviag a restaurant.
In tha*t restaurant he was having dinner with two associate
judges. Of course, nobody will admit +hat +they vo*ed for
those two associate judges, but I think the public has a
right to kanow. 1I'd be happy to answer any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Sena*or Karpiel. K Senator BRock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies .and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I guess this afternoon it's not bad to have a little
fun  and this is a funny bill. Our State Constitution pro-
vides that these associate judges shall...shall be selected
by the circuit judges as provided by Supreme Court rule, the
Supreme Cour% rule calls for a secret ballots I'm not so

|
sure we can do this consti*utiopally in any event, but for
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goodness sake, the...the election of a judge is not a meet-
ing. T.e.I just...this whole procedure iS...l...I would like
to have the gentleman, if he will yield, explain how he views
this process to work.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senrator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Sell, it certainly doesn't provide them by rule
from...from having a secret ballot. All it does is
after...after you decide who the judges, you make public
notice who they voted for. Now if you're for good open
government, Sepator, I don't know why you would have any-
thing...be against this. I, quite frankly, would 1like to
know who...occasionally we have associate judges selected who
arena't %00 red ho%, gquite frankly, and after they've been
sitting on the bench for a year or two years and all the bar
associations are moaning and groaning, none of the circuit
judges can remember they ever voted for them, and, of course,
we all know theré has to be fifty-one percent vote for <then.
Apd all I'wm suggesting %o you, if you want to improve the
caliber of the judiciary, here's a way to do it. Because I'nm
going to tell you one thing, they're going to be damn scared
about voting . for <*hose turkeys they can vote for now and
hide.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

FPurther discussion? Senator Kock.
SENATOR ROCK:

¥ell, I suppose there are good reasons and there are real
reasons. I don't know that the fact that some member of the
judiciary allegedly was in the same restaurant, allegedly
vith somebody else at some point in time had amything to do
with the origin of this bill, The rationale, as I understood
it, was that for the first time in the history of the Repub-

lican DuPage County a Democrat was selected as an associate
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judge and all of a sudden there's some constermation welling
up..-.and so I suppose those who had the temerity to vote for
one who used to be a Damocrat, although I am sure before he
entered the process he disavowed his allegiance to our party.
He's a very capable young lawyer. The fac: is, he was, at
the point at wkich I knew him, very proud to be a Democrat
but I am sure givenrn the system under which he operated he has
switched his allegiance. Bot I  don't think
that...that...that happenstance ought to...result in some-
thing like this. IT...I just...I...I don’t understand how the
procedure works., Are we...are we to then say to the three
hundred judges in cook County who in the next week or so will
be selecting or electing eighteen judges, you have to make
public for whom you voted? I...1 think the systen
iSess=hat..,zhat's simply not right.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. PFurther discussion? Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

I just want to know if the sponsor would yield to a ques-
tion, please, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Sesator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Mr...Senator Philip, would you agree to amend this to
include State Senators so we cah know who voted for yoa?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator...Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

You know, I...I know we're sort of kidding, but let's be
serious a minute. These are elected officials, judges always
like to deny they're elected officials, but how did they get
on that bench? They were =elected, #hat we're saying is
these associate justices that are kind of treated like high

level patronage jobs...you have looked at the caliber
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of...s2veral of them. I remember one guy who cost the State
twenty some million dollars, probably because he couldn't
read what we were trying to do. Why shoﬁldn't a judge be
held responsible, he's an elected public official. We have
made careers ou* of being sure that judges aren't responsible
for anything.  They can't campaign on issues, you knhow, you
can't kick a guy off for a bad decision. I meanm, our papers
last time after Greylord said all these judges are wonderful
and yet...the Bar Association saying kick a...a couple of
them off, yet they all got kept. You kmow, why caa't a judge
be responsible? I asked ay Senate President...not really
2xpecting a...an answer, but Phil, you're expected to explain
how you vote on everything; Hovard, you got to explain how
you vote on everything, you can't vote in hiding, and when
you make a turkey vote, you're expected to explain that
turkey vote. Why should a jndge, who is an elected official,
who 1is protected left and right, with the best pension fund
in the State, never has to face the wrath of an electorate
that he stuck it %o, why shouldn®t he least 2xplain who he's
putting on and why? He doesn't have to say anmything other
than list the roll call. If you read the bill...we've gotten
a little beyond, they just 1list a little roll call, okay,
this guy go* on, these judges voted for him; next one, this
guy got on, these judges voted for him. It's just a roll
call, it's not a...a transcript of a discussion, it’s just a
roll call, just like we print on every issue we vote one. I
don't see why judges can'* be held a sligh%ly slower...lower
standard than we're held to.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further...further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATCR D=ANGELIS:

Well, I mnight remind some of my colleagues who oppose
merit selection of judges that this could be the merit elec-

tion of judges.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Sepator Philip, you may close.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I right...might remind my friend, Senator Carroll,
that in our Republican Caucus for leader that we have an open
ballot, We certainly aren't ashamed of who we vote for and
we are stand up and we are codnted. Now, I might suggest
that the judges ought to be under the same circumstance. 2all
we're saying, if you?re so proud of who you're selecting for
associate judges, well, stand up and be counted. We're
counted every day on the Ploor of this Senate, more than
once. The voters have a shot at us in the Primary and Novem-
ber Election. I might remind my friend, Senator Rock, the
person that he has spoken of has seen the light at least
eight years ago and decided to carry some water and join the
team, and quite frankly, I was most impressed with his
resume, his background, and guite frankly, my lawyer friends
and @y judge friends *ell me he's done an excellent job and
¥e're happy to have him. If you've goz any more 1like that
send them over, coach.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well, the gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 1306 pass.

Those in favor will vote Aye. Thoss 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 28,
tha Nays are 22, 2 voting Present. Senate.Bill 1306 having
failed to receive the required constitutional wmajority is
declared 1lost.  Senator Philip, the spoasor, requests post-
poned consideration. Postponed consideration. 1317, Senator
Marovitz. 1342, Senator Savickas. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1342, Mr. Secretary, read

the bill.
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SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1342,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and mesbers of the Senate, 1342 is the

Chicago Board of Education's request to remove the 1limit on
competitive bidding from five thousand to tweniy-five thou-
sand. They let out approximately a hundred million dollars
worth of <contracts a year and most of the small contracts
unler the twenty-five thousand mark are either for replace-
ment of inskructional materials, maintenance materials and
genzral housckeeping of the board's schools. It would save a
lot of time and a lot of cost for them to allow the super-
intendent just to issue these small contracts. I would seek
your favorable support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATGR DENUZIO)

Further...any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Question of the spoasor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Is i* not true these small coatracts are by and large the
only competition that small companies can get into, they
obviously cannot compete on the large contracts, very few
small businesses could compete on the major contracts. By
raising this 1limit we're actoally im many ways excluding a
lot of small businesses from being able to bid om some of the
Chicago contracts, is that not a fair estimate?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No, these are basically. repetitive contracts and the
transportation contracis for the busing of the children like
I said, repetitive <comtracts on replacing imstructional
materials and maictenance materials...now they have to wait
for the board to convene %0.,.to tell the board they're going
to put it on *the agenda, then the next meesting have it on the
agenda and have them vote on it. So, it's...it's a time
consuming job to get these materials purchased.

PRESIDENT:

Facther discussion? Is there any further discussion?
Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Yes, Senator. Just in reading my amalysis here, this is
for the Chicago Board of FEducation. #hat is it for
the...0ther districts throughout the State?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I'nm not sure I understood Senator Karpiel'®s...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

The intent of the bill, you're saying that you're raising
the amount from five thousand to twenty-five thousand for
which a bid must be let, is that correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator karpiel, I guess it's a little hodgepodge. Some
districts are up to :wenty-five thousand, some are ander.
It's...their...it depends. There are some that are up %o
that mark some are under it.

