S84TH GENERAL ASSENBLY
REGULAR SESSICH

Hay 24, 1385

PRESIDENT:

The hour of nine having arrived, the Senate 'vill please
come to order. #ill members be at their desks and will our
guests ia the gallery please rise. Prayer this wmorning by
the Reverend Paul E. Flesner, Grace Lutheran Church, Spring-
field, Illinois. Reverend.

REVEREND FLESNER:

{Prayer given by Reverend Flesner)

PRESIDENT:

Thank you, Reverend. BReading of the Journal, Senator
Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you; Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. HNr. President, I move that reading and approval of
the Journals of Tuesday, May 14th; wWednesday, Hay 15th;
Thursday, May 16th; Friday, May 17th; Honday, May the 20th;
Tuesday, H¥ay the 21st; ¥ednesday, May the 22nd and Thursday,
#May the 23rd, in the year 1385, be postponed pending arrival
of the printed Journals.

PRESIDENT:

You've...heard the motion as placed by Senator Hall. Is
there any discussion? If wnot, all in favor indicate by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries and it is so ordered. Commitiee reports.

SECRETARY:

Senator Savickas, chairman of Assignment of Bills,
assigns the following House bills to comnittee:

Agriculture, Conservation and Energy - 582; Elemsntary
and Secondary Education - 62, 30, 123, 320, 348, 403, 514,
598, 815, 935, 1037, 1528 and 2387; Higher Education - 533;
Executive ~ 1059, 1159 and 1217; Insurance, Pensions and Li-
censed Activities - 459, 682, 932; Judiciary I - 23643
Judiciary II -...23! and 375; Local Government - 724, 1216

and 1218; Revenue - 18, 153, 138, 811, 861 and 1847.
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PRESIDENT:
Message from the House,
SECRETARY:
Message from the House by Hr. O*Brien, Clerk.
¥r. President - I am directed to inform the
Senate the House of Representatives has passed the following
bills...passed bills with the following titles, in the pas-
sage of which I am instructed to ask the concurrence of the
Senate, to-wit:
House Bills 142, 401, 413, 737, 753, 1075, 1083,
1090, 1129, 1262, 1263, 1313, 1324, 1340, 1341, 1353, 1360,
1362, 1378,...0r 1523, 153, 1533, 1556, 1935, 2202, 2205,
2283, 2437, 2441 and 2473,
PRESIDENT:

A1l right. With leave of the Body, we will begin, while
the members are assesbling, with Hou;e bills st reading,
page 19 omn the Calendar. If any member has a bill that a
House member has requested that he or she pick up, please let
the Secretary know. Page 19 on the Calendar, on the Order of
House Bills ist Reading, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)
House Bill 207.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of ths bill. Senator Savickas is the Senate
sponsor.

House Bill 217, Senator Kustra.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of the bill.

House Bill 300, Senator Rock.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.

House Bill 437, Senator Netsch.

{Secretary readé title of bill)

I1st reading of the bill.
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House Bill 578.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senator Poshard.
House Bill 580, Senator Carroll.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill...bB21, Senator J.J. Joyce.
{Secretary reads title of billy
Ist reading of the bill.
636, Senator Demuzio.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 703, Senator Sangmeister and J.J. Joyce.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill 760, Senator Chew.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of the bill.
House Bill 787.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill., Senator Luft is the Senate sponsor.

House Bill 731, Senator Lufta.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
tst reading of the bill.
House Bill 800, Senators Marovitz, Bloon énd Zito.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of the bill.
House Bill 805, Senator Karpiel.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of the bill.
House Bill 816, Senator Carroll.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill 852, Senator ﬁarovitz.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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1st reading.

House

House

House

House

House

House

Bill 352, Senator Poshard.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1023, by Senator Philip.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1027, Semator HWelch.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1034, Senator Welch.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1038, by Senators Berman and Maitland.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1039, by Senators Holmberg and Berman.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Ist reading of the bill.

House Bill 1050, Senator Darrow.

House

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1051, Senator Darrowa.

{Secretary reads titls of bill)

1053, Senator Darrow.

House

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1072,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

«sssponsors of that bill was...1072, was Senators Etheredge

and Davidson.

1148,

House

1232,

1458,

1467,

by Senator Berman.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill... 1206, by Senator Welcha.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senator Hall.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
by Senator Poshard.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Senator D'ATrcCo.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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1491, by Senator J.J, Joyce.

(Secretary reads title

1385

of bill)

Senate Bill 1500, by Senator DeAngelis.

(Secretary reads title
1523, Senator Degnan.

{Secretary reads title
1535, Senator Kustra.

(Secretary reads title
1555, by Senator Zito,.

(Sectetary reads title
1714, Senator Netsch.

{Secretary reads title
1951, Senator Schuneman.

{Secretary reads title
1952, by Senator DeAngelis.

(Secretary reads title
1977, by Senator Schuneman.

{Secretary reads title
2002, by Senator Rock.

{Secretary reads title
2003, Senator Berman.

{Secretary reads title

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

2036, by Senators Philip and Rigney.

{Secretary reads title
2062, Senator Etheredge.

{Secretary reads title

2088, by Senators Jones and Rock.

{Secretary reads title

2158, by Senators Nedza, Rock and DelAngelis.

(Secretary reads title

~=»2160, by Senators Harovitz, Nedza and Rock.

{Secretary reads title

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

2165, Senators Berman, Bock and Nedza.

{(Secretary reads title

of bill)
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2167, Senators D'Arco, Nedza and Rock.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

2182, by Senator DeAngelis.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

«++2188, by Senator Marovitz.

(Secretary rteads title of bill)
2226,+4eby Senator Harovitz.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

2232, by Senator Rarpiel.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bills.
PRESIDENT:

{(Mdachine cutoff)...call the attention of the wmembership
to the back page, we have two hundred and twenty bills on the
Order of 3rd Reading. So I would ask everyone to stay close
to their seat and close to their files, and let's nove as
expeditiously as possible in order to afford all the members
an opportunity. We will go through the Calendar but ounce and
then we will go home. Senator Topinka, for what purpose do
you arise?

SERATOR TOPINKA:z

Yes, if 1  night have permission at this time, Nra...lr.
President, to go on Senate Bill 3072, 1338, 1200 and 766 as a
joint sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

The lady has asked lsave to be shown as a joint sponsor
on the bills...the list of which she will afford the Secre-
tary. Can you walk that list up to the Secretary, Senator
Topinka? Without objection, leave is granted. (Machine cut-
0ff)...Barkhausen, are we ready? On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, we'll start where we left off last night,
the middle of page 12, and we will go number by number right
through the Calendar. fe're not skipping any appropriation

bills or anything, we're just going to go right through the
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Calendar., #®e have to go to page 18 and then we will begin
again at the beginning. So my suggestion is, if we can hold
the rhetoric to a minimum it would be helpful. On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1073. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary,
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1073,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and nmembers, Semate Bill 1073 is the
outgrowth of the work of the Illinois DUI Task Force and the
reconnendations from it and the Secretary of State's Task
Force stemming from it and also from the lengthy negotiations
and compromise that went on between representatives of the

Secretary of State's Office, legislators that had been

involved with this 1issue and nmembers of the Illinois and
Chicago Bar Associations. This is probably best character-
ized as an omnibus DUI bill, there are numerous provisions in
it. It's best known for its provision dealimg with judicial
suspension of driver's license. Be happy to ansver any ques-
tions, otherwise, would ask for approval.
PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1073 pass. Thoss 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 54 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
‘ 1073 having received the required constitutional majority is

declared passed. 1074, On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd

Reading, Senate Bill 1074. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
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SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1074.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Laft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1074 <creates the
Clinical Laboratory Science Practices Act., I.,..handled this
bill vhen I found out that those people that determine what
are the results of our blood tests are, whether in fact
salmonella...what salmomella is and all the other tests and
cultures that doctors...some of these technicians are no:
required to be registered, as a matter of fact, can be taken
off the streets in some cases. So what we have tried to do
with Semate Bill 1074 is use language that was provided by us
from Registraiion and Edacation, by all people involved, the
doctors are not opposed; in fact, I doa't think there's any
opposition. The language is in conjunction with all other
language on file with Registration and Education., I will
attempt to ask...answer any questions; if not, I'd move for a
favorable roll call...ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Semator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Perhaps, MNr. President, we could simplify the process
here and...here in Springfield by sending every persomn im the
State a form annually and allow them to declare themselves
whatever they choose, and we would then register tHgm with a
ten dollar fee. It would be a tremendous revenue source and
#e would cut out all this excess legislation. This 1is
another one of these bills to register a group that...you
know, it sounds noble and all that, but we’re going to eand up

' registering anything that moves in this State or doesn't
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move, and I frankly, think it all comes back to haunt us. We
just killed the Sunset Conmmission and we're just running amok
here.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, Mr. President. My sister was a lab techni-
cian, it takes...avwhile %o become one. You have +to have
some trainirg and I thirk he's right, a chemistry student
can't do a lot of these things, amd I suggest we vote Yes.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Luft
may close.

SENATOR LUFT:

¥ell, I think Senator Schaffer is right, we may wind ap
registering those that don’t move, because +this is sinply
anybody right now that can be taken off the street determine
what blood sample you...what is in your blood; and as a mat-
ter of fact, in the Department of Public Health, those people
that were testing for salmonella could have been taken off
the street. I helped create the sunset laws in 1975 and '76
and I don't think I've ever gotten up to get anybody regis-
tered or licensed, but in this case, I think it's extrenmely
important and would appreciate your support.

PRESIDENT:

Question is,.shall Sepnate Bill 1074 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? 411 voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
there are 48 Ayes, 7 Nays, none voiting Present. Senate Bill
1074 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed., On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,

Senate Bill 1083. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 1083,

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

Senator RuUppa
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, MNr. President. The bill originally modified
the...Unified Code of Corrections to prohibit a person in
prison on a felony violation committed with a fireacm from
receiving any good-time credit. There were objections to
that, the bill was amended, and what the bill now does, makes
it a mandatory prison term for at least the minimum teram pro-
vided the comnitting a felony offense was done with a fire-
arm. I ask favorable response.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question 1is, shall Senate Bill 1083 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 57 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1083 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1086, Senmator Vadalabene. 1093, Senator
¥acdonald. Senator Macdonald. Senator Macdonald. Going,
going, gone. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1099, read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 10989.

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

Senator Macdonald. 0

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1093 is vwvery
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important bill. It was drafted as the result of a concept
proposed by the Special...Grand Jury on Vote Fraud. The
grand jury suggested that by requiring a print...a thumbprint
on every ballo:f application that that would act as a tremen-
dous deterrsnt to vote fraud, and...they feel it is no nore
of an invasion in privacy tha; a handvwritten signature. So
ite.,it is interesting to note here that it is publicly
endorsed, of course, by Alderman Vrdolyak, the Sun Times and
also by Thomas Leach who is the spokesman for the Chicago
Board of Elections. This will do a great deal not only in
the largest county in...in Illinois but also in other parts
of 1Illinois where there are absent voters who are voted
regardless of whether or not they have been...they actually
are eligible to vote, S0 I...I ask for your vote on this
piece of legislation which is designed to abolish vote fraud.
PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? Senator Netsch.

SENRATOR NETSCH:

Do I understand, Senator Macdonald, that under your bill,
you have to be fingerprin%ed in order to vote?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

That's correct, Sepator Netsch. YOU...yOU would
have...and in the absence...we put an amendment on the bill
to say that in the...in the absence of...we...we have passed
three bills out of here, 1 believe, yesterday reguiring
fingerprinting and in the absence of...in...in handicapped
people of a thumbprint it would be the next digit, or
severely handicapped it would be the same as...as voting by
affidavit. They would have to provide the credentials and
vote by affidavit.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
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SENATOR NETSCH:

Yeah, I think I voted against all of those fingerprinting
bills, by the way, yesterday or at least if I...l attempted
to. I'm sorry, I'd like to think that I stand second to no
one in Bye...my dislike of vo%e fraud, but fingerprintiag in
order to vote, somehow just is absolutely beyond the pail to
Be. The next thing, you know, you'll have to...well, I don't
know, I @mean, I guess wa'll ail be fingerprinted
and...footprinted at birth and somehow Big Brother is going
to follow his...through the rest of our 1lives. I'Mee.I'm
sorry, I just find this really offensive to my basic sense
of civil liberties.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOE BERMAN:

Well, I'm sorry tha%t Senator Netsch injected civil 1lib-
erties, that will probably fly this bill out of here. Hhat
can you say about a bill +that requires you to be
fingerprinted %o vote? Can we amend the bill so that we can
have a...a sign that says 1984 and a picture of Big Brother
above it as you walk into the voting booth? Of course, it
will in bilingual language. - I happen to enjoy a comstituency
with many senior citizems, many of whom come from foreign
countries; and if there is anything that would intimidate
them more, I can®t think of it. I think this is a outrageous
proposal. I don't know how it got out of committee and I
certainly hope it doesn't get out of hers. Please vote No.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Mr.e.lr. President, thank you. Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate, now that we in this Chamber yesterday...approved
an elected school board, let?'s vote for honest elections.

It*s a good bill, it's very simple. Those of you who voie
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for it will be telling the public that you are for honest
elections, and those of who vote against it, will be telling
the public that you are not for homest elections, that you
approve of vote fraud. It's that simple. Wave your hands,
Dawn, all you want. If you vote for it, you're for honest
elections. If you vote against it, you'’re for dishomnest
elections.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? This one has certainly served to
wake us up, Senator Macdonald. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

fes, Hr. President, how about tatooing at birth?
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Is...is this optional by election district or is it
mandatory Statewide?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Mandatory Statewide.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator dacdonald...any farther discussion?
Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
don®*t think it*s funny to have vote frauds. We've had plenty
of them. All this bill is trying to do is ensure against
vote frauds, might be funny to some of you éver there, but
it's not funny to me and a lot of <the taxpayers who want
honest elections. I ask you to support the bill.

PRESIDENT: .
Further discussion? If not, Senator Macdonald may close,.

SENATOR MACDONALD:




Page 14 - May 24, 1985

¥ell, <first of all, I...I really can hardly say that I
think the Grand...Jury on Vots Praud was capricious in...in
offering this bill. I think that we have had a very serious
problem. It is not unknown, many banks use thumbprints and
fingerprinting for identification. Many hospitals for new
borns use footprints and that is at birth to identify...the
child, and...and that while is not a tatoo, Senator Joyce, it
certainly is at birth an identification which goes through
that child on the birth certificate and is requireds I just
say that becausz of the vast amount of change that has hap-
pened throughout the past few years in the election process
in Illinois, that there has to be some way for us to control
vote fraud. This was the grand jury's suggestion...the...the
Grand Jury on Vote Fraud suggestion, i: has been accepted by
the Chicago Board of Elections, and I don't think that they
are a group who would necessarily esmbrace an idea 1like
this,..unless they felt it was necessary, and I...I just urge
your vote in support of this bill.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1099 pass, Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote HNay. 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 ar 26 Ayes, 31 ©Nays, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 1099 having failed to receive the required con-
stitutional majority is declared lost. 110), Senator Kustra.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1101.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1101,

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

Senator Kustra.
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SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President, I would ask leave to have
Senator Barkhausen added as a hyphenated cosponsor of this
bill.

PRESIDENT:

The gentleman seeks leave to add Senator Barkhausenm as a
cosponsor. Without objection, leave is granted. Senator
Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, HMr. President and members of the Senate. This
bill provides that prosecution for an Election Code violation
be held before a judge from a county other than the one where
such a violation was committed., I would point out that this
is not a change of venue bill. t is just a change of judge
bill in a sense. I think what it does is minimize the pos-
sibility of any undue influence being exerted om a judge
because of some friendship, relationship or knowledge of
the...of the defendant. It also improves the chances of
objectivity om the bench and removes any suspicion of...of
bias. I would ask for its favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to Senate Bill 1191 and I...I
truly don’t understand the reason for it., It is in my judg-
ment a direct frontal assault or slap in the face of every
circuit court judge in every one of the hundred and two coun-
ties of this State, and there is no justifiable reason. I
arge an Aye...a No vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Barkhausena.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, I rise in support of this bill
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and simply to make the point that...thai vote fraud is not
confined to any one region of the State. You all remember
when we were going through the gquestion of a preliminary
recount in 1982 and there were allegations on the part of the
Stevenson Camp that vote fraud was at 1least as rampant in
areas outside of Cook County as it...as it allegedly was
within Cook County. I remember hearing Senator Joyce talk
about the vote fraud that allsgedly occurred, for exanmple, in
Kankakee County, and others have cited counties in %the south-
ern tip of the State where there are more registered voters
than there people of voting age. And I think as 1long as
our...our judges, even though the vast, vast majority of them
are..s-are well-intentioned and probably not...vulnerable to
pressure of amy particular kind, as long as they continue to
be elected, it?'s more tham 1likely that even subjectively
they're going to give the benefit of the doubt to the polit-
ical party that put them in power; and for that reason, I
think in...in @a...in a sensitive issue such as vote fraud, it
makes sense for the prosecution to be able to obtain the
change of venue to be sure that the prosecution is going to
be proceediny in as unbiased a manner as possible. For that
reason, I would urge support for the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden:t. I rise in strong support of
this bill. I think for the reasons that Senator Barkhausen
S0..»50 succinctly put that it is really necessary for the
prosecation to have a fair a hearing and a fair judgment in a
court of law. I would submit o you that if we were to take
a poll of our constituents throughout the State who watched
on television and actually saw some of the vote fraud
that...that was being displayed right before their eyes, that

you would £find that they would be strong supporters of this
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bill., I urge your support for this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator...S5enator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. IX...l voted against this bill
in committee, I strongly agree with Senator Rock, this bill
should be defeated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Berman. If you have
time, Senator.
SENATOR BERNAN:

I was checking with @y criminal law expert before I
spokea It...it disturbs me that the proponents of this bill
stand up and...in fact, what you are saying is that you have
no confidence in any of the judges in the county in which a
vote fraud charge is brought. That's exactly what this bili
says. I find that very difficult to believe. I know judges
from thoughout the State, and I think that there are cases
that probably touch upon issues that are perhaps more per-
sonal, more critical, more sensitive than a vote fraud prose-
cution, and if you think that you have to go outside of the
county to find a disinterested judge or an objective judge,
then I...I really regret that you have that kind of an...of
an opinion of the...circuit court judges throughout the State
of Illinois, and we're not talking about one county. P
find this preposterous. I...Il...I think that this roll call,
everyone that's voting Aye, 1 want to send a copy of this %o
your circuit court judges to let them know what you think of
him,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
Well, M#r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,

I can assure you that my circuit court judges don't want to
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get involved. They'd rather have a,..a jodge from another
county.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Well, thank you, MNr. President. You noticed in ny
remarks, I thiank, Senator BRock's coamments notwithstanding,
that I wmade no assault on judges from the fromt, behind or
any other direction. Instead, what I am trying to do is
remove any appearance of impropriety. To the question of
where does this occur or how does it occur, let me just say
that I've taken the time to talk to judges, in Cook County
anyway which is where I come from, they %ell me <that they
don?'t like...as Senator Geo-Karis said, they don't like to be
put in these positions. To be very specific, it's a case,
Senator Berman, of where two judges are sitting next to each
other in adjoining courts, they go out for lunch, omne judge
says to the other judge, "I've received a phone call from one
of our friends. Did you kaow that this afternoon you've got
such and...so and so in front of you for a vote fraud case?
He's a precinct captain, he's come through the ranks."
Bither the conversation ends there or it...or it goes on in a
manner I think you can predict. All this bill does is allow
those judges to get off the hook so0 they're not put in those
compromising situations. I make no attempt here on the Floor
of this House to impugn the inteqgrity of any judge, but I
think it*s important that we protect then. #ith the '86
elections around the corner and with Greylord having seri-
ously undermind the confidence of judiciary, I +think this
makes a lot of sense; and as far as those of you downstate is
concerned, I've also checked downstate. It's my aunderstand-
ing that this in many times around downstate occurs anyway.

The judges decide for themselves whan %o remove themselves



Page 13 - May 24, 1985

from a case and put someone from another area in the circuit
on that case. With all those ceasons, I really don?t think
this is such a...a big deal. I think it's a good bill to
ensure impartiality on the bench. I would ask for an Aye
vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1101 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 27, the Nays
are 25, ! voting Present. Senate Bill 1101 having failed =o
receive a constitutional ma jority is declared
defeated...Senator Bloom, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr. President, fellow Senators. Poiant of per-
sonal privilege.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your pointa
SENATOR BLOON:

In the back gallery are some students from Franklin Grade
School in Peoria. The students are coustituents probably of
both Senator Luft and myself, and I wonder if they could be
recognized.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAYICKAS)

#ill they rise and be recognized. Sesate Bill 1105,
Senator Sangmeister. Read the bill, Mr. Secrestary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1105,

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

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOB SANGHMEISTER:

Yfes, thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senatea
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Looking at the Caleadar it accurately reflects wha:t this bill
does. 1I'm sure all of us have been talking to our doctors
recently and one of them suggested to me that if you don't
want to do anything else in malpractice, at least you ought
to protect us in the area that you mandate usS t0..=tO0 WOrLk
in; and as you Xknow, as part of the school exams, before you
can get into school you bhave to have what a...I guess is
called a DPT shot which is diphtheria, pertussis and tetanus,
and some doctors have told me that they have to gqive those
shots and then later on the child gets a...a reaction %o
taking those shots, and ther they get a malpractice suit
filed against them and if they had their druthers they
wouldn't have given them the shots to begin with. 50 this is
a little protection for our doctors in this area and this is
certainly mild compared to Senate Bill 1200. 1I'11 be happy
to amswer any questions, if not, would move for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the...Senator Blooma
SENATOR BLOOHN:

#ell, it's with some reluctance that I rise to guestion
this bill. It?'s nmy understanding, Senator, that when a
physician is coanfronted with a DIP situation that they are
not of necessity required by law to give it if, indeed, it’s
nedically contraindicated and that the 1large verdict
lawsuits, the ones that have made this issue somewhat notori-
ous, are issues where you have, let's say, a sibling has had
a rather mild reaction to a DPT and then the younger brother
or sister is given the shot and a very serious negative
result ensues, and in that situation where there is a ten-
dency of reaction within the family that the doctors do not
have to administer this sho%, 1In other words, I'm...I'm a
little concerned that we might be throwing the baby out with

the bath water.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? ®#as that a question, Sena-
tor Bloom, or a statement? No faurther discussion, Senator
Sangmeister may close.

SEMATOR SANGMEISTER:

#ell, in answvar +to Senator Bloom, you are correct. In
the Statute it does not mandate, but the problem iS...is when
you'’re in the doctor's office to,..you understand the child
does have to have the shots and it has to show to the school
authorities that the shots have been administered...I grant
you, the doctor could say to the parent, no, I'm not going to
do it. Well, you know, they’re in there for all the other
tests, now if he doesn't give them the shots now the...the
parent 1is going to have to go to another doctor somewhere.
It's rather impractical, so the doctor is going to give ‘them
the shots. I don't %hink this is any...aby...any problem in
that area, Senator, and I have further put in the bill by
anendnent to cover your second situation provided that the
physician exercise reasonable care in ascertaining the appro-
priate...of...immunization vaccine used and administered an
appropriate immunization vaccine to thz child. S0, Iee.I
think that's tightening up as much as I can. Im closing, I
would just say that...I thiak this is a small thing to do for
the doctors. He ask +them to administer these tests, give
these shots and...for an orderly process in <their office
and...and getting kids into school, I...I think this is a
very minor thing that we could do for doctors.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1105 pass. Thoss in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays
are -1, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1105 having received

the constituational majority is declared passed. 1112, Sena-
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tor Sangmeister. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 11i2,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, this 1is +the State's Atitorneys' Appellate Service
commission. The bill was originmally put in at two million
eight hundred and ninety-seven thousand four hundred dollars,
was reduaced sixty-nine thousand three hundred; it is now at
two million eight twenty-eight one hundred. Move for its
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, zhe guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1112 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Thosse
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the records On that
question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays are none, nome voting
Present. Senate Bill...$112 having received
the...constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate

Bill 1129, Senator Newhouse. Senate Bill 1131, Senator

Mahar. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1131,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

’ 3rd reading of the bill.
‘ PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEAS)
| Senator Hahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. This is a clean-up
bill at the reguest of the Secretary of State, and it adds to

the current 1list of licensees those conditions which they




Page 23 - May 24, 1385

shall not sell alcohol to include an item.,..the number four
which would be clinically assessed as a...ab alcohol abuser
or drug dependent person.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

I tried to get your attention and I had my hand up when
you called 1129, I'm.,.I'm the hyphenated sponsor omn that
even though Newhouse wasn't here, and he was in the phone
booth apd he came right out. You...fast gaveled me and I'd
hope we be able to come back to that...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator, I look at the sponsor, 1 look at his
chair, if I...seek recognition if they want to move the bill,
if they're not there, we move on to the next bill. 1It’s been
the...the policy today that we are going right through the
Calendar and we're not going to wait till phone calls or
lobbyists are answered and move right through the bill.
Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

dell, I understand that, that's why I was up and I tried
to get your attentiom there but you looked over there, but I
kept trying to get your attention and you just went on to the
next bill. So, I think that I...Il...I never delay the func-
tion here, but you know good and well if...if a person is up
and they try to get your attention...I just want to «call on
that,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, ¥e will go back to it, but I want to adwmonish
you, waving your hand if you're a hyphenated sponsor when the
sponsor is in the...in the Chambers will not get you to call
and move the bill. The hyphenated sponsor is not for the
purpose as a substitute when the original sponsor is here.

It*s up to him to decide whether to move the bill or not to.
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On 1131, if there's no further discussion, the gquestion is,
shall it pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayas are 52, the Nays
are none, none voting Present...moved to 33...53 Ayes. The
bill having received the constitutional majority is declared
passed. On Senate Bill 1129, Senator Newhouse., Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1129,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Newhouse,
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, #r. President. This bill is a bill that cures
the problem of companies beinmg fraudulently adnitted to a
program for minority contractors. The problem, I think, as
we all know, is that there have been some companies that
simply have front people to certify their organizations
when...when they were not in fact minority controlled. This
bill is intended to cure that., There was an amendment to the
bill +that gave the appointing power for the board that would
supervise this activity to the Governor simce it was a con-
stitutional impossibility for it to have been appointed by
the leadership, even with +the advice and consent of the
Senate., The bill is now in the condition that the sponsor
wanted it in and I'd move its passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senate. Hould
the sponsor...answer a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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He indicates he will.
SENATOR HUDSONW:

Senator Newhouse, you had originally a bill 1457, and as
I understand it, that bill...or...Senate Bill 1129 struck
everything after the enacting clause and then 1457 more less
noved over to 1123...became 1123, is this correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

That's correct, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you. Also, my understanding is that +this bill
creates a minority controlled aand £emale controllied loan
board. 1Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse,

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

That's correct, Senator, t0...t0...to govern a program
that is already in existence.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Well, to the bill, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Huadson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Briefly, and, Senator Newhouse, I+..-I'm somewhat
reluctantly speak in opposition to the board. It seems to
Be..-.0rf to the bill...it seams to me that what we're doing
here is creating a board, this would be a six-member board as
the bill was amended, a six-member board appointed by the

Governor, no three members of which could be...that is no



Page 26 - May 24, 1385

more than three members could be of the same party, if I
understand it correctly. It...the bill invests in this board
a great deal of power, gives the board the...almost unlimited
authority to decide who gets three percent loaas. Now this
isaesthis is a board that would be making leans at an inter-
est rate of three percent to minority interest and tOese.%o
female controlled businesses, I understand i%, in <certain
lipnited areas of the State. St. Louis, I think, being one
and...and one or two others, and I think I would question the
advisability of giving...number one, a board such...what
appears to be immense powers to loan money out, the State's
money, and the funding would come through appropriations made
to DCCA, by the way, loaning out at three percent. It would
seem to me that this would be placing some other people and
even other women who have businesses in other parts of <the
State...we’re limiting it to particular areas of the State
and saying, you can have...we'll loan you money at three per-
cent over a period of twenty years. Now if these loans are
defaulted on, I don't know wha:i happens, I suppose the State
picks up the tab. I don't know for sure, but it just seens
to me to be a...a broad grant of power to a rather small
group of people giving them that responsibility. I'm not so
sure that this.is...that this is the way we want to go to pu:
the State into the loan business toO...to this extent. So I'p
just raising a few of these questions so that you can take a
look at it and decide for yourselves what you want to do.
I...I would be inclined to recoamend a No vote. I think we
have other programs that are trying to do this same thing,
and this may very well be...an overkill or an overlay or an
overlapping of something that may be already being done, I
don?t know, in some other way.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

#e have Senator Geo-Karis, Hall, Schaffer and DeAngelis.

Senator Geo-Karis.
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SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, Mr., President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I supported the amendment to Senator Davidson?s bill
which created the minority controlled and the female control-
led businesses...however, what +this bill does as it was
amended...in the original form, I would be bhappy to support
this bill, but the amendment to this bill says that the
loans...the grants shall be done to businesses in the City of
Chicago, East St. Louie and...Alexander and...Pulaski Coun-
ties. W®hat about the other ninety-eight counties in the
State...ninety-six counties?...it's about ninety-eighte..I
mean, we...it doesn't have any help for them. I don't think
this is a...very fair bill...as it is amended, and I...I'm
reluctantly forced to speak against the bill because ii's
patently unfair when you leave out ninety-eight counties.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For what purpose Senator Newhousa?

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

+»sl think there's a question that needs to0...
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, Senator, that wasn't a question. He're going to go
through the people that sought recognition amd then you can
close. Senator Hall,.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Geantlemen of the
Senate. Sepator Hudson, it comes at no surprise to me that
you are opposed to it. I gave you the information so thaz
you would be fawmiliar. Now what this simply does is that
DCCA is trying to stimulate employment around +the State of
Illinois,. What we're trying to do is, we're trying %o get
people off of aid, tryimg %o give them work, trying to give
them some stimulant and this is the thing that they have.
It's a great thing around here to tell people to pull then-

selves up by their bootstraps, but if we don’:i give them any
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boots, how they going to pull them? The point is that what
is necessary here, this simply says that these people in
these depressed areas dowm where Senator Poshard 1is, where
Senator Dunn is and...and those areas. It's...and, Senator
Hudson, by the way, it!s not St. Louis because that's in Mis-
souri, and I heard you wmake that,..I want to tell vyou
thatss.all right., Now...s® the thing that happens is this,
as we stay here and cry with these crocodile tegars, we say we
want to do something for people, we say that we want to give
minorities and females an opportunity, wve say that we want
people to get up and start doing something for themselves.
This is a shot in the arm, this is a stimulant and if you got
some other problems about it, if you feel that it should be
around the rest of the State...we tried to get +the tate
where the most depressed people are and where the high public
;id, general assistance are to try to give these people a
shot in the arm. If there 1is a feeling that we ought
tOs..expand it more, I have...know Senator Newhouse will have
no problem of trying to make some adjustment to that when the
House; but if you don't give people an opportunity, if you
preach day in and day out you're supposed to help yourself,
and you don't come a long and try to help them...you can’:
pray them out of this, you got to get something and fry to
help these people. That?!s why this bill is so important, and
I strongly...ask that we do support this and give it the
necessary votes to get out of here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer,
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, apparently, we only want to help people in certain
parts of the State. That's the gripe I think most of us
have. This isn?'t even the whole City of Chicago. This 1is
jast the southland west sides,..that's been amended out, now

it's the whole city...pardon moi. Well, it certainly doesn't
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include my area and we have minority owned and feminine owned
businesses, and I take umbrage at...at limiting a program
that 1is £funded by Statewide money to a small segment of the
State. Now, I admit the minority population is concen-
trated.,..rather heavily in certain sections of the State,
but I would submit to you that the female population is nozt.
You talk about fairmess, this isn't fair, this is burglary.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Dedngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I think we've hit on the point of...a classic case
of discrimination, amnd for shame on you, Senator Newhouse,
and you, too, Senator Hall, If you think only the westside
of Chicago 1is depressed, I would like..;l would like to
invite you to drive through the town I was born and raised
in, East Chicago Heights, where there are fifty-two hundred
people and thirty-one hundred welfare checks. And I think
it's...it?'s reprehessible that people who are trying to clear
up a problem regarding discrimination are now discriminating
against people who have been.,..We have minority owned busi-
nesses in our area. You're putting them iato unfair compe-
tition with those very people.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, HMr. Presiden:i, Ladies and .Geutlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of this bill. The bill directly
affects some of the counties in my district and I rise in
support of it, because for years in my work in those counties
I have seen people with no chance of breakinmg the poverty

cycle, twenty-five, twenty-six, tventy-nine percent unemploy-

ment now in some of those counties. He have %o have sone

help. This is not a bill to assist people who simply want'a

handout. Poor people need help on occasion and this bill




Page 30 - HMay 24, 1985

lends them the kind of help that they need to break the pov-
erty cycle. #We cannot continually stand back apart from the
problems of people who simply do not have the sustenance to
get by on a day-to-day basis, do mpot have the kinds of
clothes to put on the back of their children, do not have the
kinds of quality schools to send their children to. He have
to begin to break the cycle in these areas that need it the
most, and it's not as though these people are asking for
something for nothing., They'Te trying very hard inm the coun-
ties in my district which are represented in this bill.
Wefre putting together committees to try to entice industry
to come in. We're putting together all kinds of econonic
development opportunities and incentives o try to direct
businesses and industries to come to our area and some of
those need to be minority owned businesses. I rise in sup-
port of the bill. I cannot emphasize wmore adequately than
I's trying right now, that it?s a good bill, tha: it can help
poor people, and I think that's what we're about in so many
cases in this Senate and elsewhere. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator PFawell...is there further discussion? If not,
Senator Newhouse may close.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Hr. President. Let me...I was...I rushed in
the presentation of this bill because I wanted to move things
along in the Chamber; apparently, that was a mistake. Let ne
just say to Senators on both sides of the aisle, this bill
does not create a new program. The program presently =exits.
What this bill does is create a watchdog agency to make cer-
tain...can I get some.,.Hr, Chairman,...Mr. President,...I
want...I want...there seems to be some question, I wan%t %o
nake certain...everyone understands where we are. This bill

does not create a new program. The program presently exists.
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What this bill does is create a watchdog agency to make cer-
tain that the parameters of the program are circumscribed and
that people live up to what the parameters of the progranm
are. The 4geographical locations may be a mistake. What we
had...what we tried to do was get into those pockets of pov-
erty to do what I think both sides of this aisle want to be
done, to begin to create small businesses in this State that
will produce taxpayers and increase the tax base. That's the
purpose. Now, for +those of you who feel as if that we
want...that geographic distribution should be expanded, I
would have no objection of doing that in the House if that's
what you want on due consideration, So given that as an
explanation, it is not a new program, it's a waitchdog agency,
I would...I would solicit your support of this bpill. 1If
you’ll suggest to me that you want the changes made in the
House, I will certainly comait to tha*t., I would ask that,..I
would aske...thate.-.a do pass on this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1129 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 31, the Nays
21, 4 voting Present. Senate Bill 1129 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. For what purpose
Senator Hudson arise?

SENATOR HUDSON:

I hate to do this, Mr., President, but a verification,
please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator Hudson has requested a verification of
the affirmative vote. All the members please be in their
seats. Will the Secretary please call the affirmative roll.
SECRETARY:

{(dachine cutoff)...following voted in the affirmative:
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Berman. Carroll. Chew. Collins. D'Arco. Darrow.

Degnan. Demuzio. Dudycz. Hall. Hoimberg. Jones.
Jeremiah Joyce. Jerome Joyce. Kelly. Lechowicz. Luft.
Marovitz. Nedza. Netsch. Newhouse. O'Daniel. Poshard.
Rupp, Sangmeister. Savickas. Smith, Vadalabene. Helch.
Zito. #r. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there a guestion of any of the affirmpative vote?
Senator Hudson,

SENATOR HUDSON:

Senator DTArco.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He's on...he's in his seat.
SENATOE HUDSON:

Holmberg,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberg...Senator Holmberg on the Floor? She's
on the Floor?
SENATOR HUDSON:

Jeremiah Joyce...Joyce...okay, all right. That's it, Mr.
President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On a verified roll call, the Ayes are 31, the Nays 21, 4
voting Present. Senate Bill 1123 having received the con~-
stitutional majority 1is declared passed. For what purpose
Senator Poshard seek recognition?

SENATOR POSHARD:

A point of personal privilege, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKAS)

State your point.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Like to recognize in the gallery...in the President's

Gallery to our rear a group of honor students from New

Simpson Hill Elementary School and the best darn musicians in
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Johnson County. They're here with their sponsors and parents
and I'd like for them to rise and be recognized.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Would they please rise and be recognized. For what puf-
pose Senator Hall seek recognition?
SENATOR HALL:

Having voted on the prevailing side, I move that
they...that vote be,.. 1129 be reconsidered.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall moves to :ecensider‘the vote by which 1129
passed. Senator Newhouse moves to lie that motion on the
Table. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those
opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carriss. Senate Bill
1136, Senator ¥atson. Read the bill, Mr. Secrstary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1136.

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

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Hr. President. The amendment is now the bill,
¥e...¥e gutted the original statement of the lagislation and
novw the amendment is the bill; and this addresses a problem
that the salvage people are having, and I don't if you've
been contacted by some...the salvage people in your partic-
ular area. But we passed a bill a couple of year's ago,
House Bill 2211, which really crippled the salvage industry
and it...maybe it was trying to solve a problem of...of chop
shop concerns and, hopefully, it has done that, but it has
created a tremendous problem for the salvage dealers. And
one of the areas that they have a problem is in the identifi-
cation of what is called an essential part. Currently, they

have to inventory all parts, keep track of them regardless of
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the age, and what this bill will now do is say that a vehi-
cle that is less than eight years older is the only type of
vehicle that will...or a...a part..an essential part from a
vehicle that is less than eight years is the only thing that
#ill have %o be inventoried except for a hulk, cowl and
chassis. Those will have to be inventoried regardless of
age.. He're just trying to help solve a problem.that we nmay
have created by...by passage of this bill...in the 1last
Session, and...be glad to...to answer any questions. We are
working with the Secretary of State’s Office, the Cook County
State's Attorney, Department of Law Enforcement and the sal-
vage people are continuing to negotiate in hopes of coming up
to an agreed solution. Right now, the Secretary of State
supports this provision; the Cook County State’s Attorney’s
Office has taken a position of opposition at this time, but
they are willing to continue to...to negotiate with us and
hopefully work this out. I would appreciate...a favorable
roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. Presidente. Senator Watson 1is correct.
There still is some concern that Senate Bill 1136 as amended
dilutes substantially the chop shop bill we passed last
Session. With his assurance that negotiations between the
Cook County State's Attormey and the Chicago Police Depart-
meat who currently :stand opposed to the concept, I feel we
should pass this to the House and continue that dialogque.
Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:
Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. I only wish to concur with both of amy colleagues,
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the war will not break out here; if they doan’t come o @...a
settlement, the war will break out in the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Just one gquick concern, I would 1like +to see in
your...negotiations that you consider antigue cars...you may
not want to put that limitation of eight years on them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1136 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays
are none, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1136 having received
the constitutional wnmajority is declared passed. For what
purpose Senator Vadalabene arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

fes, I would like to be recorded as voting Aye on Senate

Bill 1131, I was in ;he telephone booth and when the roll

call was taken, I was absent.