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Hell, who...who makes the determination in each district?
I mean, we're here at the Legislature making the determi-
gation for the Chicago School Board and I'm not aware that
welve ever done that for any other district. How do they
change their...%their amounts?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I am informed by staff that, depending on the con-
tract...mnakes that deternination. But you've got
to...remenber that the Chicago School District is probably
bigger than.,..maybe %twenty counties puat together downstate in
ths amounts of money that they expend and the amoun:t of...the
amounts of contracts, not the total amount of dollars but the
apounts in paper work of contracts that are..,drawn and stud-
ied for every board meeting.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Rarpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

#ell, I understand that. I was just wondering how the
other school districts do it., I know that in other units of
governnant there's a standard set amount above which you must
let, and there are...you Xnow, there are guite a few laws
governing what items have to be let out for bid, et cetera.
and I just wondered in othsr school districts, you know, they
can't just willy-nilly determins it themselves and raise it
to whatever they want, there must be some kind of Statutes
governing that, and I'm not aware of them, I just wondered.
And I understand, Senator Savickas, that Chicago School Dis-
trict is a lot larger.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
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SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Hr. President. W®Will the sponsor yield to a

question?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates het!ll yield, Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Sena*or, how much of an increase are we talking about for
the Chicago...School District?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

They're presently five thousand, they're raising it to
twenty-five thousand.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SEKATCE LECHOWICZ:

And is this on...what type of contracts?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATCOR SAVICKAS:

These would be all contracts that are under twenty-five
thousand dollars.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, do we have a basically...the number? How many con-
tracts are under *wenty-five thousand presently withim the
Chicago Board of Education?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator, I just asked the staff that question and they
did not have the amounnt of the individual...coantracts, they

did have the total amounts of dollars., And I think this is a
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problem that we...run into by setting limitations whether it
was on bidding contracts or...reporting in under our ethic
systen that every time you set a limitation each year, due to
inflation and due o other things, +those 1limits mnmust be
raised so that <you can accommodate just ordinary course of
day business, it creates a problem and I don't know how to
really answer how *o solve that problem.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz,
SENATCOR LECHOWICZ:

One other 'question, could they possibly hire a thousand
people at +*wenty thousand dollars a year without going
to...any of the procedure.,.under this bill?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator,eeslaeceI imagine.,.under a contract, they cans,..I
have..,technically I would...if it's Qeeaif they're
hired...or paid under a contract, I imagine thsy could,
but...

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR HAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President, just,..just for clarity. I...I
think we may have 1left a wrong impression with regard to
other school districts. It's my anderstanding that every
other‘ school district in the State is at five thousand
dollars and community colleges, so just...I supported the
bill, Senator Savickas, as you know, and I intend to support
it here. One other point, we still are over the...under <the
ambrella of the...of the School Finance Authority which
oversees the entire expenditure which is something unlike all
the rest of the school districts.

PRESIDENT:
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Faurther discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I was jus* wondering, and I’z not sure Senator Savickas
can answer this question, perhaps Senator Carroll, what's the
ceiling right now for the State...for this type of contract?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, we've had a conference both with Senator Carroll
and staff and...they're banning about fifty thousand but nei-
ther are sure.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer,
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Even +though I didn'% get an answer, it was worth asking
the gquestionmn just to see Kunzeman and Garrett completely
dumbfounded back there together, .

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Senator Savickas, you wish to
close?

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

¥o, Senator Rock, 1'd appreciate support for +this prob-
len.
PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Sepate Bill 1342 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? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquestion, there are 28 Ayes, 24 Nays, 1 voting
Present, Senate Bill 1342 having failed ¢o receive the
required constitutional majority...sponsor requests that fur-
ther consideration of Senate Bill 1342 be postponed. So
ordered., 1346, Senator #elch, 1350 was on the recall.

1351, Senator Schuneman. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
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Reading, middle of page 35, is Senate Bill 135). EKead the
bill, HMr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1351,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1351 is intended to prohibit the sale in
Illinois of soda, beer or other beverages in cans which con-
iain a pull tab opener, As you know, w=2've made great
progress in this State by way of cleaning up a lot of the
cans that used to liter our...our landscape. With the
recycling of aluminum cans we pretty much eliminated a lot of
the problem, but we still have most of the beer cans that are
sold in the State equipped with pull tabs which people pull
out and throw down on...in our parks and on our streets and
our ¢olf courses and...and everywhere and this bill seeks to
eliminate that problem. When the bill was heard in commit-
tee, +the only opposition was offered by Anheuser-Busch who
indicated that they have machinery which they could not and
do not want to phase out immediately, but the bill was
allowed out of committee on the understanding tha:t I would
work with the representatives of that company, I*ve done
that. They now have indicated to nme thai an effective date
of December 31, 1387 is acceptable to them. Hetve amended
the bill to put it in that position so...that's where the
bill is now.

PRESIDENT:

There any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gues-

tion is, shal; Senate Bill 135t pass. Those in favor will

vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
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Baye 2all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, there
are 57 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 135t
baving received <the reguired constitutional majority is
declared passed., 1352. 1357, Senator D'Arco. On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1357, Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1357.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.
SENATCE D'ARCG:

Thank you...thank you, Mr. President. This bill reduces
from seven to three the number of days within which a rented
car must be returned after mailing of a written demand by the
rent-a-car agency. We passed this bill two years ago and the
Governor vetoed it, but as I understand it, there was some
misunderstanding and there really is no reason to veto a bill
like this and I think he's...he’s...he's on board now, Fent-
a-car companies have somewhat of a problem with people who do
not return the car. Sometimes it's willful and wanton and
sometimes they forget or accidentally keep the car longer
than they should. 2and this would protect the rent-a-car
agencies more so than *hey've been protected in the past, and
I don't know of any opposition and X would ask for a favor-
able vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Friedland.
SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, Hr. President, just going to say that the
sponsor is absolutely correct. This is a good bill and I

urge you to support it.
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PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz,
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Yes, Mr...Br, President, I just have one question of the
SpOnSOr,

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Semnator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Is that three business days or three calendar days?
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

It actually...it doesn't indica%e in the Statute, it just
indicates within three days from the mailing of the written
demand. So, I...I would *hink that.,.,it really wouldn't mat-
ter whether it was calendar days or business days; as soon as
the agency wrote a letter, three days from that date they
could request the police department to initiate criminal pro-
ceedings against the,..the person who rented the car,
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDICZ:

How would tha:t apply %o a...let's say, a letter was post-
marked right before Memorial Day where we have a three-day
weekend?

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

In practice what they do...they won't do anything
until...they mailed the letzer certified mail, return receip:
requested and the police department demands from them the
return receipt before they will initiate any criminal pro-
ceeding. So the whole procedure really takes around ten days

Or SO.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall Senate Bill 1357 pass. Those in favor gill 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 1357 having received the constitutiomal
majority is declared passed. 1353, Senator D'Arco. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1359,

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

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Wha% this bill does is repeals
the prohibition against political contributions by insurance
companies. We passed this bill two years ago...I'm sorry,
last year we passed i*...and the Governor vetoed the bill
last year indicating his reason being that the insurance
industry 1is strictly regulated by the State and there is
in...there's a possibility of abuse of political contribu-
tions...the possibility of abuse is grea*. W#ell, everybody
that does business in +this State, from bankers, lawyers,
doztors, beauticians, nurses, anybody that does business in
this State is regulated by the State. I mean, I can't figure
out why the Governor singled out insurance companies and
grants them some special privilege that nobody else, no other
group of people engaged in regulation by the State is
granted. I mean, these is absolutely no logical reason why
insurance companies shouldn't be in the same posture as
banks, as savings and loans, as fiduciary...corporations, as

lavyers, as doctors, as anybody else...l...aS...as individu-
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als, +here's 6o reason why they shouldn'% be. And I
would...happy to aaswer any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Semator D'Arco, does the insurance industry want this
bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

I think they're.,.,divided on the bill. I think some
companiss wan:t +the bill and some companies, you know, are
lukewarm, some don't want the bill. I think +traditionally
they've...they've said, well, great, we don't have to give
political contributions; you know, let everybody else give
the contributions and, you know, traditionally, I think
- they've...they've got more earning power tham anybody in the
vhole State of Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further Qdiscussion? If not, t*the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1353 pass. Those in favor will vote Ay=s. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
vish? Have all voted who wish? Vote me Aye, Senator. Take
the record. On that question, the Ayes are 43, the Nays are
5, 4 voting Present. Senate Bill 1353 having received the
constitutional wmajority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1363, Senator Bloom. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarys.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1363.