END OF REEL

REEL #2

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

sasyou'il be recorded. Senate Bill 1144, Senator
Harovitz. Bead the bill, Hr. Secretary. You know, I.,..I
would suggest that at the end of today's Session on those
bills you wish to be recorded, instead of interrupting the
procedure that we...see the Secretary, we'll get you recorded

at the end of the Session. Senator Sangmeister. Senator
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Sangmpeister,
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Not on. VYes, I am. I'm sorry. Oh, are we on? Okay. I
would suggest maybe it's time for the Donnewald Rule to be
adopted so that we can move readily today. If you recall
that was, you know, the sponsor presents his bill, one in
opposition, the sponsor closes and we go. 1Is there any pos-
sibility of having the rule and invoked?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sounds good to me. Senator Harovitz, 1144, BERead the

bill, Mr. Secretarya.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1144,

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

-ssS5enator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. Presideat and members of the
Senate. This bill only affects checking accounts. As you
know, in recent years, the type of checking accounts avail-
able to consumers has increased. Savings and loan and money
narket funds are all newly competitors with banks for this
business and consumers can po longer maintaimr a single, free
checking account and <they're faced with a variety of
accounts. This bill meets the needs of these consumers with-
oot imposing any burdens on financial institutions. The bill
requires financial institutions to disclose terms which apply
to checking accounts. FRhile wmany institutions make some
disclosures, few of them make them all. The Illinois bankers
drafted Amendment No. 2. They asked for some changes in the
bill, We...We put their amendment on the bill which had to
do with the timing, removing criminal penalties from

the...from the legislation and other objections that they
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had. The amendment is intended fo make it easier for con-
sumers to conpare terms available at different institutions
by standardizing the way information is received and pre-
sented, and it does only affect checking accounts, and I
vould solicit your Aye vots.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, M¥r. President. In the sake of brevity, I'1l
cut out the entire speech and sinply say the identical bill
that dealt with the savings accounts went out yesterday with
exactly thirty votes. There were the same problems with
this, the same plus, the same minuses. I'1l...1'11 skip the
whole argument and just say, hey, it went out with thirty
votes yesterday; my guess, this one's going to go out with
thirty or thirty-one votes, and I'm just going to make you
all aware of that so you don't miss the significance of the
bill. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR éAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senmate Bill 1144 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voiting is over.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record., On that question, the Ayes are 33, the Nays are 24,
Senate Bill 1144 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 1152, Senator Xustra. BRead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1152,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
- Senator Kustra.
SENATOR RUSTRA:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. This
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bill comes to us by way of a constituent of mine and a con-
stituent of Sepator Kelly's. The amendment becomes the bill
and it grandfathers in a group of physicians' assistants who
were tate licensed im 1976 but due to a rewrite of the
section in 1377 are now ineligible for recertification with-
out taking the pational exam. The amendment affects no more
that sixty physicians' assistants who have held State licen-
sare. To qualify for the grandfathering, a physician's assis-
tant must have been licensed between July Ist, 1376 and Sep-
tember 20th, 1377, and have actively...practiced in the State
of Illinois at least twelve of the previous eighteen months
prior to July 1st, 1985. There is some language in here
deleting reference to license renewal. Staff tells me that we
may want to put some of that language back in. I have agreed
to do that...over in the House. I would ask for your favor-
able consideration,

PRESIDIEG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Kelly. If no discussion,
the gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1152 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 50, the Nays are 2, 1 voting Present. Senate
Bill 1152 having received the <constitutiomal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1153, Senator Barkhausen. BRead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1153,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Ar. President and members, Senate Bill 1133 authorizes a

joint action municipal water agemcy to...upon approval and by
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referendun issﬂe General Obligations Bonds. It was amended
once with an agreed amendment by the municipal league. I
know of no opposition, would...and would urge passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If no%t, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1153 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 53,
the Nays are 2, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1153 having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1156, Senator Bock. ERead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1156.

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

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, HMr. President. Senate Bill 1156 had been oa
the Agreed List and I...I pulled it off awaiting an amendment
from the Office of the Governor and from the Department of
Commerce and Coammunity Affairs. They tell me that amendment
iSe.sin its final stages. The fact is, this is a bill to
afford further tax deductions and inceatives for job training
and retraining programs. The amendment, I'm told, will be
ready and will be presented over in the House. There is abso-
lutely no objection to this and I would urge a favorable
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHNUDZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, those il...the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1156 pass. Those in favor
#ill vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have

all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
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sho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
56, the Nays are none, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1156
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1160, Senator ¥Welch. MNr. Secretary, Senate
Bill 1160.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1160.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

First, Mr. President, I ask leave tc add Senator Zito as
a hyphenated cosponsor to this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER=z (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted. Senator Zito is
added. Senator Helch.
SENATOR WELCH:

«ssthis bill merely requires the date be placed on milk
containers. Pursuant to a request from the other side of the
aisle, I did amend it to take care of the problem comcerning
glass bottles, and that's about the summary of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Dunn.

SENATOR DUNNz

Thank you, Mr. Presidenz. I'd 1like...like to ask th

[0

sponsor a question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMU210)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Dunn.
SENATOR DUNN:

How did you take care of that, Semator? Glass bot-
tles..,pretty hard to put a...a date on a glass bottle.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIO)

Senator Wslch.
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SENATOR WELCH:

All bottles have to have some date so the people who
handle them know when to get the milk off the shelf. So, on
the cap of the bottle, which is a paper cap, it would be
placed on the paper cap.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Dunn.

SENATOR DUNN:

Thank Yyou.a.thank you...I'd like to remacrk that a bottle
cap is awful small and if you’ve 1looked at a bottle
cap...maybe people up in this part of the State don't have
bottle caps, but down in southern Illinois, we still have
glass bottles with 1little caps about an inch and a quarter
across. I think they're full of writing already. I don't
know where you would put a date on top of that. I suggest
it's kind of an anti~-consumer bill. It's not really
goodas .. good business bill and...and I'd suggest a o vote,
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right,...furthei discussion? Sepator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Question of ths sponsor.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

How did you come up with the fourteen days? What's the

significance of fourteen days?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator Welch.
SENATOR RELCH:

The fourteen day was amended from ten days pursuan:t to a
request of the Kroger Grocery Company. They sent one of their
officers out and he advised me fourteen days was a date that

was a reasonable one, The Illinois Retail MNerchants Associa-

tion agreed. They're the ones who helped draw up this amend-
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ment and they have no opposition to this bill at all,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Fourteen days from what? The time it leaves the...the
dairy? The tinme it's processed through the déiry?
What...about when does this date go on?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR HWELCH:

Senate...Senator, it is right in the bill. I mean, we're
just delaying things here for obvious purposes. It?'s...it!'s
from the date it's produced, placed in its final package at
the milk plapt. It?s right in the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DOKNAHUE:

I assure you, Senator, I'm not trying te delay this.
I...would like to know why from the...from the time it leaves
or what's the purpose of this? Let's put it that way.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Okay,.s»well, 1let's...let?s start from the beginning.
Milk has a certain life period. From the date it's placed in
the package, what we're saying with this bill is that four-
teen days from that date the milk should be removed from the
shelf in order to make sure that customers are protected.
Then, we're putting *the date...the fourteen days from the
date it's placed in the package on the package itself so the
customers are able to read the package and know what date it
should be off the shelves, so when they purchase the milk,
they know what date they should not purchase it after. This

doesn*t affect it when they're in their home. They cam drink
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it after that date, it's just...it should be off the shelf
fourteen days. That was the recommendation of the fellow from
Kroger Corporation whom, I assume, knows his business.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZI1O)

Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

I would just say that we have heard tesiimony in commit-
tee that this an arbitrary...dating. A lot of the dairies
already do it, and with all due respect to Kroger, there are
a lot of other dairies in this State. And I'll...finish with
one question. How many...is there no opposition to this, or
d0 you have the same type of information I have and the
numbers of dairies that are still opposed to this bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Senator #elch, you can handle that in your
closing remarks. Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

The...what is...vhat is the purpose of this...of the
legislation?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator ¥Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

I...T think it's pretty obvious what the purpose is,
Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMNUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

I didn't hear the answer to that...I...I heard a state-

ment, but I didn't hear the amsver to the question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIiO)
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Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

#ell, as I told Senator Donahue, the purpose is to get
milk off the shelf fourteen days after it's put in the pack-
age im order to protect consumers so that they don®t end up
buying milk that shonld be off the shelf but hasn't been
taken off.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

3
.

Well, I rise in strong oppositicn to this bill. The
dating whether it be ten days or fourteen days does not
accomplish your stated objective. There...and this is not a
matter of subjective...feelings, this is a...a matter which
iS...which <can be verified by scientific tests. If you want
t0...the most important factor in determining how milk tastes
and how safe it is at the time of consumptiomn is not the
period of time *hat's lapsed between the time the milk has
been pasteurized and bottled and taken to the store, but it
is rather the temperature at which that milk has been stored
during the process and your...your putting a date is not
going to protect customers at all. I suggest to you that it
is going to do ome other thing though, it may...if it accom=-
plishes anything at all, it's going to increase the cost of
the product to the consumer. So, what this bill is iS a...is
a stick it to the consumer bill. 1I*'d suggest that the best
thing that we could do is to...is to vote this thing down.
The amendment changing it from ten days to fourteen days
really doesn't accomplish anything at all, either in
the...the way of consumer protection or...or anything else.
As one of my colleagues...want to say from time to time, it's
like putting perfume on a hog. ThiS...this bill is still a
hog ard I recommend a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
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All tight, further discussion? Sena-
tor...5enator,..Senator Haitland. #e have five additional
speakers. Senator Maitland.

SENATOR HAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, HMr. President. Senator Etheredge
touched upon wmost of my areas of concern but a direct ques-
tion, Senator Welch, if you would be willing toO...t0 yield.,
dhat...what terrible thing are you gunarding consumers
against? dhat's going to happen to that milk after fourteen
days? I know a little something about the dairy industry
and I want to know if...if you know what <really you’re
talking about.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SéNATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Well, Senator, the...the harm may not appear in all
forms, but what we're trying to do is give consumers informa-
tion that is available to people in the industry who can read
the milk cartons so that they can make an informed decision
when they go +to the store and, in particular, if they have
milk there with several different dates, they can choose
among the cartons of milk which is the fresher and take that
home.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Berman, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR BERMAN:

At the appropriate time, I'd move the previous question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Well, there are Senator Karpiel, Senator Joyce, Senator
Zito and Senator Kelly and that will be it. Senator
Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
Thank you, Hr. President. The fact of the matter is, as

Senate....Senator Etheredge has indicated, as long as that
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pilk is...is kept cool, milk's shelf life can go on for quite
2sesquite a length of time. Let me tell you what...let me
tell you what people in...in stores and supermarkets do, and
I can tell by the...by the atiention of the Body, n0...d0ot
too many people really care about this...but the fact of the
matter is...the fact of the matter is, people who work in
stores are required by their...by their bosses and do it as a
matter of...of policy in the store, continue to move the milk
fﬁruard on the rack. Milk turns over very rapidly, it siaply
does. So, what!'s going to happen is youlre going to have
people, because they know the date is there, picking always
the freshest date which, in faci, probably will cause milk to
eventually have to be throwan out. Now thait's a fact of life;
and as Senator Etheredge has indicated is, indeed, going to
raise the cost to the consumer, and I...I suggest to you,
Senator, this is a bad bill and I think the original intent
was to climb on board with the concern about salmonella, no
question about that at all, that's been a major concern and
salmonella is preseant in every...in all milk and is taken out
by pasteurization. As 1long as the milk is kept cool, that
problem is taken care of. I think i**s a bad bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEBOME JOICE:

I don't know what all the coantroversy is over this. So,
some of the milk will be thrown out. The Federal Governnment
spends two billion dollars a year storing surplus milk, 50,
maybe we'd cut some of that down and the people who are
drinking milk would get a little fresher milk.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kelly. I'm sorry,
did...Senator Karpiel was next, Senator Kelly. Senator
Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:
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I just want to mention that I...I, along with thousands
of other people, drank milk that was dated and it was dated
way in advance, I mean, it was not bad milk, it was aot on
the shelf too 1long, I drank the correct date to get
salnonella. I mean, I had salmonella along with thousands of
other people and I drank the milk that was dated. I can't
see that this bill is going to do anything at all. I%f's just
a silly bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and gentlemen, we've
just had thousands of people that...became ill over this. 8e
had many Illinoisans die from salmonella. The sponsor has
indicated that he's working with the Retail Association ard
I'm sure he's also would be willing to accede to any changes
in the House if we need any amendmenis, I move and I very
proudly support Semate Bill 1160.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

I didn't want to get into this, Mr. President, but I
excused my ignorance to all of you dairy farmers here. I'm a
consumer like everybody else and I don?t know anything about
the dairy industry. I do know...that when I go to buy a
carton of milk, I'd like to see a clear, legible date so that
I know what kind of milk I'm buying and how long ago that
milk was packaged. What's the argument? I think we should
be able to afford the consumers of this State...and I didn't
realize that it didn*t happen in every county because in the
County of Cook, there is a date marked very clearly oR...on
the package. Come on, let?s.,.cut out the rhetoric, let's be
able to at least decide when the milk was packaged and have

it in legible for so that a consumer walking into a store can
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see it clearly and make the decision for themselves. It's a
very simple concept and I supporit it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator #elch may closa.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Hr. President. Dates currently exist on bot-
tles of milk but they're not legible to coasumers, that?s Ffor
quality control by the industry and the grocery store itself.
A1l this bill does is say, make that date in a legible mark-
ing so that the consumer can have the same information that
the grocery store and the producer does. 1 would urge an
affirmative vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right, the guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1160 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
Wwish? Have all voited who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 29, the Nays
are 24, 3 voting Present, Senate Bill 1160 having failed to
receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. Senate Bill 1163, Senator Jerome Joyce. On the QOrder
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Semate Bill 1163, #Hr. Secretary,
read the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1163.

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

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President. The next three bills are
a package that was initiated by the Health and Medical Policy
Besearch Group and what they do is...is educate the public on

programs for the correct use of pesticides, and this bill
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would increase the fees and.,.and have the Department of
Public Health work out the problems with this. 1I'd be happy
to answer amny questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1163 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Semnator Savickas. Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. Oan that question, the
Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate
Bill 1163 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. 1164, Senator Joyce. Mr. Secretary,
1164, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill ti64.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, this is...another one of the bills that creates the
Pesticide Control Fund which is to be used for public edu-
cation program on the correct use...pesticides, and I*'d ask
for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If no%, the guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1164 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1164 hav-
ing received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1165, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.,

SECBRETARY:
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Senate Bill 1165,
(Secretary reads titls of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, f#irs President. This is the 1last of the
package. It requires the Department of...Public Health to
conduct a study of urban pesticide abuses, and I'd ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1165 pass. Those in favor vots Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On tha* question, the Ayas are 54, the Nays
are none, none vpting Present. Senate Bill 1165 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1186, Senator Smith. Mr., Secretary,
read the bill, A1l right. 1191, Senator Jeremiah Joyce. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Semate Bill 1191,
Hr. Secretary, read the bill. Senator Keats, for what pur-
pose do you arise? Oh, Senate Bill 1191, Mr. Secretary, read
the bill,

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1191,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the pill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Joyce,
SENATOR JEBREMIAH JOYCE:

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

Senate Bill {131 creates the Mobile Check Cashers Act. You

can look at your Digest for all the particulars on it. 1
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will basically summarize the...presently there is one mobile
check casher in the State and that is Thillens and what
these...what Thilleas does is it goes to different locations
and cashes payroll checks. The individual locations have <o
be approved by the State. W§hat this Act would...what this
Act would do in part would provide that the State would just
license the mobile check casher and review as part of its
ongoing operation the various locations. The currency
exchanges are in opposition +to this. The...the Illinois
State Chamber of Commerce...chamber\is of supportive of 1it.
The Illinois Employer®s Association is supportive of it and
I'1l be happy to answer any questions; otherwise, I would ask
for an aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, #r. President. On a simple philosophic basis,
I would support the bill saying that it does allow greater
use of a certain type of currency exchanges, but there are
one or two minor problems that you really have to think about
that are really technical problems. First, the Department of
Financial Imstitutions does oppose it, I mention +that which
will influence maybe one vote in the room, but I am supposed
to at least mention that. W®hat we're doing is essentially
removing the mobile check cashers from...or the single mobile
check casher from what is in reality the regulation of the
entire rest of the industry which are, of course, nonmobile;
and what happens is, in most of these communities where you
have currency exchanges, they are it when you talk about
financial institutions, that's it, there's nobody else thers
and...and I know why. Anyone who's been to where most of the
currency exchanges are, you wouldn't open a bank in that area
either and the bank probably financially could not survive.

The cash is not there in some cases. The issue is a very
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localized one because in those areas these curreancy exchanges
also sell things, they sell stuff like the license plates,
the food stamps, many of the other things that we, as a
State, have to distribute. If we had another way to distrib-
ute them in the area without opening up an entire new State
office which will cost us gquite a bit of money to open a
State office, distribute the food stamps and the thises and
the license plates and the thats and those sorts of things,
we'd be okay. I umean, in one sense, I want to say I'a for the
bill, *cause from a...from a philosophic point of view, the
bill is correct; from a practical point of view, it does
undernine and in some cases do away with a series of currency
exchanges in areas wvhere we, as a State, have no other way to
distribute things such as that, and for that reason, I would
ask opposition to the bill even though philosophically the
bill is...appears good.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

First of all, as a point of personal privilege. Senator
Keats, I have a currency exchange, I don't own it, but itt*s
across the street from my office and I resent the fact that
you claim the neighborhood my office is im is pretty crummy.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator...

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
eesbitacehOee.chosaawait.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)
Senator DeAngelis.,

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

It's not real hot, bat it's not that bad. A gquestionm of
the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

He indicates he will yield. Senator DeAngelis.
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SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, if you're going to do this, Senator Joyce,...first
a statement and them a gquestion. Bssentially you're
deregulating this industry. Why don't you just take them out
of the Currency Exchange Act?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

#ell, they still come under...they still come wunder the
licensing provisions of the State.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Deldngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, they get one license, that's it for all of them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

fiell, first of all...first of all, there...there
is.;.thete is a process...a rather complex and detailed proc-
ess involved in the issuance of the license, but...but as a
pragmatic wmatter, the department isn't really doing anything
Tight now...with...other thar putting the...putting Thillens

through a...a...a process that is without real meaning other

than being...being time consuming. They talk about how it
impacts community and those types of things that really don't
come into playa. These...Thillens is not cashing checks on
public streets. They go to a place of business. The
employees...cash their payroll checks. It's a...primarily a
security or a safety factor and that's the supporting ration-
| ale for...for...for this legislation.

? PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

| Senator DeAngelis.

| SENATOR DeANGELIS:

¥Well, rather quickly, I think you supported my statement.
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If they're not doing anything, if they're just cashing
checks, why not just take them right out of the Act? Hhat
you're doing here is essentially making a department respon-
sible without giving any authority.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator...Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Hell, that's not gquite the case. IE you would support
taking them our of the Act, if you would support totally
deregulating this, then you would have a situation where you
would have people walking around cashing checks for other
people. There'd be no regulation. There'd be no oversight on
this. I don't think you really want that, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
I...I rise in opposition to this legislation for a number of
r£easonse. I served on the subcommittee in the House when we
debated the issue as it related to currency exchanges and the
mobile cash checking...cash checking of Thillens?! operations.
In many compunities and particularly in the City of Chicago,
for example, the currency exchange is that poor person’s
barking outfit. The currency exchange in many of these areas
is the only area where you...where the Department of Public
Aid sends checks direct, and why did they do this? Because
of theft from the mailboxes in many areas, senior citizens on
their way to the...the...the bank or to the currency exchange
were being robbed. Since we instituted that process, theft
of public aid checks almost is...nonexistance; not only that,
the banks in the area either left the community and they
refused to even accept the deposits of...of public aid
checks. On top of that, it is the only area, as I indicated,

where people are...id a particular community can get their
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food stamps, can get checks cashed. 1In some instances, they
are open twenty-four hours a days. The operation that this

bill was set up is that a...a Dobile check cashing outfit

"will cowme in, cash some checks and leave, thus resulting in

these currency exchanges which render a service in a con-
munity to either have to close up, force them to lay off
employees, We dealt with this subject matter. 1It's not the
first +time this bill has been here, but in communities that
need this service, this particular bill will serve as a
detriment to the people. We tried to work out a compromise
that didn?t worke What he wants to do with this bill is have
a mobile check cashing outfit go sit in froent of a bank and
cash the checks and then leave. In some communities you have
no other facility whatsoever but that currency exchange.
It...and this outfit is only desigmed to take the profit out
of the coammunity, render no service, there...it’s not going
to be there in the eveaing, it's going to serve no protection
for the people whatsoever and this is the reason why we as
the members of the General...General Assembly instituted that
law back in the...in the mid *70's. 30, I urge each and every
one 0of you +to vote strongly against this bill because it's
not rendering a service to the people, it just designed to
help one particular outfit which is Thillens.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

All right, further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

.ssquestion for the spoasor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Dudycz.
SENATOE DUDYCZ:

boes this bill specifically have anything fo do with
public aid checks? ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
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SENATOR JERENIAH JDYCE:

No. The answer to that gquestion would be no.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:
Then what's he talking about?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Joyce, you want to answer that? Apparen:ily not.
Senator Joyce may close.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

#ell, we've all had a long week. Huck of what Senator
Jones has just spoken is...is in error. These...they're no:
looking to park in fronmt of a bank, that is not whate...that
would not be permitted. This 1issue has...the currency
exchange is on one side and one mobile check cashing service
on the other side. I ask for your support on Senate Bill
1131,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1191 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? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 27, the Nays
are 28, none voting Present. Semate Bill 1431 having failed
to receive the required constitutional majority is declared
losta. . 1192, sSenator Joyce. On the Order of Senate
Bills...3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1192, Mr. Secretary, read
the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1192,

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

WCIA has requested permission to videotape. Is leave
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granted? Leave is granted. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREHIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Hr...Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1192 is really a technical amendment <taking out
at some obsolete provisioas. I know of no opposition to the
amendment and I move its...its passage at this time.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIOQ)

Any discussion? Sepator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Wasn*t 1132 to follow 1191 and since 1191 creating the
mobile just died, doesn't this...this says aboui doing away
with licensing or ambulatory currency sxchanges. Don't they
mean repeal the...surety...bonds? Aren't they one in
same?...didn'i theyes.didn't,,.did they not have to go
together?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUOZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

»e«I mean, what do you think, I would tell you a lie?
I'n telling you that it's...it's...it's an...it takes out
aNessit has nothing to do with 1191, it takes out some obso-
lete language and I don't think there...if you look in your
Digest, I don't think there's any opposition to it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Senator Davidson. Further discussion? If not, the,..the
question is, shall Senate,..Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Just a gquestion. I believe everything that?s in this
bill and there's no opposition, but this bill is 1liable to

come back here with an aamendment on it. Are we going to see
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1191 possibly put into this bill?2 That?’s just...all I want
to know from the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce. All right, further discussion? The ques-
tion is, shall Senate Bill 1192 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? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 42,
the Nays are 4, 5 voting Present. Sepate Bill 1192 haviag
received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1200, Senator Rock. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1200, Mr. Secretary, read the bill,
please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1200.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Rock,
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would first request 1leave of the Body to show
Senator Philip as the immediate hyphenated cosponsor of this
legislation as amended.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, you've heard the request of Senator Rock to
add Senator Philip. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
It's so ordered.

SENATOR ROCK:

Senator Bloom just got effectively moved over one, yeah.
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, last night late in the
House, House Bill 1604, under the sponsorship of Representa-
tive Daniels and Speaker Madigan, passed out virtually unani-

mously, I am told, apd it deals with...as does 1200 as
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amended, it deals with the subject of medical malpractice, a
subject which has troubled all of us since the Session began
and troubled us last year. The whole idea of 1200 as amended
and it is admittedly a conpromise, a compromise, I might add,
which fully satisfies neither side, but a compromise that, I
think, is truly in the best interest of those that we are all
committed +to protect, and those are the victims of medical
malpractice. It makes an attempt to control the problem that
the medical profession has faced, namely, the inordinate
escalation of their premium costs with respect to this insur-
ance coverage, and it does roughly twelve things
substantively in an attempt to get a handle on the problen,
and the problem really is a dual problen, There...everyone
admits there are, unfortunately, cases of medical malpractice
and at the same time, I think everyone also admits that there
are too many lawsuits, some of which admittedly have been
frivolous. So, it makes an atiteampt to cut down the number of
lawsuits. It affords those medical professionals an oppor-
tunity which they've not had before to be early dismissed out
of a lawsuit in which they are naned in error, and it also
provides for the right to counter sue on behalf of a physi-
cian if, indeed, he has been wrongfaully accused. So, I think
if you couple those four very significant provisions along
vith the call for the setting ap of itemized verdicts and a
structured verdict, examination of hospital and physical
records, setting some standard for expert witnesses, setting
some standard for who has to certify as the lawyer does by
affidavit that he has a wmeritorious claim, if you put all
those things together, those of us who wers directly involved
in the negotiations truly feel that we have adequately
addressed this problem, and the fact is, we will just simply
have to wait and see what impact, if any, it will have on the
premium cost. Along with this agreement, there are two other

bills which will be coming from the House; one, concerns re-
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porting bY...by insarance companies, so that truly the
information that is made available to us will be better and
more accurate. Even the director of the Department of Imsur-
ance admitted that the information that's evem provided to
his office simply 1is dinadeguate upon which to make an
informed decision; and +the other would regquire that 1if,
indeed, a medical professional has been called before the
Hedical Disciplinary Board, that board, in recognition of the
fact that...that in...there's a percentage at 1least of the
medical profession who have, in fact, been found guilty of
malpractice, who are somehow impaired and it providese..it
will provide...the <third bill will provide that that disci-
plinary panel has the authority to order either a physical or
psychological examination or both of the doctor who is under
inguiry. I think this is a compromise that we caa be proud
of. I will tell you honestly there are some in the legal
community who are not overjoyed with this because in addition
to all the other provisions we have puf a limit on contingent
fees, but I think all in all it is a balanced and sound
addressment of a...an admitted crisis, and the crisis is oane
of affordability, the crisis is one of t00 many frivolous
lawsuits and I think Senate Bill 1200, as amended, goes a
long way to address those conceras. I would...invite any
and all of you who have been contacted by your professionals
in your district +to Jjoin with us as cosponsors. The
Speaker...l...I spoke with the Speaker this morning early and
both he and Representative Daniels are awaiting the nessage
from this Chamber that we have passed Senate Bill 1200 and
they intend to move it rather expeditiously across the way,
so I would urge an Aye vote on Senate Bill 1200.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

A1l righ%t, further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I believe under
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our rales...the Statutes, that it is a possibility of the
bill that's going to be a conflict of iaterest to you im your
other professional 1life as this 1is to me as a practicing
chiropractic physician and I do deal with malpractice. One,
I wanted to declare that conflict; secondly, I want to say
that I'm going to vote Aye and I wurge those all here to
respond With am Aye vote. This is a crisis that we all need
to respond to and as Senator Rock so...said, not everybody is
happy and usually when we have all opposing sides no%t happy
it means we did sowmething good for the...for the constit-
uents.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Netsch,
SENATOR NETSCH:

There's something familiar about this argument. The bill
is a compromise, neither side is satisfied, and i guess I
would simply add, I <think it is not a good compromise. I
think it*'s a bad bili. I am neither pro-lawyer nor
pro-doctor. I think it just does not satisfy
the...legitimate concerns of both of those professions and
most particularly of some of the people who are caught in the
middle who should be our real concern, but as someone said
yesterday, although they didn*t all respond accordingly, I
guess this thing has got to keep moving along because it is
major issue that has to be resolved at some point. I cer-
tainly hope that everyone sits down and looks at it again as
it moves along, so that it will, indeed, come back to us inm a
form that is balanced, is a fair coampromise to all of those
involved.
PRESIDING OFFICEK: (SENATOR DEMOZIOQ)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SERATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate; 1

had an amendment removing punitive damages, but it is in the
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bill now as it is written, and so I'm going o speak in favor
of the bill. It may not be the best bill, but I'1l tell you,
it's a step in the right direction and I certainly will sup-
port the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOGR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Hr. President. This bill is a product of sone
intense, prolonged and very emotional discussions. It's
unfortunate that the bill was depicted as a battle between
lawyers and doctors, when in reality it was an attempt +to
stablize the rising costs of medical care. 1 think the bill
is a step in that direction and at the same time ensuring
protection for those who are injured by any type of medical
malpractice.

PRESIDING OFFICEB:. (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator DeAngelis, have you concluded? All right. Fur-
ther discussion? Senator Marovitz, There are five addi-
tional speakers. Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Question of the spoansor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Rock indicates he will yield. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR HAROVITZ:

Senator Rock, yesterday and last unight in the House,
did...and I don't really know the answer, but I was told
this, did...besides the...the major amendment, did they also
put on amendment dealing with...social security?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

There was an attempt npade...one of the provisions in

here, .and I'll point your attention to...according to our

memo, with number nine is a modification of the collateral
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source rule. The current law is fifty percent of collateral
source not to exceed fifty percent of the verdict. It went
to a h;ndred percent and included, obviously, within that
hundred percent are disability and social security payments.
There was an anendment offered which was barely defeated.
That*s of concern to both the Speaker and myself. I can tell
you, I spoke, as I indicated, with the Speaker early this
morning, there will be an attempt, I am told, to renegotiate
that section because I don't think even the...medical society
and their representatives really wanted to do what, in fact,
has been done. So, there is going to be an attempt to remedy
that, but it did not...the amendment did not get on,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz,
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

That does concern me and I'm glad to hear that it will be
addressed by you and the Speaker. A second question, over
and above the social security question, could you just
explain briefly...and this is a very iamportant bill, could
you just explain briefly the structured verdict portion of
the legislation?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:
Yes. The current law, obviously, has no provision what-

ever for structured payout, and that's really what this is.

It is a payout over a number of years assuming the verdict
reaches and is above a two hundred and fifty thousand dollar
award. Two things, 1let me...let me quickly hasten to add: .
one, is that the average judgment or average settlement these
days is in the neighborhood of one hundred thousand dollars,
so unless and wuatil you’ve got a big hit, as I’m told they
had in St. Clair County not too many days ago of two wmillion

plus, at that point, at the two hundred and fifty thousand
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dollar level, it would call for a periodic payment over the
actuarial...the proposed actuarial 1life of the victinma
Reason for that and the reason that the medical society was
so insistent upon that was that?s the level at which reinsur-
ance kicks im, and so they are able at that point to ade-
quately address the problem of reinsurance literally by
virtue of buying an annuity %o...to pay that out over a
nunber of years. There is sone concern and justifiable con-
cern and, again, I can tell you the Speaker and I are still
negotiating on this one, because what has happened with the
provision as it's written is if, indeed, the victim receives
an award of two hundred and forty-nipe thousand dollars, they
receive the award all at once as is the «current law. If,
indeed, the award is two huadred and fifty-~one thousand
dollars, the structured payment provision kicks in and they
are then entitled wupon application to the court only to
receive half of it as a...as a initial lump sum.
There...there is some inequity in that and...and we are
attempting to do two things at once, remedy the inequity and
yet recognize the <fact that that's the 1level at which
reinsurance kicks in and that's really the heart of the prob-
lem because...some years ago this General Assembly, by an
overwhelming majority, afforded the medical profession im our
State the opportumity +to 1literally form its owa insurance
company because the insurance market was drying up. They are
required, obviously, o buy reinsurance and there is cur-
rently only one carrier and that*s Lloyds of London, and the
fact is if...if Lloyds...ever stops, there will be no
reinsurance. This will afford some modicum of protection,
they feel, and I think with some justification, so that they
can pay out over a number of years, but that...that inequity,
again, will also be addressed.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Sepator Marovitz.
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SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I just call these %to the attention of the Body because
these are two provisions both dealing with the victims, hav-
ing nothing to do with the lawyers and coatingency fees,
whatever we do there is fine, but *these...this is docllars
that go to the victims and I think are...are areas that nust
be addressed. The bill has got to move along. I?m sure it's
going to pass out of here unanimously, but they have to be
addressed before we put this on the Governor's Desk.
PRESIDING OFFICER:z {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

fith those thoughts in mind, let's watch the timer, limit
our debate to the...to the time allowed and we can aove
quickly through the bills, Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr...Mr. President. My concern with thez bill
is the structured verdict part of the bill and 1I'm worried,
Senator Rock, that..,.wha: happess when you get a...a young
person, a ten year old boy who's injured as a result of a
doctor*s negligence and he becomes a paraplegic for life and
his life expectancy is seventy years or so, and the verdict
for future damages is a million dollars? I think 1if you
calculate that over the course of his 1life expectancy,
this...this young boy will be receiving something like twenty
thousand dollars a year under a structured verdict. Now, you
may think that's fair, but...and in...and in many cases where
the injury isn't as severe as that, maybe structured verdicts
have some reasonableness, but in a situation where you really
have a severe inmjury, I just don't think it's fair :o
SOme...someone who has to live with a physical disability for
the rest of his life to be getting twenty thousand dollars a
year.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:
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Well, Senator D'Arco, please understand, I...I did not
suggest nor did I mean to suggest that it is fair in that
instance, no question about that. W®hat...what I am going teo
suggest, however, is that the...the court is empowered in
that instance...let's assume your hypothetical, the court is
enpowered to grant initially a luamp of one-half of the award
so that those kinds of medical necessities can, in fact, bse
met and one of the things that we argued with the medical
society and its...its representatives about was that as orig-
inally proposed, there was no appreciation factor. There was
no inflation factor. The fact is, now, there is an infla~
tion factor built into these periodic payments and it wilil
escalate roughly according to the...the interest rate of the
T-bills, so you can figure somevhere beiween eight and ten
percent...percent annually, so that if the first payment |is
seventy-five hundred...seventy-five thousand dollars, let's
assume, the next payment will be ten...next year will be ten
percent above that and it is also built into...that esca-
lation is built into the base, and I would...further suggest
that I think it's still doable under any configuration to go
back into court and explain that, indeed, the cost of medical
care for this individual in this circumstance may well be
more than that periodic payment and the court has, of course,
I think, the opportunity to do something about that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco, your time has expired. Would you bring
your remarks to a close?

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Rell,...well, the...the point is that the lump sum award
which 1is calculated to be half of the total award has to be
used for medical payments, for nursing home expenses, for
whatever expenses that are incurred and paid to the medical
profession by this individual, so the annuity concept

really...what I'm +trying to get at is that that's not going
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to be enough to do it. I don't think that you're going
tOe..you know, if...if the money is going to be paid back to
the medical profession, under this bill it says specifically
it has to be paid for those particular expenses, then what is
he getting for his pain and suffering over the course of all
these years?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Well,...just so there's po nmisunderstanding here and
I...and I...and again, I have heard this argument, in...in
some respects I suppose it!'s fair %0 SaYeee0r it's...it’s
easy to say it is not fair and to a certain extent 1'll agree
with that. The difference here is that the court enters a
lump sun for past damages and any damages payable in lamp sum
to the date of the verdict. 50, YOUeeothat...that wmoney
iSes.is readily available. e are talking really abouat future
damage payments, and you are correct, uader your
hypothetical, the individual victim, be it a @[inOT O©OTe..0C
one who has reached majority, does not receive that in a lump
sum; and what we have effectively said by virtue of this is
that instead of...assume I'am the victim, instead of ne
receiving the two hundred and fifty thousand dollars and
being in a position to invest it so that I can take care of
nyself for the...the rest of my actuarial life, we are leav-
ing...2ssentially, leaving the money with the defendant or
his insurer who will then, obviously, invest the money and
pay out an anmnuity, and that's the reason we fought so hard
to get the inflation factor in there, because 1 assume that
if I invest on my own behalf, I can expect a reasonable rate
of return on an annual basis in order %o pay my bills. We ace
except...we are expecting and demanding the same thing fron
the insurer who's now holding the money, that, in fact, there

will be a...a reasonable return and +the payments...periodic
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payments on an annual basis w¥ill reflect that investment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, I just wanted to rise briefly
to make a point that I fear may go ignored in all of this
debate, and...and I say this as one who has been along with
many othegs active in pushing toward this type of resolution
on this issue, but I, for one, have a little bit of hard tiame
seeing why we create this remedy for one class of defendants
only. Granted, doctors are important to all of us and are
important people in our society; granted, the fact that ever
rising premiums for malpractice insurance are a major reason
why health care costs are skyrocketing further and further,
but I think we have to ask that if w«e are truly going to
bring some sort of reform to our system of civil justice, if
we are to make this fairly radical step is overhauling our
tort system, should we not be doing it in a way that affects
all defendants and lawsuits egually? If we are, for exanmple,
to be saying that there shall be structured verdicts for any
award over two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, if we are
to make it easier to countersue where untrue allegations are
nade or where some sort of...palicious prosecution proceeds
without any basis in law, in fact; if we are to say that
awards are to be reduced by all or a portion of money coming
in from what are known as collateral sources and if there is
to be some sort of limit on contingency attorney fees, should
this npot be the case in all negligence lawsuits and not only
in those where doctors are the defendants? And I say that
2S..,a5 one who feels that what we are doing here is...is
really kind of the mirimum necessary, but I...I think it’'s
only fair and I think also that quite conceivably at sone
point there could be an equal protection challenge to the

type of remedy we are creating by changing ocur tort system
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ine..in a way, frankly, that only affects one class of
defendants. I say that as one who favors this legislation,
but I do s0 through raising this caveat.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunenana
SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. A gqusstion of -the sponsor,
please. Senator Rock, I mentioned last night that I had an
interest in the punitive damages portion of this, and om page
15 where *they talk about punitive damages, I note that <the
amendment relieves doctors and hospitals and other medical
practitioners from punitive damages but it also relieves law-
yers from punitive damages. Now in the case of lawyers, are
they relieved from punitive damages only for malpractice
cases or are they relieved of punitive damage for all kinds
of legal activities?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Malpractice only.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I don't thimk that's exactly clear in the...in the
amendment, Senator,...frankly, it appeared to me thatee.it
probably would go beyond that, but in any event, I simply
wanted to make that point. I'm surely going to vote for the
legislation and I...I think you and others should be
congratulated on...on putting this package together, but I am
curious about that particular provision.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

If there's no farther discussion, Senator Rock may close.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, fir. President. Just to further allay, I hope,
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Senator Schunenan's fear, that matter was discussed and dis-
cussed specifically because there was some concern on the
part of the medical prefessional, the doctor, who did not
feel, as Senator Geo-Karis did not feel, that it was appro-
priate that a doctor should be it...and under any circum-
stance liable for punitive damages; and, frankly, I agreed
for the reasomn that if...1f you can prove such willful and
wanton neglect, that, in my judgment, is tantamount to crim-
inal action and I would not sue one for punitive damages, I
would march right over to the state’s attorney!s office and
have the guay thrown inm the slammer, aad it was equally felt
that given the other provisions of this bill where...where,
for instance, as one who...plaintiff's attorney has to con-
sult with and have certified that he has a meritorious cause
of action. 59, 1literally, the...the...the opportunity for
punitive damage recovery was literally knocked out anyway,
but the fact is, it is in Section 21115...21115, it makes it
very, very clear that it is punitive damages only as respects
medical malpractice litigation. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, let me just say that...we worked long and hard to try
to effect a compromise to 1literally take this issue out
because it is truly not a partisan issue. It iS...and it has
been wrongfully characterized somehow as a fight betweem the
doctors and the 1lawyers, when think, as Senator Netsch
rightfully pointed out, that the people that we ought to have
our interest placed in are those who are the innocent victinms
of professional misconduct. I think we have done that with
Senate Bill 1200 as amended and I urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1200 pass. Those in favor

will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.

Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,

the Ayes are 35, the Nays are none, none voiing Present.

Senate Bill 1200 having received the constitutional majority
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is declared passed, Senate Bill 1211, Senator Degnan. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1211,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1211 is part of a
six~bill package that was the work product of the State Task
Force on Hispanic Student Dropouts. It requires the annual
report on State high school drop-out rates to be given to the
leadership of the General Assembly annually. As amended, it
also requires that...students complete one semester of course
education in computer literacy as a prerequisite to receiving
a high school diploma. I'd be happy to answer any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I happen to agree with the sponsors that computer
literacy is going to be a very, very important part of living
in our society in the years ahead, but I would suggest to you
that what we have in front of us is ome of the largest educa-~
tional sState mandates, unfunded, that this Assembly has
addressed in the number of years. Host of the mandates that
we get a lot of flak about like consumer education and health
education are just a few days of course. This is a full
semester, requiring specialized teachers, requiring expen-
sive, specialized eguipment. I agree. I don?’t think a
person leaving a high school who is not at least somewhat
computer literate is going to have a very bright future. #e
ought to be teaching it. I'm not arguing that point for a

minute,. My <concern is, we are not funding what is probably
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the most expensive mandate this General Assembly will send

out in the 1lifetimes of most of us asseobled., I think we
ought to do it. I think we ought to pay for it though, and
until we pay for it, I don't think we ought to mandate it.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and wmembers of the Senate.
Because this bill was not voted on favorably in committee but
added as an amendment, I do feel it's important %o Trise at
this particular stage. With all due respect to Senator
Lechowicz, I know exactly what you're trying to do, I agree
with Senator Schaffer in the mandates argument and all of
that.e I*d just like to add the perspective of the student.
Now, I'd 1like to do that by using a conversation I had with
ny daughter just two days ago, and I d6 this with some
reluctance because in a sense I'm arguing against myself. In
a day or so or nexi week or whenever it is, I expect to stand
on this vFloor and arqgue against demandating physical edu-
cation and driver's education, I believe strongly inm those
mandates; but ny daughter called me the other day to set up
her junior year, and in setting up her junior year she was
trying to work a math course in and when she got finished
with phys. ed., and driver's ed., and consumef ed., she didn't
have room for it. Now, you're going to add computer edu-
cation. Believe me, I'm all for computer education. I want
that driver's ed. mandate just as it is. I want that physi-
cal education manda*te just as it is, but ue’ve.got to draw a
line somewhere or you're not going to have these kids taking
the courses they feel are necessary for college prep. in this
particular case., She wanted to know, dad, what's this con-
sﬁmer ed.? Who did that? Hell, I didn't have anything to do
with that and I'11 let somebody else arque why we need that

one, but today we've got +the newest in a long 1line of
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mandates and all I suggest is that you're hurting kids by
this particular mandate. Forget who’s going to pay for it and
the cost and all of that, that's important too, but I really
think we ought to stop and think of the kids who have to pre-
pare their schedules semester after semester. If they want
to take it, fine, but don't force them to take it when they
think they have better things to take, and in this case, I
tend to agree with them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

(Machine cutoff)...Mr. President. Senator Lechosicz,
Tevelasal®m sOCry that youU...the bill ¥as d....WaS a rCeason-
able bill before the amendment was put on. I think that the
arguments have all been made. I think right now when we are
just in the process of reforming education in Illinois, I
think this is an inappropriate time to do what you are sug-
gesting. There are wmany young people who simply will
Develessl...in my judgment, even need to have a computer
literacy course; indeed, most will, but to mandate this upon
all of them I think is inappropriate at this time, and let me
suggest to you with respect to the bill that if the bill
passes out of this Chamber, the bill in its original form, I
think, is...has some flaws in it with respect to the report-
ing dates. He...we don't address in any way the time in
which the school shall report to the regional superintendent
and when the regiomal superintendent will be asked to report
to the State Board of Education. I think this is a flaw in
the bill and one that needs to be addressed in thee..in the
House and I bring that to your attention...in the House if
the bill passes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOB LECHOWICZ:
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Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen Of the
Senate. If I may, just point out %o the segment in referencs
to the bill as far as requiring one sSemester of computer
training was agreed by the educational community in the
committese. 1Initially I asked for one year and they stated
that they would not object to one semester, and they also
stated on the Floor when you were discussing the amendment
that would write to Ted Sanders and see exactly what the
State is spending presently in this field. And his response
to me vhich I received this week was in the area of two mil-
lion dollars and it?s allocated approximately a hundred thou-
sand dollars per district., And out of a 6.4 biilion dollar
educational budget, that's the total cost of education in
this State, approximately two and a half billion supplied by
general revenue funds, you will notice the fact that a two
million dollar allocation in this field is guite negligible,
and I believe that if we are going to move into the 21si Cen-
tury and ask the students who are gradusating from high school
to compete on an eguitable basis through college and
you're...with foreign countries, this is a must. ®hether you
like it or not, the computer is here to stay. If you want to
have a person that is able %o work in a current office envi-
ronment, they have to be familiar with this type of equip-
ment. This doesn’t mandate that you’re to take a 360 course
or a 1410 or anything else, all you're stating is that you
have a computer literacy course available. You can have a
Haskin and Sells as far as basic data processing course which
a math teacher cam teach. This doesn’t require any extraor-
dinary requirements on any school district. You're saying
that you should have a course available. Unfortunately, in
many public schools in the City of Chicago, the stﬁdéﬁts are
at a total disadvantage in comparison to your suburban school
districts and your private schools, This %will bring some sort

of equity in this needed field, and I strongly encourage an
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Aye vote,
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan, do you wish to close? The gquestion is,
shall Senate Bill 1211 pass. Those in favor sill vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 32, the Nays
are 25, nope voting Present, Senate Bill 1211 bhaving
received the constitutional majority is declared passede For
what purpose Senator Topinka arise?

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Hr. President, a point of personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your point.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, in the back of the room and up in the gallery, I do
have some visitors from Senator Degnanm and my district fron
Lincoln School in Cicero under the direction of their
teacher, Mrs. Adell Vasic, who is making her thirtieth
appearance this year and she will be retiring, so if we could
have the‘recognition from the Senate and welcome them to
Springfield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Would they please rise and be recognized. Senator Nedza,
for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President. Had I been in closer proximity
of ny swvitch vhen Senate Bill 1200 was called, I would have
been...I would have voted Ay2 and I wish to be so recorded.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene, the same thing? Senator Topinkas...it
would be nice if all of you would sit in your seats and vote
your switches. Senate Bill 1215, Senator Degnan. Read the

bill, Mr...Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, you didn®t take any pains in giving me hell when I
done that, now let's be a li:tle bit more consistent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR S5AVICKAS)

What pain? Senator Degnan on 1215. Read the bill, #r.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1215,

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

Senator Degnan.

SERATOR DEGHAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1215 is the final
bill in the recommendations of the Hispanic Student Dropout
Task Force. The bill requires previously attended schools to
send copies of vrecords to the student'’s new school withia
fifteen days after receiving a request for thenm. I'd move
its passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question 1is...is there discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1215 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.

On that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none

voting Preseat. Senate Bill 1215 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1220,
Senator Jones. Read the bill, Nr. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1220.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
| 3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones.
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SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thaak you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1220 sets a max. salary for...part-time court
reporters at fifty dollars. Theeesthe nminimum salary £for
half-day will remain the same at twelve dollars. The thirty-~
six dollar figure has mot changed since 1970, and I'1l answver
any questions amyone has on this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 1220 pass, Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 51,
the Nays are 1, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1220 having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1221, Sepator Jones. Read éhe bill, #r. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1221.

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

Senator Jomnes.

SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1221 set a
max. salary beginning July 1, 1986 for...at thirty-seven
thousand two hundred fifty doliars for a full-time court
reporters. The reason why we had to put the legislation in at
this time because they cannot receive a raise during their
term, If we were to wait to the next fiscal year to do this,
then they would be unable to receive a...a pay raise. This
does not automatically give them a pay raise. All it does is
set the salary and w#e are setting that salary beginming July
t at thirty-seven thousand two hundred and fifty dollérs, and

I ask a favorable vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the guestiom is, shall
Senate Bill 1221 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Thosa
opposed vote Nay. The wvoting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Oa that
question, the Ayes are 38, the Nays are 13, 1 voting Present.
Senate Bill 1221 having received the comstitutional majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 1223, Senator Jones. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1223,

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

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. This bill
simply...reguires that a court reporter be in charge of any
audio or..video recording system used in court...in recording
court proceedings. I don't know of no opposition to the
bill, and I ask a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Senator Jones, a gues-
tion.

PRESIDING OFéICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

I don't have a copy of the,..of the legislation in front
of me of Senmate Bill 179 which ve passed out of here dealing
wit videotaping in <children's sexual abuse cases, but
there's a very detailed section in that 1legislation which

determines, you know, who can take the video and...and the
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whole operation of it. I'm not sure this is consistent
because if this is a court reporter...is this...is this just
sayimg that a court reporter has to be in charge of the whole
operation but somsbody else would be doing the video:taping?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones,
SENATOR JONES:

Any...any proceedings in the court itself. Now it does
not impact om what you were talking about, but it
just...what...what is taking place within the court itself.
If the Supreme Court authorizes video recording...depositions
upon agreement of parties to be ordered, then the court
reporter would be involved.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Yes, thank you. Hell, Senator, according to our analysis
it says that the court reporter shall be in charge of the
proceedings. Now is it...are you indica*ing that it's just
in certain cases or in all cases?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones,

SENATOR JONES:

Ife..if the...if the judge or the court...designate that
these proceedings be recorded as such, then the court
reporter would be the person in charge of any audio or video
recording equipnment,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Well, all right. I...if,..if we find that there is some
inconsistency here, would you mind then, in the...House, if
we did something to exempt in certain cases or something like

that?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:
I have no problem with that whatsoever.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRAS)

Senator Rigney.

|
|
END OF REEL
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REEL £3

SENATOR RIGNEY:

I just might point out to the Body that I had some legis-
lation earlier here that not many people liked very well.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

#ill they clear in aisle in front of Sepator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

In fact, Senator Schaffer and some others did a pretty
good number on that bill when I suggested that maybe we ought
tO0.s.Tequire certification for video officers. Now what this
bill 1is doing is almost the exact opposite of this. This is
saying vwe're...we're creating something‘exclusively here for
court reporters, We're saying, you know, kick the pros ou§
and let the cour: reporters be the ones who are going to be
handling all of this video eguipment. S0...you didn't like
ny bill, but I, frankly, don?t think this one is as good
4S...a5 the one that you shot down here a week or so agoa
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAHELL:

Thank...thank you, very wmuch, ¥r. President. W®ill the
sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will,

SENATOR FAWELL:

#hat are you going to do about the Supreme Court where
they are...videotaping the procedures for television? Are
yOoUews.you're surely not going to tell the television people
that itfs going to be the court reporter that?s going to be
in charge of taping, and yet the way this bill reads it seens
to me that that's exactly what you're going to do.

PRESIDING COFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)
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Senator Jomnes.

SENATOR JONES:

If you're talking about recording the proceedings
of...0f a court operation, then the court reporter would be
in charge,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAHWELL:

Senator Jones, perhaps you aren’it aware but right now the
Supreme Court is allowing the television netwsrks to come in
and..,and videotape certain procesdings on...with the idea
that perhaps in the future they may come in either to the
circuit courts or the appellate courts. There is no way that
I can see a producer or a union or a lot of other people
saying that a court reporter is going to be able to take con-
trol out of...of those videotapings, and to nmy knowledge,
that 1is the only court that allows videotaping inside the
courtroom during a proceeding., The Supreme <Court rale bhas
said that you can't videotape any other courts...unless some-
thing has changed within the last year that I am...not knowl-
edge to. Perhaps if there is, one of the lawyers might tell
me, but I...I believe that's...that’s the only time you can
have a videotaping.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is that a question, Senator Fawell? No? Yes, Senator

Jones.
SENATOR FAWELL:

sssyes, I pean, could you..,.do you know?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jopes.

SENATOR JONES:

In the bill, and...and...and I*1l read it to you, Senator

Fawell. "In the event that the court utilizes audic-video

recording system to record the proceedings, a court reporter
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shall be in charge of such...I mean, such a system.,¥ Now,
aSs»»25 it relate to the...appellate.,.appellaze court as far
as the court veporter is concerned, i: does not impact at
that level.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill flew out of commit~
tee and it was well greased there. Since it left committee
Itve been thinking a little bit about it. I think this is a
lot 1like regquiring a...a fireman on a diesel locomotive
really.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEQO-KARIS:

¥ell, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate...to c¢all to spomnsor's attention, this bill will
interfere with the structure in Senate Bill 173 which is spe-
cific on the molestation of children being videoed. So 1
wonder if the sponsor sould take the bill out of the record
and maybe amend it. And I...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

»ssthank you, Mr. President, and to my good friend, Sena-
tor Rigney, this is the same amendment that went on your bill
that I voted for and we all voted for it fo pu%f...put on the
Senate Floor. And I supported your bill. And you were in
great support of this concept. The only difference in this
bill and your bill is you're calling for a whole new certifi-
cation system. I supported you and you included this in your
bill, if you recall, in coummittee, and that's why +he...the

bill passed out of the committee. It wasn't greased, the
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members voted in good comscience and thought it was the best
thing to do. So with this legislation, all I ask for is a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1223 pass. ThoS€.aail
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open., Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Sznatoer Jones
iSeweo.the...on that gquestion, the Ayes are 22, the Nays are
26, 7 voting Present. On that gquestion, Senator Jones seeks
leave of the Body to put Senate Bill 1223 on the Order of
Postponed Consideration. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. There sesms to be technical problem on Senate Bill
1165, I'n informed by the Secretary that no hard copy record-
ing of the vote was made. The...the vote was 54 to nothing,
nobody voting Present. The Secretary would appreciate a new
roll call on 1165 indicating that roll call so that we can
have it in our records. Hr. Secretary, would you read the
bill, Senate Bill 1165.

SECRETARY:

It's the Department of Public Health to conduct a study
of the pesticide use,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On that question, +those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. He're short a
few votes, Senators. Bring it up to 54, Take the record.
On that guestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are |, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 1165 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. For what purpose
does Senator DeAngelis arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

#ell, I think...does this not screw up the record?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

No. #e'll work it out, Senator. Semnate Bill 1227, Sena-
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tor Carroll. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill...Senate Bill 1227.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CBRROLL:

Thank you, Mr., President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is a merely bill, merely to allow Illinois
courts to hear the cases that are concurrent jurisdiction as
in the Federal cases such as the FELA cases. It allows it to
be brought in any county where the plaintiff iSe..or the
defendant, rather, is doing business and it can, in fact, be
moved by normal transfer processes on a change of venue to
any county within the State. I think everyoame understands
the bill and I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

Mr. President, Ladiess and Gentlemen of the Senate. Much
as I would like...regret that I have to do this, I do not
believe in forum shopping, Recently this...,Illinois Supreme
Court has 1lipited the plaintiff’s forum shopping by ruliag
that trial courts may dispiss or transfer a case under the
doctrine of forum non conveniens which means not a coavenient
forum, from the Latin, when maintenance of the action of the
original forum causes unnecessary hardship to defendants and
other interested parties. Now, the...the courts are to con-
sider the following factors; the availability of the alterna-
tive forum, as access to sources of proof, accessibility of
witnesses, relative advantages and obstacles to obtaining a
fair trial, congested court dockets and convenience of par-

ties. I do not feel it is right for a case that happens in
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Chicago to be tried in Belleville, Illinois., And I do feel
that this is too mach of a...of a trial lawyer's baby, and
I'm a trial lawyer and speaking against my own interest, but
I..+1 just do not believe in this kind of a...0f a bill. As
the sponsor well...well knows, I didn't believe in it before.
So I...I ask a...an unfavorable vote and I speak against the
bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

ess8r. President and members, the spomsor of the bill
certainly knows better than to refer to this as a merely
bill, but I think by this time everybody is pretty familiar
Wwith it. It's a bill, quite frankly, that iS...0f...0f
interest to the trial bar in certain parts of our State, most
notoriously Madison County, but everyone else would be
adversely affected by it. Certainly you or I or anybody else
if we were a plaintiff or a defendant in a lawsuit or if we
were going to be called upon to be a witness and the incident
occurred in the area whare we lived and the parties to the
lawsuit also resided in the same area, we wouldn't
have...want to have to be dragged from one end of the State
to the other or even across the couniry to an area that
really had nothing to do with the particular lawsuit other
than that the defendant was "doing business." 1In the case of
a railroad, we may only be talking about railroad
tracks...the fact that they happen to go through the county
where the lawsuit is brought. 1In the case of a barge line,
ve may happen to be talking about merely the fact that the
river goes through or around the county where the lawsuit is
brought. So all we are doing by rejecting this 1legislation
is wupholding the ancient conmon law doctrine that a lawsuit
ought to be tried in the forum in the <court which is most

convenient to the parties and the witnesses to the...:t0 the
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case. This bill has been around now for three or four years
and, frankly, it's about the worst piece of legislation that
has come our way. All of us...can...with good conscience
should, and I hope we will, vote to reject it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FANBLL:

I think everybody knows what this bill is about and I
call for the previous guestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The previous question has been moved. All those in favor
indicate by saying Aye. The Ayes have it. I did. Sanator
Carroll may close.

SENATOR CARBOLL:

Thank you. Just a couple of brief comments. One, Sena-
tor Barkhausen, I've seen worse bills than this, sometines
even in your pame. Second, Senator Geo-Karis, have you asked
E. P, Hutton about this? But more importantly, you happen to
be wrong; in fact, this does no:t touch the area of venue and
you don't have to be carried all over the State, you caun
always ask for a change of verue and it cam, in fact, and
will, in fact, be allowed. It can be moved to any county
within the S%tate, that is not affectad by this legislation
whatsoever. W®hat this says is if they do business in Illi-
nois, then it's proper to bring the case here in Illinois,
and I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1227 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposad 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 3, the Nays are 42, 3
voting Present. Senate Bill 1227 having failed %0 receive
the constitutional wmajority is declared passéd..,.l mean,

declared lost. Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you
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arise?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

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

State your point.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Sit down, Carroll, you just lost your bill. Senator
Barkhouse...S5enator Barkhausen said thateee
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate Bill 1231, Senator Jones. Bead +the bill, Hr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1231.

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

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Teah, thank you, Mr. President, I'l11 take that
sSame...that past roll call in reverse. Senate Bill 1231
amends the State Revenue Sharing Act to increase the monthly
transfer from the GRF funds to local units of government from
one-tvwelfth to one-tenth in net revenue derived from an
income tax. This bill is a modeSte..very modest...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Let's have a little order, this is an important bill.
The Senate will give Sena*or Jones the courtesy of listening.
SENATOR JONES:

+»sthis bill is a very modest attempt o increase +the
share of local taxes allocated to local units of government
thoughout the State. It...it is really not a new concept, I
fnow Senator Netsch has had this bill for several years and
when the...we originally passed the income tax, the Governor

then...the State Income Tax, the previous Governor at that
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time...they recommended that the local units of government
would receive one-eighth. So why do we want to do this? dHe
want to do this to partially offset the...the elimination of
Federal revenue sharing that is currently being debated in
Congress for FY *86 in the Federal budget and to partially
offset the various State mandates that have been imposed on
local units of government over the years and also 4o help
make local units of government receive some of the income tax
as a result of...that has been lost as a result of legis-
lation that we have passed hers in Springfield.
The...the...the fiscal impact is very, very minor as it
relates to the State budget. 1In FY 86 we’re only talking
about approximately twenty-seven million dollars. And FY '87
ve're talking abou% approximately fifty-five to sixty million
dollars. The State of Illinois is...in very, very good shape
as it relate to revenue. I can quote the Governor when he
¥as in Hew York just last month when he talk about the...the
State balance; Illinois' daily balance is over five hundred
willion dollars, one of the best available balances at all
levels in the nation. But our local units of government are
suffering, and in...in the fall of this year, they‘re going
to be really impacted very hard with loss of revenue totaling
approximately two hundred and ten wmillion dollars, a hundred
and thirty-six million dollars to...to...to cities, forty-two
million to counties and thirty-two million to township, and
this is the report from our own Intergovernmental Corporation
Commission and I solicit a...a Yea voie op 1231.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, #Hr. President. As the pro bono legal counsel
for the Senate, I want to advise all of you of your comstitu-
tional right to remain...remain silemt, and I would 1ike to

move the previous gquestion.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats has moved the previous question, and I'4d
ask him to hold that motion until...we have Senator
Netsch,.».»Collins, Etheredge and Rigney that have sought
recognition. On Senator Keats' motion, after that, all those
in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes
have it. The motion carries. Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, MHr. Presidenta. This bill is really a very
serious matter and it seems to me all of you should pay
attention and think carefully about it., I had originally
intended to oppose the proposal that we change the distribu-
tive share for local governments from one-iwelfth to whatever
night be proposed, in this case, one-tenth at the beginning
of the Session. But as the Session went oan, I came to
realize that among other thimgs the proposal that was being
made at the Federal level to cut off all general revenue
sharing which now goes only to units of local government in
any event was very likely to end up as part of whatever
budget resolution occurred at the Federal level. As of this
moment, it ceontinues to be a part of every budget resolution
that is being proposed in either House and it certainly is a
part of the administration's plan. For Illinois, that means
that local governments are going to lose two hundred and ten
million dollars fast, as soon as that becomes effective. And
they are no%t talking about a delayed or a phase-in of the
elimination of Federal gemeral revenue sharing now. That is
a hundred an thirty-six million dollars for nunicipalities,
forty-two million dollars for counties and thirty-two million
dollars for townships. That is a enormous drain to absorb in
one fell swoop and that is on top of a lot of other programs
that have gone to the cities that also...cities and counties,
local governments within the State of Illinois that are also

part of +the various budget programs of the last couple of
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years and are proposed this year. If some of you saw the
intergovernmental program that was presented to us a couple
of months ago, you will realize that the major impact of Fed-
eral budget cuts is, in fact, not on the State 1level of
government but on local governments, and our Illinois local
govermments are among those suffering badly., There’s no way
we can make uap the total less of two hundred ten million
dollars in Federal general revenue sharing that is likely to
be gone next year., But it seems to me that we can at least
try to help ease the burden on our local governmeants by
giving them something additional +to phase in to absorbing
that real wallop that they will be taking from the Federal
Government, This is fifty +to sixty million dollars on an
annualized basis but it,,.it doesn’t...it at least begins to
replace somewhat the loss of the other funds from the Federal
Government. I think it really is called for at this time and
I would urge an Aye vote,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Thank you for keeping within the time limits, Senator.
Senator Collims.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and pembsrs of the Senate.
I, too, rise very strongly in support of Senate Bill 1231. I
think Senator Netsch b;s said everything, and im the interest
of time, I*'® not going to repeat what Senator Netsch has
already said. But I do think that...that...tha®t you ought to
take a very critical look at this bill. This may be the most
important vote that we will cast down here this year, because
we can talk about building Illinois apd all of +the other
glorious things about improving our educational system but
unless we can do something to...to make sure that...that
Our...0ur major urban areas and our local units of government
are able to sustain themselves and to...to0...to build a solid

foundation for continuous economic growth and employment and
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building the infrastructure of those ar=as, then no matier
what we do down here, there is just no way that...thee...the
State of Illinois is going to...to maintain its viability as
a State in...in this country, We...we have to, there’s no
question about it, have to take seriously the...the econonic
neads of our local uni%ts of government, and for that re=ason,
I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, #¥r., President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I.,.1 mDnust rise iB...ink Opposition...*o this bill.
I think the...the sponsor has stated the case rather well.
He's...he's spoken of the declining revenues received from
this source...from the...from this...this Local Government
Distribution Fund. But I want to point out that one of the
reasons that funds have beenrn declining from that source is
because we imposed an income tax surcharge a few months back
wvhich has now expired. So in other words, there
WaS.esthe...the only reason that the...the total amount of
money in the Local...Government Distributive Fund hasSa...has
declined is because of that one-time windfall, which in the
end of that windfall...in the beginning of the decline was
foreordained. The people who are responsible for running the
units of local government should have recognized and taken
into their planning...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator, would you bring your rTemarks to a
close.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

~--the fact that there would be a decline. So I want to
point out that what we're +talking about is taking away
upwards of Fifty-five to sixty million dollars on an annual~

ized basis from the State's General Revenue Fund. Everyone
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who is looking for additional money to fund our schools and
some of the other serious problems that...that we're con-
fronting here this spring should certainly vote No on this
bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator... {Machine cutoff).
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Hr. President, the only thing I wani to say about the
bill is, I guess it must be based upon the assumption that we
won?t need the sixty million dollars in State Government., I
find that rather incradible on its face. 1 don't kmow where
all of these people were when we passed out the educational
reform package here just a few days ago, we heard estimates
somewhere, you know, depending upor whose figures you wanted
to gquote, between three hundred and six hundred wmillion
dollars. I don't think anybody in this Body is particularly
anxious to vote for any tax increases. We're kind of lead-
ing ourselves down that path. 1 hope that this...bill
receives a resounding defeat.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones may close.

SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
AS...as the speakers spoke who Were....were in favor of this
legislation indicated, this is just a modest transfer to the
local units of government, and one of the things we must con-
cern ourselves with is what's happerning on fthe Federal level.
I'm not talking about that...one tweanty million dollar wind-
fall that ve received, I'm talking about the Federal loss of
dollars which totals approximately two hundred and ten mil-
lion dollars which affects every...every unit of local
government across the State of Illinois. So if we are con-
cerned about our local cities and counties across the State,

then you will suppor* this legislation. Illinois
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iSsssiSssais in a very, very, very good financial condition
with a surplus almost exceeding six hundred millions of
dollars, and to transfer a...a @mere twenty-seven million
dollars for this fiscal year and fifty-five million dollars
ip FY %87 is a small token to...for us in the State of Illi-
nois to do for our local units of government. And I ask a
Yea vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question 1is, shall Sepate Bill 1231 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 29, the
Nays are 26, 1 voting Present. Senpate Bill 1231 having
failed to receive a constitutional majority is declared lost.
Senator Jones seeks leave of the Body to have consideration
postponed on 1231, Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
Senate Bill 1239, Senator Watson. Read the bill, Hr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1231,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
sseSenator Watson,
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, MWr. President. Senate Bill 1233 originated as
a result of a problem that a particular school district had
in my...in my legislative district. d§e wmet with Dr. Joe
Fisher of the 1Illinois Office of Education, and Dr. Fisher
has come up with, hopefully, a solution I think thatz will be
acceptable to all. In fact, Dr. Fisher has uﬁrked with all
education groups anpd has worked very hard with them to cone
ap with this particular piece of legislation of which there

is no opposition from the education groups. This provides
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for the determination of a school...a student?s school dié-
trict of residency and the party responsible for the cost of
special education services therein. The legislation also
proposes four other items., It specifies that a school dis-
trict 1is responsible for the provision of services for all
school age children three to twenty-one years residing within
its boundaries. It defines the resident of...the dis-
tricts...it defines resident district, It states that when
students are placed residentially for other educational pur-
poses, the esducational costs, in other words, the tuition for
these services would be eligible for reimbursement. This
legislation specifies that the district of.,..residence would
only be responsible for one per capita tuition rate. BRight
now the...the various school districts could be paying con-
siderably more than that. By January...pardoa me, by July
I1st of 1986, the State Board of Education w#ill have rules and
guidelines as far as implementation of this legislation. Our
apalysis mentions fiscal impact...if you'll notice, it says
forty-six million, that'!s not quite...that's...that may be a
little misleading; actually, the fiscal impact is only two
million dollars. The amendnment we placed on it was a
clarification amendment and I'd be glad to answer any gques-
tions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Any discussion? Senaior Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

I stand in support of the bill. There was a question as
to the position of ED-RED, they are in support of the bill
also.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion?...the guestion is, shall Senate Bill
1239 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Tim. Have all

voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? “TPake +the record.
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On that gquestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are 1, none
voting Present. Senate B8ill 1239 having received the
required coastitutional wmajority is declared passed. 1244,
Senator Marovitz. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading
is Senate Bill 1244, Mr, Secretary, read the bill, please.
ACTING SECBETARY: {8R. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1244,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEFATOR DEHMUZIO)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of
the...Senate. Senate Bill 1244 revised the DUI procedures by
incorporating the changes that were recommended by the Bar
Associations and Secretary of State Jim Edgar. It creates
procedures for the court to make a determination as to the
initial suspension of driver's licenses of a DUI defendant
and pending the fipal determination of guilt or ipnocence on
the DUI charge creates a summary suspension hearing, also
ailévs for judicial driver's perpits. Summary suspensions
would be for a minimum of six months if the person refused to
complete sobriety tes%s, _minimum of three months if the
person submitted to testing and...which disclosed the alcohol
concentration of .1 or more and a minimum of one year for
repeat offenders., This has been agreed to, it has been
worked on for a long time, I think it's a...it's a vast
improvement over our present D®I laws and I would solicit
everybody*s Aye vote for this agreed legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 1244 pass. Those in favor will voie Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
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recorda. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 1,
l...none voting Present. Senate Bill 1244 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
1256, Senator Schaffer. Senate bills 3rd reading is Senate
Bill 1256, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill...Senate Bill 1256.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This bill as amended would allow a deduction on the Illi-
nois Income Tax for the State sales tax paid on purchase of a
new car assembled in Illinois. I believe it could be a valu-
able incentive to keep the one major assembly plant we have
in Illinois which is in Belvidere which is on the verge
of...Chrysler is on the verge of making a very important
decision about that plant. Could be helpful in garneri;g the
Japanese plant we hope to get in the Bloomington area and
we're still ie the race for Saturn, this could be another
small chip on that table. Be happy to ansver amy questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1256 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?
Take the record. O©On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1256 having received
the required constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
1260, Senatoer Donahue. 6n the Order of Senate Bills 3rad
Reading is Semate Bill 1260, Mr. Secretary, read the bill,
please.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 1260,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Sena

the

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

te. Senate Bill 1260 does pretty much what it says in

Calendar.

It 1is increasing the bond limits from one

thousand to twenty-five hundred and on an overall bond from

ten

when they pay royalties and they take...as they search the

title and clear that title it takes six months, after six

months they have to put that wmoney in an interest-bearing

account. I

think it’s...it's a good bill and I would move

for its passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

is,

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion

|
|
|
thousand to twenty-five thousand. It also allows that
|
|
|
|
|

shall Senate Bill 1260 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.

Those opposed 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 days

are none, none
received the

passed.

voting Present, Senate Bill 1260 having

required constitutional majority is declared

Senate Bill 1262, Senator Rock. On +the Order of

Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1262. Hr. Secretary,

read the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1262.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.

v

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

SENA

Senator RocCk.

TOR ROCK:



Page 393 - May 24, 1385

Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Geantlemen of the
Senate, Senate Bill 1262 as now amended with Senator Keats!?
amendment provides that the Department of Children and Family
Services will be responsible to provide support for a
four-year demonstration...project for the treating of parsons
who are accused of and convicted of the sexual abuse of chil-
dren., This program currenily exists in the County of Cook
and has the full support and endorsement of the Statels
Attorney and the Chief Judge of the Circuit Court of <Cook
County. There are guidelines established for who may par-
ticipate, and it's..,it?s ap attempt to afford some treatment
which consists of medication, psychotherapy and behavior
modification counseling in an attempt to reduce the rate of
recidivism. It is a project most worthy of our wholehearted
support and I would urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIG)

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall Senate
Bill 1262 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take +the record.
Oon that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 1262 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1263.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1263,
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1263.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank...thank you, Hr. President. This is the accompany-

ing appropriation of half a million dollars, five hundred
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thousand dollars to the Department of Children and Family
Services for the purpose of this treatment program. This has
the full support and endorsement of the Governor and I would
urge your full support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question 1is, shall Senate
Bill 1263 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish2? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1263 having received
the required constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1267. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading
is Senate Bill 1267, HMr. Secretary, read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1267,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. The
next few bills that follow under my sponsorship are that part
of the Governor's Reform Education Program which was reported
out of the Education Committee. Those bills were reported
out with po dissenting votes and, as far as I know, in that
committee, they had no opposition. The first one, Senate
Bill 1267, authorizes the State Board of Education to estab-
lish and strengthen a regional network of educational service
centers to coordinate and combine existing services such as
reading, mathematics, science, career guidance, early child
education, substance abuse, alternative education, regional
special education. I'd be glad to answer any gquestions and I

would urge a favorable roll call.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? de have a little minor
difficulty here, we?ll be...ready nmomentarily. The gquestion
is,e..shall Senate Bill 1267 pass, Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56,
the Nays are none, none voting Presenta Senate Bill 1267
having received the required conrstitutional majority is
declared passed. 1272. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Beading is Senate Bill 1272, Hr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECEBETARY:

Senate Bill 1272.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNUZIO)
Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senate. Senate
Bill 1272 deals with three or four different subjects. First
of all, it provides for the State Board to enter 4into con-
tracts with public and private agencies to establish model
pilot programs for preschool education, early childhood
learning. It also provides planning grants for plams for
alternative schools for students with serious discipline
problens. It authorizes the State Board to place vocational
ed. teachers in private sector jobs for continuing education
apd it also directs the State Board to fund a reading
improvement program within each 1local school district. I
would arge its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall Senate

Bill 1272 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those

opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
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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 51, the Nays are 5, ! voting Present. Senate
Bill 1272 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. 1273, Senator Philip. Senator Rock
seeks leave of the Body to handle Senate Bill 1273. Leave is
granted. Senate Bill 1273, Ar. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1273.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. At the request of the Govermor, Senator Philip and I
have assumed the sponsorship of the two proposed tax vehicle
bills, one is 1273 which we are currently addressing and the
other we’ll address in a few moments, that's Senate Bill
1415. The bills as now amended by viriue of committee amend-
ment do absolutely nothing, absolutely nothing, and I think
we can all safely vote for absolutely nothing for a change.
What we?d like to do is obviously move the bills to the House
at which time when the education folks get our act together
we'll be in a better position, the Governor and the legis-
lative leaders, to determine what additional revenue will be
needed, if any, and at that point, we?ll pake a determipation
and we'll be back at you. But in the weantine, we...¥e
should keep the vehicle alive and I would urgs an Aye vote
for a bill that does nothing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I might just mention that
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Senate Bill 1273 was reporzed out of the Revenue Committee by
the staggering vote of 1 to nothing, which I think gives some
indication of the concern about it. The...the problem I have
with this is that vhat we are being asked to do is to bay a,
with all due respect to Senator Carroll, a chicken in the
poke. NOewofiOueu¥uaoaWe know wherenf We speak. e
will...we...not only the Revenue Committee but we the members
of the Senate will never have an opportunity to have a hear-
ing on whatever tax goes into this bill before the end of the
Session. I, for ohe, would have beenm perfectly willing to
vote for the cigarette tax increases I...I think they recog-
nize that it is a long shot because unless Congress just com-
pletely goofs up, they clearly are going to recapture thaz
eight ceats and it will not them be available to us to spend
at the State level unless we want to increase our cigarette
tax a year by eight cents and that was not the way the bill
was written in any event. So that it was a long shot omn
1273, but at least it was a specific source of revenue that,
for the momeat had some life. The problem nowv is that this
is a vehicle bill and w2 will never have an opportunity to be
heard on it again before the end of the Session. It will be,
with all due respect, the four leaders and the Governor who
will sit down in a back room somewhere and decide what taxes,
if any, we are going to impose. I just don't think that's
the wvay the legislative process ought to work and that's why
many of us on the Revenue Committee voted Present on the
bill..,when it was before us.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Further discussion on this nothing bill?
Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEBEDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of :the
Senate., I would...I would just point out that as...that the

chairman of the Revenue Committee can call a subject matter
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hearing at any time and receive testimoay on this subject. I
would also respectfully point out that if this...bill is, in
fact, ever amended over in the House, it's going to come back
over here for each one of us to say whatever we care to say
about it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall Sepate Bill 1273 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 40, the Nays are 6,
10 voting Present. Senate Bill 1273 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1275
and 76 are holds. 1278, Senator Kustra. Senator Kustra. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1278,
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1278.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1278 is a recomnmendation of the School Problenms
Commission in order to provide fimancial incentives for the
formation of new unit school districts. The bill provides
that the petition for formation of a unit school district can
include either the highest combined tax rate for amy high
school district and any elementary school district or the tax
rate for amy unit school district included in the territory
for the Education Fund, operation...Operatioms, Building and
Maintenance Fund, the Transportation Fund and the Fire Pre-

vention and Safety Fumd. I might point out for the benefit
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of the nmembers that the rates provided in the petition are
subject to voter approval at the time the petition is acted
upon., I would ask for its favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1278
pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. {
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 1278 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1279,
Senator Kustra. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1279, Hr. Secratary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1279,

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

PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Kustra.

" SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, #r. President, nembers of the Senate. This
bill amends the State Library Act to create the Literacy
Advisory Board to review all proposals for funding literacy
programs in Illinois. I ask for its favorable adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZ2IO)

Any discussion? If not, the question 1is, shall Senate
Bill 1279 pass. Those in favor signify- by saying Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Aayes have it...the question is, shall
Senate Bill 1273 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Bays
are none, none voting Preseat. Senate Bill 1273 having

received the regquired constitutional majority is declared
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passed. 1281. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1281, ¥r. Secretary, read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1281,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank 7you, Mr. President, members of the Senate. Senace
Bill 12381 authorizes regional school...superintendents to
establish alcohol and substance abuse prevention prograss,
and it*s been a real pleasure doing business with you today.
I ask for your favorable comsideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 1281 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are...57, the Hays are
none, none voting Present., Senate Bill 1281 having teceived
the reguired constitutional majority is declared passed.
1286, Senator Barkhausen. Senator Barkhausen. Op the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill...Senator
Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, this bill strengthens the law
against child pornographyVa.s
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Haitse.Waitesowaitesevaitesawaitsa.vait. You want it
called, Senator Barkhausen? You wish to have this...bill
called? Do you wish to have the bill called? 311 right.
That's what we're asking. All right. Yeah,...you raised

your hand, I thought you didn't want it out. On the Order of
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3rd Reading is Senate Bill 12886, Wz, Secretary, read the
bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1286.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Thank you, Mr, President and members. Senate Bill 1286
strengthens our laws against child pornogcaphy. It raises
the age of children given protection under this law up to the
age of eighteen. It provides that possession of child por-
nography parallel to the provisions in the Federal lawv shall
be made a crime, It has a clarifyiang amendment which
we...adopted at the suggestion of some members on the other
side of the aisle to make it clear that anyone in order to be
charged under this Act will have to...to know or have reason
to know that the person who is the subject of child pornog-
raphy is under the age of eighteen. I know of no opposition
to the bill and encouraye passage.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 1286 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting 1is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Sepate Bill 1286 having received
the required coastitutional majority is declared passed.
1292, Senator Schuneman. On the Order of...Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 1292. H#r. Secretary, read the bill,
please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1292,
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Thank you, Hr. President, members of the Senate...S5enate
Bill 1292 is a bill requested by the Department of Insurance.
Basically all it does is increase the minimum capital and
surplus requirements of insurance companies in this State. I
think this bill would have been on the Agreed Bill List
except there was a problem with three or four small coapa-
nies. That problem has now been resolved in that we're
phasing in these increases over a period of time. I know of
no opposition to the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? If no%, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 1292 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those oppgsed
vote HNay. 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 Ayas are 58, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1232 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
1308, Senator Lechowicz. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 1308, #r. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1308.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHO¥ICZ:

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

Body. This bill as amended represents an agreed legislative

compromise between cable television and public utilities,
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railroads and pipelines on whose property cable companies
seek to install, repair and remove both aboveground and
underground cable facilities. The amendment allows cable
companies entry apon public utility, railroad and pipeline
property except where the property owner believes public
safety is threatened by entry aand installation of cable
facilities, the safety of its employees is threatemed or
where the continued delivery of vital transportatiom, utility
or pipeline services is threatened. If a cable company dis-
agrees with the property owners assertion of a safety hazard,
it may seek to have a court determine otherwise, The bill is
supported by the railroads, the public wutilities, pipeline
companies as well as the Illinois cable TV industry. It's a
compromise measure and I would hope it merits your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senmate Bill 1308 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 55,
the Nays are none, | voting Present. Senate Bill 1308 having
received the required éonstitutional ma jority is declared
passed. 1311, Senator Bloom. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1311, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1311.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOON:

Thank you, Mr. President, fellow Senators. Bear with ae

a second, I have to read something into the rscord, a state-
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ment of intent. MThe intent of +his bill is %o bring a
greater degree of price competition into play in obtaining
health care services., It is to enable insurers to obtain the
required services for its jansurers at a lower cost than is
the care under present procedures. The insurer will have +he
right to negotiate and enter into agreements with a partic-

ular provider or providers. The Department of Insurance is

of the opinion that the provisions we have incorporated imto

Senate Bill 1311 are necessary if PPO's are %o be antilized by
insurers in Illinois. However the statutory language has
raised some concerns that the Statute will be used to dis-
criminate against particular providers or particular classes
of providers, that it will operatz %o shut them out for
reasons other than the cost of their services. Our State law
noy includes insurance eqnalit§ provisions that protect
against* such discrimination. No such discrimination is
intended or expected by 1311, The insurer is to consider
proposals for contract or agreement from all providers and
all classes of providers. They are to be afforded reasonable
opportunity to submit their bids before any agreement is made
or renewed. This is appropriafe to free competition in the
mnarketplace and also protects against discrimination,
Another concern has been expregsed that these PPO's will be
exclusive provider orgamnizations, EPO's, meaning that the
insurer will require the imsured to receive care and treat-
mept only from the selected provider with whom it has an
agreement, otherwise, no payment would be made for their
care.,  For the record, it should be understood that Senate
Bill 1311 does not authorizs formation of EPO's, the insured
is to have freedom of choice of the provider from which he or
she receives care subject only to the incentives that nmay be
offered to the insured to accept care from *he PPO provider.
These incentives are to he appropriate and reasonable and may

relate to such factors as deductibles and percentage amounts
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to be paid by the insured." Thank you for bsaring with me.
Answer any questions, otherwise, seek a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFPPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall Senate
Bill 1311 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1311 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed. The
Chair would like to recognize on the Ploor the distinguished
Congressman from the 20th Congressional District, Congressman
Richard Durbin. delcome back. Senate Bill 1311...Senate
Bill 1317, Senator Harovitz. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1317, #r, Secretary, read the
bill, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1317,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)
Senator Marovitz,
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, M. President and mnmembers of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1311 is a bill that was worked out with
the State Board of Education dealing with hard-core dropouts
throaghout the State of Illinocis. The bill allous local
boards of education and community college districts to estab-
lish prograns directed at providing acadenic and

employability skills for individuals between sixteen and

twenty-three years of age who no longer are enrslled in...in

school. Funding for these programs...is set forth by the
Legislature in House Bill 1070, which is coming over, cur-~

rently contains an appropriation of nine million of which 4.5
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million will be directed toward the drop-out population.
Furthermore, the bill provides that these programs be out-
lined within the adult education plans currently reguired by
law so as to ensure that these programs will be coordinated
with all other adult education programs within each region of
the State, It has been worked out with the State Board of
Education. I would solicit your Aye vote for this drop-out
legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 1317 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none. Senate
Bill 1317 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. 1321, Senator Marovitz. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd...3rd Reading is Semate Bill 1321,
Nr. Secretary, read the bill.,

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1321.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very auch, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1321 creates a demonstration project for
a hundred an fifty schools in Chicago and...and an option for
fifty dovnséate schools. There is no fundiag in the legis-
lation whatsoever. The effective date is January 1st of '86.
And it's a...it?s a project to try and bring education down
to the 1local area where we involve...local school councils
and parents amd teachers together to improve schools in their

local districts. Itfs a pilot project, there is no funding,
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and I would solicit your Aye voie.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If aot, the gquestion is, shall Senate
Bill 1321 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. A1l 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, Senate Bill 1321 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, bottom of page 15, Senate
Bill 1338. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1338,
{Secretary reads %*itle of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERCHE JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Under +the current Act, the
1940...the 1384 amendment allows six percent interest to be
paid on funds held in the Protest Fund is applicable only to
successful protested cases. This means that a taxpayer
that...protested, filed suit and won receives their protested
funds at a rate of...six percent intereste. Now this
bill... 1338, allows interest to be paid to the local taxing
units when the protest cases are not successful. Taxpayers
are alliowed six perceat on protested money, 1338 allows six
percent interest to be paid om...to the taxing bodies, and
this is done at the recommendation of the Attorney General's
Office and the Comptroller's Office., I'd ask for a faverable
vote Oor answsr any questionsa
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If w@noi, the

question 1is, shall Senate Bill 1338 pass. Thoese in favor
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will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. All voted wvho wish? All voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. 6n that gquestion, there
are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1338
having received the required constitutiomal majority is
declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1333. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1339,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREHIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr., President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1339 would provide that by 1989 the class size
for kindergarten and first grade would be reduced 1o {fif-
teen...a maximum of fifteen in the State. There is no sound
educational basis that I know of for assigning the same
namber of students to a _first grade classroom as..s.that
number or that...or those that are assigned to a sixth or an
eighth grade class. If we are going to have true educational
reform in this State in this year, I am suggesting to the
Body that this is the place to start. In fact, if we only
had those dollars sufficient to do a program such as that, I
would say that this is the place to put those dollars. Obvi-
ously, I understand that this is...the costs of this are such
that this, if it were to go out of here, would certainly not
pass out of +the House, it would come back to us in a far
different form. I view this as a statement to those who are
putting together this package, this educationmal reform pack-
age, as a statement of something that is important to this
Body, and on that basis, I ask for yaur support.