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

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOHN:
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Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Semators. This bill

as amended, provides procedures for the Department of Com-
merce and Community Affairs to follow in the decertification
process; and the other piece of it, which is of some impor-
tance to the second floor, would increase the number of
designations that could bz made in 1985 from eight to twelve.
I% still doesn't change the overall amount of designations of
enterprise zones. Answer any questions; otherwise, I'd seek
a favorable roll call,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If wnot, the gquastion is, shall
Senate Bill 1363 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 54, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1363 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1369, Senator
Coffey. . 1375, Senator Weaver, 1378... Senator Weaver.
Senate Bill 1375, Senator Weaver. BRead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1375,

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

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President and nembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1375 is the result of one of the recommendations
of the Governor's Task Force on Racing. In order to
revitalize horse racing in Illinois there's really onrly two
practical alterpatives. One is to reduce the privilege tax
to a competitive level which would really cost the State

about forty or fifty million dollars. And the other is to
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‘pravide for off-track wagering. Now, our privilege tax in
Illinois is the highest in +the United States, it's thir-
teen...thirteen times higher than New Jersey and Haryland,
three and a half times higher than Florida and Kentucky, and
really subs*antially more than any of the states which we are
competing with. Now, I passed out a packe:f that gives you
all those rates throughout the United States and you'll see
that some of those rates are down to as low as a half of one
percent, This...bill as amended would provide for the imple~-
mentation of off-track bestting. Ias Illinois it would be
operated by a not-for-profit association council of twenty-
five members from the race track's public representatives
appointed by the Governor and confirmed by the Senate and
representatives of the horsemer and the breeders. Thers %ill
be no cost to the State, the race tracks will fund the
start-up and the implementation and it will be supervised by
ths Racing Board. It is estimated *hat this off-track wager-
ing system will have a handle of eight hundred and fifty mil-
lion dollars a year. The association estimates gross income
to be two hundred and six willion, expenses of seventy-two
million and the monies available for distribution +to State
and local government, to tracks and horsemen at a hundred and
thirty-four million, I hope that with the information in the
packet tha*t I dis*ributed it*'1l answer all of your gquestionms,
but if anyone has any specific guestions, I?11 be happy to
try to answer them. Let me say that the distribution of the
racing tax revenues supports the Ag. Premium Fund, the Metro-
politan Fair and Exposition Authority...Reconstruction Fund,
the local civic centers and a whole list of purposes from the
Ag., Premium Fund such as the State FPair, county fairs, Ag.
Extension, prize wmomey for the fairs, local fairs, county
fairs, salaries in the Department of Agriculture, home eco-
nomic extension, et cetera. Since 1383, cevenues have

declined by seven...about seven million dollars and it's my
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concern that we have a hsalthy racing industry in the State

of Illinois to support these worthwhile prograsms. And if

there's any questions, I'1l be happy to try to answer them,

Mr, President, |

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) ‘
Is...there discussion? Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I'n
sure that Senate Bill 1375 will...will pass, but I really
think that we ought to think very carefully about what...what
we're doing to a segment of people in our society. I know
there...that there is a tremendous need for new revenue in
this state but I don't think that we should look for alterma-
tives and initiatives that prey on the poor, the hopeless and
the helpless. Off-track betting will be just another way for
people who have no hope...to somehow believe that they can
pull themselves up out of poverty and suffering by striking
it rich., I don't think that Illinois is in a conmdition that
we have +o resalt to these kind of initiatives by allowing
off-track betting centers to be put into our communities
where many of our children look upon their fathers and their
pareat as role models and...while they are taking their last
dimes and going to those centers to...to wager with thes hope
of bringing home some more money to feed their families.
TesaXeseI Jjust think it's a sad, sad, day at this time that
w2 would resort to this kind of initiative and even more so
when there bhave been some other alternatives that have been
slighted and have been laughed at, some that I have even pro-
posed myself are far, far better, 1less painless than this
type of initiative. And I would really ask all of you to
search your conscience because the greater portion of this
~society, those people who are now able to make it will not be
the ones who go and wager their momey and use this type ofi

services. It will be the poor and I think it's a shame.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

We have at +this tinme, Senator Rupp, Vadalabene,
Sangmeister and Jeremiah Joyca. Senator Rupp-

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. .President. I'd like to ask the spoasor a
question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

He indicates het'll yield.

SENATOR RUPP:

From what I understand is that there is a problem now,
one of the problems is the fact that attendance is dropping
off, and if this off-track betting arrangement supposedly is
going *to <revitalize horse racing, I can't understand why
you'rs going to make it easier, more attractive for folks to
stay away from the track. If I can bet without going to the
track, right from a...a nice little cozy place right next to
the..,.the neighborhood where I am, I'm no% going to go clear
out with all that crowd and get in the parking problem and
everything else, I'l1l1 stay home, I'1ll stay away from the
track. There's no question about the good programs that are
paid for from this parimutuel arrangement, but I just wonder,
how do you think this is going to help it when you're going
to encourage people to stay away from the track? And then we
have some figures, and I think you have them too, Senator
Weaver, that New York Sta*te.,,.New York State has had exact
opposite...occurring than what you presented will happen in
Illinois and I want to know why it would be exactly different
in Illinois. New York, the figures I have show tha: every
year the city...the New York City's net return has been drop-
ping about five million dollars a year since 1380. I can
hear them just back in 1979 when they were considering this
using the same arguments, we're going to help, we're goimng to
revitalize. It hasn't happened there, how come it's going to

happern in Illinois?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Heaver,

SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Rupp, this is an entirely different concept than
Hew York. New York is a state-ruan operation, this is a not-
for-profit corporation, they're not bound by labor agreements
and negotiated or...negotiated by the State, they'll do their
own negotiating. So, you can't compare this with the New
York operation, that's kind of a...a big bureaucracy that
certainly this is not intended to be. The distribution froa
the revenues will go back to the 1383 level of attendance,
parking receipts, et cetera, to offset a twenty or thirty
percent decline ip attendance at the existing tracks in 1983,
So, they will be made whole, the State will be made whole,
the comnunities will be made whole, back to those revenues of
1383,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Well, that's what...that's what my problem is, If,eeif
you think that just getting back and paying the parking fees
and everything else is revitalizing this...horse racing
industry, I doa't think so. 1If you were talking about keep-
ing the other programs going, that's fine and that's where
the money should go into the horse racing and into the...the
development of the horse and the breeding of +them; but it
looks 1like what we're frying %o do...this is just a revenue
procedure and so that's why I sort of reject this idealistic
thing about it being for the horses aad for the good of
the,,.the horse racing industry. 1I1...I don't think so..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.
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END OF REEL



Page 190 - MAY 16, 1385

REEL #6

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Y=s, thank you, Mr. President and menmbers of the Senate.
I rise in support of Senate Bill 1375 and let me preface
first before 1 make my statement that yesterday ve passed the
downstate bill for Balmoral, Fairmont and Quad-cities and it
Qas through the effort of the major tracks that that was
accomplished. Off-track betting is an issue that has been in
the headlines a lot lately and we've heard a lot of evils and
we're heard a lot of good, but these are the facts, the I1li-
nois horse racing industry is a serious...is in serious eco-
nomic straits. Revenune to the State, the horsemen and the
tracks have declined for each calendar year racing from 1980
to 1983, In 1984, revenuss to the State declined but
inc:eased for horsemen and remained the same for tracks with
the...implementation of intertrack...wagering, and compared
with our sister states, Illinois is receiving an inadeguate
return, This is a solution, off-track wagering
will...preserve and increase revenue to the government and
make the Illinois racing industry highly competitive with our
sister states. Projections show that within three years, a
fully mature off-track betting Statewide system in 1Illinois
will generate from eight handred million to nine hundred mil-
lion in handle. It would ipitially reduce annual .on-track
handle by approximately two hundred and £ifty million.
Off-track betting should be implemented as a method %o pre-
serve government revenue while allowing the Illinois racing
industry to be competitive with the other states. They need
this shot in the arm and support Senate Bill 1375,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.
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SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