PRESIDENT:
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Any discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATCOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. Senator Joyce’s suggestion is a good ome if,
indeed, the large amounts of money were available that it
would cost to fund this program, but the cost on this State-
wide is absolutely astronomical. I would suggest perhaps
that <the Body take a look at legislation that will be coming
across from the House that will address aides im the class-
room of especially these...these younger...younger students.

Indeed, many of our...our first, second and third grade clas-

ses are...are overpopulated and it*s a tremendous burden upon
the teacher. But to suggest that...to suggest that we place
a lipmit of fifteen on these classes Statewide...and for %hose
of you who don't know the figures, they run up intO...into
the area of two hundred and fifty to three hupdred million
dollars, and to the Chicago School District this would ran
about...the...the cost there would be roughly a third of that
figure, so I think we ought to take another 1cok at this,
applaud Senator Joyce for his concern; indeed, it's something
we need to address in the reform package, but %this bill
should not pass.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senmator
Joyce may close.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, you know, again, I understand that...what the costs
are and...and I have stated what ny purpose is with this
legislation. There is an amendment that is on this bill that
you know would require fifty-ome percent, the Schaifer Amend-
ment, the costs are very, very high. All I'm saying to the
Body is if this passes out of here, those who are putting
together the educational reform package will 1look at this,

perhaps give it some attention when they put their progran
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together and it is on that basis that I ask for your support.
PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Sepate Bill 1339 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all votad who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted w&ho wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 28 Ayes, 27
Nays, 2 voting Present., Senate Bill 1333 having failed to
receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. Top of page 16, on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Beading, Senate Bill 1346, Read the bill, Hr. Sécretary. I
beg your pardor, hold. Sponsor wishes that held. 1350, on
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1350.
Read the bill, HMr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1350.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1350 had, in fact, been on the Agreed
Bill List, taken off in order to have an amendment placed on
it to take out any intention to have a State insured program.
This is merely, though extemsive, a rewrite of the Savings
and Loan Act that comes out of the Savings and Loan
Comnissioner*s Office including the Savings and Loan League
and all the other regulators. It nmerely was to codify,
revwrite and to put into it that which the Faderals are now
allowed. I know of no opposition to it and would answer
questions, ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDEKNT:

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall Senate
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Bill 1350 pass, Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
¥ill vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, there are 57 Ayes, no Nays, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 1350 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. On the
Order of Semnate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1352. Read
the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1352.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Da¥son.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, Senate
Bill 1352 adds 1licensed child-care centers to the list of
entities whose vehicles used for transporting children are
regulated as school buses. Provides for the use of school
buses* safety equipment whenmever transparting such persons,
and the amendment allows day-care facilities to the list of
entities, they may utilize school buses. Ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

A lot of the day-care facilities in my part of the State
are using vans. How does this 4impact on them and
their...their, you know, their...their drivers are occasion~-
ally mothers of kids? How does this work out?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

The amendment deletes...a first division vehicle that may
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be used as a school bus by a day-care facility and provides
for a second division vehicle which are under a classifi-
cation of school Dbuses. There's a given number on that,
Senator Schaffer,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I'm not sure I know, does...do2s one of the vans
that you commonly see driving around painted up with, you
know, the Hillside Day-care Center on it qualify? Are wWe
requiring these people to have a special kind of driver's 1li-
cense or what are we doing to the day-care...operations?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

It establishes regquirements for,..the centers that the
driver is to be twenty-one years of age or older, has a valid
and properly classified driver's license issued by the Secre-
tary of State, and he has to have held a valid driver's 1i-
cense for three years prior to date of application, and
2Sesealso has to demonstrate the ability to exercise respon-
sible care and the safe operation of child care...center
busing in accordance with the Secretary of State, and has
also has not been convicted of a...reckless driving sithin
the three years of a date of application.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I'm informed by staff that +this would reguire
day...care van drivers to go through the same type of train-
ing and...and permitting and whatever that school bus drivers
go through. You know, I guess that’s a good idea, I just
know that some of these day-care operations are very mar-

ginal, they're connected with churches, they have volunteer ‘
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drivers. I am a little apprehensive about doing this partic-
ularly since most of the day-care facilities, at least in ny
area, get almost no government support. You know, 7yeah, I
guess everybody ought +to have bulletproof vests and...and
everything else but...you know, it seems to me that we're out
addressing a problem that at lsast I have not personally been
convinced we need to do. I think we're once again headed
dow¥n the wrong road and driving up costs and we'll hear about
it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you...thank you, #r. President and members of the
Senate. I rise in favor of this bill. Two things; Ie..I
think first of all the children that will fall under this
category and the type of transportation provided under this
legislation deserves to be protected as any other children
that rides our school buses. The sponsor was kind enough to
accept an amendment waich we felt that maybe would put sone
hardships on those people maybe with one or two childrem in
their homes, aad with +that amendment in there, I think it
sakes it a good bill and those people that...naybe a mother
that just bas one or iwo other children in their home is
really eliminated by the way the amendment was drafted. I
think it's a good bill, it?'s going to protect our children
that's being cared for in these homes, and I'd ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? any further discussion? Senator
Dawson, you wish to close?

SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, all
I can say is, everybody says after it's happened we should

have done something, and I think this is the time that we
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should do something to protect these kids that are on these
buses because of...as was stated, these are different church
groups and everybody else driving kids around and someday
whem it wmight be your own kid and somebody gets hart or
killed and one day you're going to say, I should have did
something, and I ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Semate Bill 1352 pass. Those in
favor will wote Aye. Those opposed will vote ¥Nay. The
voting is open. 411 voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who vwish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 37 Ayes, 14 VNays, 4 voting Present.
Senate Bille...1352 having received the required constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Readimg, Senate Bill 1358, Read the bill, Wr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1358,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, MNr. Presidemt. Senate Bill 1358 is the Pro-
prietary Student Assistance Program. #e discussed this bill
on 2nd reading, the amendment is the bill and it simply pro-
vides that the Scholarship Fund shall set aside ten percent
of its allocation for scholarships for proprietary schools,
and the amount of the award shall not exceed eighteen hundred
dollars. I'm not even sure there's going to be an appropria-
tion for this this year, it comes out of a separate appropri-
ation and I don't think there?s...I think all the opposition
has been taken care of, and I ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Any discussion? Senator Dunah.
SENATOR DUNN:

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

Sponsor indicates he?ll yield, Senator Dunn.

SENATOR DUNN:

sesSenator D'Arco, how many schools would this apply to,
proprietary schoeols, do you know for sure?
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.

SENATGR D'ARCO:

I do have a...a 1list here. I don't know, let?s
see...about forty schools or so, I think.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dunn.

SENATOR DUNN:

And...and I think we have an understanding that you'il
0ot use money that...that goes into the regular Monetary
Award Program from the public and private universities. 1Is
that right?

PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Yes, that's our understanding.
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Delngelis,

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well,...thank you, Mr. President. It may not be from the
monetary award but it's coming from the same pot that the
monetary award is coming from. And if I read this correctly
the appropriation is an amount equal or nrot to exceed ten
percent of the amount in the HMonetary Award Fuand. And if you

don't think that this is going to be counted against that
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award, then I think we're a little mistaken.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman,
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Hell, as I understand the
sponsor, what he's suggesting is that we pass this bill and
that there probably won't be an appropriation this year and
so it really won't amount to anything., But it seems to me if
ve put this bill on the books saying that wee...welre...welre
going to appropriate and are required to appropriate ten per-
cent of whatever we put into the Scholarship Fund, that
that's certainly going to create great pressure on this Body
to fund this next year and thereafter. I think the proper
way to do it is wait until we've got the money and then
decide whether or not we want to spend it this way.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discuassion? Senator
D*Arco may close.

SENATOR D®AECO:

Thank you., Mr. President, Senator Deldngelis seemed %o
indicate that the momey would come out of the HMonetary Fund,
and that would be true but there must be a separate appropri-
ation in order for the fund to pay out the money. So without
the appropriation, the money can't come out of +the fund.
This amendment is the independent universities! amendament.
The independent colleages and universities put this amendment
on the bill. They're satisfied with <the 1language, +hey're
not threatemed by this bill, they don't think it's going to
hurt their fund. We've discussed this in committee and the
agreement was that we don't want to take away any monies that
are allocated to the independent colleages and universities.
I don't know, you know, what else to tell you about it. Itt's
a good bill.

PRESIDENT:
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The question is, shall Senate Bill 1358 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 gques-
tion, there are 38 Ayes, 17 Fays, 1 voting Present. Senate
Bill 1358 having received the required comstitutional major-
ity is declared passed. 1360, Senator D'Arcoe. On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Beading, Senate Bill 1360. Read the
bill, Hr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1360.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

This also is a nothing bill and I ask that swe pass this
bill in its present fora,
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1360 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open., All
voted who wish? All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 32 Ayes,
15 Nays, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1360 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senator Sommer, Senats
Bill 1366. Read the bill, #r. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(KR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1366.

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

Senator Sommer.
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SENATOR SOHMER:

Br. President and nmesbers, +*he...the intent of +these
bills that come from the Department of Ceniral Management:
Services is to create a situation in which if we lease a
property, we can ultimately end up with the title of that
property if we so desire and wmake the coatract that way.
It*s an option we do not have. ™TPoday we either have to lease
and not get the property or have to up-front the money either
By cash or by selling bonds and getting cash. Simply pro-
vides another option. Whatever concerns I had were...were, I
think, put to rest by the amendment that has beem placed on
it which would require...that each year the General Assembly
be presented with a separate 1line item identifying these
properties, and then all parties to the contract would under-
stand that this money would not necessarily have to be appro-
priated if there vere any question about the propriety of

these contracts.

END OF REEL
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REEL &4

PBESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there aay discussion? Senator Chew,

on this subject? I'1l get to you., The question is, shall

Senate Bill 1366 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those

opposed will vote WNay. The voting is open. all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish?

Take the record. Oa that guestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays

are mpone, none voting Present. Senate Bill

received the required coastitutional ma jority

1366 having

daclared

passed. On the Order of Semate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate

Bill 1367. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1367.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Mr. President and mesbers, this does the same

thing but

it's necessary *+o amend other Acts amd this simply amends

sone other Acts different from the first one.
PRESIDENT:

The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1367 passa.

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 Tecorda

On that

question, there are 57 Ayes, no Bays, none voting Present.

Senate Bill 1367 having received the required constitutional

majority is declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills

3rd Reading, Senat2 Bill 1368. Read the bill, Mr.

Secretary.
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ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1368,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Sommer,
SENATOR SOMMER:

Mr. President and menbers, this is the bill that we do
annually that reappropriates the projects; that is, all of
the old capital construction projects that are not yet com-
pleted are always carried over into the nexi year, and these
are old projects approved by previous Legislatures that are
still underway.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If pot, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1368 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? 1Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Take the record. Op that question, there are 55
Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1368 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed.  Senator Chew, for what purpose do you seek recogni-
tion2
SENATOR CHEW:

Point of personal privilege, Hr. President, I...
PRESIDENT:

State your point, sir.

SENATOR CHEW:

se.Tegret that I must ask for a minute or two on this
sabject. An erromneous press conference has...found itself
somewhere here in the Senate and it has gotien into Chicago
under the name of Judy Erwin who works here on your staff.
It is related to Senate Bill 525 which, President Bock, you

are the sponsor, which passed on yesterday. I want to dis-
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claim.any activity or knowledge of this press release, I
think it's damaging not only to the Senate and the black mem-
bers of the Senate but to you as its spomsor. 525 was
related to the banking 1legislation in which we passed
yesterday and happily I voted for it. It is alleged that the
black 1legislators here thought it was a bad bill and it went
on to denounce the legislation as a ruination to banking in
Illinois, We have not been able to discover who sent this
news release, no one has taken the credit for it. I have
talked to some Senators here and they are just as shocked as
I was to find that this release has found its way into the
Chicago Daily Defender, and on today*s issue, May 25, the
Daily Defender carried her article on it, Rock’s 3ide a Sales
Disloyalty Charges, which is true, I would just like to say,
Mr. President, that anyone that would stoop this low to +ry
and disrupt an orderly process of going and just telling out-
right goddamn 1lie about what the legislation is and what it
does for black community, in my opinion, is not gqualified to
serve in this Body. All of the years here, 1 have tried to
work with people for their own personal 1legislation and
communities and et cetera and et cetera, there?s not one of
you in this building that I haven't cooperated with; and for
whoever sent this press release out, I think you're so low
until you would have to reach up to touch bottom, and that?s
no w#ay to form a cooperative effort here and to get legis-
lation passed for the benefit of the State of Illinois that
someone would deliberately say that black legislators are
upset over 525. 1I'd like the record to absolutely indicate
that I disassociate myself from this kind of print, the word-
ing, the way it has been circulated; and to show how low the
person is, they used someone else's name instead of their
own, and press releases are supposed to have the sender's
name, but knowing that it's wrong and erroneous, this release

does not contain a name of the sender. And Judy Erwin is not
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a part of this and she's been in contact with that newspaper,
and I wanted the members of this Senate to know that I did
not have anythiag to do with it and I denounce it, and I
would...say that whoever did is not the kind of person that
I'd even want to be associated with. I want that for the
record, Mr. President,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank yoa, Mr. President, members of the Senate. I,
tao, rise in dismay as to the press release being dated May
21, 1985, which is Tuesday, to be sent out with no name other
than Judy Erwin on there, stating that the black legislators
on...in the Senate, more or less I should say, are concernad
about the interstate banking legislation. I haven®t talked
to you, Hr. President, about that legislation whemn it canme
up. I bhaven't talked to any banker concerning that legis-
lation be it black or white, no banker has contacted ne
as...as relate to the vote on that legislation. But for
someone to take General Assembly stationery and send it to a
newspaper, and I want to commend that reporier, ms..auanita
Bratcher, because she had the decency to pick up the tele-
phone and call Judy Erwim about this press release. Anyone
would stoop so low to tell constituencies to contact their
legislators because we are concerned about the vote. I
bhappen to have voted Yes omn that legislation, not at the
persuasion of the President %cause he never asked me, not at
the persuasion of any banker, black or white, they didn't
talk to me on this legislation. Bu* for somebody to do that,
to stoop that damn low, and use the General Assembly station-
ery which ve all have access to and send out a press release
don*t even deserve to be in this Body. S0, to you, Hr.
President, to you, Judy Erwin, I know you didn*t have any

part of it and to impugn the integrity of legislators who
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happen to vote Yes because they felt they wanted to vote in
that matter, but this went out prior to the debate om the
bill. And it is asinine, stupid to do...use our Gemeral
Assembly stationery to even infer such, and...I wish the
individual had the dintegrity or courage to stand on this
Floor and apologize to each nember for being so wrong and
doing this to his fellow Senators.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Back to the bottom.,,middle of page 16, Sena~
tor Coffey on 13639. Senator Coffey...no. Senator Netsch on
1371, On the Order of Senate...you wish the bill called?
Do you wish the bill called? On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Sepate Bill 1371, Read the bill, HMr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1371.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Netsch,
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. The...what I was trying to explain, BHr.
President, is I want the bill read a third time and left on
the Caleandar for the moment, It is a bill +that deals with
the...the teenage pregnancy problem and it was an attempt to
find a way to provide health services. It grew out of the
dropout task force report but there was no legislation spe-

cifically on that. We have not been able to get the Depart-

.ment of Pablic Health gquite to come up with the right way to

structure this, but I...they claim that they will continue to
work on it and we might be able to address it at a later
time, I realize not under the deadline of this bill right
noW, but I do want to leave the bill out on the Calendar, so
that it will be available perhaps in the Fall or later if we

work something out.
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PRESIDENT:

Take it out of the record, Hr. Secretary. On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1378. Read the
bill, Hr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1378,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill...1378 is a bill designed to put the Chicago
Board on...on parity with the other school districts across
the State. What the bill does is give the Chicago Board the
same power and authority that the other districts have across
the State and that is to...it is peraissive legislation
authorizing them...giving them the power to levy a trans-
portation tax up to twelve cent without teferendun,.
The...the reason why I put this legislation in is because the
reimbursement monies that come from transportation to the
Chicago Board does not match' the...the necessary dollar
amount that is nesded for transportation, so, as a result,
each year...each fiscal year, the Chicago Board bhas to dip
into its educational fund...has to dip into its educational
fund in order to provide transportation for the many nandated
programs that it is compelled to do. So this...this legis-
lation is permissive, they will have the power as the rest of
the districts across the State to levy the necessary trans-
portation tax up to twelve cents,.,.twelve percent without
referendum, and I'll ansver any questions anyone has on the
bill.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Berman.
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SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would merely point out that
this is a real estate tax increase authorization. I think
we're really too early in the Session to pass this kind of a
bill out of this Body. We have been responsive, I think,
very generously to the Chicago Board as to their needs in
past Sessions...particularly the past two and three years,
and I just think that if...time comes that the rest of the
funding package doesn't adequately address their needs,
that's the time to look at real estate tax increases but I
think it's too early. I'm going to vote Present at this tinme
on this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, anm
I correct to...that I just heard Senator Berman say that this
will increase my property taxes?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERHAN:

If the Chicago Board passes the authorization im this
bill, yes.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Well, would this apply to an elected school board or just
an appointed one?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

It applies to any board. The...the...the...S5enator, for
your information, the Chicago School Board is the

only...school district, District No. 233, is the only dis-
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trict that does not have this type of language. It puté it
on parity qith other school districts.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDICZ:

Well, if we're +talking about parity, let's have an
elected school board.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any <further discussion? If not,
Senator Jones may close,
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
In response to our esteened chairman,..of Edu-
cation...Committee, Senator Berman, let me say this to each
and every one of you. I've sat here today, yesterday and the
day before and I have voted on many mandated programs for the
school districts throughout the State of Illinois. The City
of Chicago school system does not even levy a tax for special
education. It does not levy a tax for transportation. You
wonder why that system...that system constantly runs short
every year. It has nothing to do with the revenue that comes
from the State, because Chicago's tax for schools is one of
the lowest of any taxing district ia the State of Illinois.
#e must stop...¥we pust stop the practice of cheating; and I
said cheating, the public school children in the City of
Chicago. All this bill do=s is give them what other school
districts have. I voted for the...the...the reform package
of legislation, there is a lot of mandated programs in therea.
Where in the heck is the money coming from? 1 said time and
time again, you pass these bills, we come down to Springfield
and when the...of the State, but we must do something at the
local level. This will give that school district the author-
ity that other dis%*ricts have. Every district can levy this

tax, you can levy a special education tax, you can levy a
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transportation tax. We need to do the same thing in the City
of Chicago and I ask for a favorable vote on this bill.
PRESIDENT:

The question is,...I beg your pardon. Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

On a point of personal privilege.

PRESIDENT:

esesall right.
SENATOR BERMAN:

1 think itis important to clarify the record.
On...contrary to the statement of the previous speaker,
Chicago's tax rate is not one of the lowest, it is about...a
little bit above the median for the State. Thank you, MNr.
President.

PRESIDENT:

The question 1is, shall Sesnate Bill 1378 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote VNay. 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. Omr that gquestion, there are 12 Ayes, 35
Nays, 8 voting Preseat., Senate Bill 1378 having failed to
receive a required constitutional majority is declared 1lost.
Senator Smith on 1382, On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading, Senate Bill 1382, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1382,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Sepator Saith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the...Ladies and

Gentlemen of the Senate. After having two amendments on this

bill, I think it's in order for a passage today. It...Senate
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Bill 1382 states that except as otherwise in the Abused and
Neglected Child Reporting Act or other applicable State or
Federal 1law to permit school officials to withhold informa-
tion on the whereabouts of any child removed from school
premises when +the child has been taken into protective cus-
tody as a victim of a suspected child abuse. School offi-
cials shall direct parents to the agency which is responsible
for the care of the child in this particular situation, and
we have the approval of the Department of Children and Family
Services. I move for an adoption of +this piece of 1legis-
lation if there are no questions.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is thers any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1382 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? CTake :he record. On that qusstion,
there are 54 Ayses, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1382 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1387, BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1387.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDﬁN‘I‘:
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Hr. President, meabers of the Senate, the bill now
as amended does exactly wﬁat it says on the synopsis and it
has...with the amendment the Board of Higher Ed. has removed
its concern and objection, and I would solicit your support.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Etheredge.
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SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is one of those bills I'm tryinge...still tryiag
to discover exactly why it?'s needed. It appears...well, we
know under the wexisting Statutes that the Board of Higher
Education...the State Board of Education already have
the...the power to...to approve these, and reviewing this
proposal with the Board of...Higher Education, they, too, dq
not see the need for this,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, obviously, the proprietary schools feel that this
amendment to our laws would provide them with a...probably a
better ego trip. They think it was necessary, the Board
ofe..sHigher Board of Education is not opposing the bill, coa-
cern that Senator Etheredge had earlier wiih the word "desig-
nated" in the language, we researched that to find out why
that word was used and it appears that this language appears
in our Statutes uow describing these schools, and they use it
to be consistent with the present law. I see no objec~
tion...we have received no objections from any...anybody,
really, for this piece of legislation and I solicit your sup-
port.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Deldngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Hr. President. I don't see oo much objec-
tion. There is an objection from the Federation of Independ-
ent Colleges and Universities, but since this really doesa't
do much, who really wants this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICRAS:
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Senator DeAngelis, I think you are in error. The only
objection that Ve heard voiced was with 1338 from
the...Independent Federation, not...and not on 1387. They
vere 1im comamittee and voiced no objection and I have,..have
not heard from them of any objection.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

dell, just for the record, I have been advised that they
did testify in committee against this, Senator Savickas. Did
somebody else present your bill in committee?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator,...they did not testify...they put in a...they
may have put in a letter that I don't know of but our staff
indicates that they did not testify.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I*ll...I'1l clear it up, they did not testify bu:

they did file a slip in opposition to it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Savickas may close.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, I*m glad Senator DeAngelis finally got his facts
straightened out and now I...I would assume that...that he
has been enlightened that his major objections may have dis-
appeared. I would solicit your...favorite...favorable sup-
port.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIOQ)

All right. The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1387 pass.

Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting

is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
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Have all voted who wish? Senator Savickas, you want toO...all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? {Machine cut-
off).,.the record. On that question, the Ayes are 27, the
Nays are 21, S5 voting Present...Senate Bill 1387 hav-
ing...failed to receive the required constitutional majority
is declared 1lost. 1383, Senator Sangmeister. On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1389, Hr. Secre-
tary, read the bill, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1389,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

HEEK-TV, Channel 25,42 NeHS 25, Kelly Morgan, has
requested leave of the Body to shoot. Is leave granted?
Leave is granéed. On the Order of Senate Bill 1387, Senator
Sangmeister.

SENATORE SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Hold on, Senator Sangmeister...Senator...we're on 1383.
411 right...the board is corrected. Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

This is a bill that received some discussion yesterday,
as you recall, when it went +through the process of 2nd
reading. The bill very simply does what it states specifi-
cally in the bill and...it's to form...allow the Attorney
General to form a Statewide grand jury with authority to
investigate, indict and prosecuts psrsons in enterprises that
generate, use, store, tramnsport and dispose of hazardous
vaste in violation of the Illinois Eanvironmental Protection
laws, and that's exactly what it is limited to and that is
the only authority that we would be giving the Atiorney Gen-

eral. Criminal damage to the environment, as you all are
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well aware of, 1is a Statewide problsm. The environment in
which we live does not begin and it is not end at county
lines, and thas, pollution of that environment is a problenm
that transcends county lines, The General Assembly recently
enacted tough new legislation *o increase penalties for per-
sons in enterprises that commit criminal damage to the envi-
ronment; however, 1law enforcement officials have not been
given the tools to...to take these tough laws and make then
fully effective. ' That is the purpose of this legisiation. I
might say to you that you understand that conirary to all of
the...the 2nd reading maneuvering that was going on, I an
fully advised that Senator Geo-Karis' amendment which she was
putting om to protect the state's attorneys in this legis-
lation is on this bill, so I...I think <that ended all the
controversy that we were talking about. So now the Attorney
General caanot in any way proceed without giving notice to
the state's attorney and he has forty-five days within which
to act. Personally, I think that slows the process down con-
siderably, but seeing as we...that was a concerm, partic-
ularly on the other side of the aisle, and seeing that that
concern has been taken care of, I think on behalf of the
enviroament of the State of Illinois, this should get a
unanimous vote.

PRESIDING OFFICEER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Purther discussion? Senator Schunemasn.
SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Thank you, #r. Presideat and nembers of the Senate.
Surely, this is a case of whatever goes around comes around.
Those of us that have been here very logg can remember the
discussions when Attorney General Scott and Ty Fahner wanted
similar rights. I don't remember all the arguments but I
renember where they came from. They came, Senator, with all
due respect, from your side of the aisle, and, frankly I was

persuaded by those arguments. I think you were right then.
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. This probably is the wrong thing o do and as much as we

respect our Attornmey General and as much as we realize
his...his ambitions for higher political office, this perhaps
nay not be the way to...to help him get +there., He probably
ought to get there through the...traditional means, and in
spite of the...the House...the high sounding rhetoric about
this bill, it still bas all the faults that you all argued
about just a few years ago...that you all arqued against. So
I would simply point :that out to the Bodya

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right., Further discussion? 50 far Wwes..a.We have
Senators Fawell, Barkhausen, Keats, Dudycz, Geo-Karis and
Watson. Senator Pawell...Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. I assume everybody
has made wup their mind on this aand I call for the previous
question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Senator Fawell has moved the previous ques-
tion. We have the speakers of Fawell, Barkhausen, Keats,
Dudycz, Geo-Karis, Watson and Jeremiah Joyce. Senator

Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President, I just have a question, maybe two, of the

SPORSOT.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:
Senator Sangmeister,...is there any good reason why...why
the...this bill is limited to a thirty-monih period?
‘ PRESIDIEG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
! Senator Sangmelster.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

It*s another very good reason why this is a very limited
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piece of 1legislation. If we are going to :this...if this is
the first time the State of Illinois has a Statewide grand
jury, we're going to put it in there on a temporary basis,
see if it works, If it doesn*'t work, it automatically
expires.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SE&ATOR DEHUZIQ)

Sepator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Well, Mr. President and wesabers, just briefly to the
bille I happened to support this concept when it came up in
the House when I was there for a term, and I did so at a time
when the grand jury authorization was being requested not
only for crimes of hazardous waste but more broadly for a
nunber of other crimes, narcotics and consumer fraud and
those crimes that most have a tendency to cross couaty bound-
aries in which in some cases exceed the capacity of our indi=-
vidual state's attorneys to handle. But I do have some con-
cera about a measure which seeams to be limited to a partic-
ular scope in time. I think if it’s...if it?s good for one
foot, it ought to be good for the other, and when I spoke in
support of this concept over in the House a few years back I
said that I wounld support the bill whether it was a Bepub-
lican or a Democratic Attorney General requesting it, but I
suppose I should have qualified by...that by saying
that...that such a proposal should be good for all time and
not just govod for the incumbent officeholder., For that
reason, with some reluctance, I...I won't be able to support
this and will be...will be voting Present.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Dudycza.
SENATOR DODYCZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I just have two short gquestions. Sepator

Sangmeister, cannot the Attorney General now reguest state's
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attorney to use his grand jury?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGHMEISTER:

Yes, he can.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dudycz,.

SENATOR DUDYICZ:

¥hy is this legislation needed then?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

For the simple reason, the jurisdiction of the state!s
attorney, as you're well aware of, is confined to his county
limits. The problem with these type of...of violations is
they are...multicounty violations, therefore, the reason for
the Attorney General.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

How come thirty months? Why not thirty-six, forty-eight,
éuelva, twenty-four? How come that specific period?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

dell, that question was just asked, I believe, by Senator
Barkhausen and we felt that because we're going into a unew
program that we ought to...see whether or not it is going to
work. Also, we also think that within thirty months we'll be
able to clean up some of the present problems that we have in
this area which, as you know, are...arce gigantic,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:
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You feel that in thirty months, you will <clean up the
problem or how...what I want to know specifically, Senator,
is how you reached that specific amount of time, thirty
months, not thirty-two, thirty-six. Why thirty months?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

#e2ll, any temporary program Or alY...attempt at a program
has got to have some delineation. If that's too much and
you*d like to cut it to fifteen months or if you think it
ought to be extended to five years, you know, we're flexible.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepnator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

I'm sorry, but you didn't ansver my question. You...Yyou
made thirty months...you said some specific period of tinme.
How did you reach thirty months?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHWUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

There 1s no maqgic in the number thirty. Some peried of
time had to be picked for this to expire, and like I say, if
you don't think the thirty-month period is lorg enough or
it's too long, we can always do something with that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All right. Senator Dudycz, I...Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

So, in other words, it was just an arbitrary figqure
picked out of the sky and said, thirty months sounds good so
let's go with it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

Well, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
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my colleague, the sponsor on the other side, helped me fight
the first.,.multicounty grand jury bill which was spoa-
sored...was supported by Attorney Gemeral Scott, and I did
not approve of that one, I was the deciding wote, I did not
approve of the one when Fahner wanted it because 1
want...people to be treated fairly whether they're Democrats
or Republicans. Under this bill, what he forgets to tell
you, but I'm bhappy that he did, he did include Cook Couaty in
it.s S0 all the counties are in it, which I appreciate that
he did put them all in, but under this bill the...the judge
who is convening...the judge who is convening the multicounty
grand jury can select the county in which the Statewide grand
jury is to sit and may fix the place of trial of an indict-
ment in retuarn by the...Statewide grand jury. So, therefore,
if the...if we have a Republican Attorney General, which we
might just have within the thirty nponths, he wpight just
decide to have the Supreme Court judge authorize a grand jury
and the...the presiding judge of the Statewide grand jury can
convene it in Lake County, Illinois for any offense that he
thinks exists in Carlinville where Senator Demuzio lives. So
I think it’s a very uafair bill. The sponsor of the bill
would not...he Tabled my amendment, he was successful in
beating my amendment which said that, "However, the county
selected must be one in which the alleqged offense was commit-
ted or a county directly adjacent to such county." So you
can have a grand jury convened by the judge ia Lake County,
Illinois to affect somebody in...in Carbondale, Illinois, in
Belleville, Illinois, all the way down there, and that's
vhat...another thing that's wrong with this bill. And
another thing is, since when...since when do we want to
invade the providence of the state's attorney...I'm so happy
he thinks that my amendment is still on which provides that
he has to notify the state's attorney first, However, as

Senator...Dudycz said, and as the sponsor admitted, the
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Attorney General has...authority now. I can't imagine that
Neil Hartigan, whom I dearly love, would have in his wildest
dreams want such an awful bill like this to pass. I can?t
imagine but just think, suppose that he is invitede..he...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well,...Senator Geo-Karis, would you please bringu..
SENATOE GEO-KARIS:

«e»all I can tell you, this is an anfair bill and I speak
now, not only as a Republican, I speak as a citizen. I don't
want...Democrats hurt by it, I don't want Republicans or any-
one hurt by it. It's a bad, bad, bill and as E.F. Hutton
would say, vote against it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Joycea
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

W#ell, it is...it is in a sense regrettable that some of
you bhave chosen tO...to find this on strictly partisan,
political terms, Senator Schuneman, If...this bill was
drafted to try +to deal with those political problems, that
vas the reason for the thirty-month period. The thirty wmonth
period was thought...would allow a...the next Attorney Gen-
eral whether it be the incumbent or the...or...a different
one of either party to come im and to look at this and have
an opportunity to continue whatever work had been accon-
plished up to that point. That was the reason for the thirty
months, It's.,.on the other hand, it...the...the...as to why
it wasn't more than thirty months, Senator, it was falt that
this grant should not be a broad gramt. This bill is pretty
much in the form of what Senator Geo-Karis wanted, we thought
her main objection had to do with the state's attorneys;
those other concerns with respect to venue...there's no prob-
len. We could change that if that would so...could be
changed in the...House if that is what Senator Geo-Karis

would want. But if this bill is going to go down om strictly
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on the basis that Attorney General Scott or Attorney General
Fahner was not allowed or not voted grand jury powers, that
is regrettable, because there is a serious problem in this
State in this area, and the resources are available. If we
#ill provide the Attorney General's Office with <the oppor-
tunity to deal with that problem, he will come back, we will
look back on this as something that was very, very meaningful
and something that was good for the people of the State of
Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

all right., Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis for a
second time.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President, Ladies and Geantlemen of the Senate, since
my name was used in debate, I want to remind the prior
speaker that I, as a Republican, opposed the Republican Scott
and Bepublican Fahner's desire for wmulticounty grand jury
bill. So it's not political Qith me, I think it's a matter
of equal justice and fair justice to all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister may close.
SENATOR SAKGMEISTER:

Well, thank you. Senator Geo-Karis, I'm glad you found
out where E.¥. Hutton was, most of us discovered it was right
across the street from Boone's. The difference involved herse
which nust be emphasized is that this is not the same grand
jury bill that has been floating around with various Attorney
Generals. This is a highly limited bill into one specific
area and that is to deal with...with the storage, use, trans-
portation amnd disposal of hazardous waste. Also, this bill
has got as thirty-month limitation omn it which the other
grand jury bills did not have; and, Senator Schuneman, as I
recall in committee, I thought you said wshen we were talkiag

about this that you always supported this in the past, you
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supported it in committee and you were going to support it
on the Floor. So I'm rather surprised to hear that there's
been a change in tune. However, I...as I rtecall, the commit-
tee vote on this bill was 13 to nothing. So 1 don*t ander-
stand where the changes come around and, Senator Geo-Karis,
you know, you amended our bill into such good shape and aow
you're not goiag to support it. I...I don't understand that
either, but anyway, if you're concerned about how hazardous
waste 1is being handled and the problems that we're having in
the State of Illinois, this is your chance to do something,
vote for it, do something for the people.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1389 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vota Nay. The voting 1is
opene. 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 27, the Nays are 27,
2 voting Present. Senate Bill 13893 having failed to <receive
the reguired constitutional majority is declared lost.
Senate Bill 1391, Senator D'Arce. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1391, Mr, Secretary, read
the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1331,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator D!Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, lHr. President. This bill provides that when a
complainant files a complaint before the Department of Human
Rights, at the expiration of the three hundred day period if
they haven't actsd on the complaint, he can file that con-

plaint with +the <Conmmission of Human Rights as long as he
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receives a notice when he ipitially files the complaint £fronm
the depariment, It's an agreed bill, the department is on
board, and I would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall..Senate Bill 1391 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 39...39, the
Nays are 18, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1391 having
received the required constitutional wmajority is declazed
passed. 1399, Senator D'Arco. Senate Bills...all right.
1402, Senator Collians. On the Order of Senate Bills...3rd
Reading is Senate Bill...Senate Bill 1402.

SECRETARY:

Yes, Senate Bill 14602, The verbiage where
it's...recalled and held on 2nd, should have been removed,
So just disregard that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. The Secretary informs me that the verbiage
recalled and held on 2nd reading was to be...disregarded.
All right. Senator...Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill. 1402.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you...thank you, Mr. President and members of
the Senate. Senate Bill 1402 and the next five bills follow-
ing is part of a comprehensive economic development pack-
agea..

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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All right, ladies and gentlemen, can we have some order,
please. Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

+++0C @t least which started out to be a comprehensive
economic development package; unfortunately, some of the
bills did not get out of committee. However, I do feel that
the remaining bills in this package on the Calemdar today
does, 1in fact, represent a good beginning. And I would just
like leave of the Body to make my opening remarks for all of
those bills, and then, when we get to each bill, I will be
happy to answer...ask...I mean, answer any specific gquestions
that you may have in regard to a specific bill and that they
be taken on separate roll calls.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Well, in fact, they will be taken on separate roll calls.
Is there 1leave for Senator Collins to discuss Senate Bill
1404 through Senate Bills 1410? Leave is granted. Senator
Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Hr. Chairman and members of the Senate...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Collins...

SENATOR COLLINS:

Senate Bill...