¥211, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
It appears that the erosion that started in the State of
Illinois a while ago is going to coatinue.. e started off by
taking care of grandma with her bingo and we gquickly slid
over and endorsed a Statewide lottery system and nowv vwe're
going %o have off-track bstting, and as I anderstand sitting
across the Rotunda, the next thing we're going to have
is..,casino gambling and the State of Xllinois might as well
become another Las Vegas. I imagine whether you support or
you don't support this kind of legislation will depend upon
your viewpoint, but I*11l tell you one thing, you can?'t sell
me on this piece of legislation on the base of the revenue
that it's going to produce; because if this was such a sure
fire thing, why are we receiving twenty million dollars esti-
mated because it's coming out of the profit, why aren't we
getting our percentage right off the %top and 1let the
harnessmen take the...the chance as to whether or not this is
going to he a profitable venture or not? 1I*1l tell you the
reason why you're no%t g=tting it off the top is the horsemen
aren't going to take that chance either. So you're right in
the.,.the scheme of things with them but I think that we
shoald have gotten a percentage, as usual, right off the top.
4s far as vhether this works in other jurisdictioms, I think
Senator Rupp alluded to New York and I might say I have a
press release from the Comptroller of New York dated just two
months ago in which he said tha%t, ®The City of New York is
going %o have...to stop sesking a quick fix for its fimancial
ills and start tackling the tough job of cutting costs and
streamlining organizatioas. Off-track betting has been
relying for years on...by the expansion of simulcasting to
boost its revenues and eliminate the need for
ﬁajor...economics. Indeed, off-track bettings first

simulcasting venture under a new State lav ran up a net loss
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of four hundred thousand dollars.” Comptroller Reagan went
5n to state that, "the off track betting profits have been
équeezea by mounting costs and stagnant revenues and New York
City is the big loser. Residual revenues turned over to the
city have dwindled from forty million in 1377 to only ten
million in Fiscal Year 1984," and I would say to you, as
Senator Collins has indicated, out of that twenty million
dollars the State of Illinois is going to go, if you think
that®s going to be all profit, you got another guess comring;
because you can gquickly deduct from +that twesty nmillion
dollars the cost of social welfare programs that are going to
have to be instituted to assist these off-track players who
are going *o gamble away all of +their family income.
Off-track betting, without gquestion, in my opinion, will
breed compulsive gambling. And another claim that this wsill
drive organized crime out of the.,.the off-track betting
business is pure specalatian because contrary to that claims
experience has proven that bookmakers thrive on legalized
gambling.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, if you'd bring your remarks to a éonclusion.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I will do that. The introduction of off-track betting in
New York has led to an increase rather than a decrease in the
incidents of illegal betting, but I think your whole progran
is fraught with some problems anyway because, how you going
to get this signed into law? I remember our Governor who
said im 1978, if the people of Illinois want off-track bet-
ting, they're going to have to get themselves a new Governor.
Bhich are we getting, a new Governor or off-track betting?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Well, I...I will take the off-track betting if you can
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deliver on the other. I find it difficult to vote onm this
question because I don't understand what the npumbers are.
I've..aI've read an editorial from one of the Chicago tele-
vision stations that they send out %o us which indicated that
th2 horse people would get around a hundred and ten million,
I believe, and the State was going to get less than forty
million. Now I hear numbers tossed out here the State get-
ting twenty mnillion, I meal,esalseethee..the...l?ve...I%ve
read these releases...I've read that but that comes from
ihose...that comes_from the...from the people who are inter-
ested in having this legislation passed. You know, the con-
cept 1s one thing, wvhether we should have it or shouldn't
have it in terms of the morality and all that, but if...if we
are going to make a decision on this, at least we should know
what the State is going to get out of this. You know, if
ve.,.if the State is being shortchanged, if we're talking
about a...more than two %o one ratio, the track people get-
ting the better end or the...the.,.the...and...and us being
left with the...the long odds, you know, I don*t think that
zhat makes a lot of sense given the economic problems that we
have right now. Senator Weaver, maybe you could help.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Yes, Senator Joyce, first off, after the expenses which
are estimated at seventy-two thousand dollars, those...1983
levels will be pade whole. So, we will go back to a revenue
of 71.2 miliion...the tracks will go back to their same reve-

nues at that time and basically the profits will be split

or

hree ways between governments, the %fracks and the.,.,.and the
owners and breeders. That is stipulated in the bill, that
percentage. So, it's estimated that in full operation there
will be about sixty-six million dollars to be split three

ways between government, *the tracks and the horsemen to
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increase purses, breeding purposes and...and this...the sane
formula that is now administered by the racing board. So if
you'll read...I think it starts on abou: page 20 of the
bill...of the amendment which is the bill, it stipulates
those exact percentages but, number one, ¥e will go back to
the 1983 1level of seventy-one million dollars first. Did I
answer your guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

«ss5enator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

You...yoa probably did, but I probably don't know enough
about it to understand it other than to say that, you know,
it's...you're keeping the same formula but it.,.it seems to
me that the State,,,State or governmen:, State and...and
local government is getting abou:t a third and the people
associated with the tracks are getting two-thirds.. Is that
right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER: !

That is about the same proportion that is given now. Any
revenues, any profits after expsnses are paid and the tracks,
the horse owners and municipalities are 'made wvhole at the
1983 level will be distributed again on a third, a third, a
third.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke. N
SENATOR LEMKE:

I'n just...want to ask a few questions about where the
mop2y 1is going.,.since I represent two communities that have

ace tracks and have a substantial amount of revanue that

"

comes from those race tracks, Stickney and Cicero.
What.,..what will their compensation be as regards to 1losing

mongy on attendance at the race %track?

s
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator #Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

W¥ell, there again, we go back to the 1983 level of reve-
nues for those tracks, for those muanicipalities for parking
feas, admission tax, et cetera.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

SenatoCes.s .

SENATOR WEAVER:

So, vhatever they got in 1983, they would be made whole
again. Right now,...0ur...our revenues to the State are down
about severn million dollars from the 1983 level., So, I pre-
sum2, under the formula, *their revenues would be down a
lot...2 portion of that.

PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lenke,

SENATOR LEMKE:

And then what portion of this new revenue generated would
the County of Cook get since.,.about eighty percent of the
race tracks are in Cook County?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

That would depend on the licensing fees and the arrange-
ments made between the not-for-profit corporation and the
city.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I didn't ask the question about the city. I asked a gues-
tion about <the County of Cook who has the responsibility of
mora than just a city. They have...there's race tracks that
ar2 in unincorporated Cook, there's race tracks are ina

incorporated towns. Right now, my understanding is, out of
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*his premium fund that w2 get, Cook County generates over

éighty percent and gets back less than fifteen, and I want to
know what...what guarantees Cook County is going to get to
run their State Government?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR LEHMKE:

Since it's our money, it's our...it's our people that are
going to be playing...bétting, you Kknow, we got...¥e got
shortchanged in the lotterf and I don't want to see Cook
County.,.. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«..S52nator...S5enator Weaver is ready %o answer.
SENATOR WEAVEK:

Senator Lemke, if there is, say an establishment in the
unincorporated area, that portion of the profits derived from
that area would go to the unincorporate area or Cook County.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, would you bring your remarks to a close? Sena-
tor Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

¥ell, it's my understanding in a unincorporated area,
they do not get the admission's tax. Cook County does not
get that admission's tax in the unincorporated like I think,
Haywood,...that.,..there's no admission's tax that goes to
Cook County, that's my anderstanding. Now, I could probably
support something like this if this new...if I was guaranteed
that this new revenue would go into something to take care of
the social programs and the education in that coampanity that
it's going to take ths money from, but bhow can we sapport
something...I know on...in the City of Omaha, the noney
that's generated from Alhambra Race Track goes into the City
of Owmaha for education, and....and...and I think %fhis would

be a laudable purpose. If we're going to go gamble and welre
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going to take gambling and raise money, then it shall go into
something that's going to be worthwhile to the State, and the
most worthwhile thing %o the State 1is education, the next
thing is social prograns.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, would you bring your remarks to a close?
SENATOR LEHKE:

I...I am going +to vote Present on this bill because I
want to...I don't know where the monies are going, I don't
know what guarantees we are. All I see is facts and figures
but no guaramtees to social programs...there’s no guarantee
that we're going to set up a gambler's anonymous program %o
take care of these people or anything like that, amd I thisk
we should be involved in this and I am personally going to
vote Present, .