PRESIDING OFFICEBR: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

enaeaYOUeawyou only get the same time for all...the whole
package. Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

-s-S5Senate Bill 1402 creates a vocationmal and professional
enterprise training center and the purpose of that center is
to provided specialized amd vocational and professional
training with the major emphasis on the development and pro-
motion of entrepreneurship. The bill is based on a concep:t

that the stimulation and creation of small business develop-
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ment is in fact a major entity in creating job development
and...and establishing an economic base for our conmunities.
Our statistics indicate that...that apout in...ninety-seven
percent of businesses in...in Illinois employs less than one
hundred people, and I feel that for every dollar spent in
this State on vocational educatiom that there should be a
direct and immediate future impact on manpower needs ia this
State. Senate Bill 1404 establish the Illinois Job Develop-~
ment Corps. Now I understand that we have a lot of different
efforts in this State supposedly for job development and
enployment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Ladies and gentlemen, Senator Collins seeks
some order. Can we have some order, break up the caucuses.
Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, again. He have created and even in this
Session we have passed several major pieces of legislation
for the purposes of creating jobs in this State. #hile I
have supported those efforts, I sincerely believe that if we
are serious about employmen: in the S:tate of Illinois that we
have to provide training as well as employment. Most of our
efforts in the past have ended up spending dollars and at the
end of the enmployment...period, the person employed havae

often ended up back on the welfare tolls with no npor

»

skills...any oppoertunity to have a job than they did before
they entered into the program. Senator Hall, =nmay...may I
have some order, please. Point of personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

State your point.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes. I think I have sit in this Chamber and I've
listened to all of your initiatives. Whether I supported

them or not, at least I gave you the courtesy and the oppor-
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appreciate it if you would just lower your voices

Act which is currently, I understand, under a lot of
has not by any means began to scratch the surface of
with the real.,..real problems of ﬁnemployment in the
Illinois. The Illinois Job Corps is based after the
vania Job Corps which has had a tremendous success
of all it would provide an opportunity to get people

the welfare rolls, You constantly complain about

to move into an enterprise zone. While this bill
apother...tax incentive to encourage businesses in
as I am about most of the rest of the bills in this
plish the same purpose. But Senate Bill 1406 is a

professional enterprise training centers, which is

tunity to present them, and I think I's entitled to the same
thing from both sides of this aisle. And whether or not you
want to vote for these bills, that's your conscience and

that's your respoasibility, not mine, but I really would

some SO

that those who wmay want to hear can hear. Now back te the
bills. As I said, even our job training corp....our job

training...those programs under the Job Training Partnership

scrutiny
dealing
State of
Pennsyl-
and most
off of

the high

cost of welfare and those old lazy people, and, yet, every
time a very positive issue comes to this Body, you vote is
down. This bill is focused on providinmg am opportunity to
get people off of welfare. Senate Bill 1405 provides tax

incentives for npew businesses moving into...to encourage then

is jusz

Illinois

and specifically to the...to the development of enterprise

zones, I am not as concerned about the passage of this bill

package,

because I think we?ve already passed bills that would accom-

different

story because it is directly linked with the vocational and

tied in

with our junior colleges and it provides inmcentives for busi-
nesses and corporations to loan staff and equipment to the
junior colleges for the use and training of those students in
the vocational and professional trades and to encourage them

to go into business of...0f their own., Senate Bill...Senate




Page 151 - May 24, 1385

Bill 1408 is probably one of the most important bills im this
package, because it has built within it a revenue source
antapped that will provide for our last count...over five
million dollars that cam be used to assist small businesses,
and competing more competitive and providing an opportunity
for them to compete for State contracts by assuring ‘that
fifty...assuring fifty percent of the risk connmected with bid
bonds when they are bidding on big contracts. The other mea-
sure of momey would be...many other states have done is to
charge a five dollar flat bid fee for all bid contracts and
this money will be also used into this fund. The money will
stay in the fund, it is only used in case of risk. According
to our statistics, the risk involved is very minimum because
very few of the contractors default on their commitments.,
Senate Bill 1458 is, again, one of the most...very important
bill because what it does, it trys to transform the concepts
and the printed words into the creation of the 1Illinois
Development.,.Financial Development Authority into sowme mean-
ingful action. It expands the respomsibility and jurisdic-
tion of that board structurally. It provides for
@leessthess..thess.the creation of..,.a five-member board who is
going to be responsible and accountable for the overall
financial planning and coordination for ecomomic development
in this State and, specifically, <the development of the
enterprise zones'! areas. And most importantly, it provides
for a guaranteed loan program that can be used by local busi-
nesses and small businesses who are not able to secure
money...on the regular market, to do some projects that will
most certainly be a very great help to local units of govern-
ment that will provide them with some necessary monies, and
that...which they can leverage some private money and do some
of the major infrastructure projects that is so needed in
the...at the local levels of which they have no money at this

point to do anything about. I think that is the sum total of
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all of the bills, and the appropriation bills are there, and
I would ask...be happy to amswer any questions, and I will
ask your favorable consideration of this package of bills.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TGPINKA:

Yes, a qguestion of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates she will yield. Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, I..othis is on 1402 and, you know, I...I think
you're trying to do some pretty nifty things here, but I*d
just like to clarify soemething. According to our analysis,
this would affect community collegss near an enterprise zone.
Now, we, for instance, bhave an enterprise zone in Cicero.
Will this effect Morton College and Triton College which
would be in five...five miles? According to our analysis, it
says that this would be limited strictly to a commupity col~
lege in Chicago and a community college in southern Illinois,
but you're saying that is not so.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

No, that is not so and...and you are right, your colleges
would be affected and your analyses are wrong.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I certainly wanot to...apologize to the principal
sponsor, I had no intentions of distracting her and I am a
SpONSOr...a COSPOBSOL én all these bills; and I want to tell
you that this is some very important legislation, and I

think that what we should do is that we ought to give the
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necessary votes on that board to pass these out. It's so
important, as she has reiterated om all of them, to tell you
that this is an opportunity to give chance and add to commun-
ities jobs and other placements that would get people off of
the relief rolls as she said. This is very important legis-
lation and I would encourage everyone to be sure and give us
an affirpmative vote on this measure.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHODSE:

Thank you, Hr. President and Senators. I...I want to
comzmend Senator...Collins on putting together a package of
bills that would be most beneficial to the State of Illinois
in that it provides a meams by which we can take some tax
consuners off the tax consumptios roli and put them on the
taxpayer’s roll, and if I wunderstand the message that
¥e...that we get from the other side frequently, that is what
that side wishes to do. I think it's equally as true of this
side. I'd like to get permission from leadership to pass out
some missives hers. They are pieces of research that say one
of the major causes of family deterioration in minority
communities is the absence of marriageable young males, and
by marriageable it*s meast those who make enough money to
support a family. It's a tragic situation that exists at a
time when our communities really need rebuilding. So it
isn't a matter of the jobs not being there, the jobs are
there. It's a question of how we bridge that gap to take
that raw material and bring it together with the jobs that
are vreguired to be done. I know everyone is tired and would
like to move along with the business but these are sone
extremely important bills, and I rise in support of them and
I wish we would flash all green lights up there. Heanshile,
Mre..fr. President, may I have permission to pass these out

to the...
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PRESIDING OFFICERz (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Yes, sir, it's already been given. Further discussion?
Senator Smith.

SENATOR SHMITH:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I merely wish %o
stand in support of the bill and hope that you will give her
a favorable vote, because they are needed and will help us to
help ourselves. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Collins may close.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President. I.aaI would just 1like
for, you know, all of you to...to really...carefully consider
your vote on this bill, If you have some problems, and I
know that there...there's still some questions about some of
these bills, I am committed to having those problems and con-
cerns worked out in the House. But right now, I would sug-
gest to you, don't kill the only real vehicles that we've had
come through here that will actually help to leverage sone
dollars to get some things dona that...which all of us clainm
that we want to see done. I would ask for a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 1402 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open.
dave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 54, the WNays none, none voting,..ok that guestion, the
Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate
Bill 1402 havimg...received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1404, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1404,
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{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall Senats Bill 1404 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1404 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed, Senate Bill 1405, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1405.

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

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1405 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed 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 47, the Nays are 4, 3 voting Present. Senate Bill 1405
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1406, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1406.
O (Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Hudson, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR HUDSON:

To speak on the measure, if I may, sir.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Well, Senator Hudson, I thought we had an agreement
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that...she had leave of the Body to speak om the...the entire
package and that the questions were on...on the entire pack-
age. Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Well, if that was the agreement, I wouldn't want to abro-
gate the agreement, I *ry to be an honorable man. I didn':
understand it that way, that's all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

411 right. Senator Hudson,.
SENATOR HUDSON:

¥ell, I...I will juste...I will just call the attention to
the BodYe..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

es»Senator Hudson, I didn*'t make ths agreement, the...the
menbers did. Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

No. #®ell, I...I didn't understand it and I'm willing to
abide by it, even though I didm't understand it, if that's
the...if that's the wish of the Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Why don’t you...why don't you make your commentSee.
SENATOR HUDSON:

All right, I*1ll make BmY...I'll make my comment. I think
1406 and 1408 are lousy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

211 right. The gquestion is, shall Senate Bille.. 1406
pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed 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 guestion, the Ayes are 31, the Nays
are 23, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1406 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senator Hudson, for what purpose do you arise? All right,

Senator Hudson has reguested a verification...Senator Hudson,
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of the affirmative roll call. All right. All the members
will be in their seats. Senator Hudson has regquested a veri-
fication of the affirmative roll. The Secretary will read
the affirmative votes.,
SECRETARY:

The following vote in the affirmative: Berman. Carroll.

Chev. Collins. D'Arco., Darrow. Dawson. Degnan., Demuzio,

Hall. Holmberg. JONEeSa Jeremiah Joyce. Jerome Joyce.
Keatse. Kelly. Lechowicz. Luft. Marovitz. Netsch.
Bevhouse, O'Daniel. Poshard. Sangmeister. Savickas.

Smith. Topinka. Vvadalabene. #elch. 2ito and Hr. Presi-
dent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Hudsom, do you...Senator Hudson, do you request
the presence of any member who voted in the affirmative?
Senator Hudson.

SENATGBR HUDSON:

Senator Marovitz.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz on the Floor? Senator Marovitz
iSsssright here at...by the Podium.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Senator Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dawson, he's on...he's over by Senator Lechowicz,
SENATOR HUDSON:

Senator Keats...oh, he's here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Keats is sitting in his seat.
SENATOR HUDSON:
That!s all, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
All right. On the verified roll call, Senate Bill 1406

has 31 Ayes, 23 Nays, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1406
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having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1408, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1408,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1408 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed voie Nay. The voiing is opan.
Have all voted who wish? Have all...have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, +the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 26, none votihg
Present. Senate Bill 1408 having received...the required
constitutional wmajority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1410, Senator Collins. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Semate Bill 1410, #r., Secretary, read the bill,
please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1410.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate,
This is appropriation for the job corps, and I would move for
its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall Senate
Bill...all right. Senator Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

How much is it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Very little right now, it?s only three million.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Further discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1410 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 gquestion,
the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 27, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 1410 haviang received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 1411, Senator Collins. ©On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1411, Hr.
Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 141)...Senate Bill 1411,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, than you, Mr. President. This is a one time appro-
priation simply to get the creation and establishment of the
Iliinois Bonding Act for one hundred thousand dollars, and 1
would move for its...its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEHMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 1411 pass. Those in favor will vote aye. Those opposed
Nay. The voting is open., Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 32,
the Nays are 24, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1411 hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared

passed. 1414, Senator Kustra., On the Order of Senate Bills
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3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1414, Hr. Secretary, read the
bill,
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1414,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, #ir. President and wpembers of the Senate.
Sepate Bill 1414 implements Executive Order No. 4 by creating
the Department of Historic Preservation and Cultural Herit-
age, and it transfers to various...to it the various func-
tions of the State Historical Library and the Departmen: of
Conservation. This order creates the Department of Historic
Preservation and Cultural Heritage which is to be under the
direction of a five-member board appoimted by the Governor
with the consent of the Senate. The board will in turm hire
a director to run the department, the initial board shall be
composed of the three current trustees of the Illinois State
Historical Library and twe additional members, terms shall be
for two years. On 2nd reading, Senator Darrow offered and
we approved some amendments making technical changes and add-
ing to the agency the Postville Courthouse historic site, the
Governor Horner tate HMenmorial and Lincolm Trail Homestead
Hemorial, and we also authorized the agency to contract with
appropriate cultural organizations. 1 would be glad to
ansver any questions. I ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If noi, the guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1414 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all vo*ed who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays
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are 2, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1414 having received
the reguired constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senator Vadalabene wishes to announce that had he been in his
seat he would have voted in the...affirmative. Senate Bill
1414, Senator Philip...Senator Rock.s Okays. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1415, Mr. Secretary,
read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1415,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Rock,
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Hr. President apd Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, This is the second bill that Semator Philip and I
assumed the sponsorship of as the request of the Governor.
It originally contained +the teleconmunication excise tax.
The bill as amended in committee does absolutely nothing, has
no impact on anything or anybody except Senator Netisch and I
urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not...the gquestion is,
shall Semate Bill 1415 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed 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 33, the Nays are 10, 1} voting Present. Senate
Bill 1415 having received the required conmstitutional major-
ity is declared passed. These nothing bills are having
trouble...Senate Bill 1417, Sepator Barkhausen. On +he Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1417, Mr. Secre-
tary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 1417,

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

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, Senate Bill 1417 is the BReal
Estate Time Share Act. It is proposed by the Depariment of
Begistration and Education and the 1Illinois Association of
Realtors and also by the American Land Development Institute.
All of these three groups have sought...sat down over a
period of months and worked out this Act which for the first
time requires disclosure of that which is being sold by %thoss
#ho...who sell interests in time sharing developments. There
is...there are some definitions set forth, disclosure
requirements, escrow provisions for the deposits that are
nade and a right of recision for a period of five days by any
purchaser buying one of these interests. I know of no
opposition and would ask for passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Discussion? If not, the question ié,
shall Senate Bill 1417 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed 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 56, the Nays
are none, none voting Present...! voting Presenta. Senate
Bill 1417 having received the required constitutional najor-
ity is declared passed. 1421, Senator Newhouse. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1421, Hr.
Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1421,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.




Page 163 - May 24, 1985

PRESIDING OFFICEER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This Senate Bill 1421 is an
apprenticeship training bill. It’s...it's designed to take
care of the problem that I mentioned a few moments ago, the
large number of unemployed and unemployable people who are
capable of working and should be in the work force. I nmust
say to you all that there are some of the unions who are
opposed to this bill, they are the building construc-
tion,..unioans, There are certains..as you all know,
uninimity even from that sector in opposition to these bills.
I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1421 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Or that question,
the Ayes are 28, the Nays are 22, 3 voting Present. Senate
Bill 1421 having failed to receive the regquired constitu-
tional majority is declared lost., Senator Newhouase. Senator
Newhouse requesis consideration postponed. Senate Bill 1422,
Senator Marovitz. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading
is Semate Bill 1422, Hr. Secretary, read the bill,
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1422,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, bery much, Mr., President and members of the

Senate. This bill is designed to end the escalating problea
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of tenants being obligated to pay for utility service other
thap their own...other than +their own. During the past
year...an increasing nomber of tenants have reported £o the
state's attorney's office that they're receiving utility
bills which include <charges for utility service which does
not service their own dwelling unit. Hany tenants have conm-
plained that they have not been notified either by the land-
lord or the utility company that they're responsible for
paying utility secvice other than for their own dwelling
unit, and the legislation addresses this problem by requiring
a landlord to enter into a written agreement with the tenant
if the tenant 1is to be responsible for...utility service
other than to their own. I've...talked with Coamonuealth
Edison about this bill and I would solicit your Aye votea.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall Senate
Bill 1422 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn
that gquestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays ace none, nome
voting Present. Senate Bill {422 bhaving received the
required constitutional majority is declared
lost...declared.,..declared passed. Senate Bill 1422 is
declared passed. Top of page 18 is Senate Bill 1425, Senator
Luft. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate

Bill 1425, #r. Secretary, read the bill.

END OF REEL

REEL &5

SECRETARY:
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(Machine cutoff)...Bill 1425,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:
; Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 11425 creates an
intergovernmental agreement for public building connmissions.
The bill provides that any two or more municipalities with
three thousand more inhabitants, county seats or counties or
any combination may pursuant to an intergovernmental agree-
ment set forth in a resolution provided by the corporate
authorities of each such municipality, county seat or county
organize a single public building commission. I'd try to
ask...ansver any guestions or ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, amy discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Would the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEG-KARIS:

Under your bill, would that mean that the municipalities
that got together could tax without a referendum?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

There is nothing here outside of the original...original
law on public building conmissions. The only thing this does
is allow them to get together. For example, and this cane
out of your area, Senator, that if the infrastructurs is so

| bad in your area, if you had two cities that wanted +to get
| together and form a public building commission or two coun-

ties or two cities or whatever, they could do so, and, yes,
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they would have the taxing right that exists between any
public building commission.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Geo-Karis.
SEH&TORFGEO-KABIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
don*t care whether it came out of my area, sometimes some of
the requests from my area aren't exactly what I 1like, how-
eVelesa
PHESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l righ%t, wait...Senator Geo-Karis. Senator Luft, for
what...what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR LUFT:

Senator, let me read what'!s in the analysis and maybe
this will make seanse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Luft,

SENATOR LUFT:

"A public building commission issued a...issues interin
notes and revenue bonds to fund a project. The only taxing
povwer involved is if a municipal corporation with taxing
povers enters into a lease with the commission, then the gov-
erning body of the municipal corporation must levy a tax suf-
ficient to pay the rent," and that's the only taxing that it
has.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEWHUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and...Gentlemen of the Sernate,
our analysis says, "It is important to note that
any...municipal corporation which has the power of taxation
under the law in any part of whose area of jurisdictions is
within the territorial limits of that county seat may join in

that organizaiion of the public building commission and no
|
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referendum is required,® which I think, by inference, gives
the power of taxation without referendum. That's what I'm
concerned about.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEHNUZIO)}

Further discussion? Sepator Luft may close.
SENATOR LUFT:

Hell, I just read that a PBC does not have the power of
taxation presently and we’re not changing that. #e're only
allowing two cities, counties or whatever to get
together...perforn the same duties of a PBC in a single
citye I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1425 pass., Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed 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
36, the Nays are 10, 4 voting Present., Senate Bill 1425 hav-
ing...having received the reqguired constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1426, Senator Zito. 1428, Senator
Sangmeister. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is
Senate Bill 1428. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1428,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGHMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. The
analysis on your Calendar is very accurate. It does two
things, increases the penalty for unlawful restraint from a
Class 4 to a Class 3 felony; but more important, the second
part of this legislation addresses the Supreme Court decision

of the People of the State of I1lipois versus Epos Liles
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wherein the Supreme Couct held that under the aggravatiang

|
\
|
|
' circumstances that the defendant was not eligible for the
‘ death pemalty because the first murder he committed he was
under the age of eighteen. Very quickly, the facts wers that
this young man was convicted of murder and tried as an adult,
convicted as murder but he was a juvenile, was released at
the end of his...his time and went back out in the community
several years later again and killed three
people...convicted of two more murders and a voluntary homi-
cide; and when the jury gave him the death penalty for that,
the Supreme Court said, no, you can't do that because under
the pmultiple nurders section, the first time that he commit-
ted a murder, he was a juvenile and the...and the Statute
says eighteen. Simply what this 1legislation does is it
states in that Paragraph 3 on the multiple murders that if
you did commit a murder and you were under the age of
eighteen, it will qualify you with the additional marder for
the death penalty. Be happy to ansver any guestions. If
not, a...a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Any discussion? 1If not, the question 1is, shall Seanate

Bill 1428 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed 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 53,...0D
that question the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, 2...D008
voting Present. Senate Bill 1428 having received the required

constitutional wmajority is declared passed. 1429, Sena-

tor...Joyce, On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd BReading is
Senate Bill 1423, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1429,
{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Joyce. Senator JOYCE€..,JeLOM2...Jeremiaka

SENATOR JEREHIAH JOYCE:
} Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. The
description in the Calendar is correct om 1429, State's
Attorney of Cook County has caused this bill o be introduced
in this Body. It's because they have a problem with juve-
niles who are serving periods of probation or conditional
discharge and violate the conditions placed on them, then
complete the period prior to receiving a hearing oa the
violation and, therefore, the State's attorney's office
cannot seek sanctions for the violation because once the
juvenile completes his period of probation, the court loses
jurisdiction to address the violation of probatiom or condi-
tional discharge. I ask for your favorable support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOQ}

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquastion
is, shall Senate Bill 1423 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays
are nong, none voting Present. Senmate Bill 1429 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared

passed. 1434, Senator Savickas. On the Order of Senate

Bills 3rd reading 1is Senate Bill 1434, Mr. Secrstary,
please, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1334,
’ {Secretary starts to read title of bill)
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

mes 1434... 1434,
SECRETARY:

Okay, I'm getting tired. Senate Bill 1434.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER:; (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:
Yes, #r. President and members of the Senate, this is

just technical change and I would appreciate your support.

|
|
|
‘ PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
’ Any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:
) Just a...a quick question to save time. Frank, we have no
objection to sending out a vehicle bill but could we have a
liztle hint as to what the vehicle will come backs...it will
be a Cadillac or will it be a Porsche or what?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHMUZIO)
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:
I*m hoping +*hat we can join Senator Chew and have Rolls

Royces.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Farther discussion? If not, the gquestion 1is, shall
Senate Bill 1434 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who #ish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record., On the...on that question,
the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 23, 3 voting Present. Senate
Bill 1434 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declarad passed. 1435, Senator Savickas. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1435, Mr.
Secretary, read the iill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1435,

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, this is a technical change for tbe «counties and I
would appreciate your support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DENUZIO)

any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall Senate
Bill 1435 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 23, the Nays
are 24, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1435 having failed to
receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. 1436, Senator Joyce. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 1436. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1436.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and nesbers of the Senate.,
Senate Bill 1436 was caused to be introduced in this Body by
the State's Attorney of Cook County. It is similar in every
respect to Senate Bill 1429 with the exception it applies to
supervision rather than probation and conditional discharge.
I ask for your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 1436 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed Hay.
The voting is open, Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
vho 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 1436 having received the required con-
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stitutional majority is declared passed. 1442, Senator
Sangmeister. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd BReading is
Senate Bill 1442, ®#r. Secretary, read the bill, please.

SECRETARY:

|
|
|
|
|
i
|
|
Senate Bill 1442...Senate Bill 1442.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
bill is absolutely identical to last Session's Senate Bill
510 which passed out of here 42 to 11 but was held by the
House Judiciary Conmittee. What it does VE€LYewsVELy
simplye..sor very basically but not too simply is it moves the
State of Illinois from <transactional immunity to use
immunity. I don't know...remember how many of you can remem-
ber the discussion we had the last time, but very succinctly
transactional wunity is much broader than use immunity and it
is thought by many im this State, particularly prosecutors,
that we ought to go to a use iammunity. I'd be happy to
ansver any questions or give an example of that if you want;
if not, I'd like the same roll call we had a year ago.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion?'Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. Maybe we should play the tapes
backe If I recall correctly, I stood up in opposition to the
bill a year ago. The...the problem with this is that all
of...most of the control dealing with the jeopardy that the
witness is put in because of these highly technical

approaches is the average guy is going to gat nailed. The big
time, wealthy, organized crime person has got all the legal

talent in the world that can differentiate between use
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immonity and <transactional immunity, and they're holding
their hands in front of that grand jury and they don'’t let
them say anything without clearing with their high-priced
lawyers. Now, we don?t have any of those kind of guys arouad
here, so what ve need...vwhat I'n suggesting to you is that
there is no reason to change the law from its present pos-
ture. That...the State's attorney has all the tools that he
presently needs and what you're doing 1is expanding...is
expanding a...what should be a very limited exception. Now,
let me just point out to you that this is an exception %to the
Fifth Rmendment privilege against self-incrimination, and I
would think that +this Body and any other legislative Body
ought to look very carefully before you expand the tools
which, in fact, infringes upon our rights against selif-
incrimination, and this is a substantial broadening of that
exception to our Fifth Amendment privilege. I don't think
they peed it. They've got all the tools that they need at
the present time. I arge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Yes,...a gquestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Sangmeister, as a former prosecuior, I wonder if
you could answer the question as to what you feel the impli-
cations of this change in the law are from the standpoint of
the most effective law enforcement?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
Well, what it does is it gets the person...that is being

given immunity, it makes them tell the whole story. Under
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transactional imnmunity is...once you're given that immunity,
anything the defendant or the...the possible defendant would
say in his testimony...throws a blanket over him for anything
that may come out of that +transaction, Whereas in use
ipmanity, if you don't reveal +the whole story and you're
guilty of another crime somewhere, you're not prevented fronm
being prosecuted for that crime. For example, let's talk
about a dealer in narcotics. You give that dealer dimnunity.
Okay, if that dealer, under present transaction...once he
talks about the activity of his dealing ia narcotics, he now
has a blanket over him for anything that might have happened.
For example, 1let?s say it later is revealed that he killed
one of his suppliers that he's getting his drugs f£from, he
would be given immunity and could not be prosecuted for that
evenr though he did not meption it in his testimony before the
grand jury or any other jury. Whereas if use immunity was
involved in‘ here, 1f he didn’t own up when he was given
immunity to the.,.the killing of his supplier, he could still
be prosecuted for it. I trust that that is a simple enough
explanation to give you an idea of the difference between use
and tramsactional. Again, to specifically answer your gques-
tion, it makes the person who's been given immunity to talk,
to bring out the £full story because if he doesn't, his
immunity is not going to fully protect hin.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Barkhausena.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

But doesn't it...I...I may be a little bit confused, but
doesn*t it cut a 1little bit both ways? I mean, on the one
hand, you were,..if you're further immunizing him or giving
him a more blanket immunization maybe you're giving him more
incentive to talk; but on the other hand, if yoa're giving
him that blanket immunity, maybe youfre...you’re preventing

the prosecution of another crime or by the use of...of evi-
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dence which...if given the blanket immunity, you wouldn’t be
able to use. So, isn't it sort of a double-edged sword
inesewhich...which way are we better off?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

No, I disagree with you because with traansactional
immunity, you've givem it to them as soomn as you give
it..e.given them immunity. 1It?’s there, the whele blanket is
there at that point.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAODSEN:

I think...I think the sponsor has persuaded me that this
is the most effective step we could take for law enforcement,
and I would encourage members of this side of aisle and the
whole Body to support this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

ISe.e.is there further discussion? If...if not, Senator
Sangmeister may close.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, if the electrican is within hearing of this thing,
ny microphone keeps drooping for one reason or another. I'd
appreciate him tightening it and it has nothing...who said it
comes with age? It has nothing to do with this bill. all
right., I think we have had adequate discussion on this and,
like I say, you approved this the last time around. I sup-
pose that's no reasom to have to approve it +his time, but
I've tried to explain to what it is. It is definitely a more
of a prosecutor's tools It does tighten up...in the area of
immunity and would ask that you approve it once again.
PBRESIDING OFFICER:- (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1442 pass. Those in favor

will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
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Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted wvho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 36, the Nays are 7, 3 voting Present. Senate Bill 1442
having received the comnstitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1443, Senator Joyce. 1444, Senator
Joyce. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarya.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1444,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Joyce says take it out of the record. Sena-
tor... 452, Senator Joyce. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1452,

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

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1453 provides that phone companies will provide
teleconmmunication devices...TTD!s 1o deaf and hearing
impaired Illinois residents. There are approximately eighty
percent of the deaf and hearing impaired Il1linois resideats
are unable to afford telecommunication devices. This legis-
lation is modeled on legislation in other states, provides
for a paximum of the Commerce Commission to...toc charge up to
a maximum of three cents per month for this service. I ask
for your support of Senate Bill 1452,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

Senate Bill 1452 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those

opposed vote Nay. The voiting is open. Have all voted who
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wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that

question, the Ayes are...54, the Nays are none, nome voting

|
|

Present. Senate Bill 1452 having received the constitautional ‘
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1454, Senator
Kustra. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1454,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, #r. President and msembers of the Senate,
Senate Bill 1454 implewents Executive Order No. 3 which
essentially renames the Deparémen: of Law Enforcement to the
Department of State Police. I would ask for a favorable roll
call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? If not, ths
question is, shall Senate Bill 1454 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 51, the Nays are 1, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1454
having received the constitutional nmajority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1458, Senator Collins. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 1458.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

‘Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
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This is the last of the substantive bills in the...in the
package. I've already explained it. I would be happy to
ans¥er any guestions and move for its adoption...I mean, I
ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...is there discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank  you, #Hr, President and menmbers of the Senate.
Question of the sponsor..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she'll yield.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Senator, is it true that the existing 1Illinois Develop-
ment Finance Authority has thirteen nmembers and they're
unpaid and your proposal cuts that membership down to five
members and sets the salary of the chairman at forty-two
thousand dollars a year and the other board Dpembers at
thirty-five thousand dollars a year?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:
You are partially right...it is true, I have not cut the

board down. e have expanded that board. The advisory board

|
which exists now still exists. It is im this...in the
amendment. It's put back in the bill in the same form tﬁat it ‘
was in. #e nmerely.,.expanded the board., VYou're talking

about a very...one of the most important boards or -agencies

in this State and thers's just no way you're going to get

anye~.get the job done with a...on a volunteer basis. S0,

what we've dome is created a five-member pay board and the

existing thirteen-member board will serve in a...still serve

in an...an advisory capacity.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.
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SENATOR KUSTRHA:

fell, I...l would just suggest that this is radical sur-
gery on an existing State agency, and I don't know why se
would want to hand out those kinds of salaries at this par-
ticular point im time. I...I think this is a bad idea.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

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

She indicates she will.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I noticed that you have added an amendment %o this and
that you’ve changed the upemployment rate from four and a
half to six percent in the definition. Is that right?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR S5AVICKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yeah.
SENATOR FARELL:

And you now have...you expand +the Illinois Venture
Investment Fund to allow for loan guarantees up to a million
dollars?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

ewell0eealiOssasthat...you have the wronqg amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

That*s...that's want our analysis says, Earleaun.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepator...vwell, I guess your analysis is wronga. Senator

Collins.
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SENATOR COLLINS:

It's a loan guarantee of fifty percent up to...up to that
million dollars.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Just one more word on this bill, if I may, Mr. President.
It seems to me that...Senator Collins, yocu've beenm on a roll
this afternoon, but maybe,,.I think something...something in
addition should be said and that is that it sSeelsS...it seens
that what we're doing here is adding one more 1layer to the
bureaucratic cake. We now make at two-tier...two-layer cake
oat of what should be one., I think it can be reasonably
argued that the original oversight board, as it was was doing
a ctedibie job, and now we are adding something else, a
superstructure to the vwhole business which would have the
Governor appointing three and the mayor one and s0 on, nar-
rowing it on down and adding salaries and adding expenss. I
don*t think, frankly, Senator Collins, that this is necessary
to do what we need to do here in the State of Illinois and
would suggest a No vote.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

¥ell, I note with interest *that this bill also requires
the establishment of incubators, which I'm kind of intrigued
at, in Chicago and PBast St. Louis and a couple of other
places. That's gone? Okay. Well, I, frankly, think we have
an agency that's been doing a very good job, and I think we
have an attempt to regionalize the impact of that agency in
such a way that would be detrimental to downstate Illinois;
and I would suggest those of us from downstate Illinois in
both parties would be well-advised to take a look at the

makeup of this new, highly paid board and the implications of



Page 181 - May 24, 1985

this shift in what was formerly a Statewide responsibility.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:

Our analysis...question of the sponsor, Hr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates she?ll yield.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

Our analysis indicates that the bill requires the deparz-
ment to establish incubators in Chicago, East St. Louis, Rock
Island and...and Danville, Is that...is that taken out,
Senator? Okay, thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

If there’s no further discussion, Senator Collins wmay
close,

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Nr. President and members of the Senate.
I have to take...I have to differ with my colleague on the
other side of the aisle, the minority spokesman, as to
whether or not this agency was functioning properly. That is
not true. They have not even used any of the Ven-
ture...Investment Fund at all...it has not even been func-
tional. We cannot expect an agency as important as the Illi-
nois Financial Developmental Authority %o operate with a
voluntary organization, If we are teally serious
about...the...the problems of this State, and...and we have
to get serious because they...because of the whole nature and
foundation of our economy has changed in this State and we've
been sitting here whittling away, talking about all kinds of
other things as to why businesses are moviang from Illinois or
why businesses are not coming into Illinois, and at the sanme
time, thousands and thousards of people are out of jobs
and...with antiquated skills, with no hope of ever getting

another job and...and while we watch our...our base of our
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economy dwindle away, we can't afford to talk about putting
it in the hands of a voluntary group to talk about planning
the economic...future of this States,..for funding
the...economic initiatives in this State, What we've done for
this...organization is to make it functional and accountable.
I think this is a good piece of legislation and I would urge
a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1458 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 24, the ©Nays are 30, none voting Present. Senats Bill
1458 having failed to receive a constitutional nmajority is
declared 1lost. Senate Bill 1460, Senator...Senator Collins
seeks leave of the Body *o put Senate Bill 1458 on the Order
of Postponed Consideration. Is 1leave granted? Leave is
granted. 14603, Senator Collins. Read the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1460.

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

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
This is a two million dollar appropriation for the experi-
mental program of vocational enterprise training. I move for
itssss1 mean, I would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the duestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1460 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those

opposed vote Nay. The voting open. Have all voted who wish?
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Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take
the...take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 27,
the Nays 25, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1460 having
failed to receive +the constitutional majority is declared
lost. Senator Collins seeks leave of the Body to put Senate
Bill 1460 on the Order of Postponed Consideration. Hearing
no objection, leave is granted. All right, we'll return to
the beginning of Sepate bills 3rd reading at the bottom of
page 2. The bottom of page 2, Senate bills 3rd reading.
Senate Bill 3, Senator Joyce. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 3.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROHE JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This...Senate Bill 3 requires
local goverament approval before the Department of Nuclear
Safety can acquire land where radioactive waste may be stored
and disposed of. It also provides for the appeal of the site
disapproval or approval to the Pollution Control Board. it
prohibits the licensing of a low~level radicactive waste dis-

posal site or commercial spent nuclear fuel reprocessing site

without...authorization by State law and it clarifies that:

radioactive waste may be stored...stored at the owner's
facility without Genmeral...Assembly approval. This bill came
about really because last Session when we were dealing with
the compact in Kentucky and when we wers debating that, Sena-
tor Schuneman has asked that local county boards have...have
the...some say in what happens in their community, and that's
the genesis of this bill, I%d be happy to ansver any ques-
tions, if there are any.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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1s there discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

#ell, Hr. President, I hate to blame this on ay col-
league, Senator Schuneman, but what we're talking about here
is that we're going to go essentially through the 0ld Senate
Bill 172 process now when we're talking about locating sone
location for low-level radioactive waste, and we're going to
have +to do that one of these days. That means that county
fathers are going to be asked to have to vote yes to 1locate
that site in their county, assuming that this is where the
State would like to locate it. They’re going to be faced
with that kind of a decision. Obviously, I don't think
they*re going to make that decision. I don't think they're
going to willingly want to vote yes. If they turn it down,
then, of course, by a committee or by a Floor amendment now
apparently there would be an appeal procedure that would go
on to the Pollution Control Board and they would have to
defend their actions before that Body, so that at least does
kind of modify a little bit the county position on the legis-
lation, but then the real kicker is that after youtve done
all of thoses good things, then you got to come back to the
Illinois General Assembly and if, for instance, the...the
chosen county were Kankakee County or someplace like that, I
imagine there would be a tad bit of lobbying that would go on
despite the merits of the...the location of the site. WHelre
going to do all those +things now rather %‘han to go about
how....how we provide for it at the present tine. On the
basis of the present law it says you shall do it on the basis
of geological and hydrological studies. So, we're going to
throw that overboard and we're going to...to bring in here
the political process, first of all at the county level, then
at the State level, amd I don't think this represents an
improvement over the way we're doing business right now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. A couple of days ago, we
established that when Senator Rupp doesn't understand a bilil,
he checks with me, and now, Sepator Joyce is introducing a
bill at @y suggestion. 1 just hope the rest of you are
paying attention. In my district resides a county...a bureau
which was the location of Illinois® first and only low-level
radioactive waste site and, believe me, this issue is a very
impportant one in...in that district and, of course, anyone
that's had...been burned with this once would like to have
the opportumity to have some 1local input, and that's the
reason that I'm supporting that concept.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Well, we are about to go intO a...an agreement here with
Kentucky and we're also about to become an agreement State
which gives us much more authority on...on radioactive waste
within our boundaries, and...and I think there is just a
growing popular desire by people at the local level to have
a maximum amount of control over things that are going to
affect them in...in this area. So, with that in mind, 1I'd
ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 3 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Thoses opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 43, the WNays are 13, none voting Present. Senate Bill
No. 3 having received the constitutional number of votes 1is
declared passed. Senate Bill 11, Senator Joyce. Read the

bill, Mr. Secretary.



Page 186 - HMay 24, 1385

ACTING SECRETARY: {iR. FERHANDES)

Senate Bill.,..Senate Bill 11.

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

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thaok you, Mr. President and members of the Sesate.
Senate Bill 11 requires that all 1387 model vehicles or later
be equipped with air bags if they are sold or manufactured in
the State of 1Illinois. We have had considerable debate on
this in committee. Part of this was debated last year when
we were talking about seat belts. I would like to address
myself to those statements and comments that I’ve had in
opposition to this legislation and see if I canR...clear sone
of that up. First of all, +he...opponents of +this legis-
lation say that these air bags do not function properly.
There is a study by General Motors which concludes accidental
inflation seldom occurs and those accidental inflations when
they do occur are harmless. With respect to the argument
that...that I have heard that they are not effective, there
are studies from the United States Department of Transporta-
tion and from the Insurance Institute which conclude that the
air bags work effectively and that air bags are superior to
harness restraint systems. And the other argument which was
raised in commiitee had to do with the cost and...and the
price that would be...that 2 new vehicle would be...would be
raised to if this legislation were enacted. There are studies
that indicate that a mass produced system could be...could
deliver these for approximately a hundred dollars per unit.
As some of you know...some of you on the committee know that
on some of the Mercedes-Benz models this is standard equip~
ment. Most iwmportantly, the most conservative studiss would

hold...most conservative estimates would hold that over three
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hundred lives per year would be saved in this State if every
vehicle were equipped with an air bag. #e understand...I
understand very clearly what went on with the seat belt
legislation and Secretary of Transportation Dole and all of
the other ramifications of that. Senator Xustra and myself
have joined in sponsoring this legislation. 1I'11l be happy to
answer any gquestion that you may have. If there are none, I
would ask for your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, #r. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in opposition to this bill and would like to point out
just two or three things. First of all,...the sponsor, I
think, in good faith and I thipnk many of the comments he made
iS..sis probably well-taken and I'a not against the use
of...0f air bags, but I feel at this time, because of some
problems still with the manufacture of those air bags, ‘the
cost of the panufacturing while I think in the near fu:iure
maybe will get down to a hundred dollars but as the companies
that I have talked to...there's between four and eight hua-
dred dollars for those air bags presently. Number two,
the.,.if the air bag for some reason or another or soume kind
of impact has been released, the cost of getting that air bag
repaired is gamite costly. 1 feel that thee...prior to us
making any mandatory air bag law that we first of all need to
spend more time in research and then make it available to
those people to use on those automobiles, and I'm not sure
that if they were made available I might even choose to put
one on @yself; but I, for one, have a General Motors plant
in my district and I know we've been threatemed many times
about what?s going to happen, but I know additional costs to
those manufacturers in my area and we've had significant lay-

offs at the General Hotors plant in Danville and we're only
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about half of production...or half of the employees have been
hired back for the present production at this time and...and
a cost to that companry could...cause a...increased unsmploy-
ment in the Vermillion County area as well as many of the
other areas throughout the State. So, I think that it would
be best if we would oppose this bill at this time and at some
future time maybe this should be considered again.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, #r. President., I'd like to ask the sponsor a
question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR KELLY:

Okay...it says here that these are air bags. I was
advised that cars were egquipped...with ome air bag, and
I...on the driver's side only, and I...I'd just 1like know,
have we ever gotten an answer on that? Are there air bags
in...in these cars or is there one air bag?

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREHIAH JOYCE:

This legislation contemplates an air bag for the driver.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you. The...the only thing I have concerns on this
is a...an older vehicle, that's where I'm concerned about if
it gets old and antiquated and some people drive those
around that...if they might hit a bump with an old car that's
got a handred thousand plus miles on it +that possibly it
might release it and might cause an accident. Other than

that, T think the Senator has a..ea good bill and
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well-intended legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Sesnate. As a
cosponsor of this bill, obviously, I rise in support of it.
I don't have any doubt that the only long-term solution to
the problem of.,.traffic deaths on our nation*s roads and
highways is the...the air bag. #e can debate when or if or
how it should happen; the fact is, that with the passage of
the wmandatory seat belt law in this State last year, we did
nothing but defer, defer those manufacturers from really
dealing seriously with the research and development necessary
to wmake sure that one day an air bag is in each and every
car, I feel strongly that this is one area of public policy
where we've entered blindfolded and backwards and it’s time
that we face up to the real problem here and the real soqlu-
tion., Anybody who's seen the Allstate Insurance film, anyone
who has seen the 60 HMinutes film, the test, over and over
again, which have documented that thgse things do not open
prematurely, which have documented that an air bag's costs
can be brought dovn when you mass-produce it to a hundred to
a hundred and fifty dollars per unit has to believe that
instead of running around in the State trying o enforce
mandatory seat belt usage, which you're never going to get
anyw’ay, maybe no more than fifty or sixty percent, that the
best solution is an air bag in every car, one behind the
driver's seat in that steering wheel and one on the passenger
side. To wait a round and hope that the Federal Government or
hope that General Motors or Fotd.or whoever it is is going to
get together and do something about this would be folly.
Folly as 1long as hundreds of thousands of lives are lost
every year om Our nation'’s highways. As far as I'm concerned,

the only way to really address this fact is to force it on
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the manufacturers. I don't 1like to do it that way, but
believe me, I think it's a lot better than mandating seat
belt wusage. For that reason, I joined Senator Joyce in the
sponsorship of this bill. I think it's good legislation and
We ought to be voting for it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank yoa, MNr. President. I, too, rise in support of this
and since the other day when Senator Kelly asked a question
about how you could tell the cars with the air bags in then,
If've come up and found out those are the cars that have the
orange license plates on then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOB SCHAFFER:

#ell, I think I'm going to vote for this bill but I have
to admit ay logic is somewhat convoluted...which won't sar-
prise many people. I really still have problems with the
mandatory seat belt bill, and my guess is, if we can get this
bill to the other House and get it moving, the automobile
people will be so happy to come back and repeal the seat belt
bill to kill this one that we can kill them both and go back
to letting people do what they wish. So, I think I'm going
to support this because I think this is the one thing that?ll
pull the automobile manufacturers off spending all their time
and money trying to impose the mandatory seat belt oa every
citizen of this State.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Darrowe.

SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Hr. President. I would agree with Senator

Schaffer. I think ke has the right idea. I was very

strongly opposed to the seat belts. I think if we pass this



Page 191 - tay 24, 1985

legislation, the car...auto industry, which is opposed %fo it,
will come back down here. I...I would suggest that everyone
wvho 1is opposed to seat belts vote this good legislation. I
think we owe it to the auto industry. I think that this is a
good step forward to kind of gst a little revenge for what
they*ve done to our constitusats.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, MHr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I think Senator Schaffer and Senator Darrow did very,
very well. Between Senator.,..or between Representative
Vinson and nmyself we have forty-three thousand names asking
that seat belts be repealed and that, obviously, is going
nowhere. So, maybe there’s forty-three thousand people out
there who would love to stick it to the automobile manufac-
turers and put their names on this wonderful piece of legis-
lation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOHN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is nuts. This is abso-
lutely nuts. WRe're going to mandate air bags to send a mes-
sage and all of us represent communities in the Saturn sweep-
stakes. I don't...I don't know exactly the...the logic of
some of the prior speakers escapes me, but I think that a
very mixed message goes out aad then people stand up and say,
it's the nasty old automobile manufacturers that are forcing
us all to buckle up. Everyone in this Chanber knows very
well that the mandatory buckle-up law was passed and it Was
driven by Federal regulations, and if people are really
serious about abolishing mandatory buckie-up laws, they ought
to get onto their Congressman and have their Congress...have

the Congress pass legislation keeping the U.S. Department of
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Transportation out of the area, if they don't 1like it, but
the kinds of explanations given in support of this legis-
lation are just crazy, and I think everybody in this Chanmber
knows it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Briefly, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate.. 1 understand the logic very well of th prior speak-
ers, NO...DOte...notwithstanding what my estimable colleagque
on this side has just said, because the automobile companies
reneged on their promise to furnish air bags and they went in
deviously to the various Legislatures to get them to pass the
buckling of seat b2lts, and for your information, I had a
poll taken. Do you want seat belts? The answer was yes, two
to one. Do you want to be forced to buckle your seat belts?
The answer was three to one against it. Now let me tell you
something,...I think this bill is a good one. I'd 1like to
see these lobbyists come in from the big automobile companies
and, you know, nine approached me and I thought that...that?s
all they had, they had twenty-one fighting to pass the manda-
tory buckling and, incidentally, we didn't have to do that
because of a Federal rule. The Federal rule was omly that if
they had about thirty-six states that did it, then it could
be mandatory. I...speak in favor of the bill and I'm glad
Senator Joyce has got it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Joyce nmay
close,

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, just a couple of points, Senator Bloom, you're
beginning to sound an awful lot like...like your tall friend
on the second floor with this, every time we...thers's an

issue, we drag Saturn out. So, to that argument, you may be
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as nutty as...as the people that you*re talking...talking
abouat. This legislation will save lives. There's no gues-
tion about that. There!s no one in this Body that can dis-
pute that. I do not presume to be the coamscience for this
Body...on any day, at any time, but for whatever reasons you
want to vote for this, I will accept your vote and I ask for
your support.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 11 pass. Those imn favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 23, the ©Nays are 30, 3 voting Present. Senate Bill 11
having failed to receive the constitutional najority is
declared 1lost. Senate Bill 12, Senator Keats. BRead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 12.

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

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you. Hopefully, this one will be a little shorter
and a 1little less controversial. Sepate Bill 12 deals with
absentee voting by members in the United States Arned
Services and certain...basically, their dependents. Accord-
ing to the Department of Defense who did a survey...after the
1980 election, a hundred and eighty-two *housand military
personnel who tried to vote in the 138D elections were unable
to do so because they couldn't get their absentee ballots,
too late, didn't arrive at all, the...you know, the nmail
couldn't ge +them back fast enough. So, there's a very

legitimate problem. For any of you who are military veterass



Page 194 - May 24, 1385

and I know it's in the majority here, I had an example in
1974, I had to fly home to Chicago to vote ‘'cause we were
unable to get me an absentee ballot in time; luckily, I was
stationed within the United States at the time and was able
to get back. So, what this bill does is...sets up voter
eligibility standards that they have to bs ascertained within
a couple of days, the official ballots have to be mailed out
in a set time and that they have to be made available, you
know, a set number of days in advance. Origipally, the bill
vas opposed by the County Clerks Association becaunse somehow
or other in betweesn my notes and the drafting, they pat in
criminal penalties that shot clerks at dawn if they didan't do
this. I dor't know where those criminal penalties came fron,
so when we put the amendment on on the Floor, those criminal
penalties were removed and we also stretched out what it said
twenty~four hours specifically stated two working days. Say
with...with that, my staff informs me the county clerks have
removed their objections., Support for the bill comes fron
various veterans and military groups and from the AFL-CIO who
have been very concerned with being sure that people had the
opportunity to vote. With that, I would be more than happy
to answer any guestions anyomne has except Senator Rocka
PRESIDING OFFICEER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Hr, President and members of the Senate. As
Senator Keats mentioned, this bill...after being amended did
delete the ‘penalties and it's somewhat better and certainly
it's very meritorious to allowing for more participation by
our armed service personnel., There was some concern about
the time element, and I might ask Senator Keats if the
twenty-four hour period that he had, what extension of time
‘are you allowing for these election authorities...county?

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

Instead of twenty-four hours, which the county clerks did
say they thought was probably difficult for them to do, their
recommendation was within two business days, and that was
their recommendation and we put it in, it's in Sectiomn
20-4...actually, it's in two different spots there, but
that's the key one. Their recommendation was, they said, we
can do it in two business days.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

dWell, I think it's legislation that probably would help
for stronger participation and suppose it's...it?'s needed,
but I do think that...possibly in the House, it may get a
closer 1look because I'm not sure that even with the two days
that'll be adequate, but I am going to support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

The only question I had and I'm not sure this is totally
answerable in the context of what you're doing, is there now
a set time within which the process must be completed that is
different from the prior time? One reason why I ask this is
that I know that there is concern particularly about the
military absentee voting and there is a Federal guideline for
that in which a lot of states are having trouble complying
with. Do you have a maximum range?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

See, initially it...what the 1law says now is immedi-

ately...I mean, the Federal stuff, that's why some states are

having trouble, it's no%* the time frame, it's immediately.
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What we say 1is, you got two business days and then give
forty-five days if they...you know, so that they have the
ballots ready in advance. The Pederal one which is a great
idea 1is something we all occasionally see has become
unvorkable in some states fcause some county clerks in big
counties have a hard time doing immediately.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

You haven'’t changed the forty-five day period though.
Okay, »».that?'s what I was trying to get clear. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR HOCK:

Thank youn, #r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. A guestion of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR ROCK:

What is the current law?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

+ses5ee, there's both Federal and State. Forty-five days
is what existing is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Please, spare me, don’t tell we're amending Federal law
here. What I asked was, what is the current law?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Forty-five days.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

To do what?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Have to have the ballot prepared in advance so it can be
mailed. Had...had you been in the wnmilitary and served in
Korea, you'd realize it takes a month just to get from where
¥e had the troops in Korea just back to Seoul.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

That is not the current law, that's what's in your bill.
I'n asking what is the current law? The currant law says, if
I am the county election authority, that immediately upon
the...one of these applications coming in, I'm supposed to
send it out to ensure that it gets done. Now you strike
inmediately and say, well, within two business days, that's
plenty of tine. How does that make it better?

PRESIDING OFFICER:z (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Because, to be quite framk, it isn't being done inmmedi-
ately. t is not being done. What we are trying to do is
setting up a framewerk io get it done.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator ROCK.

SENATOR ROCK:

»esa@ truly missing something. How in the world does
within two days speed it up? The duty is there on the elec-
tion authority to do it immediately. It aeither say,

NOs..R0, NDOW We want to speed up the process, so don't do it
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immediately, do it within two business daysa.

PRESIDING GFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

#hat we've...done, too, to make sure it's enforceable, if
the State Board of Elections determines that an election
authority has not complied with the provisions, they have the
right to be sure the ballots are counted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Hell, that...that?s my next point. You are puatting, it
seens to me, an unreasonable burden upon the election author-
ities and you are...inposing or giving the State Board of
Election now authority to impose an unreasonable regulation,
because <the...the...the +thing you have to try to change, it
seems to me, is how in the world do I, as an election author-
ity, have a ballot printed when I don't know who's suppose to
be on the ballot because I haven't received the certification
as to who's to be on the ballot.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Okay, that's handled simply in several other states, but
let me run through what you said. They...some of them send
out blank ballots, but at least it gets out and they have a
list of who's there. If you've got a blank ballot, it’s
easier to write-in than receive no ballot. #hat it also
does, your saying, in +terms ©of the election authori-
ties...remember the county clerks are not in opposition. By
giving them a time frame they can work in and an oversight
panel to make sure it is dome, in this case, the State Board
of Elections...gives them the right to see when things were

mailed out and if it was complied with, The county clerks
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I...I give you credit for protecting

the position of someone who doesn?t agree with youa

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAYVICKAS)

Is there...Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

#ell, I hope you'll give me more credit than that. I

want you to go back to your county clerk and say,...look what

I have done for you.
Elections authority over
of an application for
will all, in the hundred
am not delighted. I

ously, well-intended

I have now given the State Board of
your every action in the processiag
an absentee ballot and I'm sure thay
and one counties, be delighted. I
think this is a terrible bill, obvi-

because everything you do is

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
l
|
|
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well-intended, but it's terrible. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator DeAngelis. ‘
SENATOR DeANGELIS: |
«ss.guestion of the sponsor. ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he'll yield.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
On whose side were you on when you were in the armed
services? ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there...Senator Heaver.
SENATOR WEAVER: |
Senator Keats is the sponsor of this bill and I think
it's probably the only bill that he sponsored that the
ALF-CIO is for., So, I'll have to be for iz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Hacdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:
Well, I find it interesting <+that some of +the foraer

speakers just seem to say that it's absolutely impossible for
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us to have our Illinois servicemen be able to vote absentee.
Now, this happens to be a national prublem. Other states and
their election authorities have been able to comply, and cer-
tainly with modern communication systems, it seems incredible
to me that we are disenfranchising the number of our service-
men that we are are...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bock, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR ROCKs

point of order. I object to the fact that somebody
doesn't.,.apparently doesn’t want servicemen to vote...nobody
said that ever.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, would you confine your remarks to the bill
itself? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR HMACDONALD:

8ell, I would say that we have worked...this is...this is
the fourth year, actually, that I have beem on an Election
Committee that this problem has been addressed. I think that
with the agreement that Senator Keats has on this bill at
this particular time, if there does need to be further work
on it, possibly the House Election Committee will be able to
make some further suggestions, but I think that it is a meri-
torious pill and one that deserves...the problem at least
deserves our attention and I think that this bill should qo
on over to the House and we should see what we could do,
because as it 1is, indeed, we are disenfranchising Illinois
servicemen from voting, and I think it's the best that we
could do with our amendments and I hope that...and...and urge
you to vote for this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very Bpuch. Will the..,.sponsor yield for a
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guestion?
PRESIDIEG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Yeah...have yon got any idea how our election conmpis-
sioner feels on it...Dan Nelson in DuPage?
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

»s»they have not called me and said anything about it but
they have not registered in opposition and the county clerks
are no longer...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell,

SENATOR KEATS:

.ssil Opposition now that we t00k oUt thGeaa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

essSenator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I think there's only, to my knowledge, a couple of coun-
ties that have got =election comnissions and I happen to
represent one of them and I'm...I'm...you have not contacted
our election commission at all?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

I did not ask permission to introduce the bill, no.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Prankly, I think Senator Rock may have gone to the heart
of the problem. I think the problem with the absentee bal-
lots isn't that our countiy clerks are somehow shiftless ot

lazy, it's simply that the process we have in place doesa't
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always get them a ballot printed and certified in time %o get
it out in a timely fashion. I would suggest to...and I*m not
on the committee so this may be...gratuitous advice, I would
suggest that what we need to do is take a 1look at that
timetable and...take...pake the changes necessary to get the
ballots printed im time.so the clerks can get it mailed out.
I would also suggest to you that I am informed that this is
the only bill on this subject and that I think we ought to
advaace the bill with the understanding it be cleaned up in
the House to make it possible for our military men overseas
to vote, I, for ore, am mnot going to vote against the only
bill to ensure our people getting a chance to vote on Hemo-
rial Day weekend. I'm sorry, I'm not going to put that in oy
speech HMonday. Let's get this bill out of here and get it
cleaned up in the House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If pot, Senator Keats nay
close,

SENATOR KEBATS:

My..amy staff corrected me on one thing. Bev, a mistake
on my part, Dan Nelson of the DuPage Board was there when
the bill wvas heard. So, I mean, he is completely aware of
ite I'Beeel did not know zhe man, =1] I didn'z
realize...apparently, I evem talked to him. I just didn*t
know who he was, Sorry about that. Okay. In terms of a
correction, first of all, for...for the President, this
doesn®t deal with putting the State Board of Elections in oa
all absentee ballots, it deals with the military problen
alone. This has been a huge problem. It is a nationwide
problem and you are dealing with hundreds of thousands of
people who are being kept from voting. Okay. That is the
issue. We are not saying someone’s iucompeten; or crooked or
lazy or whatever for keeping them from voting. The point is,

it has been technically difficult to get the job dBne. This
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is a way to, hopefully, do it. If it is inconvenient for one
county clerk, I am sorry if allowing people %o vote is an
inconvenience for ons county clerk. The rest of the county
clerks doesn't find it inconvenient to be sure that other
people get to vote; and so with that, I...I really would just
like to conclade by saying, if you really are concerned...aod
I have to give the AFL-CIO credit, you know, they don't back
many of my bills, but they have had a consistent position in
terns of...of making it easier for people to vote and they
even showed up and testified in favor of my bill. I got to
give them credit. I don': think you?ll see that happsn very
often. It’s a legitimate attempt to clean up a problem for
an awful 1ot of people. It happened to me, it could have
happened to many of you when you were in the service. I
think it is important that this gets to the House because
there is no other option. If there is a problem, we'll 1look
at it. I ask an affirmative roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 12 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who vwish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 45, the Nays
are 3, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 12 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. Just as a
reainder, Semators, it's three o'clock, vwe've gone through
eighty-eight bills., ®e have a hundred and sixty-five more to
go. There's a question on what time we will return tomorrow
moraing. Senate Bill 14, Senator D'Arco. For what purpose
Senator Keats arise?

SENATOR KEATS:

I thank you for the roll call. After seeing the roll call
I apologize for being so long-winded.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, Senator, it*s not the first time. Senator DYArco
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on Senate Bill 14,
PRESIDENT:

On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 14.

Read the Bill, #r. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 14.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill extends the bound-
aries of Grant Park to include territoery bounded on the east
by the 1384 Lake Shore Drive relocation and on the west by
the current eastern boundary of Grant Park and on the north
by Randolph Street and on the south by Honroe Streect.
There's no oppositioen to the bill. It...it's good for +he
City of Chicago and it's...I ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? 1f
not,s»asS5enator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Senator D'Arco, would you mind explaining what this is
all about? It's...somehow...are we; A, committing ourselves
to the Horld's Fair; B, committing ourselves to the reloca-
tion of...of the outer drive; C, committing ourselves to aany-
thing 1if this bill passes? It just sounds sort of peculiar.
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Oh, I'm getting tired here. No, this...this is a siaple
bill. You know, the...the lake...the Lake Shore Drive
S-carve is beinge...1is being relocated, so z0

speakeseby...rerouted, thatts a good word, by the State of
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Illinois; and in the process of doing that, a certain portion
of landfill has been created that the City of Chicago owns
that is a adjacent to Grant Park, and what the city wants and
what the park district wants is to make that landfill area
As.es.a part of Grant Park. I%* has nothing to do with the
World's Fair. TIt...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:z

fou're talking then about some land that is, in effect,
freed up or reshaped or...or <created by the...the S-curve
project, not anything else, 1Is that correct?

PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

I like the way you put that. Yeah, that's very good.
PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 14 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting
is open., Have all voted who vish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
there are 56 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
14 baving received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 17, Senator D'Arco. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 17. BRead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 17.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 17 provides that
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after ten years has lapsed from the time that a erson has
served a sentence for committing a misdemeanor in the State
of Illinois, that person bas the opportunity to have that
tecord of coaviction expunged by the circuit court in the
county where the...conviction took place, and this is at the
discretion of the judge who sentenced the persom initially,
and it does provide that ten years must have elapsed from the
date of the completion of the sentence. The Supreme Cour% in
one of its opinions has indicated they feel that if a person
only commits a misdemeanor and he hasn't comnmitted any other
crime in tem years froam that time, why should that be a
permanent stigma on his record and let's...lett's get rid of
it and do right by this individual, and I would ask for a
favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and merbers, just to point out that
this...one, that this bill was amended from its original form
which covered an addition to misdemeanors, also Class 4 fel-
onies. But a couple of...points about the bill. One is that
there was some testimony £from the circuit court clerks in
committee when the bill first came up that they would have
preferred to have the expungement period limited to a
five-year period because of their record keeping responsi-
bilities. Also, I think that sven though the bill is limited
to nmisdemeanors, I think there is perhaps a philosophical
question of...as to whether you want someone with say a Class
A misdemeanor conviction to be able to have the records
expunged at sowme point. This could affect a whole series of
convictions such as a coaviction £for drumk driving and a
nunber of other offenses. So those of you coansidering sup-
porting this legislation may at least want to ask yourselves
that guestion.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Just to clarify, Hr. President. This...this legislation
in misdemeanor form omly, which is what it is, we did amend
it so that the felonies are out. This legislation was recom-
nended by the Supreme Cour% and I would...l would support it
and ask everybody to join ame.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:
Yes, sir, Mr. President. Ladias and Gentlemen of the

Senate, I...I support this bill because it...it does 1limit
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expungement to misdemeanors. There was a question about the
felony before and we took care of that in committee. And it
does not make expungement automatic, it's still discretionary
with the court. SO it's up to the discretiom of the judga
after ten years. 50 I urge you to pass it.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 17 pass. Those in
fa;or will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open, Have all voted who ¥ish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 46 Ayes, 7 Nays, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 17 having received the required comstitutiomal
majority is declared passed., On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 32. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 32.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, MNr. President, members of the Senate. Senhate
Bill 32 seeks to address a very specific problem involving
approximately fourteen widows oFf police officers killed in
the line of duty between 1940 and 1969. The...pension fund
is not opposed to this legislation. The amounts
involved...there are varied estimates, one roaming around is
two hundred thousand dollars. Our belief is that it is far
less than that, somewhere closer to a hundred <thousand
dollars. Since this legislation first began, %two of the
widows have since passed away. The...the payout is based on
what the police officer would have received had he lived
throughout that time. I ask for...I'1l be happy to answer

any guestions and I ask for your support of this legislation.
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PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 32 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. All voted who wish? All voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 54 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
32 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading
is Senate Bill 36. Read the bill, Hr., Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 36,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Joyce,
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

¥ell, the Calendar description of Senate Bill 36 is
indeed accurate. #e have had this bill before us on
a..,e.couple of occasions, we have passed it our of here with
substantial majorities. If there are amny questions, I'd be
happy to answer them; otherwise, I ask for a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Blooma.
SENATOR BLOON:

I would rise im support of this. As you may have
recalled +the debate yesterday on removing one of the
volitional proangs, you may recall that many times a person is
put before a judge as opposed to a jury because they canm do
these kinds of gymnastics., T think im this instance it will
cut down on those kinds of defenses, and I think that this is
a good tool for the prosscutors. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 36 pass. Those in
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favor will vote Aye. Those oppossd will vote Naye The
votiné is open., Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, there are 54 Ayes, 2 MNays, 1 voting Present.
Senate Bill 36 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 39, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 33.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. At long last, at long last, we have now arrived to a

bill that for ten years has been coming over here. We

started here and we going to send that ball on over to Leroya.

Now, what has happened? That this is a bill that everyone
has agreed to, the Governor is going to be happy with it now,
DCCA is going to be happy with it now, the Minority Leader,
Senator Philip, is going +to be happy and the Executive
Conmittee 1is going to be happy because it was said that they
should delete the condemnation procedure and we deleted that
out of the bill. Also that the authority will have no power
to pledge the credit of the Staie of a municipality. Obli-
gation authority should not be of the State or any other uait
of govermment. This is something that we've been waiting on
for a long time to pass a bill out of here over to the House
rather than that bill come over to the House and you have
been confronted with. And I*'d ask your most favorable sup-
port of this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Question 1is, shall Senate Bill 33 pass. Those in favor
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SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I'd rise in support of this bill becaus2 there have been
some awful things dome by the High School Association.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Kustraa.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank youn, #r. President and members of the Senate. I
would just add my strong support of this bill, and again
underline the fact that Senator Topinka was willing to work
out...somewhat of an agreement on this, and for that reason,
there is a provision in that bill that requires the school
coaches and the parents to play a role in addition to the
individual athlete, This is a good bill and we odght T0o pass
it out of here.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. This bill has been talked about for some
weeks now, a lot of emotion involved in this, a 1lot of
accusations have been made. But let...let ne remind the Body
that the Illinois High School Association is am...an associa-
tion created by the member high schools. They pay dues to
the organization, they pay dues to police themselves. And
for the Legislature to get involved in telling, first of alil,
the Illinois High School Association what they should do and,
more importantly, to begin to set standards with respect to
athletics is absolutely inappropriate. I think, fellow
colleagues, that we are opening the door here for some very
serious things to happen. First of all, the association pro-
vides a very proper balance between...academia and athletics,
and high school athletics simply can't bea...cCan’t be the only
thing. And all of this concern arises out of the fact that

one of the regqulations states that you cannot play on an
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independent team while you're playing on a high school team.
And that's there for a reason...that's there for a reason.
Think, for example, situations like church- basketball vhere
young athletes who can't make the high school basketball tean
have an opportumnity to play basketball in another area. If
we're allowed to do this, then what we will say is, those
high school...those students playing basketball for the high
school will also be permitted to play high
school...basketball with that church basketball team. This
isn?t right, it*'s simply wrong. Aad it doesn't keep everyone
on the same keel, not at all. We all know the concerns that
we have with college basketball. Year after year there are
problems with the NCAA, with teams that are taking advantage
under the table of the rules and regulations. We all have to
abide by rules and regulation. Here is a rule and a regula-
tion that is promulgated by an organization made up of those
high schools. They make the decision. #hat's happening here
is, disenchanted parents in a particular school are going %o
their legislator and saying, change the law, change the rule.
Where they should be going is to their high school, to their
high school principal who's a member of <that association.
That's the way it should be done. This is a most inappro-
priate position for the Legislature to be in, and I would
urge your consideration of a No vote.

PRESIDENT:

All right, eight...cight menbers...eight additional mem~-
bers have sought recognition. Furtber discussion? Senator
Mahar.,

SENATOR MAHAR:

sssthank you, Mr. President and members. I rise in sup-
port of this bill. I understand to a certain extent what
Semator Maitland is talking about. I didn't think as a newly
elected nmember...this is a...a situation that we would be

dealing with. But nonetheless, I ap very surprised and...and
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disappointed by the arrogant attitude that the principals
have taken and the fact that they don't...do not even wish to
discuss this with Senator Topinka. And I would remind you
that I think it?’s wrong for a...as an example a student who
is involved in track or cross-couﬂtry not being able to run
in a simple 10K race on a Sunday morning in their own com-
munity when their amateur status is not being affected., And
what is happening, the byproduct of this is they’re runaning
in those 10K races anyway. So, we are, in fact, by enforcing
the rules, we're teaching these students how to avoid the
rules, I think that's wrong.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

»ssthank you, Mr. President, being very brief. One of
the big points that was raised by the...IHSA is saying, gee,
it's the academic standards we're concerned about. The only
trouble is most of the high schools that have tried to with-
drag from the IHSA, although now they've backed off a little,
tend to be the top rated high schools. The argumen: in ternms
of academics simply is...is not an accurate argument. Hy
local principals might even say, Rog, good idea, give them a
kick in the teeth; but, boy, I don't dare say anything, these
guys are heavy-handed. I mean, they are afraid to even pub-
licly complain about some of the problems we have had. Let
me give you one example of the kind of probleans. A local
high school swimming power had an aluamni meet every Christ-
mas, only their own alumni would come 1in...they tried :o
disqualify that high school swimming team for illegal outside
competition for their wvarsity and their alumni having a
Christmas svimming meet, that's the kind of thing. And the
last point I bring up...remember the average high school ath-
lete, the...overwhelming majority never play college sports,

man, this is their last shot. Rhy do you take away the
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chance for kids to participate in the sports where they?’d
like to? 1It's a difference between college, world of differ-
ence for high school. The majority of these high school ath-
letes, it's the last time they're going to play basketball,
et cetera. I would ask for your affirmative vote.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This bill should not be before us. HKe should not have to
consider this bill. The reason we are considering this bill
and the reason we're getting this much verbiage is because of
the way this particular organization has operated. I think a
previous speaker used the word that best describes it,
arrogance; arrogance for the athletes, for the students, for
the schools, for the coach and particularly, I might add, for
the parents. Honest to gosh, the way they +talk about the
parents, 1like parents hate kids, it's absolutely disgusting.
This organization deserves to be tightensd up. It's a shane
we have <to be involved, it's a shame its leadership hasn'=z
got the sense to run their organization in such a way so that
it doesn*t have to clutter up our Calendar and our busy days.
But occasionally one of these little gquasi-governameat
kingdoms nee2ds to get a good swift kick in the behind. This
organization has had that kick coming for a long time, and I
urge as many members ia this Body as possible to help us give
them the message.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates shefll yield, Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Let me get this straight now. You’re saying that accord-
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ing %fo curremt law, if my child belongs to a baseball teanm in
the school, they will be forbidden from engaging in any other
type of baseball activities ouatside that school?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:
During the baseball season.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Well, I think this is a...well, in that case, I applaud
your‘effo:ts and I support your bill.
PRESIDENT:

Farther discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'm pleased to stand in sup-
port...in support of Senator Topinka's bill. I would just
point out to you that one of beauities of this bill is we're
not imposing government into this operation. What we are
doing is suggesting by this bill that ir addition to the
autocratic approach of these principals who are responsive to
no ore ‘that we are bringing into play the school coach, the
athlete's parent aad the student himself, I think that's a
great approach. I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 42 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye, Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? - Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 31 Ayes, 23
Nays, 1 votimg Present. Senate Bill %2 having received the
required comstitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Maitland, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR HMAITLAND:
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Thank youn, ¥r. President., Let's just see if all zthe
affirmatives are here.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland has requested a verification. Will all
the members be in their seats. MHr. Secretary, please read
the affirmative roll.

SECRETARY:

The following voted in +the affirmative: Barkhausen,
Berman, Bloom, Carroll, Collins, D'Arco, Dawson, Degnan,
Dudycz, Fawell, Friedland, Geo-Karis, Hudson, Jones, Jeremiah
Joyce, Keats, Kustra, Lechowicz, Lufit, Macdonald, Mahar,
darovitz, Nedza, Netsch, Newhouse, Rigney, Schaffer,
Schuneman, Smith, Topinka, Weaver.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland, do you guestion the presence of any
member?

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Fawell.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell on the Floor? Senator Fawell on the
Floor? Strike her name, #r. Secretary.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Collins.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collims on the Floor? Senator Collins on the
Floor? lStrike...

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Friedland.
PRESIDENT:

ev+Strike her name. Senator Friedland is on the Floor.
SENATOR MATITLAND:

Senator Friedlaad. Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce on the Floor? Senator Joyce in the phone
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booth, Senator Haitland.
SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Senator Lechowicz.
PRESIDENT:

Seaator Collins is back on the Floor.
SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Senator Lechowicza.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz is filling up the doorway. Fawell has
already been stricken., Senator Fawell is back om the roll,
4r. Secretary. All right. The roll has been verified. QOn
that question, there are 31 Ayes, 23 Nays, | voting Present.
Senate Bill #2 having received the reguired constitutignal
majority is declared passed. Senator Sangmeister on 48. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 48, Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 48,
{Secretary r=ads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Sangmeister,
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, this piece of legiszlation comes around on the base
of a school attorney pointed out to me that there was a
conflict in publishing the notice for the annual budget.
And...we said one thing in Chapter 100, paragraph 2 and
another in Chapter 122, paragraph 17-1. The purpose of this
legislation is to straighten that out. That's all it does.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Discussion? If not, the question is,
shall Sepate Bill 48 pass. Those in favor will vote Ayse.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
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Take the record. On that question, there are 54 Ayes, 1o
Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 48 haviﬁg received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reéding, Senate Bill 54, Sena-
tor Marovitz. BRead the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 54,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, ver mach, Mr. President, wsembers of the
Senate. This bill increased the supplemental benefits for
teachers from a hundred dollars to one hundred and eighty
dollars for each year of service. It...it applies %o eight
hundred and eleven teachers only and amounts o five hundred

and ninety-four thousand dollars. That's the figure that we

"were given when we...some...some incorrect figures were given

and we did some research om it. It does apply to eight hun-
dred and eleven teachers and five hundred and ninety-four
thousand dellars, the cost. It will go down each year
because it...it applies only to the oldest people who were at
the bottom rung of the ladder and getting the leas:t amount of
dollars out of their pension. Downstate got an increase last
year and Chicago now is asking for this increase. There's a
cap on it of fifty-five hundred dollars. It only applies to
those who retired before 1973, and I'd ask for a favorable
roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion
is, shall Semate Bill 54 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
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Take the record. On that question, there are 45 Ayes, 8
Nays, none voting Preseat. Senate Bill 54 having received
the regquired constitutional majority is declared passed. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 55. Read
the bill, Mr. Sscretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 55.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz,
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very auch, Mr. President, wmembers of the
Senate. This brings...the Chicayo teachers in line with the
downstate exactly. It applies to teachers who have ten or
more years of...of creditable service, increases the npinimum
survivor benefit from forty dollars a month to two hundred
dollars a month. This again is for people who are on the
lowest...this is for people who are on the lowest rung for
the oldest survivors and it applies to, the survivors of...of
teachers. There's five hundred and thirty-six individuals
%ho it applies to and survivors of pensioners, there?s five
hundred and thirty-three people that it applies to. There is
a State Mandate's Act exempiion on here. This 1is totally
paid for by the locals and there?s a desperate nsed Eor this,
and I would ask for your Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Rupp.
SENATQOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. I'd like to ask, Senator, you
indicate that +this brings the...this in line with the
downstate. It does as far as the benefits are concerned, but
in the situation now, this only reguires a member to have

completed eighteen months of creditable service; yet,
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dovwnstate it requires,..to do the same thing, it requires ten
years of service. 1 dom't think that?s...bringing them
together, and we have had so many instances shere we haave
been urged to go along with this particular thing because it
now matches up outstate with Chicago or Chicago with
outstate. I think that this bill should be corrected. If
ve're going to make it the same in one place, I thiak we
ought to make it that there's a reguirement for tem years of
service in order to comply.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, this isn't changing the number of years of service
that's been in...in the pemnsion, Chicago Teachers' Pension
Fund all aloag. We're not changing this at all, we're just
increasing the benefits and it's all paid for locally,
there's no State funds whatsoever. Therels a Mandate's Act
a..-eXenption on this which was asked for im the Education
Comnittee. Agaimn, it only applies to I think about a thou-
sand people, the people who are onm the lowes:t rung of the
ladders, the oldest teachers, the oldest survivors and their
children. And, again, eachs....,cach year the aumber will go
down and it is paid for locally.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR BRUPP:

Yeah, but it...again, we're not doing what you indicate,
ve're not making it the same. We have the same situation and
the same needs outstata.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:
Thank you. The...at least according to tbe actuarial

analysis that we were presented, it seemS...I think what this
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bill does is not a usual thing; that is, to provide this kind
of a minimum is not usual in a pension system. And this is
actually a fairly significant increase although the total
amount of money involved may not be enormous but it is going
to increase the accrued liability by about eight hundred and
sixty-five thousand dollars. Admittedly, it is a fixed group
and...so that it's not going to be a continuing thing but it
is a fairly significant amount at the present time, and it is
a principle that is not one that is normally applied.
PRESIDENT:

Farther discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Just one other point, Mr. President. There is something
happening in pensions around here all the time that I choose
to call it creeping pensionitis. And what it amounts to is
that if we give +this benefit to this group, all the other
groups in the State are going to want to get it if they don't
have it now, and we ought to be avware of that when we begin
to break that chain of...of uniformity.

PRESIDENT:

Farther discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Marovitz may close.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, #r. President and' members of the Senate.
4ell, this 1is fixed group, it's estimated that the increase
in the first year payout would be only a hundred and
thirty-three thousand\dollars. There are only a...a thousand
individuals involved in this, survivors of teachers and sur-
vivors of pensioners, the people who are on...on the lowest
rung of the pension ladder, and I would solicit your Aye
vote.

PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 55 pass. Those in
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favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting
is open, All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 33 Ayes, 20 Nays, none voting...l voting Present.
Semate Bill 55 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 57, On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 57. Read the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 57.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz,
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, VeTrY RuCh...Hdr. President and members of ths
Senate. This bill applies to those...those teachers who are
on leave from the Board of Education working for professional
organizations such as the union, and it would allow them to
pay in at the rate that they're making with the professional
organization. The organization would pay the...whatever the
increase is, it'll be borne by the union itself or the pro-
fessional organization and I would ask for your Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 57 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 votad who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 53
AyesS...54 Ayes, 3 Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 57
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. ©60. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading, Sepate Bill 60. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 60.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, WMr. President. This bill raises the limit on
punitive damages for unreasonable and vexatious delay by an
insurance company from five thousand dollars to twenty-five
thousand dollars. This was a compromise that we arrived at
¥ith the insurance companies., I don't think it’s enough but
it*s the best we could do right now and I would ask for a
favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall Senate
Bill 60 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, there are 53 Ayes, 3 Nays, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 60 having received the reguired
constitutional wmajority is declared passed. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 61. Read the bill, HNr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Sepate Bill 61,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAHWSON:

Mr. Presiden%t, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate.
Senate Bill 61 appropriates seventy-four thousand sight hun-
dred and seventy dollars for...the Board of Higher Education

for a grant <to the Board of Govermor's State colleges to
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study feasibility of westablish an eagineering school at
Chicago State University.
PRESIDENT:
Apy discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOW:

Well, reluctantly, I have to rise in opposition *cause
I'n the designated hitter for our side. It*'s five million
dollars that'!s pot in the budget...excuse nme.

PRESIDENT:

You didn*t listen...Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Senator Bloom, 1it's seventy~four thousand eight hundred
and seventy dollars, it's not five million, we didn't get
that yet.

SENATOR BLOON:

I apologize..sI apo0logiZe.eelYeeeDy handlers...I was
looking at the wrong part of my handlers sheets. It's
unbudgeted, and I understand Chicago State has not got its
physics program going. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 61 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 33 Ayes, 23 #4ays, | voiing Present.
Senate Bill &1 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 62, Senator Dawson. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 62.

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

PRESIDENT:
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Senate Dawson.
SENATOR DANSON:

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. This
provides for a voluntary income checkoff for individuals to
contribute in part of their tax refund for...appropriate it
to the Public Health to be awarded as research grants for
alzheimer's disease.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 62 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. Om that gquestion, there are 34 Ayes, 1 Nay,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 62 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 77. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Semate Bill 77. BRead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 77,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Haitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate, This is a part of...of the school distric:
reorganization packages that are going around...it...it...the
bill purports to encourage consolidation. %e have added an
amendment that requires that the question of consolidation be
asked after five.,..five years. I would...would sesk your
support.

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

77 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
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vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that guestion, there are 51 Ayes, 2 Nays, 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 77 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Dawson, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DAHSON:

Mr. President, behind us we have the Joseph Harren
Elementary School and teacher...Carolyn Curry, one of
BY¥eoeoand I*d like to invite them to Springfield.

PRESIDENT:

#ill our guests please stand and be recognized. #elcone
to Springfield...Senator Hall, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR HALL:

«ss0kay, it's all tight.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene, on 79. Top of page 4. 91, Senator
Marovitz. Senator Harovitz, going once. Oon the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 33. Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 93,
(Secretary begins reading title of bill)
PRESIDENT:
31.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 31.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MARGVITZ:
»+s thank you, very wmuch, HMr. President, members of the

Senate. Senate Bill 91 is the product of many, wmany hours
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and meetings among the bar associations, the judges, the
Child Support Task Force, the Illinois Department of Public
Aid, the State's Attoraney's Office of Cook County; and
finally, we've come up with an agreement which clarifies the
confusion created by the passage last year over the mandatory
child support guidelines, I would make it very clear at the
beginning that mandatory child support gquidelines that we
passed last year remain. The child support guidelines do, in
fact, remain. The guidelines for...for child support are set
forth and the court is directed +to apply the perceamtage
guidelines that we passed last year, same percentage guide-
lines, against aet income unless either party presents evi-
dence as to...as to why the guidelines should be deviated
from. Evidence presented regarding deviation from the guide-
lines may be from any one of five relevant factors; the
financial resource of the child, the financial resources and
needs of the custodial parent, the standard of living the
child would have enjoyed had the marriage not been dissolved,
the physical and emotional condition of the child and his
educational needs, and the financial resourcé and needs of
the noncustodial parent. It allows the court to consider
debts of <the parties in determining child support. The
repayment of debts representing reasonable and necessary
expenses for the production of income, business debts, medi-
cal expenses and other expenses to benefit the child may be
deducted from gross income to arrive at net...net income. I
repeat, this is an agreement of all the parties involved and
I would solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If not, the question is shall Senate
Bill 31 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 55 Ayes, no Nays, none
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voting Present. Senate Bill 31 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Fawell,
Senate bill...on 3rd readinyg, Senate Bill 39. BRead the bill,
Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 99,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very muche. This is...bill basically does uhat
it says in the Calendar. It gives one day of good time for
every week...every week that a man who is in a correctional
institution passes a school program with a maximum of twenty~-
five days. This is what the American Bar Association in 1976
in the House of Delegates has said that we shouid be doing.
It is also what Chief Justice Warren Berger of the U. S.
Supreme Court has said, and let me just quote, "One type of
educational program that needs to be implemented in the
prisons would make certain that'every inmate who cannot read,
write, spell and do simple arithmetic would be given that
training not as an optional matter bu:t as a mandatory
requirenment. The nunber of our young functionally
illiterates in our institutions is appalling. Hithout these
basic skills, what chance does any person have of securing a
gainful occupation when that persen is released and begins to
search for employment. For those of you the mandatory aspect
is harsh and some will. I suggest that the total work and
study hours of inmates be no more than the demand of fifteen
hundred young American cadets of our military academies.®
And he also goes on to say that the way we should get these
in is...these inmates in school is to give them good time. I

move for a favorable vote.
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PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON: '

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she'll yield, Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON: '

Senator Fawell, your bill calls for a good-time...credit
if they attend school or whatever it is that week. What
happens if +that individual doing that week violates pért of
the prison rules which would remove the good time? Which one
supersedes?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

This would be in addition to the...to the normal goodb
time that they get, if they...if they have violated
Qeesldaesdesmdessrule, then actually vhat happens, of course,
is they don't get good time for that particular day under the
nornal circumstances.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

But what happens to the good-time credit they're supposed
to get for being in school that weak?  Now, if they violate
the rule that losas good time, does that also make them lose
the good time regardless whether they were in school or not?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Favell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Every person gets one day of good time for every one day
that they behave themselves, that's the law right now. All
right? If they do not behave themselves, then obviously they

¥ill lose that day of good tinme.
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PRESIDENT:

Farther discussion? Senator Rupp, Oh, Senator Davidson,
I'm sorrye.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

You haven't ansvered my question., W®hat happens +o that
day for that week of school, do they lose it or not? IT...the
Department of...I mean, excuse me, Corrections has a real
problem on...on this...this point, and you have not yet
answered my question,

PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell,
SENATOR FAWELL:

If +they pass the...the...the whole week of school and
they get..,.they will get that one day. All right? Now,
if...they will also lose a day of good time that they would
normally get because of the fact that they have wmisbehaved,
no big deal. That's what they would do anyway.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, HMr. President. My question goes the other
way. Is this...can I get both credit for good behavior plus
this? I%d really be having a good time.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Tt...it*s a pmaxioum...it’s a maxinum of twenty-five days
for the entire year. It's aot, you know, it's not omne...yes,
you can get...this is an additional +twenty-five days above
and beyond what you would normally get, if you finish the
school. If you finish twenty-five weeks of school and you
have passed every single week and perhaps you have learned to
read and write, and right now about eighty percent of our

prisoners are...are functionally illiterate, them. yes, you



Page 232 - HMay 24, 1985

will get that additional twenty-five days.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Rupp. :
SENATOR RUPP:

#ell, looks 1like, if IJTe...Mr. President, if I am real
good, I'm going to get day for day, then I'm going to get
twenty~-£five, you're going to ove me twenty-five days.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

No, you still have to serve a;..at least half your sen-
tence minus twenty-five days. I mean, that's...that's the
absolute minimum. You know, e spend twenty-three
to...nineteen to twenty-three thousand dollars per...per year
to put a prisoner in...to keep a prisoner in prison. The
average man 1is in there for +two and a half years and
he...forty-one percent return within two and a half years.
Eighty percent of the felons return within four years. The
system we have now got doesnft work. I have talked to people
who...people who work with these ex-cons all +the time,
including Pather Kiley and...and including Saint Leonard’s
House, including the Saver Foundation, they have all said,
indeed, this is exactly what is needed. ®e are sending these
men out with absolutely no skills, a hundred dollars in their
pocket, ' they have no place to go, they couldn't read a want
ad if their 1life depended on it, and they couldn't go
tOessand they couldn't get a...a job application filled out
if somebody even tells them where a job is. If we dontt
start doing something with these nmen, we’re going to havse
nothing but prisons all over the State of Illinois.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

One question, Senator. You mentioned men, what about



Page 233 - Hay 24, 1985

women?
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Sanguma2ister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, originally, as I recall in committee, the Depart-
ment of Corrections came in because they thought they were
going to have a problem, but basically I think this is a
pretty decent jdea. I think so WE,.sS0 W& get some legis-
lative intent here to clear up Senator Davidson’s problem.
Apparently if you screw, up you're going to lose your regular
good time, but if you?ve been a good student for that week
you're going to get your ovne day. Okay? I think this has
been cleaned up from when it was originally puat into the
standpoint that you've got to do the schooling, right, Sena-
tor? And you got to complete the courses or you don't get
that extra day. MHaybe that will be enough incentive to get
some of these people into school and at lesast learn the
basics when they get out. I doa*t think it's all that bad an
idea. I support the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Marowitz. Further discus-
sion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

I rise in support of the bill, Senator. I simply want to
say thaé I thought...didn?+ think it would roll guite this
long, but I thimk it's a good idea. #®e want to give these
youngsters some skills, get them out of jail get +them back
into productive 1life and that's the purpose of this bill.
And I support it.