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Does the spomsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Senator Weaver, I understand that we don’t have a feel
for the exact amount of money that will be going to the State
and 1local goverament, but I'm,..I was wondering could you
tell me...explain to me how the money would be distributed to
iocal governments and which...which local governments are vwe
talking about? Any...anybody with the ability to...to levy a
property tax?
éBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR NWEAVER:
Well, it...Senator Mahar, it has nothing to do with prop-

erty tax. The cities that have tracks in their comnmunities,
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by ordinance, have invokasd a...an admission tax and a parking
tax of...from *en to fiftezn percent. WNow, that's been going
down as track attendance has gone down, so in that hold harm-
less or...I'm...I'n saying that we go back to the 1983 base
year *o compensate these municipalities who have taxes on
parking...adnission taxes of, say, ten or fifteen percent,
that will increase their revenue back to that base 1983
level,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Hahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

So, tharefore, the only revenue *hat will be...the only
communities that «ill be benefited from this additional
revenue are those communities that have race track facilities
within fheir boundaries. 1Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Excuse me, maybe I...,I should clarify the...the revenue.
Say we're projecting revenues of sixty~-six million dollars
after, say, three years of operation, a third to the tracks,
a third to the horse owners, a third to the goverament; Fron
that...government share it is split between the State apd the
municipalities. That's...the over anrd above profit after all
this hold harmless...a base on 1983 revenues is taken into
consideration, that is the projection, about twenty-two pmil-
lion to be split between State and local governments.
éRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar, and would you bring your remarks %o a
close.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Yeah. So, therefore, my comnupity...I don't have a race

track in ay district, so my local municipalities will not be

but...the beneficiary of any of this...of any of these reve-
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nueS...and...one further gquestion, does a community have %o
have an off-track...what if they don't wvwant an off-track
betting facility in...in one of my communities? Do they have
any provision which +they can prevent that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver,
SENATOR WEAVER:

FPirst, 1let me say that if there are off-track parlors in
yoar communities, then they would participate in that
revenue. Now if you didn't have any off-track betting
parlors in your community, no, you would not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further...Senator Hahar, would you bring your
éemarks to a close?
SENATOR MAHAR:

I'm sorry, yes, I will. I...I'm sorry.. And...but
if..,how do we...if a community doesn't want an off-track
betting facility within its boundaries, can they not have it?
Can +*hey insist +that +there not b2 a...,a...0ne of those
facilities within its municipal cocporate boundaries?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Senator HWeaver,

SENATOR WEAVER:

Hell, you certainly don't have to have any. These are
contracted by the non-profit corporation under the super-
vision of the racing board; the city council could pass an
ordinance that they do not want racing parlors in their com-
munity and they wouldn't have any, they couldn't establish
there,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Jones,
SENATOR JONES:
Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.

Just briefly, I rise in support of this legislation. After
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listening to the...the debates as to why it should not be, as
I look at the race track that's around the City of Chicago
and I look at the people who attend that...attend those race
tracks, it amazes me that why one doesn't rise in support.
If you are opposed to gambling then...introduce the legis-
lation to abolish it...racing im the State of Illinois, but
if people are going *o gamble...if they're going to bet on
horses, as...2as they have in the _past, and it...and the
people who attend those race tracks that®s around the City of
Chicago, I will estimate eighty percent of them come from
within the corporate...limits of the City of Chicago; and at
least, under this proposal, some of those revenues will go
back to that local unit of government, and £for that reason
alone, I will support this legislation bhecause it will gener-
ate some of those funds back to the local unit of government.
Those persons who are going to gamble are going to gamble and
some of those tracks are far, far away; but it amazes me any
time I've attended those tracks, those same persons who say,
they can't get there, they're out there gambling and they're
betting and they come from all sections of the State and all
sections of +the City of Chicago, so as a legislator who
represents the city as well as the...south saburbs, I hope
this legislation pass., At least some of the gambling down as
fa: as racing is concerned will go back to the community from
which the ©people come from. Right now, you’re not getting
those funds and we have fought this over the years about the
Agriculture Premium Fund as it relate to the City of Chicago,
ba%t this way you will get some direct monies if the city
council and the mayor of the City of Chicago adopt an ordi-
nance to enter into agreement and to have racing parlors
located in the city. So, I think it's a very good piece of
legislation and it should have all-around support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D!'Arco.
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SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President., I rise to support this bill
and I think that...what we have to understand is that right
now at the 1984 level of revenue the State is receiving from
th2 parimatuel tax about sixty million dollars in tax revenue
from horse racing in...in Illinois. ®hat the bill says is
that they guarantee the State the revenue they received in
1983 which was around sixty-four millionm dollar§. That means
that the State automatically, automatically, as soon as the
system is in place, will receive four nmillion dollars more in
tax revenue than they received in 1984, ©Now, after the oper-
ating expenses and after the distribution to local govern-
ments, the State will receive in 1386 approximately another
five willion dollars, so there’s no question that it's going
to be benmeficial to the State. As far as the New York
experience is concerned, we have *to reﬁemhe: that that
off-track betting system was run by the S*ate of New York and
governnental...government officials ran that, not the
horsemen and that's a big distinction. This system will be
run by the horsemen. They are involved in ‘the business.
They know how many parlors to create. In New York, there was
an over-saturation of betting parlors, and let's look at the
figures; New York City still receives ten million dollars in
tax revenue from off-itrack betting, that's Jjast New York
City. Ladies and gentlemen, this bill will create jobs for
people and that's what Illinois is all about. Vote for this
bill, it's going to help the economy of this State and it's
going to be good for this State.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz,

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Will the sponsor yield to a

guestion or two?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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He indicates he will.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. Prasiden*. Senator, based upon the HNew
York experience, and that's what this bill 4is, I Dbelieve,
trying to track imn some way, my understanding is that the
City of New York generates about forty-five million dollars
out of *he sixty million dollars...in the State of New York.
Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

fiell, nunmber one, it's not modeled after the New York
bill and I can't answer your quesiion., I know that they're
still making a good bit of momey in New York, but I can't...I
can't guote you the figures. I think probably somewhere I
have them and I...but I can't quote them a* this point.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz,.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you. I think it's important that we try to relate,
if this bill passes, which area would generate the amount of
money and how much money would be coming back to that area
that generates off-track betting revenue? And the question
that was raised before by a number of other members of this
Body dealt in that area that you're contemplating receiving
sixty million dollars in additional revenus and they break
down, basically, one-third, one-third, omne-third. Out of the
twenty million dollars for units of 1local government, how
much would come back %o the City of Chicago?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:
Senator Lechowicz, it would be a percentade of the %otal

amount bet in the parlors located in the City of Chicago, and
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I would presume that...or the bulk of the money bet would be
in that city...the bulk of the revenue, the handle created at
the parlors would be in the City of Chicago.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

That doesn't answer ay question, Serator, and I'm...let
me rephrase it., Howv much money would come back to the City
of Chicago out of the twenty million dollar take which pres-
ently they have...broken down betueen the State and units of
local government 1is +twventy million dollars, of that twenty
million dollars, how much has come back %o the City of
Chicago? Not a percentage, dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

If you're talking about a hypothetical case, if eighty
percent of the bets were from the City of Chicago, they would
receive that percentage of...of the total revenue. I can't
give you the dollars. I...we don't know what...how many, how
SOO0 OL..s0rl...0C what the beiting pattern is going to be.
Thare may be twenty betting parlors in +*hes city. I don't
knov. That will be up to the board to establish those
numbers and locations,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

SEenatoles.

SEFATOR WEAVER:

There's no way that I could project how much money it's
going to be but certainly your percentage would be the
Qreater...greatest of any area in the...in the State,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz, and would yoa bring your remarks to a
close.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
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Thank you, Mr. President. I*'1ll try. H#hat is the per-
centage then that would be brought back to the City of
Chicago?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

They would gat a half of the third. Say the third being
tvanty-two million dollars, and the State getting half and
the mqnicipality getting half, so it would be a half of the
zhird of their percentage that was bat.,.or generated in the
city.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

And I will bring my remarks to a close, that answers my
question. Is that...what is that based upon? 1Is that based
upon what...what they do in New York and other states? And ny
last question, Mr. President, would be, who w®ould determime
where these off-track betting sites are located in the City
of Chicago? 1Is %that up to the city council?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver,

SENATOR WEAVER:

No, that would be off...up to the Off-track Commission of
twenty-five, under the supervision of the Illinois Racing
Board. Guidelines will be set up, a proposal be made to the
racing board for their approval, so it will be up to this
nonprofit corporation to establish these parlors wherever
ﬁhey d=2em +*hem profitable, I presuame.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
Does that mean that you could come into my community and

opzn up an off-track parlor next to Webber High School or
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FPoreman High School?

éRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER: .

Ho, they will be subject to zoning rules and regulations
by the city. The city will have to license +them and give
them a permit,  It'll be up to the zoning or...or the city
council,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of +the Senate. I
really don’t think that you have to spend hours going through
tha materials that have been distributed figuring out what
kind of industry we're dealing with here today. I think you
can just *alk to a few folks who travel to the track a few
times a year. And I think if you do that, you*ll £find out
that over the last few years there aren't as many good horses
racing, the purses are down, we're dealing here with an
industry in decline, and I don't need +o read any of the
material that sits in front of you because I've talked to
enough people who can verify that firsthand Jjust by their
ﬁisits to the track. I hear a lot of talk about the sffect
of off-track betting at the track, and the only answer I have
to that is, I don't understand why an industry would be in
favor of a bill *hat in three or four or five years they
think might put them out of business. So, I would imagine
that if the industry supports this it's because in good faith
they think this good for them, in terms of their revenues, in
terms of the revenues for the State of Illinois., I would
think that off-track betting would send a signal to the
industry, to send a signal to the good horsemen out there
vthat have passed up Illinois and have taken their 'horses to

other states and to other tracks, and tha: signal would be,
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#e want you, we're serious about this industry, we know it's
going *o benefit horsemen, we know it’'s going to benefit
track owners, bu* we also know tha*t it's going to bring addi-
tional revenues. I don't think the question here today is
whether or not new revenues will be lost if we don't pass
this bill., I think in addition to that there's a gquestion as
to whether or not existing revenues, which we enjoy today,
#ill be around two ysars or three years or four years from
now when this industry continues to decline. There are cer-
tainly some valid questions that have been raised about what
this indastry will look like three, four or five years from
now. . Frankly, I think, this bill is a chance we must take.
We sit here and talk about education reform. We sit here and
talk about raising the level for welfare recipients. He've
got all kipds of big ideas of how to spend money. Well, I
recognize that this isn'%t the solution to any one of those
problems, but it*s going to help, and for that reason, I
think we ought to vote Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of this bill as a member of the
task force commission that helped to put the pieces together,
It was a good commission and looked at it inside and out,
through every possible way you could...you could put this
together and I think the resolution to this situation has
been a positive one., Folloving Senator Kustra is...is diffi-
cult because he said much of what I wanted to say, becauase I
think we're most concerned with an industry in decline that
could ultimately cost us in the long-run. I also speak in
terms of an enlightened district interest because I have
three *racks which surround my district and an impact upon

ths economy of those communities in that area very, very sig-
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nificantly in an area which is older, an area which has lost
a 1lot of jobs because of factories which have left which
has...has kad some rough econopic times. I1f, indeed, w2
allow the tracks to further decline, we just go after the
same type of areas that are represented in a lot of cases by
people 1like Semator Lechowicz or Senator Lemke or people who
are on the southwest side »f Chicago which are very similar
to wmy eastern flank, and I think this gives a little oppor-
tunity and a look toward the future. ®#e certainly don't want
to shut it down and doom them once more to something that
they could lose. Just in the...in the amount of tax revenues
that our tracks have provided for our local communities it's
been phenomenal, not to mention jobs, not to mention social
services, public services, help wherever we've needed then.
i think anything that we can do to help on that front is...is
very...is just good, and I think the point that Senator
Kustra makes 1is just one of sheer competitiom.,. If we can't
get the best horses in the country to come to 1Illinois, the
people aren't goinrg to come either. I mean, I think we saw
vhen the Cubs were doing real, real well, how those ballparks
were just filling up, all of a sudden it was really exciting
to be there.  Well, the same thing goes, if we can't get
the...the good horses to come from ont-of-state, why should
people come? It?’s...it?s a try. 1It?s an effort. I don't
think it should be denied at- this time, and I would encourage
a positive vote,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz,
SENATOR HMAROVITZ:.

«seSponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will,
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Senator Weaver, will the %*ake or that amouant which is
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divvied up depend at all on the number of facilities in a
municipality or the amount of take at that particular facil-
ity?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Heaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Certainly, I'm sure that it will be determined by the
number of outlets but the percentage will still be whatever
is generated in the municipality or the unincorporated areas
for distribution.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

S0, in other words, when we talked about the City of
Chicago get*ing a...a third of..,.a half of a third, I think
it was, so essentially a sixth, that would be a third of a
ihird of the...of the money that was taken in the facilities
within the City of Chicago. If we only had one facility
and...vwhatever,..vhatever,,,whatever wvas,..vas generated at
that one facility, we'd only get half of a third at %*hat one
facility. So...0bviously, it would be in the interest of the
municipality if they wanted greater participation to have a
greater number of facilities., Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Weaver. '
SENATOR WEAVER:
fes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
v Senator Marovitz, .
SENATORB MAROVITZ:
. «.-bDow in regards to the facility itself, would the
facility itself and...and the ownership of the facility that
ié being leased by the authority or the corporation, would

the facility itself have greater parzicipation or
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greater...a.,.a greater lease arrangement if the take at that
facility ware greater? In other words, would
they...vwould...could their lease arrangement be one that was
étructured in such a way as to depend on the...the take at
the facility?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Certainly that would be a business judgmeat nade by the
non-for~-profiz corporation management as to what kind of
leases they enter into, how much they have to pay, what they
provide in the way of services and...and amenities. I don't
think <+hat the generation would necessarily...I don't know
saybe they...mayb2 they in their 1lease arrangement would
decide that a percentage of revenue generation would be...I
don't.,.there?s nothing in this legislation that says that
they have *o pay a certain amount of that which is bet at
the...at the parlor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

‘ Senator Marovitz, would you bring your remarks to a
close? Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROQOVITZ:

What kind of caveat or restrictions or direction are we
giving %o the corporate authority in +terms of these leas2
arrangemenis? In other words, are we leaving it totally up
to management or are we giving some direction and cavesat to
the manégement as far as wvhat they can and canndt do with
the...with the lessors?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

They will have to come up with a proposal, bring it back

to the 1Illinois Racing Board for their approval. All of

these judgments will have to be more or less okayed by the
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Illinois Racing Board.
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel,

SENATOR KARPIEL:

«»syes, thank you, Mr. President. . #ill the sponsor yield
for a gquestion?

PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) N

He indicates he will.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Sepator Weaver, you said before...and I just want to pake
sure of this, youn said before that if a manicipality did not
want one of these parlors in their boundaries that they could
bass an ordimance saying they did not waant one,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

That is true.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

That is written in the bill and that includes all munici-
palities or just home rule?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

They would be subject to local...or local ordinances gov-
erning...business licenses, et cetera, zoning regulations,
Qhatever.‘ Any municipality in the State whether they be home
rule or nonhome rule could preempt their establishment in
their municipality.
éBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel..

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Well, I just wanted to make sure on this because I know
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that there are problems that we have, and I'm sure everyone
else has, trying to get some kind of a business that is not
quite what the residents would like to have im their munici-
pality, trying to get it out when 1it's already...is...zoned
B2 area and they...they...meet all those reguirements.
It*s...ve've had problems in that area of trying to then get
them out of town,
éRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Hell,. Senator Karpiel, any municipality could prohibit
the location of a betting parlor in their jurisdiction. Any
county could do the same thing by a county ordinance.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

We  have S=2nator Collins and Senator Mahar wish to speak
for the second time. Senator Collims.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yeah, Senator, I...back on...on Senator Karpiel's gques-
tion, Now you're saying that the lav as it is now, that
the...*hat the local unit of government have to pass a ordi-
nance %0 opt ou:t, not +o opt...if they wanted opt in,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver,

SENATDR SEAVER:

It's not a gquestion of opting in or opting out. It's a
guestion of passing am ordinance to prohibit if they so
choose; %o prohibit, not allow.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATODOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

#ell, I «clearly understand +hat, but I'm saying that
if.,.if they did nothing...if the City of Chicago d4id nothing
after this lawv...were signed by the Govermor, became effec~

tive, fthen they can...they can go in,..into Chicago and set
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up these,..if it's...if it's...if it*s approved by zoning.
The area is approved according to the zoning rules and regu-
lation. Is that basically what it does now?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates it does. Yes.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Okay. .Do you have any provisions at all for 1local dimput-
by the residents of a community to have a hearing, to have
éome input into whether or not they want these things to be
in their community?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, they can certainly...we can't tell the cities what
to do. They could all...they could attend the hearings of
the TIllinois Racing Board and as a neighborhood group advise
thes not .to establish in this certain neighborhood if they
vfelt' strongly about it, but that's the right of any citizen.
These are open meetings. They can appear before the racing
‘board and...and ask them not to establish a parlor in any
‘vicinity in the State of Illinois,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATDR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins,

SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator, we have passed legislation here providiamg for
local input and there have been Federal laws to...to provide
for local hearings into this...you know, for...for various
fypes of...0f...0of laws passed affecting the community. #®hy
not this? I'm not so worried about the west side of Chicago;
believe me, in my center, we led the way for closing down
off-track betting before.,,it was little Earlean Collins and
little Jesse Hadison that did +that, and I guarantee Yyou,
won't be one of these centers oun the west side of Chicago in

the 9th District.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SERATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladiss and Gentlemen of the Semate, I
was prepared to vote against this bill but after doing some
research, when I kpow that off-track betting is going on
fight now illegally and we are not getting...any benefit from
fhe funds, I think if off-track betting is supervised by the
State and as...this bill seems to indicate it will be super-
vised, I think we?’re probably taking a step in the right
direction, because how are you going to monitor the bookies
that are existing now? And talk about gambliang...people
who...want to gamble, they're going to gamble no matter what.
Your stockmarket is the biggest gamble and yet no one sSeers
to think anything wrong about it. I would say that this
bill...since it was recommended by the task force, and since
it will generate approximately sight hund;ed million dollars,
which w2 need in the State without taxing our citizens, I who
was prepared to vote against it, I*1l1l be glad to take the
‘heat back home and say, well, I*1l vote for it amd let?’s see
how it goes on, I got three more years, God willing, and if
it doesn't do it right...it isn't done right, believe nme,
It'11 be the first ome to try and amend the law. I speak in
favor of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
» Senator Hahar for the sacond tinme.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Hr. President. I apologize for rising the
second time and my comments will be brief. I question what
the sponsor has indicated that local zoning can solve the
problems as *to whether or not a community does not wish to
have one of these off-track betting facilities within its
5oundaries, and I go back to experience that we had in my

community several years ago vhen messenger services were in
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vogue, we tried to..,.we sought through the courts to.,.to
close down those messenger...or a messenger service and the
court ruled *hat the...that use which was in a commercial
area, a...a B2 zoning, that use was consistent with that
zoning and we had no power as a nonhome rule community to
close them, and I'd be very concerned...and I am very con-
&erned that ib...my district is mainly nonhome rule commun-
ities and I would be very concerned that the...that if this
Bill was to pass that we would have one heck of a time if
tﬁey...if this commission.,.demanded one in one of my commun-
ities, we'd have on2 heck of a time keeping them out. Thank
you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Our last speaker om our books is Senator Rock. ' Senator
Rock.

SENATéR ROCK:

We are now coming...coming down the stretch., Thank you.
Yes. Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies anrd Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of Senate Bill 1375 for a couple
of reasons. One of the misconceptions and I...I just want to
disabuse anybody of that idea immediately, ‘*cause I know
Senator Lechowicz had a concern about the high schools in his
area and@ Senator Mahar has a concern, this is not a messenger
service. What is being proposed here is an enormous capital
investment by the horse racing industry which will cost the
vaetnment of Illinois not one nickle, and whan the profits
are realized, the State and the city, the muncipalities will
share in the tax revenue, we?ll share in the largess; but the
fact of the matter 1is, +his is a business, and Senator
Collins and the others, there isn't this «coancil, +the
Governor's task force, any one of them you talk to, they are
simply not going to open where they are not wanted because
that does not make a profit. The messenger service was a

banded operation. Now the figures that the task force has
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put together would indicate their whole projection is based
upon a per capita expenditure of twen:ty cents per persom perT
day, and the fact of the matter is, where there...where there
is sven more legalized gambling, such as in Florida, the fig-
dres are much, much higher. So, I think they have
deliberately, as a responsible group, :aken a low projected
figure and they projected some eight hundred and
seventy-eight million dollars will be the handle out of
which, at no expense to the governments, the governments will
share in some sixty-six million dollars. I happen to think,
frankly, it'11l be much higher than tha%*, but the fact is,
that's where it's going to start. And the second thing is
that all of these guestions, where shall the facilities be
and bhow many should there be, should there be a minimam
nupber or a maximum number, all of this is under the absolute
general supervision of the 1Illinois Racing Board, who by
étatute and by their own rules and regulations have adeguate
notice.,..and provision for public hearing. I.eel
just...don't equivolate this with the nmessenger service.
This is off-track betting and it is differemt also than was
that in New York, because in New York the\state undertook to
do the whole thing themselves and they, frankly, dida't know
what they were doing. They had too many'parlors. They had
poor operation. This will be run as a private business and
the parlors will be comfortable, attractive and will provide
other amenities, obviously, with an attempt to increase those
who utilize the facility. 1It's a profit making business. To
view it as anything else is simply unrealistic. Off-track
betting, I think, is something that will ultimately be of
great benefit %0 +the Government of Illinois and the cities
and its villages across this State for those who wish...who
wish to participate, and if they don?’t wish to participate,
they certainly don't have to. I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Weaver may close.
SENATOkR WEAVER:

#ell, thank you, Hr. President. I just...there’s been a
gr2at deal of discussion. Welve taken up a lot of time. I
just want everyone in this Senate to know that I go to the
race track once a year, religiously. I think it's good for
the.,.support of what the Ag. Premium Fund goes to and *hat
is By concern in sponsoring this bill to have a healthy Ag.
Prem. Fund...Ag. Premium Pund, and that's why I ended up as
sponsor of the bill. 1I%'d appreciate a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) ¢
puestion is, shall Senate Bill 1375 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
§oted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquestion, the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 26, 1 wvoting
Present. Senate Bill 1375 having received the coanstitutional
majority is declared passed..,.Senate Bill 1378, Senator
Jones. 1382, Senator Smith., Read the bill, Mr. Secretary..
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1382,
{Secretary reads title of billy
2nd reading...3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Smith,
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of -the
Senate. Senate Bill 1382 merely permits the school officials
to withhold information on the whereabouts of any child
removed from school permises when a child has been taken into
castody as a victim of suspected child abuse. There was an
.amendment put on this bill because it was not clear...as to
vhom we were speaking of vhen we were talking about withhold-

ing the information, and s0...in this amendment it makes it
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ciear that the suspected person abusing that particular child
is the person whom we're intending to keep the information
from. I ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

-v-how...I'a just curious hov this works. Our analysis
isn't too detailed. Let's say that someone phones an anony-
mois phone call to a school that alleges that I have been
ébusing one of my children, and the child shows up with a
black eye which he got 1imn a ball game and then for some
reason, you know...does that set the wheel in motion?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Smith. Senator Smith,

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Hr. President. No, this merely permits school
officials.,..a child in school that has been suspected of
being abused by someone of the family.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

¥hat do they base their suspicions on...what I'm con-
cerned abosut is a situation where someone, you know,
you...,your child may have fallen out of a tree and be fairly
bruised up and I...frankly, I've got three boys and they're
pretty good at bruising themselves up, and a couple of cramnk
phone calls and I go to pick up my child and the school says,
vsotry about that, guy, and, you know, what protections are
there? And in the way we word these things, we put the onus
on the school district and we hold them liable if they domn't
do this. What protection is there? ¥hat...vwhat causes
the..,you know, and we all know there's some weird people
loose in this world that abuse children, but there are also

some weird people that maks false accusations loose in the
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world, and I don't want to hear from any of my parents that

their kids have been spirited off by Big Brother Government

on some erconeous information.
éRESIDENT:
Senator Smith,
SENATOR SHITH:
Thank you, sir. There are many suspected children who
are being abused in schools and through their districts, and

if the informatiomn comes to the officials of the school and

this happens to be true, it is the...the school board of the

district, should I say, to protect that child in case one of
the parents or...the guardian or whoever is suspected of
abusing that child, they have the opportunity withholding
information if they take that child in custody to £ry to keep
it in a safe...szlement until they can act on it. That’s hap-
pened in many instances.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

In my locale, twenty percent of the reports to the health
department are erroneous., A large percentage of the calls to
the child abuse hot line are erroneous. A large percentage
of the fire alarms set in this country are erroneous. Thers
are a lot of weird people out there, and I don’t want to pick
up my kid at school anrd find out that because of three or
four anonymous calls ay child has been spirited away.
There's got to be...and how long...how long am JT.s.1iS...h2as
Big Brother spirited =ay child away for? A day, two days,
seven days, what's the end of the time period?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:
Thank you, Hr., President. Por your information, Senator