PBRESIDENT:
Further...further discussion? Senator Macdoﬁald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:
Just in brief, I want to say that I certainly commend the

chief sponsor,while we’re hyphenated cosponsor, she has done
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a great deal of work and research on this bill aand I think it
is a very meritorious piece of legislation.
PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:
Questibn of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:
Sponsor indicates she'll yield.
SENATOR COFPEY:

The tweaty-five week course, although they've been a good
student, do they have to...is there any...do they pass the
course or can they fail the course and still get good time?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

These nmen nmeed instant gratification, in a way. So what
they...what they do is, they get one day of good time for
every week that they...they pass. I have talked to the
superintendent, he says that's fine...the superintendent of
schools and prisons, that's no problem whatsoever with hin.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDICZ:

I have one question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she yield, Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Are we sending these convicted felons to prison or to
college?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Fawell may close,
SENATOR FAWELL:
We have...we have already got the schools in place, the

problem is nobody is using them according to...the super-
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intendent in the prison system. I have checked with Harris
Fawell's Congressional Office, he claims there is five hun-
dred million dollars sitting 1in the Justice Department
that...that we can tap into if the prison system will at
least make the effort to apply for it. I think it's a good
bill. I think the system that we are using right now doesu't
work and I would solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 33 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting
is open. 411 voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gqusstion,
there are 47 Ayes, 6 Nays, 4 voting Present. Senate Bill 33
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Hall. Senator Bloom, 103. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 103. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 103,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOH:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and fellow Senators.
The bill does exactly what the Calendar describes it doing.
All of the issues were worked out about a month ago. There
was some language added after the Department of Public aid
which is in charge of selective contracting went through the
administrative procedure process to allow the purchase
review.,..the contracting board to review the reasonableness
of the various contracts negoitiated...in Executive Session.
Answer any gquestions, otherwise seek a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:
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Question is, shall Senate Bill 103 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who wWish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
there are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
103 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 10%9. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBETARY:
Senate Bill 103,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senatoer Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senatea. As
many of our ideas come from, they come from one of the prob-
lems that we face in our district, and one that I have faced
and was inundated with calls on is the failure of the EPA to
be able to respond quickly to problems concerning waste dis-
posal. It was with that in mind that this bill was intro-
duced to allow counties to enact an ordinance and charge a
fee, and for these counties to enforce the existing regula-
tions of the EPA. I wmant to make it very clear that there is
nothing in this bill that allows a county to put on any new
rules or regulations so that we got one county doing ons
thing and one doing another. All they can do is enforce what
is in existence., And I think many of you have heard fron
your county boards that they would like to have this author-
ity to be able to locally =nforce these rules and regula-
tions. The problem is, of course, the State does not have
enough people, it's too far to...from Springfield and their
other offices %o get to the areas to get the complaints

handled and, of course, people don't know where to turm to.
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They do know where to turn when it comes to a local problenm,
they turn to their local government. This would give the
county boards <the right to enact an ordinance if they see
fit, they're not mandated to do so, im order to enforce these
local ordinances. We have.,..amended the bill to make sure
that we...are not talking about publicly owned facilities and
the...0f course, the MSD in Cook County iS...is not covered
by this legislation.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNREY:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Rigney.
SENATOR BIGNEY:

You mentioned fees for this local service, how high can
they be, Senator?
PRESIDENRT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

As the bill was originally intreduced, Senator Rigney,
there was no figure put in there at all. I pui the figure of
two huadred and fifty thousand dollars in there meaning a
ON€,...0N2...a8 annual one-time assessment not per facility to
be regulated but...totally two hundred and f£ifty thousand
dollar fee in order to operate the department. And I might
say, there's no magic in that number, I just picked a figure
that I thipk would probably be reasonable to assess to prop-
erly operate the departmeat.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:
Well, there may not be any magic in it but I think

there’s probably a little pain and suffering here when we're
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talking about two hundred and fifty thousand dollars to allow
the counties to go into a program of this kind., I think it's
very clearly a double taxation to sst the counties up in this
fashion. My handlers also are pointing out to me that there
might be a little problem as far as...our ability to see...to
receive RCRA funds in *hat it was the expressed intent at the
Pederal 1level +that there be one State program and that
authorities of this kind would have Statewide powers and
would be able to go anywhere within the State of Illinois.
This clearly would not be the case aunder +the intentions of
your bill. So I'm not just exactly sure what we’tre going to
do to our funding in that particular area. So, here we go
again, I nmean, yet another layer of bureaucracy as far
as...another legitimate basiness, a needed business is con-
cerned back in our local areas...a very high fee structure,
one that, frankly, I dom't think can be justified and it
looks to me it's the type of bill that I hope that we will
not enact into law.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROHE JOYCE:

Thank you, #r. President. Senator Rigney, you nmentioned
that ¥ashington and the RCERA and so forth, and I think that's
probably one of the reasons for this legislation. You know,
the old, old saying that the Federal Government knows best
and...and 1leave it to them, you know, it just hasn't worked.
It hasn®t worked so well in the Springfield level either.
People are wanting...more local control as they...they want a
maximum amount of control over the decisions and the
formulations of rules and the, you know, which...govern them.
And they...they want...their safety they feel is being
treatened. And they...it's not getting there quick enough
through the State Government and through the Federal Govern-

aent and...and as...as we go On, people arc...are trusting
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less and less in governments that are farther away from them.
I think this is a good piece of legislation. It brings it
v home where people can see where the problems are, they know
what's going om out there. So I think this is just something
that we ought to do, 4ii's...it's something that's...it’'s
coming back...it's coming back into...to local conirol and
I.»»I applaud that.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Sangmeister may close.

SENATOR SANGHEISTER:

¥ell, thank you, very much. I just want to reemphasize
when we talk about bureaucracy...first, I want to make it
clear that there's nothing about BRCRA's money that's being
jeopardized here, All we're doing is allowing local authori-
ties to be able to enforce existihg requlations, there's no
new bureaucracy here whatsoever. Same rules and regulatiouns
that we have are...are there, they'll only be locally
enforced., Request a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 109 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. 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 33 Ayes, 16
¥ays, 3 voting Present. Senate Bill 109 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 134,
Sepator Carroll. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 134, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill {34,

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

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, HMr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen...of the
Senate. This is a twelve thousand seven hundred dollar study
for higher education. They have a bill available for when we
need it. I would move for a favorable toll call.

PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 134 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 134 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 145, On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, Semate Bill 145, Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 145.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd. . 3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, HNr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill is to appropriate all the money necessary
to reimburse local governmentis for those issues that we
sandated is now, therefore, at one dollar. I would ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 145 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 54 Ayes, no Ways, none voting.Present.
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Senate Bill 145 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. On the Order of Semate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 167. Read the bill, MNr. Secre-
tarye
SECKETARY:

Senate Bill 167.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mdr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is an appropriation to DCCA for a study of
econonic development so that we also have anether bill avail-
able should we need it later, I would ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDENT:

The questiom is, shall Senate Bill 167 pass. Those in
favor will vote Ay=. 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 ques-
tiom, there are 56 Ayes, no BRays, none voting Present.
Sepate Bill 167 having received the reguired constitutional
majority is declared passed. 169, Senator Savickas. On the
deer of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 169. BRead the
bill, Mr. ﬁecretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 163.
{(Secretary reads title of Dbill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, this bill
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would be an addition...appropriation to the Metropolitan
Exposition Authority. It would be for HcCormick Place. It
was amended to accommodate a concern of Senator ¥atson and
delch. And at this time, I would let Senator ¥atson handle
explanation on Amendment Noa. 1.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? is there any discussion? If not, the
guestion is...I beg your pardon. Senator Haison,
SENATOR WATSON:

It increases the...available...Doney available to civic
centers from seventy-five million %o a hundred million.
Simply, that'’s all it does...the amendment, and I'a for it,
yes,

PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 169 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. 411 voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 43 4Ayes, 5 Nays, 2 voting Present.
Senate Bill 163 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 171, Senator MNetsch. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 171. BRead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 171,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 171 is the partial
public fipnancing of gubernatorial campaign bill. It is in
all respects, except a couple that I will mention, identical

to the bill which this Senate passed with thirty-nine votes
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last Session. And I might say that thirty-nine votes
included votes on both sides of the aisle which is the way I
would like to see it. It is certainly not a partisan matter.
The couple of differences are; one, obviously, the election
to which the bill is to apply has been extended into the
future since we've lost two years now; secondly, one of the
objections that the Governor had in his Veto Message was
the...that it required reporting and certain other restric-
tions applicable to inauguration committees, that section has
been removed entirely. Third, there is a provision which
allows for certain precampaign expenses, typically expenses
of an exploratory committee. That seemed to be a little
difficult for some to deal with and so we have tried to clar-
ify that language and I believe had. Finally, and if I might
ask several of you to note this, one of the provisions that
some of you had had a concern about in the past was that if
the Gubernatorial Election Campaign Fund in the State Treas-
ury had not accumulated enough money from the checkoff that
money would be transferred from the General Bevenue Fund into
it to weet all of the obligations., That was the provision in
prior drafts, that is no longer the provision. The amendment
that I put on the other day made it clear that there can be
no transfer of funds from the General Revenue Fund into the
Gubernatorial Campaign Fund if the checkoff does'not provide
adequate funding. If that should be the case, there would be
a pro rata reduction of the amount to be used for matching
funds. How those are the basic provisions. That, of course,
is extremely important and I...question that many of you had
raised before. Basically what we have is a check off provi-
sion very similar to the presidential that will allow candi-
dates for Governor and Lisutenant Governor to have a dollar
for dollar match of contributions up to a hundred and fifty
dollars once they have met a one hundred thousand dollar

threshold in order to.,..to finance Gubernatorial Primary and
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General Elections. Along with it ithere is a restriction on
the amount that can be contributed by individuals of one
thousand dollars; of corporations, unions and PACS of five
thousand dollars. 1In addition, there is a limitation on the
amount that can be spent in each Gubernatorial Primary and
General Election of a million and a half inr the Primary two
million dollars in the General Election with those amounts to
be adjusted by inflation over a period of years. Obviously,
they would have to increase as inflation increased. Hithout
this kind of approach, first of all, there is no way to
restrict the amount that is being spent on our campaigns.
The last gubernatorial campaign had a total expenditure of
over eight wmillion dollars. #e cannot restrict that unless
we do it in the context of...partial public financing.
Secondly, the only way that we can lessen the dependence of
our elected officials on the need to go to special interests
to finance their campaigns is through this device. It is not
a perfect solution to all of the problems of the amount of
money that it takes to finrance campaigns today but at least
it is a step im the tight direction. 1711 be happy to answer
questions.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Have a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she'll yield, Senator Dudycz.
SENATOE DUDYCZ:

Sepator, the Internal Revenue Service forms allow one
dollar checkoff of the taxpayer’s refund. That is correct?
Is that...is that...of the refund...the Federal taxes now?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:
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No, that is not correct. It?'s a one dollar checkoff and
it applies whether or not you have a refund cominga
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

This...this State tax, this checkoff, will +that be tax
money or is this a refund?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

It is not from refund, it is exactly comparable to the
checkoff on your Federal tax return for Presidential Campaign
Fund.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDICZ:

#ell, I just want to make one...one correction on
your...opening statement, Senator. This is not the same Gen-
eral Assembly that...that passed a similar bill last Session,
and I am ome of the differences that you stated. A4nd I'm in
opposition to this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hacdonald.
SENATOR HACDONALD:

Well, thank you, Hr. President. While some of the amend-
ments were certainly amendments that did make anm attempt to
nake this bill a better bill, I have to stand in strong
opposition to the principle and the concept of this bill. It
still does take public monies, it still does take money fron
the General Revenue Fund 3just by virture of the check-
off...provision in the bill. I might add that the check-off
systems because there are becoming so many of them at this
point in no way guarantee that the funds will be there to

have public finpanciag. I also would point out to you that
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this is just a beginning, why not all of the executive offi-
cers? Why just the Governor énd in time, why not each of us?
I think that this is a concept that...that in time could lead
to...really an entire change of the political system in Illi-
nois. And while I, too, regret that there is no cap or there
is no limitation on campaign spending, I ‘certainly do not
believe that this is the way to go and I strongly oppoée this
bill,
PRESIDENT:

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

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I made
a mistake once voting for the bill. It was supposed to come
back from the House w&ith a...amendment So that the State
would not have to pay any money. But as Senator Macdonald
says, it's still State +tax owoney, mnoney that we pay for
taxes. W®e already have earmarked different funds £0...to
take moaey out of, and I think we've gone too far. I also
feel that I don't vant to pay for the Governor's campaign. I
don't...I don’t want anybody to have to pay my campaign with
tax money, I don't see why we have to pay the Governor's or
anyone else's. I think common cause is a great organization
but this is one time I disagree with them and I speak against
the bill. Let people raise their own money.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Hr. President and members. A...a guestion to
the sponsor, please.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she'll yield, Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you. Senator Netsch, I*d like to find out, will

there be a cap on your...checkoff?
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PRESIDENT:
Senator ¥Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

It's a one dellar checkoff.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Smith.

SENATOE SMITH:

#ill you still have a cap?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Yeah, well, that is the cap. It's an absolute cap.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

I know...I know that, but I'm talking about for what
length of time? I...we had some checkoffs here and if
they...and they say that that if...in the first year you do
not receive at least one hundred thousand dollars +then +he
next year will not approach. That's what I'm trying to find
out.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

No, it's different from that kind of...of checkoff. In
that sense...I...I @wmisunderstood your question. In that
sense, there is no cap. The...the average...the experience
of other states is that we can expect from twenty percent to
a thirty-eight percent participation, That gives us an aver-
age of about a million and a half a year wmoving up, Aif
the...percent of participation moves up which it tends to do
in most states.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
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Netsch may close.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. Let me just emphasize, and, Senator Geo-
Karis, this is directed...in part at you because you had
raised this gquestion before. The bill has been amended so
that the only public funds that go into the partial public
financing are those that the taxpayer voluntarily says, I am
willing to have go to this purpose. There is no transfer of
general revenue funds other than those that the taxpayer
voluntarily contributes. I think that is for you a very sig-
nificant difference. No one else has suggested a way that we
can meet the problem of financing campaigns except this. I
solicit your support.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill {71 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 27 Ayes, 26
Nays, none voting Preseat. Senate Bill 171 having failed to
receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. 173, Senator Schaffer. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 173. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 173.

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

¥r. President and wmembers of the Senate, this is a
supplemental appropriation to the various agencies of State
Government for FY *85. The bill has had several forms but

its most recent form includes a series of amendments that

|
|
S o
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wers put on a couple of days ago including some additional

money; twenty-five thousand dollars for Secretary of State

Grant from private funds, Contractual transfer in the Board
of Regents for twenty thousand, forty thousand dollars for

550 the...Sangamon State for the...Commerce and Community

Affairs Program, seventy-two thousand for Department of Labor
anusenent ride, forty-two...the only big item on here is ten
million seven hundred thousand for the State boards to fully
fund some educational line itsns which is somewhat controver-
sial, I should mention it.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Sepate Bill 173 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 56 Ayes, no Nays, nompe voting Present. 3Senate Bill
173 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 174, Senpator Hall. Op the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, Semate Bill 174. Read the bill.
SECBRETARY:

Senate Bill 174,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall,

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Hr, President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This appropriates money to the Department of Chil-
dren and Family Services for study in the use of electronic

data processing in their investigated procedure. Ii'd ask

your favorable support of this bill.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 174 pass. Those in favor

vill vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
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open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Bead the...take the record. on
that question, 55 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate
Bill 174 having received the reguired constitutional majority
is declared passed. On the Order of Sepate Bills 3rd
Reading, Senate Bill 175. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 175.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This appropriates to the Department of Public aid
noney for evaluating the impact of Federally funded job
training program reductions on unemployment. I'd ask your
most favorable support of this bill.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 175 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Preseant.
Senate Bill 175 having teceived the required comstitutional
majority is declared passed. Top of page 5, on the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 191. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 131.

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

Senator Netsch.
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SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. Senate Bill 191 as amended doss only one
thing. It says that...this is an amendment, by the way, ¢to
the Chicago School Article, not to the rest of the State.
Principals shall be employed to supervise the operations of
the...0of the attendance center as the board shall determine
necessary. It eliminates the word, "educational operatiops."
@hat it does is to say that there is one authority figure in
the school and that is the principal. That is the way it is
in every other school in every other part of the State of
Illinois except Chicago. The Superintendent of Schools,
Hanford Byrd, wants this bill; the Chicago PTA wants this
bill, Chicago United wants this bill...the Chicago Principals
! Association, which I might add is a union, also wants this
bill, and all of the principals in schools that I have talked
to in my district and in many other parts of the city want
it. It is not intended to...%to punish anyone, it is not
intended to say that someone is not necessarily doing their
job. What it is...intended to say is that there nmust be one
person who is responsible for the conduct of the school. And
there is one person who always gets the guestions abou: what
goes on in the school, that is the principal and this con-
firms that the principal is in charge.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMNIAH JOYCE:

#ould you...would you take me through that a little bit
about the priancipal in charge of the attendance center and
how the engineers fit into this?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:
Well...yeah the...I’m not quite sure of +the nature of

your gquestion, but...the way the Statute would read is,




Page 252 - HMay 24, 1985

“"principals shall be employed to supervise the operations of
attendance centers as the board shall determine necessary.”
The supervision is only in the sense that the principal
supervises all of the personnel. And, incidentally, ii's not
just operating engineers, it's also the food service which
are not responsible to the principal right now. The prin-
cipal would have general supervisory authority over all of
them, and that is exactly the way it is in every other school
in the State.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREWIAH JOYCE:

#ell...I have a number of...number of points I'd like to
make and...and a question. First of all,...you are putting
people in charge of functions over wvhich they have no knowl-
edge, no training and no experience. If you want to do
this, then why don't you provide that the principals shall be
trained in these areas, that the principals shall be tested
in these areas? The fact of the matter is, if I went down to
St. James Hospital here and I said I was going to take the
chief of surgery and he was going to be responsible for
seeing that the floors are clean and the washrooms are clean,
that the 1light bulbs are put in and all these things, you'd
tell me I'n out of my mind. He have a system in the City of
Chicago that is functioning properly. I mean, if there's one
thing...if <there's one thing that works well, it is that the
schools are heated, that the snow is removed from <*he
sidewalks. Those things have been attended to. So now when
we have all these other problems and because the principals
have some problems with compensation and the...working
through the summer and they got together and came wup with
this idea, we are now going to change that part of the system
that functions, tpat operates effectively when we have all of

these other things that we're going to be spending the next
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wonth debating here, I just don't...i...I'm strongly
to this, I don't think it makes any sense at all.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.

END OF REEL

oppoased
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REEL #7

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr...thank you, Mr. President and Senators. As
hyphenated cosponsor, I rise in support of this bill, There's
one...one aspsct of this bill I think ought to be poinied out
and that sort of goes to the initia; remarks of Senator Joyce
and that is that in...in talking with +the engineers it
¥asS...0ne of the poinis that was brought out was that in
those areas that...in which the principal lacks competence;
that is, in those technical areas that it wvas unvise to have
the principals supervise that aspect of the job. That seemed
to me to be a legitimate...request and in...at @y request,
Senator Netsch deleted *hat portion of supervision from the
bill, so that exists no longer, but I'm not representing that
that satisfies all the objections of those who are opposed to
the bill, it doesn't, but that particular aspect of the bill
seemed to me to be a legitimate request and it was done. I
rise in support of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

All right, further discussion? The lineup is Savickas,
Nedza, Dudycz, Berman and Rock. Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, M¥r. President, I rise in opposition to Senate Bill
131. Fourteen years ago, the legislation was introduced to
take it away from the principals or to c;a:ify the language
so that the principals were not invelved. I introduced that
legislation fourteen years ago because then, as now, the
principals have enough problems trying to run our educatioan
system and our educational programs. Senator Newhouse's
amendment that would remove the evaluation, not the super-

vision. 1I.guestion the coamment by Sepator Netsch that Super-



Page 255 - Hay 24, 13835

intepdent Byrd is in favor of this. The...the board of edu-
cation, the board itself, is preparing a program t0...to make
a district superintendent responsible for three different
areas, the area of education where the principal would report
to the district superintendent, the area of maintenmance where
to...engineer will report to the district superintendent and
the area of food service where the food workers would report
to a district superintendent. These are the items that the
board of education now are...getting ready to propose or have
proposed already. This bill, I think, is wrong at this
point. ¥%hen we talk about Chicago United back in March of
1981, their special task force recommended giving principals
full responsibility for all operations of their school; how-
ever, this recommendation could only be made if their recoam-
mendation, which was number seventeen at a time, was put in
place, and that was that they create another job for another
person to supervise these engineers. Now, to just take it ou:
of context and say, well, no, the prinicipal will handle it
and that's the way United wanted it, that is wrong, they
wanted the other recommendation to hire more people to super-
vise these engineers. I think this bill is premature. The
board of education, they, themselves, should be allowed to
determine the policy on...on the wmanagerial structure of
their operation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Vadalabene has moved ths pre-
vious question, Those in favor signify by saying Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. #e have Nedza, Dudyce,
Berman, Collins, Jones and Rock., Senator Nedza. ‘
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
would...I have to rise in opposition to the bill. I wouldan't
like to see a...a truck driver, an operating engineer, a

painter, a carpenter teaching subject matters to our children
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in the classroom anymore than I would waat the educator
supervising those specific trades so, therefore, I oppose the
bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIOQ)

Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Mr. President, I just want...wish to echo the sentiments
of the previous speakers, Senator Joyce, Nedza and Savickas.
I'd like to add that the Chicago Republican Delegation stands
in unified opposition to this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman. Senator Berman,
SENATOR BEBMAN:

I want to share...thank you, Mr. President. I want to
share with you some of the conments that arose in comnittee.
I directed a request to the lobbyist for the Chicago Board of
Education to come back and tell us what the position of the
Chicago Board was as to whether the Chicago Board of Edu-
cation was in favor of Senate Bill 1391. For those of you who
constantly talk about local control, let me advise you that I
have received no communication from the Chicago Board tegard-
ing their support of Senate Bill 191. Also, I would point out
to you that the recommendations of +the improvement commis-
sion, the legislatiom of which we passed out of here the day
before yesterday,...stresses that the principals should be
the educational leader in the school; and I would suggest, as
was mentioned in committee by Senator Poshard, that with %he
obligations to expand the role of the principal in the educa-
tional arena is more than a full-time job., I'm not sure that
adding additional responsibilities at this time makes any
sense. I'm going to not...I am not going to suppoert Senate
Bill 191,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
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SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, #r. President and members of the Senate.
I rise in support of Senate Bill 131, not because I don't
believe in...ietting thes...the board make policies deter-
mining who is to be responsible for the various areas of the
school operations; and as a matter of fact, I think I could
support if, in fact, that it was very clear policy
that...that the primcipal would be charge of education and
that there would be someone as chief engineer and someone
head of other divisions, but what is happening right now in
th2...in the <Chicago schools is that it seems to be that no
one is in charge of the engineers. It is...the information
that I have in talking with the principals that the engineers
walk through the schools and that a principal can tell one to
do something or something needs to be done and tha:t that
person acts if though the principal don't even exist, and it
is not true as someone said that an administrator of a hospi-

tal is always a physician, that is not truf.s...there...I’'ve

known many cases where there have been administrators and
they have not had any medical deqrees, that is also the sane
principle that operates in some of your major corporatians.
It is not true <that that particular person has all of the
expertise to run the various departments under that person's
administration. W®hat they do, they go out and they find the
best persons gqualified to head up those departments, but yet
that person serve as the overall administrator and coordinate
the activities and is responsible for what happens in that
institution. I think that's all Senator VNetsch's bill is
trying to do is put up someone in charge of running the vari-
ous local schools and I think it*'s a good idea in the abssnce
of anything else.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:
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Yeak, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
I rise in support of Senate Bill 191 for...for many reasons.
dumber one, vﬁen We're talking about school reform we always
talk about the City of Chicago and its public school systems.
For those of you who are not in the City of Chicago and you
want to do something to help the education in their...in
their systen, then you would support this bill
because...because the...actually administering that school
goes hand in hand with the duties of everyome that works
there. It is very difficult for a principal or teacher when
they need a classroom opened O0r.,.or a room heated and...and
the engineer act as though it doesn't even exist. There are
instances wherein...wherein the room...the classrooms are
dirty, the snow don*t get picked up and the principal
has...has no jurisdiction whatsoever. I know, amy friends,
that a laborer...been laboring, they're working very hard to
kill this bill. I wish they had worked as equally as hard to
try to get some money for the system. So, if you're really
concerned about improving the quality of education im the
Chicago public school system, you would support this bill,
but if you want everything to remain status guo, then doa't
vote for the bill, but 1let*s not talk about educational
reforn and everything aand yet and still not do what
yOou...you're supposed to do to help bring about better gual-
ity education in the...in the pablic school system. You can
only have one head of anything. When these...when the
astronauts go up in.,.iB...in the rockets and on those
planes, only one person is in charge, even though +they may
have squal responsibiliiy, one person is in charge. You need
one person to run the public school system im the City of
Chicaéo, and I urge an Aye vote for this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Rock.

SENATOR HOCK:
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Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in strong opposition to Senate Bill 131 and
would point out to some, particularly on this side, who
piously mouth the benefits of collective barqaining for
public employees and point out that this is something about
which this union and this food service workers both bargain
who will be their supervisor, and to do something 1like this
simply skirts the entire collective bargaining system. The
system has worked. It is continuing to work and this is, in
fact, kind of a power grab or the part of a very few of the
existing principals in the City of Chicago. #e are directing
apparently now the activi“ies of the Chicago Board of Edu-
cation, which I know my friends on the other side are loathed
to do with any board of education anywhere in the hundred and
two counties, and I sipply think we ought not do ix. I anm
asking that everyone cast a No voie so that this gquestion
will be resolved overvhelmingly.

PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Netsch may close.

SENATOBR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr., President. Could I have a little atten-
tion? I'm about to go down but I's not going to go down
except in flames, 'cause I'd like to make a few points. 1've
just been told that all the...virtually all of the
Republicans have been pulled off of this bill anrd I assume
it*s by the Governor, I don't know specifically, but I'm sure
I*11 fiad out one of these days, and anyway that's precisely
what I bave been told...and I realize that the operating
engineers are opposed to the bill. Let me suggest to you
that the operating engineers ace the only ones in the world
with a...perhaps the participation of the Governor who are
opposed to the bill. The Principals' Association, which is a
upion, is in strong support and was here. Chicago Upited is

in strong support, that is a major business group in the City
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of Chicago, and they have strongly supported this and it has
nothing to do with their —recommendation for an assistant
principal. They were our principal witness, as a matter of
fact, if you would look at the record, Senator Savickas. The
PTA is in strong support. I think every teacher in the <City
of Chicago, practically, has talked to me since this bill was
introduced and they are in strong support. The only opposi-
tion is the operating engineers. I have no gquarrel with
then. I am sorry that we are at loggerheads on this, 1
happen to think they are dead, dead wrong in saying that it
is mnot the principal who should be the...the authority
figure. Finally, I have talked just within the past forty-
five nminutes to Manford Byrd, the superintendent of schools
in Chicago. His exact words were, "I am foursquare in favor
of this." He sees no problem at all. It is absolutely con-
sistent with his reorganization proposal. As he pointed out,
the principal already supervises shop, art, wmusic, band, a
vhole 1lot of other things that does not...that reguires spe-
cial training for the participants but not for the principal.
This is a very simple proposition. The principal...it is a
school., It is not @aa.d.a..shop for anything else... just shut
up, Chev...it is a school and it is the principal who ought
to be in charge of that school, and if you haven't got the
courage to stand up and say so, be my guest.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Question is, shall Senate...Senator Heaver, for what pur-
pose do you arise?
SENATOR WEAVER:

A point of personal privilege, Hr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO) .

State your point.
SENATOR WEAVER:

I just wvanted to point out to +he Body that the Governor

has no position on this bill and there's been no message sent
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down to ask us on the Republican side and maybe he’s talked
to you, but he...certainly hasn't talked to us on it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIOC)

#ell, we're delighted to learn., Senate Bill...the gquas-~
tion is, shall Senate Bill 131 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed Way. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that qusstion, the Ayes are 12, the Nays
are 36, 5 voting Present. Senate Bill 131 having failed to
receive the reguired constitutional majority is declared
lost. 193, Senator Smith., On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 193, MNr., Secretary, read the bill,
please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 193.

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

Senator Smith.

SENATOR S5MITH:

Thank you, #r. President and to the mewnbers of the
Senate. Senate Bill 193 has been before us and it...ZI
can...the Department of Children and Family Services shall
make it known that requiring all adopted agencies for for-
warding the department's names and addresses of all persons
who have applied for and have approved for adop:tion of a hard
to place or handicapped child, and the names of such children
who have been placed for adoption, addresses shall be w®main-
tained by the department...a coded list ahi;h‘maintains the
confidentiality of the person seeking to adopt the child
shall be made available without charge to every adoption
agent in the State to assist the agencies in placing such
children for adoption and this is merely voluntary. If they

do not wish to follow this trend, they do not have to do so0.
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So, I'm...with that, I would like to ask for a favorable
vote,
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Apy discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 193 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Senator Savickas. Have all voited who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 38, the Nays
are 15, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 193 bhaving received
the reguired constitutional majority is declared passed.
1393, Senator Newbouse. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 133. #r. Secratary, read the bill,
please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 199,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator HNewhouse,
SENATOR BEWHOUSE:

Thank you, #r. President and Senators. This is one in a
series of bills which are intended to put together an appren-
ticeship training program for the purpose of preparing some
young people to participate inm our econoay. Senate Bill
1421, which lost, was presented for that same purpose. Since
that time, we have had some conversations and I have agreed
to put...to get these bills out and to meet with labor and
#ith the DCCA and whoever else would like to participate and
£ry to come up with som= kind of an agreement. If we d0 not
come up with an agreement...Senator Heaver...I've talked to
Senator Heaver, if we 4o not come up with an agreement, then
these bills will not be...will not be moved. These will
be...at least we'll have some point of discussion and I would

ask for a favorable roll call for that purpose.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall Senate
Bill 199 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who

question} the Ayes are 25, the Nays are 27, # voting Present.
Sepate Bill 199 bhaving received the...having failed to
receive the...the rTequiréed constitutional majority is
declared 1lost. 200, Senator Newhouss. Gn the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Beading is Senate Bill 200. Mr. Secretary,
read the bill,
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 200.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, ¥r. President. The same remarks I made on the
previous bill are applicable to this bill, but I'd like to
say a couple of things, because I made +that arrangemeat in
good faith in the hope that there would be a discussion point
from which to take off to address a very serious problen.
flost of youa have on your desks some research that's been done
by some very reputable people that go to a point that every-
one in here at some point has talked about and that is the
increase of taxpayers in this State and that is the issue;
and if we're serious about that, then we've got to look at
how we get people into the economy. If we are not looking at

that, ¥e're saying on the other hand that we're going to have

|
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On  that

,2 one stratum economy that...may I get some...may I get some
attention, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
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Can we have some order, please.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

That we want a one stratum economy that specifically,
that specifically, keeps out of the labor market a group of
young people who in the absence of the kind of training and
the employment possibilities that we're talking about here
are going toO...are...are already creating some problems that
are almost insurmountable and I got to tell you that this
economy cannot stand that much longer. Every time we set
down and we talk about a bill, we talk about what it's going
t0...Cost the taxpayer; and yet, we're looking at a bill here
that would add people to the taxpayers' rolls, thats what
we're looking at. Now, if you want to deliver the message
back on your side of the aisle...on the Republican side of
the aisle that we're not interested in economic development,
then that's wvhat you're doing. On this side of the aisle, if
you're...if you're saying that se want to keep out of the
economy a specific group im this State that 1is being
excluded, that's exactly the way it's interpreted. As for ay
union friends who have disappeared all at once after having
made this kind of an agreement, I would say to you that
nobody is going to be fooled by this and if we want warfare,
we can have it. That’s not what I would prefer and I went
forty nmiles toltry to put together something where we could
have a reasonable and rational discussion. I'm sorry you
finked out on me. I would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Any discussion? Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and menmbasrs of the Senate.
Senator Newhouse has worked hard over a number of years,
aboat fifteen years, trying to open up the craft, the trades
so that minority young men and women can have an opportunity

to participate in the buildimg of the State and at a time
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shen we were talking about building Illinois and the World's
Fair in the City of Chicago and trying to get people equipped
with skills to go out and be self-supporting, I think we have
to seriously take a look at any laws that vwe have or the lack
of laws in this State that in some way inhibit those people
from the opportunities to learn the...various crafts and
trades so that they may be able to support themselves and
their families. this is a serious problem. JI...I don't know
the answer to it. I have met with the unionS...all of the
trade unions and I had hoped that somehow we would bhe able to
come to some kind of agreement as to how we were going to
open up that field so that more minorities can, in fact, get
into the apprenticeship trade programs. That has not hap-
pened. t is my understanding that Senator Newhouse did have
some kind of an agreement that these bills would move on to
the House and that he would continue to sork on
theb...and..,and apparently...that agreement has broken down
and I%m just sorry that has taken place, but I would urge an
Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

A1l right, further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. You can see now that what has happened, we passed a
number of bills out of here to say that we got to bring the
people up into the 20th Century. HWe have all these elec-
tronic affairs. They claim if you can't work computers, if
you can't do these things today, you'rs in the old age. Now,
what needs to be done is people...and this is supposedly
America, this is where everybody is supposed to bhave the
life, 1liberty and pursuit of happiness. WNow if we can't
encourage people, if we can't open the door, if You...it's
just 1like, you can't play in the world series unless you win

the pennant. How are you going to bring the people aboard?



S —_———————T

Page 266 - May 24, 1985

Now, +the way to bring them aboard is to put them in a train-
ing program. If you make a persor able fo gqualify for a
jobsseto do a job, then that persom becomes productive. This
is a program that has been worked on long and hard and I know
all of you are very fair people sitting here, so let?s get
this program on the way. Let's make productive, paying citi-
zens out of people and they must be given the chance. This
is a good bill and it should be supported. I ask your most
favorable support of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHRUZIO)

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

Thank you, very much. VYou know, I've been sitting on
this side of the aisle all my life, and all these years, we,
on this side of the aisle, have always said, if a man wants a
job and he's willing to work, we should be willing to give
him that job and allow him...as our colleagues have said on
the other side of the aisle, pull himself up by his own

bootstraps. I don*t think what is being asked today is being

unreasonable. What these men and women want is not welfare,
at least the one's I've talked to, what they want is a job.
There's more than enough work out there. All you have to do
is go down and 100k at,..wbole sections of our city that need
carpenters, that need plumbers, that need electricians,.
Every single year we are pulling down more and more and more
of our housing, housing that could be reconstructed,
renodeled and have decent housing for our people in our
State. I personally think if we are truly believers im the
capitalist system, which we on our side of the aisle claim se
are, then there shouldn’t be one red vote that is a Repub-

lican.