Schaffer, I?11 take this out of the record for the time
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being, but it is a very, very good piece of legislation.
VPRESIDENT:

All right, the lady has requested leave to take it out of
the record. think in zhe interest of saverybody's mental
ﬁealth, that's enough for today. Yeah, right. Now
wait...jost wait, we have a couple of housekeeping things;
.Senator Haitland has a resolution, Senator Philip has a
rasolution, vwe have Senator Schaffer's House bill on 2nd
;hich I think we should agree to move to 3rd with the under-
standing that the gentleman will call it back tomorrow. AlL
right. d4ith leave of the Body, we'll move to page 67 on the
Calendar. We'll go to the Order, Hr. Secretary, of House
Bills 2nd Reading for House Bill 370. 1It's on thé top of
page 6-7, 67 on the Calendar. 1I'm told that Senator Schaffer
and Carroll will have an amendment tO0 present...Senator
Carroll has, in fact, distributed an amendment., Should we
éut it on today or do youn want to wait until tomorrow? All
right, the amendment has been distributed. If there's no
objection, I guess we can put it on today and call it back
fomorTrov. A1l right, why don't we wait, I..el...all I want
to do is try to get everybody out of here. People are get-
ting a 1little antsy. On the Order of House Bills 2nd
Reading, House Bill 370, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECBETARY:

House Bill 370.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No committee amendménts.
PBESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor? Senator Carroll, will you
vithdraw your amendment for the time being? Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Yes, with the understandimg it be brought back tomorrow,
I'1]1 withdrav my amendment at this time.

PRESIDENT:
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All right, Any amendments from the Floor?

SBCRETARY:

No;..no Floor amendnents.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading., Yes, Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

To save a lot of expense and time, on behalf of the
Secretary of the Senate, if the nmembers would notice that
they've got this large amendment, I don't think we should
ﬂave to distribute it again.
éRESIDENT:

‘ fes.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Let them...just be aware of that it?'s around and spend
all night reading and reviewing it.
PRESIDENT:

I would ask the members to take that amendment and put in
their pocket so they bring it with thenm tomorrow. Resolu-
ﬁions, Mr. Secretarye. .
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 232 offered by Senators...Smith, and
it's commendatory.

Senate Resolution 233 offered by Senators Dunn, Sommer
and all Senators, and it's congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 234 offered by Senator Smith, and it's
coamendatory.

Senate Resolution 235 offered by Senators Lechowicz,
Nedza, Rock and all members, and it's congratulatory.

And Senate Resolution 236 offered by Senator Demuzio and
all Senators, and it%s a death resolution.

PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 236 offered by Senator Maitland.
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PRESIDENT:
h Senator Maitland on Senate Resolution...
SECRETARY:
ees 237,
'PRESIDENT:

0237, Will you pu{ it on the board, HMr. Secretary.
Senator Maitland. ‘
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. I'd 1like to ask
leave of +the Body to waive the Six-day Rule and ask for the
immedia*e consideration of Senate Resolution 236,

PRESIDENT:

237, Senator Maitland. - Senator Maitlanmd has moved to
suspend *he rules for the immediate consideration and adop-
tion of Senate Resolution 237, it's a congratulatory that
he's going to bring with him. R1l1l in favor of the motion to
suspend indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The rules are suspended. Sepator Maitland now moves
Ehe adoption of Senate Resolution 237. All in favor indicate
by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The resolu-
tion is adopted. Senator Philip, for what purpose do you
arise, sir?

SENATOR PHILIP:

v Thank you, Mr. President. I*d like leave to remove Sena-
tor Kustra and put on Senator Philip-Rock on Senate Bill
1273, Senate Bill 1415 which will be vehicles, perhaps, for
-some tax increase to fund education.

PRESIDENT:

All right, the gentleman seesks leave to show Senators
Philip-Rock as th2 chief cosponsors in lieu of Senator Kustra
on Senate Bill 1273 and 1415, W#ithout objection, leave is
granted. Senator Philip.

SENATOH PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I also ask leave to put Sena-
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tor Rock on as the cospoasor on Sanate Resolution 202 and
-move to discharge the Executive Committee and for
the...immediate consideration of Senate Joint...Senate Reso-
iution 202.
PRESIDENT:

A1l right, the gentleman seeks leave to show Semator Rock
as a cosponsor of Senate Resolution 202 and has wmoved to dis-
éharge the Committee on Exzcutive from further coansideration
5f Senate Resolution 202 for the purpose of its immediate
consideration and adoption., All in favor of the motion +to
ﬁischarge indicate by saying Aye. All opposed., The Ayes
have it. The motion carries. Senate Resolution 202, Senator
Philip.
§EHATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate...Senate Resolution 202 deals with United Air Lines
which is purchasing some forty-three percent of Pan
American's flight in Asia. A1l this..,does is suggest %hat
Congress take it up igpmediately and expedite that.
.It's...quite frankly, as you know, United Airlines is an
Illinois corporation and it should be 5 plus for Illimois and
for United Airlines. .

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Philip has moved the adoption of
Senate Resolation 202. Is there any discussion? If not, all
‘in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The resolution is adopted. Purther business to come
before the Senate? Senator Vadalabene. .

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I would like to be shown as a sponsor...hyphenated sponsor of
Senate Bill 624.

PRESIDENT:

The gentleman seeks leave to be shown as a cosponsor of
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Senate Bill 624, Without objection, 1leave 1is granted.
Toporrow morning at nine o'clock, we will begin on the Order
of Recalls and then go to the Order of...Senate Bills on 2nd
BReading. I would ask the members to be prompt and in attend-
ince. It is our intent +to conclude our business by one
otclock. So, we will run through the Calendar and try to get
everybody out of here. Senator DeAngelis, for what puarpose
do you arise?

éENATOR DeANGELIS:

‘ Thank you, Mr. President. I would like to have leave of
the Body to have Senator Watson shown as the lead sponsor on
éenate Bill 1136 and myself hyphenated.

PRESIDENT:

A1l right. The gentleman seeks leave to show Senator
Watson on Sepate Bill 1136, Without objection, leave is
granted. Senator Marovitz, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

A I'd like permission to add Senator Holmberg as hyphenated
spoasor to Senate Bill 1212, which I'a the principal spomsor
of. .

PRESIDENT:

A1l right, The gentleman seeks leave to add Senator
Bolmberg %o Senate Bill 1212, W®ithout objection, 1leave |is
granted. Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President, just a point of clarification. As I
understand it, you're now saying our schedule tomorrow, as
best you can tell, will be nine to one?

PRESIDENT:
Yes, sira.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:
. Earlier, I think you indicated ten to one-thirty.
PRESIDENT:

¥ell, 1I...I tried *o say ten and I go: shouted down.
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Everybody wants to start early and get out early. Nine
d'clock. Nine o'clock tomorrow morning. Senator Lechowicz
aﬁd I will be here...at seven as usual., Nine o'clock and we
will conclude by one. Sena*or Dunn, for what purpose do you
érise, sir?

SENATOR DUNN:

Thank you, #r. President. JT...I'd like leave to be shown
as a hyphenated cosponsor of House Bill 167 wxith Sena-
tor... ¥elch.

PRESIDENT:

211 right, House Bill 167, the gentleman seeks leave to
be‘added as a cosponsor along with Senator Welch. Without
objection, leave is granted...Senator Dunn.

SENATOR DUNN:

«ssand...and to be added as a cosponsor of Senate Bill
202. ,.Senator Marovitz.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senate Bill 202, the gentleman seeks leave to
be added as a cosponsor. Without objection, leave is granted.
Senator Hudson, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr, President. Seeking leave to be added as a
hyphenated cosponsor of Hoase Bill 228, NWow that's not om the
Calendar yet. Is this in order or not?

PRESIDENT:

' No, if it's not here yet, we can't do anything about it.
Senator Kelly, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR KELLY:

Yes, Mr. President, I'd like to request leave to be added
as a hyphenated spomsor on Senate Bill 300.. It meets with
the approval of the sponsor.
éRESIDENT:

All right, the gentleman seeks leave to be added as the

hyphenated cosponsor on Senate Bill 300.. Without objection,
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leave 1is granted. Any further business to come before the
Senate? If not, Senator Hall successfully moves that the
Senate stands adjourned until Friday, May 17, at the hour of

nine o'clock, 9:00 a.m, tomorrow morming.