PRESIDING OFPICERﬁ (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
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Thank you, very much, HMr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I apologize for rising om this bill
but it seems to me that the...it's being insinuated that we
ale...¥e are anti-jobs, anti-jobs for the mimorities. And,
Senator Collinms, I would...would direct a comment to you.
Both you and I serve on the Statewide Coordipating Council
with JTPA, we both serve on the legislative committee of that
body.. Tes.I?ve...I don't know but I don't believe Ifve ever
seen you at one of those meetings. Now there perhaps are
reasons that you can’t be there and the chairman of the
Statewide Coordipating <Counncil, ¥r. Curry, am outstanding,
brilliant black man who chairs that council does a marvelous
job. My concern here, Senator Newhouse, is we're duplicating
the Job Training Partnership Act, and I just don't think
that's what we're all about and we...we just shouldn’t do
that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator...Senator Collias for a
second time.,
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you. I have to respond to that. I have been to
that nmeeting one time, but I have read almost every report
and I have had my staff to attend the meetings in my absence,
but the primary reasom, if you want to know the truth why I'm
not going, because I think the whole council is a bunch of
hogwash. I don't see nothing really happening with that job
training program. It's just like CETA and everything else
and I'm not going to waste my time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEWUZIQ)

All right; Further discussion? Senator Newhouse may

close.
SENATOR MEWHQUSE:
Thank you., I was trying to get to see my friend, Senator

Maitlandsesbuts...s0 let me say it to you openly because I
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think you raised the proper issue and you got the proper
response. People don't have any faith in that anymore
because the artificial restrictions that exist won't permit
the plan to work, and that's one of the reasons it has been a
failure all these years because the intervening cause is the
absence of a mechanism for the acceptance of your trainees
into the market. You can't...and what has happened is that
wve've got affirmative action programs which don't meanm any-
thing, and we've had a bill go out of here today that was
designed to prevent fraudulent minoerity companies from oper-
ating and that's what's going on because the people of
the...skilled people do not exist to support the kind of pro-
grams that we're talking about, and until those skilled
people exist, welre kidding ourselves. For those on this
side of the aisle I want to say, I just went outside
and...and again reaffirmed with Rich #Walsh +the conversation
that we bhad had. He gave me permission to say this on the
Floor again, that we talk that we want...that we have agreed
to have a talking mechanism out of which something might
arise that's constructive. As i* is, what we have now is an
extremely destructive system and if we comtinue that destruc-
tive system, there is no logical way, there's no logical way,
to address this very serious problem so that there's no real
exchange that can take place., WHe’re asking for a...a sediun
on which an exchange can take place. He went to the extent
of saying, put it in a...a posture where the Governor cam be
the hero 1im this State, for goodness sake, and bring people
together. I could care less as long as the result is pro-
duced, but the fact is, that in the absence of us in this
Chamber doing something at sometime that the numbers of
people that we're allocating to the trash pile is going to
escalate. It's at serious proportions right now. This isa't
a frivolous bill at all, it's a very serious one, and I would

ask you for your favorable support.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question 1is, shall Senate Bill 200 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The votimg is open. Have
all voted who wish? GHave all voted who wish? Have all vated
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorzd. On
that question, the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 17, 6 voting
Present. Senate Bill 200 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 220,
Senator Marovitz. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 220, Mr. Secratary, read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 220,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Marovitaz.
SENATOR HAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 220 addresses a problem that has been
prevalent im the nursing home industry and that wel've been
dealing with people in the nursing home industry on and
reached a...an accommodation pursuant to some amendments. It
requires the Department of Lawvw Enforcement to conduct the
criminal background investigations of current employees and
of applicants prior to employmént in nursing homes.
Employees found who have been convicted of specific offenses,
and the offenses are specified in the legislation, shall be
terminated. An applicant or enmployee is prohibited froa
being hired if he or she has been convicted withiam five years
of the date of application of committing or attempting to
compit an offense as defined in Abused and Neglected Long-
term Care Facilities Residents Reporting Act, homicide, kid-
napping, forceable felonies, sex offenses within Articles XI

and XII of the Code; forceable felonies, treason, nmurder,
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rape, manslaughter, arsomn, burglary, aggravated battery, any
offense within the Controlled Substances Act and any felony
offense which bears a reasonable and ratiopal relatioaship to
the...performance of a opursing hoame facility employee.
Investigations are conducted every five years after iaitial
enployment and it requires the Department of Public Health to
supply DLE with information om applicants and employers to
conduct the investigations. I've spoken to the nursing home
industry, I've spoken to Jim Zagle of DLE and he 1is hopeful
of getting a new nmethodology to improve the ability to do
fingerprint checks. I think this is an important bill and
will...assist the quality of care in nursing homes throughout
the State of Illinois, and I would solicit your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Further discussion? Sepator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

\
\
1
As I understand it, the bill either started out or has
been amended to say that you can hire someone, take their
fingerprints and sead it im and you bave SO mpany
dayS...what's the timetable before you have to let somebody
go?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ: ‘

sssthere is no specific timetable, but as...as soon as
yOu...as soon as you are notified by DLE, thenm you have to

|

let them know. Originally in the bill you couldn?t hire
them. This was unfair to the nursing home industry. We put
an amendment in there so that they could be hired, but upon
finding out from DLE that they have been...convicted of thess
crimes, they would have to be terminated.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:
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How big a problem is this is? How many cases do we have

on record at date...to date of...on a Statewide basis of
enployees of nursing homes who have...would fall in this
category that would be denied employment?
PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Harovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I.ssI..1I can®t tell you how many cases ¥e have on record
of those who have been convicted of these felonies.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

¥ell, 1let me...let me say, is it ten people on a State-
wide basis? Six? I mean, that would have...you know, that
this bill would have otherwvise presumably prevented from
being employed?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I can tell you for certain, it?*s a 1lot more than
ten because I've gottem close to seventy-five phone calls
from people after this bill was introduced...from people who
found out subsegquently that their...their 1loved ones
were...were abused or assaulted in some way and found out
subsequently that the individual who did so bhad a...a crin-
inal background.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, frankly, Senator, I don't think this bill...other
than the fact that it costs a million dollars, a million
dollars a year and that's...that's a guesstimate and our
guesstimates usually be...are fifty percent low, so we prob-

ably figure a million and a half dollars, and I think that's
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just our expense. It doesn't count the...the...nucsing
home's expense...I think probably...totally is probably five
million dollars by +the time you get the whole thing, and I
have to admit, I just pulled that figurs out of air but we do
a lot of that down here, by the time you figure how much itts
going to cost, I don't know if it's a five million dollar
problem; obviously, if it's one...your loved onses, it's
twenty million dollar problem. I don't think it's going +to
have a terribly large impact in my area other than the fact
that it'll add a buck and a half a day to the nursing honme
care or whatever, and it!s,..we've been doing a lo:t of that
lately and that, of course, we pay a sizable percentage of
that so it?1ll all come back to haunt us; but my guess is with
the turnover and employment problems that we already have in
the nursing homes, that in some parts of the State, and I
think you might Tepresent one, you may be just making it a
little more difficult to run a nursing home and maybe a
little wmore impossible to run a nursing home. We've gone
nuts. We have absolutely gone nuts. We have wiped out the
small nursing home industry, they're now all being bought up
into big, large chains and we heap regulation on top of regu-
lation on top of regulation, all of it individually sounding
nobler than noble, but the cost of nursing homes is now to
the point that we can keep people in hospitals cheaper and it
isn't because they're getting better care in the nursing
homes, it's because of our regqulations in that...corps of
Gestapo agents that we've asseambled in the Department of
Public Health te go out and harass people. I think we've
just gone far enough and unless someone can really document a
problem, not two incidents that one of the 1local newspapers
has decided to make a big to-do about for three weeks, I'n
not sure that the...the cure isn't overkill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

¥ell, thank you, Mr. President. I'm not sure how to say
this kindly, Senator, but I...you know, I'm...I'® sure you
think that you're curing something here and probably you have
some instances, perhaps in your own community, where there
have been some abuses, but,..you know, it seems to me you
ought to go to the...to the Chicago City Council with a whole
lot of this stuff because dJownstate you're simply adding
uncountable costs on us and if you continue to help us, we
@ay not bave any nursing home industry in downstate,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

#ill the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator, would you answer this for me, please. Now, I
understand here that if a person has cosmitted a felony and
that they...could never be hired if...suppose that I had
conmitted one and I had come back and I*m a model person,
come back into society, because I had once committed that, I
would be denied a job at the aursing home?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIQ)

Senator Harovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I'm glad you asked that gquestion. I will reiterate what
I said in my opening statement. It's only certain kind of
felonies, which I specified in my opening statement, not just
any felony, a certain kind of felonies that would be partic-
ularly abusive to a nursing home resident and only within the
last five years, only within the last five years.

PBESIDING OCFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, <further discussion? Senator Marovitz wmay
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close.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President, dell, I heard ny
friend, Senator Schaffer, talk about small homes being bought
off by large companies. Yes, those small homes are being
bought off and, you know, I wish I owvned a nursing home so I
could be bought off at the million dollar price tag ‘that
they*re selling for. Those poor, small homes are selling off
to the large companies who are coming in and they can't wait
to sell and put all the bucks in the bank. Senator Schaffer,
I don't think there'!s anybody in this Body who has more nurs-
ing homes in their district than I do. Just come up to
uptown any time and I*11l be glad to...to chauffeur you arouad
there. The price tag is not what you said. The Department of
Public Health said the first year the price tag was five hun-
dred thousand dollars. We have read an awful lot of stuff in
the.v.in the newspapers and I have heard an awful 1lot...fron
not only my district but from around the State and I, as you
know, sponsored the Nursing Home Reform Act of 1984 about
abuses in nursing hones. You talk about uwaemployment, I
don*t think we're here to protect those people who are...have
been convicted of felonies and want to go into amursing
homes...havinga..been convicted of certain felonies within
the 1last five years. If that's what you're talking about as
an unemployment problem, I just have to disagree with you. I
don't think those are the people that we're here to protecta
I think we're here to protect the citizens who have no alter-
native but to go into nursing homes and Tely on us to make
sure that their quality of cace’is going to be wupheld and
that's what this Body is all about. We've worked with the
nursing home industry, we put the anendments on that they
wanted, and I think this bill is protective of its citizens
throughout the State of Illinois at a very nminimal price tag,

making sure, just like we're doing with the day-care centers,
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we're going to do it with the nursing home residents.
Solicit an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 220 pass. Those in‘favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, the Ayes are 30, the ¥ays are 22, 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 220 having received the required con-
stitutional wmajority is declared passed. Senator Schuneman,
for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Verify the affirmative roll, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Schuneman has requested a verification of the
affirmative roll. The members will be in their seats and the
Secretary will read the affirmative vote.

SECRETARY:

The following voted in +the affirmative: Barkhausen;
Berman, Chew, Collins, D'Arco, Darrow, Dauwson, Delngelis,
Degnan, Desuzio, Geo-Karis, Hall, Jones, Jeremiah Jdoyce,
Kelly, Lechowicz, Macdonald, Marovitz, Nedza, Netsch,
Newhouse, O‘'Daniel, Poshard, Sangmeister, Savickas, Smith,
Vadalabene, HWelch, Zito, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIOQ)

Senator Schuneman, do you gquestion the presence of any

nenber?
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator Darrow.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Darrow oan the Floor? Sepmator Darrow on the
Floor? Strike his nane.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator Luft.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Luft did not vote.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Ch, I'm sorry. Senator Chew.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIOQ)

Senator Chew on the Floor? Senator Chew on the Floor?
All right, Senator Darrow has returned o the Floor, so
restore his nanme.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator...Senator Barkhausen.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Well, you want to finish with Chew?
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

I beg your pardona.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

You want to finish with Chew?
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Let's do that, yeah.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Chew on the Floor? Strike his nane.
Now, Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

Barkhausen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen on- the Floor? Senator Barkhausen on
the Floor? Stirike his name.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

That's all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right, on that question, the Ayes are 28, the Nays
are 22, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 220 having failed to
receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. Senate Bill 226, Senator Savickas. OD...Senator Rock,

for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR ROCK:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
obviously, it's a Friday of Memorial Day weekend. The hoar is
growing late. I have arranged for a plane for a number of my
members from Chicago, which plane...necessity leaves at six
o*clock. It's pretty apparent we are not goiag to get
throagh the entire Calendar. i‘ve spoken with Senator
Weaver, I've also spoken with the Speaker, it appears that
the House is in the same dilemma. So, I would mnow suggest,
with leave of +the Body, if we can go to the...Order of
Botions for a single motion. I am prepared to move that we
extend the rule for the Semate appropriation bills only. The
appropriation bills currently on the Order of 3rd Reading
only to be considered by the Senate on Hednesday, May 29th.
That would 1leave us remaining on the Calendar only thirty
substantive bills which I am convinced we <can handle with
some dispatch; some of it, I am convinced, will not be
called, but those there are, if we <could wmove with sone
expedited schedule, I think we could at least afford the menm-
bers, those who wish to call their bills, the opportunity to
have them heard while there are still people remaining on the
Floor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHOZIO)

a1l right, Senator Rock has moved to go to the Order of
Hotions for the purpose of a single motion. I assume that's
it yours. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
Order...on the Order of NMotions, HMr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

I move to suspend Senate Bule 5 for the purpose of allou-
ing Senate appropriatiom bills currently on the Order of 3rd
Beading to be considered by the Senate on or before 6:00
pP.Ra, May the 29th, 1985. Signed, Senator Rock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Rock.
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SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. The motion is
self-explanatory., It will just extend the deadline for the
eighty or so appropriation bills until *he close of business
on Wednesday. I...I think it's a rational thing to do and it
will afford all of us an opportunity to get out of here mhile
we still have our sanity. I would urge the adoption of this
motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

A11 right, Senator Rock has noved to suspend the rules.
Is...those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The rules are suspended. 1It's so ordered.
Now, with leave of the Body, we®’ll return to the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading., Leave is granted. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, we will return where we left off.
We will skip 226, 227, Senator Savickas. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 227, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 227.

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

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Hr. President and members of the Senate, Senate Bill
227 was introduced because of great concern of mpany people on
what happens on HcCormick Place and the opesration and the
appointment of its members...the Hetropolian Fair and Exposi-
tion Authority Board is the only body in the State of Illi-
nois that does not have coafirmations of its gubernatorial
appointees. This bill would allow the mayor's appointees o
be confirmed by the city council and the Governor's
appointees to be confirmed by the State Senate as all other

appointees are. I think it's a good bill. It*'s one that
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will tell us wher we conmplain again want is happening at
McCormick Place that we never have a voice in what +%heir
decisions are, that we would a voice by being able to confirm
the appointees. I would solicit a favorable vote.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If no%t, the guestion
is, shalleenate Bill 227 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?
Take the record. On that guestiom, the Ayes are 43, the Nays
are 8, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 227 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 232,
Senator...Joyce. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 232, HMr. Secretary, read the bill, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 232.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, #r. President and members of the Senate. In
light of the fime constraints, I shall try to be brief, but
this a...an important piece of legislation. I realizes...Il
recognize that the Governor is opposed to this and people on
the other side of the aisle have pretty much mpade up their
aind on it, unless there are some of those who would like
send a message to the auto manufacturers about their concern
for the seat belt or something like that, I would suppose
we'll be looking for most of our support on this side of the
aisle. This is the coamparable worth bill. I suppose the
best way to approach this is to just ¢ry o deal with the
arguments that have been made in opposition to it. The bill
provides that a plan will be put into effect for implementing
by 1995 a comparable worth program for State employees and

for employees of the State Library. The objections that I
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have heard as I've talked to you and as we took this bill
through the committee process, well, number one, that the
bill was not feasible, that you...you cannot determine what
someone's comparable worth is. The fact of the matter is,
that we do do that now. It is dome in both the public sector
and the private sector and in twenty states 4in +his unionm,
they have undertaken to do that. Illinois should be there.
The second argument that seems to carry...seems to carcy an
awful lot of weight has to do with costs, and the numbers
that have been tossed around with respect to how mnmuch...this
will cost the State are totally withoat foundation or basis.
Thes..we have numbers that will show 1if...if...if one were
interested in exanmining them, that the first year cost would
be approximately 5.5 million dollars, that there is no
state...there is no state that has had to...that has experi-
enced the cost greater than four percent of the total per-
sonal cost after full implementation of the program, The
third argument that is made has to do with the fact that +the
free labor market should be a...should be allowed to operate,
bat that is not the case. We know that in situations where
there...where the...there is a free market that certain mem-
bers of enmployee groups,Anurses, teachers, €t cetera where
the large majority of that employee classification is female
are underpaid; and then there is the argument concerning a
tecent decision in the PFederal Court in the City of Chicago
in which people are saying the court is directed tha:t we
cannot have comparable pay. That is not what that court said.
There 1is nothing in that decision that would preclude this
Legislature from acting on this matter. I will close by
saying this, there is not a person in this Body who has not
been affected by this...we could call it, for want of a
better word, npot discrimination but somewhat similar to
benign neglect where because of people's dedication to a

vocation, they have been +taken advantage of and that
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the...the.,.the realities of the...of the *70's and the *80's
have not been addressed where we now have a lot of people
working who are sole support. I don't know what more I can
say to you. I know that everyone has pretty mnuch made up
their mind on this. I will answer any questions, and if you
have none, I ask for your favorable support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIOQ)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
want to speak on it, but first I want to move the previous
question.

PBRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Hell, there are two...there are three additional speak-
erse. Why don't you do that at the end. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

«<o.lr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I have the highest respect for my...ny colleague on the other
side who 1is sponsor of this bill, but I'sm a woman, I
have...,faced by discrimination and what have you, but I was
determined to make a go of it and do my best and get there.
If I can do it, others can do and I did it in a...in a gener-
ation when there were hardly any opportunities. Right today
we do have the Equal Pay Act, which unequivocally says that
men and women doing the same job w@ust be paid the sane.
Virtually every employer in the tate is covered by this
Equal Pay Act. Second, we have Title 7 of the Civil Rights
Act which prohibits the...discrimination on the basis of sex
and which when applied would open all jobs to all qualified
individuals. Lastly, there’s,..Illinois Hupman Right's Act
which also prescribes discrimination recognizes as the
cornerstone of a free society rests on permitting each indi-
vidual freedom of choice and access to opportunity. I doan't

want to have comparable...I don't want to be comparable, I
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want to be myself. I want to be unique, I want to be a nanme
and not a number, and I don*t think that the comparable pay
bill that's here today is a...is the one that's going to
eliminate discrimination. In fact, what I think it will do,
it*ll make more discrimination because then I thipnk it will
become more stereotype:; therefore, I speak against the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Geo-Karis has moved the previous ques-
tion. We have Senator Hudson, Senator Fawell, Senator Keatis.
Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President and membars of the Senate. If
we wish to deliberately plant crabgrass in our economic front
yard in this State, vote for this bill. If we want to send
Illinois business another message that we're perfectly will-
ing to...hammer another nail in the coffin of Illinois busi-
ness, pass this bill. 1If we want to take a quantum leap, a
giant step in the direction of government wage fixing, then
pass the measure. If we wvant to turn our backs on the normal
competitive market factors that traditiomally deternmine
wages, then pass this measure, but don't...do it thinking it
has anything to do with egual pay for equal work. If it is
anything, it is equal pay for unequal work. It is, Senator
Joyce, 1in my opinion and with all due respect to you bacause
I have have a lot of respect for you, but it is, in my opin-
ion and the opinion of many others, wage fixing by the
numpber, a system whereby dissimilar job categories are given
assigned points, a number, if you will, as to their suppased
value to society. Now, this is where subjectivity replaces
the marketplace as to what is comparable and this really is
theee.is the real difference, and Senator Geo-Karis has men-
tioned this, equal pay for equal work we already have, but
now we're extending this to another concept entirely and that

is where we take job classifications that are dissimilar,
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dissimilar, nurses and truck drivers, for example, and we
have a board, whether it's the Office of Economic Opportunity
or some other board, governmental board of some kind, sit
down and try to determine the value to society of these vari-
ous hundreds of different job classifications. WNow, granted,
we're only talking about State employees now, and I quess the
librarians...the library system has been added into this, but
the system extended would mean that we would have to have
some governmental entity sitting down comparing broad job
classifications as +to their worth to society and then, pre-
sumably, raise the level of pay from one to another. Nobody
talks about cutting anybody down to a level but raising the
paye
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, will you bring your remarks to a close?
SENATOR HUDSON:

All right, I will bring my remarks to a close. I will
simply say that if we go this route, I think vere making a
tremendous, tremendous mistake and would urge a No vote. It
should not be a partisan issue. It should be an issue based
on what is the best for everybody in the State of Illinois
and I don't think this is it and would...would urge a No
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank yous I..eI don't think my women friends would deny
that I have alvays been there when the women
issues...are...are needed, but I'm going *o %ell you, I have
yet to meet one woman outside of the lobbyists who says she
wants this., I think we ought to kill it,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? If aot, Senator Joyce may

¢close.
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SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
Hell, very.s.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Oh, no, Senator Keats. Senator...S5enator K2ats.
SENATOR KEATS:

You know, I appreciate it and I’m listening and I'l1l be
very brief. I'm going to say some things that aren't
expected. I know everyone assumes all the Republicans are No
votes and I guess I am too, but I want...I want to tell you
somaething, this is a warning, fellows. This is right now
only State employees and I wapnt to tell you, you 1look
ats...Coldwell, the chairman of Ford out there, paid himself
seven million dollars. The only reasom his company made a
dime is ‘'cause we wouldn’t let the Japanese compets against
hip, but he paid himself seven million dollars. If you're
working on the assembly line, male or female, what would you
say? Jdewsl Tea...remeaber twoe years ago, Jewel Tea
they...they cut the pay of all the people working om the
little machines twenty percent, maybe they were overpaid. The
president of the company who signed the contract took a
thirty-five percemt pay raise. How would you like to explain
that one sonetime? Don't ever say that salmonella isn't a
little chance to remind them that things do come around. You
play...you take basketball players or baseball players who
are are illiterate and make two million dollars a year, you
know, one of these days we're going to have to deal with this
sub ject and maybe this isn?t the time or the place to deal
with it, but if you thimk this subject is going to go away
when you see seven milliom dollars to the chairman of Ford
vhen I can name you five hundred guys in his company who do
as good a job or three hundred, four hundred thousand for the
head of Com. Ed., for a company vho's notoriously poorly run.
One of you...these days all of us, Republicans and Democrats

alike, better be ready for the fact that this issue is going
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to come home to roost.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce may close.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, Boger, you've...you've done it to me again.
Someday this will...this bill will pass out of here, BRoger,
because 1it'Se...it's the fair thing to do. You cannot have
something that has passed in all of these states where it has
passed, you cannot have..,.Iowa last week and Los Angeles a
month ago adopt this and stand here and wake the type of
arguments that are beingy mnade against this legislaiion
because it...it's just so incongruous. It...it just cannot
be that this could be what is being described by you and
still be able to be adopted in other states by reasonable,
rational people...for whatever reasons, you kanow, you are
where you are. Roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 right, the question is, shall Senate Bill 232 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 question, the Ayes are 22, the Nays are 27,
4 wvoting Preseant. Senate Bill 232 having failed to receive
the required coastitutional majority is declared lost. 236,
Senator Newhouse. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading
is Senate Bill,..236, Hr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 236.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Hr. President. This bill description is abso~
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lutely accurate, #hat it does is take care of the...,of
thee..of the problem that arises when there are appointments
that are made by the mayor and are not confirmed by the
legislative body that is charged with that responsibility.
What this bill says is that if those...if those...if those
confirmations 1lie unconfirmed for a hundred and eighty days,
that®s six months, folks, then those slots are automatically
confirmed. It makes a world of sense that when appointments
are made to bodies that must make decisioas that affect a
very large constituency that the courtesy of either confirma~-
tion or rejection ought to be swift and sure, and this is
what this bill makes arrangement for. It says that if +those
confirpations ¢o...go unaffirmed for a period of six months,
then the assumption is, the assumption is, +that the legis-
lative body approves of those...approves of those
confirmations and, therefore, they will be affirmed. I would
be glad to aaswer amy questions on the bill,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

A parliamentary inguiry, Mr. President. How many votes
does this bill take?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senate Bill 236 affects the procedures for appointing
officials to nonhome rule governments. This bill is not pre-
emptive ander Article VII, Section 66 and thus requires
thirty votes for Senate passage. Further discussion? Sena-

tor...Senator Lechowicz,

|
|
SENATOR LECHOKICZ: ’ 1
Hr. President, did I hear you that this bill only affects
nonhome rule units? That's what he said. |
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)
It acceptS...ite...it affects the procedures for appoint-

ing. The bill is not preemptive.
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SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Does that affect home rule units or not?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

It affects the #Hetropolian Transit Authority, the Chicago
Park District and the other authorities mentioned in the
bill.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Mr. President, doen®t it also affect the procedures of
the City Council in the City of Chicago which is a home rule
unit?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

The...my Parliamentarian tells me that the...the city
council does not have the powers...the home rule powers to
appeint officials to another government under our Constitu-
tion. Those are statutory powers., Senator...

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

You made your ruling, Mr. President, baot I disagree fronm
the standpoint that the city council has to advise and con~
sent, and what you're doing here is you're imposing another
restriction on the city council as far as a timetable that
they have to be governed by; and based upon the timetable
that is presently within 236, I believe you are impossing
another restriction on homs rule units, apd I would say it'll
take @a...a vote of...thirty-six votes, but you're the Presi-
dent, See you in court.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHNUZIQ)

YOUCew.yOUra..your objections will be noted. Further
discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I shared, frankly, the same concern as just
expressed by Senator Lechowicz and, frankly, Senator, this
bill is drawn differently than is 376, 376, in judgment, is

preemptive as an amendmen* to the Municipal Code. This bili,
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however, amends all those other Acts and merely provides that
they recognize that the mayor has the power of appointment
and they talk to the procedure that it has to be done within
a hundred and eighty days. I would point out, however, to
those of you who are disposed to vote for this to please
don't, Please don't, because this is virtual if not actual
legal preemption. We are dictating by virtue of the provi-
sions of Senate Bill 236 to the City Council of the City of
Chicago, and I am sure, as we have heard for the last week
around here, we are mandating what locally elected officials
can and can't and should or shouldn*t do, and we just ought
not do that. If we’re going to be consistent, let's be con-
sistent. This bill applies only to the City of Chicago and if
#e start mandating what the city council or what their proce-
dures ought to be or should be, we can do that, I suggest,
for literally every umit of government in every county in
this State and we'll have a real mess on our hands. So, I
would urge opposition to Senate Bill 236. I don't care if
it*s six nmonths, six years, a year, two months, two days,
whatever, it is their legislature, it is their rules, their
procedures, and I dare say, that some would look askance if
the Congress of the United States started to dictate to the
Senate of Illinois what its rules ought to be, and it's the
same principle and I urge am No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

I rise to urge a Yeah vote for Senate Bill 236. I.oaI'n
very surprised that the President of the Senate decided not
to support this 1legislation. I noticed we just passed
another piece of 1legislation by Senator Savickas who dealt
with mayoral appointments as well as gubernatorial appoint-
ments %o the Metropolitan Fair and...Heiropolitan Pair and

Exposition Center. It *talked about confirmation. Ife..if we
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would look at our State Constitution as it relate to guber-
natorial appointments in the Executive Braanch, it says that
those appointments are deemed confirmed if we, in the Senate,
do not act on those within sixty Session days. There is no
reason why any 1legislative body, be it this Senate or the
City Council in the City of Chicago, should wait two years to
act on any appointee, so it is not amn infringement on hone
rule units. The powers of local units of government receive
their powers from the State. They are creatures of the State
of Illineis, so I urge a Yeah vote omn 236 because we have the
povwer to do so.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR DENUZIO)

Further discussioa? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and mzambers of the Senate.
I, too, rise in support of Senate Bill 236 and really hate
that I have +to arise to,..that we are doing something like
this or...0or really forced to have to do this, but something
has to be done. Now, while it may nOf...we D2y 00te..OT
should not infringe upon the rights of local units of govern-
ment, at the same time we have a responsibility in this State
is to make sure that no one deliberately disrupt any local
unit of government from operating, and most certainly no
local uanit of government or group of people elected to run
that government should have the right to obstruct
and...and...and uphold the Chief Executive from carrying out
his SWOTH daties. The other problem is that those
bodies...taxing bodies such as the park district and
the...and the board of education should not be
legally...should not legally have the right to levy %*axes and
to spend taxpayers?! dollars unless those boards are consti-
tuted and legal as set forth by this General Assenmnbly, and
if, in fact, vacancies are mnot filled on +hose boards and

persons are still holding office whose terms has expired on
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that board, then that is not a legal constituted body and,
therefore, they should not be levying and spending taxpayers'’
dollars; and for that reasom, this bill is here anmd I would
urge an ldye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, the final speaker, Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Hr. President and Ladies apnd Gentlemen of the Senate, I
move the previous question,

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

ali right...Senator...Senator Kustra may close.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mdr. President and members of the Senate. I
originally introduced this bill at the request of the City
Club of Chicago, which is a nonpartisan club which dates back
to the turn of the century. I wmight say, first of all, in
regard to the preemption question raised by Senator Rock that
we have on occasion in this Body preempted local governments
and when we mandated collective bargaining, when we passed
House Bill 1805 which was the BTA compromise and when we
passed Senate Bill 1859, the DuPage Water Commission, and
many of you who are now concerned about preempting home rule
were on that votz with a Yes. This bill is supported by
Crane Chicago Bausiness who said city councils have a duty to
revied mpayoral appointments as a check and a balance against
a egregious nominations, but there really is a more important
reason, I think, as a suburbanite why I stand in favor of
this bill. I think that all governments in greater Chicago
should be operating at full capacity, and for those of us in
the RTA regioa, I would call your attention to the fact that
just a few months ago, the BRTA tried to pass a ten ticket
discount and it couldan't do it because it was lacking one
vote, and the chairman said then and he is saying now that

the reason he lacked that one vote is because there were no
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Chicago appointments sitting on that particular agency, and I
have here a article from the Sun Times, just a couple of days
ago, Chairman Skinner saying, "Unless city representatives
are seated or the vote reguirement for approval of all budget
matters is lowered, there is a distinct possibility that the
BTA Board will be unable to pass a budget +this fall." I
think that's probably the boztom line as far as this bill is
concerned. This bill forces nothing on any city council
across this State, and it applies to the entire State and to
every city. What it says is that a city council has a duty to
its people to hold hearings. That city council <can then
reject those appointments and send them back for another
round of appointments just like we do here in Illinois State
Government when the Governor sends us his appointments. 1
would also point out that the stalemate which we know exists
in the City of Chicago right now and has impact on those
regional goveraments which affect all of us, and I might add
dovnstate as well because we have to fund thess problems that
come to us from the northeastern Illinois area, this stale-
nate has the potential to paralyze the c¢ity and it could
become institutionalized. Ounce it becomes imstitutionalized,
then it doesn't make any difference who's in power and who's
out of power. This is something that could go on and on
regardless of who happens to be the majority and the minor-
ity. I don't think we want %that to happen. I think we want
to apply a uniform standard like we've applied to ourselves.
For that reason, 1?'d ask for your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right, Senator Rock, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR ROCK:

A point of order. Just to clear the record, this does
not apply to any entity except the Cizy of Chicago and a
mayoral appointed by the wmayor of that city. It's just

not...Sinply not fair to say it applies everywhere im the
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State. It does not.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Rl1l right, the guestion is, shall Senate...Senate Bill
236 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 17,
the Nays are 22, 12 voting Present. Senate Bill 236 having
failed to receive the required constitutiomal majority is
declared lost. 274, Senator DeAngelis. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Sepate Bill 274, Mr. Secretary,

read the bill.

END OF REEL
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REEL #8

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 274.
{Secretary reads title of bill).
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)
Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOB DeANGELIS:

Thank you, #Hr. President, Senate Bill 274 requires that
a property tax owher regquesting a reduction in the assessed
valuation of a hundred thousand dollars or more notify the
taxing districts on his tax bill. The reason being is that
represents a substantial reduction in many, many instances of
the tax base of that particular unit of government, and quite
frequently these units of government,..

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Kenny, did I...

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

»s-are unaware of what's going on and then £ind that once
these changes have been made, they...suffer a severe revenue
shortfall. Be happy to answer any guestions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Rocka.
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Hr, President. We discussed this at some
length awhile ago and the gentleman attempted to amend it to
make it applicable only to the County of Cook. This...this,
in my judgment, is not a good idea., It further confounds the
paper work that abounds in the whole assessing process and
literally serves the purpose only, 1 suppose, to afford the

local taxing district the opportunity which they now enjoy,
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by the way, to go im and say to Patrick Quinn and Company,
don*t do this, don't do this, and the fact is, he's not doing
it today.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Seznator DeAngelis may close.
SENATOBR DeANGELIS:

Simply to ask for a roll call, but to0...t0 assure the
Body that we owe some obligation to our units of government,
not to bankrupt them in their activities.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 274 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed voie 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 29, the Nays are 18, 6 voting Present. Senate Bill 274
having failed to resceive the required constitutional majority
is declared lost. Top of page 6, Senats Bill 282, Senator
Poshard. On the...on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 282, MHr., Secretary, read the bill,

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 682...0r 282.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Poshard.
SENATOB POSHARD:

Thank you, #r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of +the
Senate, This bill will create an opiion for local school
boards throughout the State. Currently, the teacher retire~
ment...system offers a health insurance program that's open
to all the retired downstate teachers. The retired teacher
contributes fifty percent to this c¢ost and the teacher
retirement system contributes the remaining £fifty percenta.

This bill would allow school districts, if they wish, it's
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not mandated only, if they wish, to contribute the fifty per-
cent premium cost for the retiring teacher. The teacher
retirement system will contribute the same amount, fifty per-
cent, toward the premium. I'd ask for a favorable vote on
the bill,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question 1is, shall Senate
Bill 282 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. Oun that guestion, the Ayes are
47, the Nays are 6, none voting Present. Senate Bill 282 hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 233, Senator D'Arco. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 293, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 233.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Than you, Mr. President. I think everyone in the Chamber
knows what this bill does. We discussed it at length oa 2ad
reading and I'd be happy to answer any guestions if there are
any, and I would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

fes, MNr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, not so much to ask a question, I suppose, but to cede
because I assume this bill is going to go out of here. I
just don't see how we caa possibly make this bill any worse

than it is by virtue of the amendment that has been anmended
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onto it. It was bad to begin with, now it's terrible. It is
anti-senior citizea, it is anti-consumer, it is anti-free
trade, it is probably everything that you can possibly do to
a bill to just load it up in favor of one indust:ry, to the
problems that it...it creates for other people all the way
across the board, right on down on to the little fellow who's
0ld and just wants to look,..down the road at his death and
his funeral, and to have it done in...in the best and easiest
possible way and his family involved. I cede on that front,
possibly others would 1like to speak to it. HWe've done the
best we can in our committee and it has just gone nowhere.
Maybe I'm asking for sympathy and maybe 1'm asking for that
kind of a vote, but I think you ought to look very closely at
this bill and what it does and whom it affects.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, MNr. President. I*'d just like to echo Senator
Topinka's remarks. We....there was a lot of time and a lot
of effort spent on this trying to reconcile the different
views, #e thought we had agreements and then we thought we
had an agreement that the only thing that we would handls
were those areas where we agreed on, but evidently we didn't
even have that agreement, but I do recommend a No vote. I
think this is a bad bill the way it's rigged right now.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR DERDZI1O0)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco may cloS€e..whoop...I
beg your pardon. Senator Marovitz.,..I beg your pardon.
Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Question...question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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Senator D'Arco, does the language in the bill now permit
a spouse, relative or am employee of a liceased fun=ral
director to assist in making funeral...arrangements
under...under the direction of a licensed funeral director?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

No, nothing in the bill would prohibit anyone working...a
spouse, a son, an employee from working under the direction
of a funeral director from engaging in any of the propasi-
tions you outlined. Nothing in the bill would prohibit that
activity.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

S5enator Harovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

So I just want to get the legislative intent clear in the
lav because there has been some questions. Then, you are
saying that...that the bill would permit a spouse, relative
or employee of a licensed funmeral director to assist ia
making funeral arrangements under the...direction of that 1li-
censed funeral director. Correct?

PRESIDING QFFICER: {SE¥ATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:
Correct.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

A1l right...further discussion? D'Arco may...may close.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill is not
anti-consumer. It is not anti-senior citizen. Thea.sthe
funeral trade is regulated by the Federal Trade Commission,
S0 it is not anti-trade, there's nothing wrong with this
bill. It's a good bill, it protects the public, and I ask

for a favorable vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. <The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 293 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed voie Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Oon that gques-
tion, the Ayes are 42, the Nays are 10, 2 voting Present.
Senate Bill 233 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 325, Semator D'Arco. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 325, Hr.
Secretary, read the bill, please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 325.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, HWr. President. This bill provides for the
public...the Department of Public Health to conduct a public
information campaign concerming acquired immune deficiency
syndrome, commonly knows as AIDS. It's an agreed...the
department is deing it now, there...they want to do it. It's
necessary, we've got to stop this awful disease and I would
ask for a favorable...favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOE MAROVITZ:

Just rise in support of the legislation and ask leave of
the Body to be added as a hyphenated principal cosponsor of
the legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

All right,. You've heard the regquest. Leave granted?

Leave is granted. So ordered. Further discussion? The

question is, shall Senate Bill 325 pass. Those in favor will
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vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are
51, the Hays are none, 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 325 hav-
ing received the required copstitutional majority is declared
passed. Page 7, 368, Sepator Joyce. 376, Senator Netsch,
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 376,
Hr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 376.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 376 applies gener-
ally to municipalities throughout the State of Illinois and
ite..1'11 get to your rulieg in just a second, Senator
Lechowicz, be quite. and what it provides is that the
appointments of all officers and all persons who are required
to be appointed by the mayor with the advice and consent of
the city council, shall b2 deemed...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

+edall righte..Senator Lechowicz...Senator Lechowicz, for
what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Hr. President. My point of order is, how many
votes will...require for 376 to pass? It affects home rule
units.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

I will discuss it with my Parliamentarian and get back to
you momentarily.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

And it provides that whenever an appointment requires the
advice and consent of the city couancil, it shall be deemed to
be approved if the city council fails to act thereon within a
hundred and eighty days after the appointment. It is, as you
know, identical in purpose to the proiisicn in the State Con-
stitution which reguires that appointments submitted by the
Governor shall be deemed automatically approved if they are
not acted on by the Illinois Senate within sixty Session
days. It is precisely the same thing. Obviously, this grew
out of the curreant problems in the City of Chicaqo, but I
should point out that obvioasly it is not confined to the
City of Chicago ard there are a number of other conmunities
that some of you have even mentioned to me where a mayor, a
chief executive of a city has been tied up for some period of
time by inability to get action omr appointments to major
boards, coammissions, departments or whatever. So it does
have an important impact beyond that. Now, if I might save a
little bit of time, I will ask you for the same ruling that
Senator Lechowicz is asking for. VYour ruling is that it is
preemptive and requires a three-fifths vote. It iS...I fully
concede in the shadow 1land area of,,.of +three-fifths or
majority preemption. I.,.I legally disagree with your ruling
of three-fifths and I will file a dissent, but we doan't need
to argue about it anymore because that's going to be your
ruling. Now, having said that, I would still hope that there
vould be some votes on Senate Bill 376. It really is a very
important and basic principle as evidenced, I think, by the
fact that we impose it upon ourselves with respect to guber-
natorial appointments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Well, Senator Netsch, for the record since you brought it
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up, under Article VII of the Illinois <Constitution, Senate
Bill 376 will require an affirmative vote of three-fifths of
the Senators elected for passage by the Senate. Senator
Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. Not fifteen minutes ago, a
similar proposal received 17 affirmative votes. I hope this
one gets significantly less, because this is avowedly pre-
emptive.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENDZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch, do you wish to
close? The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 376 pass. Those
in favor vote Aye. Those opposed HNo. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On the...on that question,
the Ayes are 18, the Nays are 28, 6 voting Present, 376 hav-
ing failed to receive the reguired constitutional majority is
declared lost. 382, Senator Kustra. Senate Bill...page 8,
9...page 10, skipping over to page 10...the middle of page 10
is Semate Bill 494, Senator Collins. All right. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 434, #r.
Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 494.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Take it out of the record,

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Take it oat of the record. 502, Senator
Sangmeister. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd...3rd Reading

is Sepmate Bill 502, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.
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SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 502.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR DEHUZIQ)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGHMEISTER:

Thank you, HMr. President and members of the Senate. I
have worked with this bill with the Department of Aeronauntics
and I'm not saying that they are now happy with it, but I%ve
got it restricted down o Will County and took out all of the
references to political subdivisioas that they didn’t want in
ite #hat...basically what the bill does is if Community A
has a...,a private airport and Community B wants to operate
it, wunder the present 1law they can do that, which I don't
think they should be able to without at least having permis-
sion of the community in which the airport is located. 1In
other words, it's so broad im the State of Illinois that
Carroll camn <zrum an airport im...in Joliet, and I just don't
think that that's right; however, the Department of Aeronau-
tics disagreed, so I restricted it down to my county for a
personal problem. So it affects only Will County.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the...Sehator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Question of the spoansor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Senator Sangmeister, how does this affect the FAA regula-
tions relating to nsing...you're talking specifically of an
airport or are you talking about an LSD air controllers sta-
tion or..,.you know, what are we talking about?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

No, only about anm airport.
PRESIDENT:

The gquestion 1is, shall Senate Bill 502 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will wvote Nay, The
voting 1is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Qn that
guestion, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are none, 1 voting
Present, Senate Bill 502 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, top of page 11, 628. 709, Senator
Lechowicz. 712, Senator Zito...744, 1?11 have to get back
down there again., 726,.,766, I beg your pardon. On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 766. Read
the bill, Hr.Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 766.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Bloom.
SEEATOR BLOOM:

Senate Bill 766, we had some discussion yesterday and
it's designed to require those hospitals that designate por-
tions of their hospitals to nursing care to have them fall
within the auspices of the Nursing Home Cars Reform Act of
*73. I guess the intent of the legislation in light of the
new enphasis on competition in the health care marketplace is
to ensure that nursing home beds whether hospital based or in
a traditional nuorsing home or free-standing nursing home
setting are equal with regard +to inspections, licensing,
administration, quality of care and reimbursenment. The

situation that was raised, I think, by Senator ¥®atson
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yesterday is covered +o a degree within the definitions of
the Federal law. I%*1l try and ansvwer any questions you have,
and if I*m umable to, I'm sure that Senators Carroll and
Davsoa can,
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to ask a gques-
tion.
PRESIDENT:

Question of...sponsor indicates he?ll vyield, Senator
Hatson.

SENATOR WATSON:

dhat is the definition of a...a swing-bed hospital?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOMNM:

I'm informed it?s one that's less than fifty beds.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

And I understand that you’re going to amend this?
I...00. Is there any kind of an agreement that there’s going
to be an amendment put in this in the House that's going to
say that a thirty-bed hospital will not have to comply with
this...with a swing-beds of thirty beds...or thirty-bed
hospital with swing beds will not have to comply? Is that an
agreement you've made?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOM:

I'n perfectly willing %o wmake such an agreement, but I
think upon investigation, you 're going to find out that this

bill does not mess with those Pederally designated swing
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beds. That's what I meant by the definitions in Title 8 and
18 and 19 of the Federal Social Security Act cover that, the
situation that obtains in your part of the State or the
hospitals you're concerned about,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson,
SENATOR HWATSON:

You say that there...this does not affect a swing-bed
hospital?...a hospital with swing beds. ThiS...this partic-
ular piece of legislation will not affect, then,
in...actuality a hospital of less than fifty bheds?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM:

That's what I'm informed. Perhaps, Senator Carroll could
expand upon tha*t response.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Senator #atson, the answer is yes, as I understand it,
that unless they have dedicated these beds to be nursing beds
only, swing beds are not so defined as nursing beds only.
Swing beds by definition are both and therefore iz
does..,this Act...the Nursing Home Act would mot apply to a
swing bed, they would still be under the Hospital Act.
PRESIDEYT:

Senator ¥Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Well, I'm...I'm told that's not correct by the...the
Hospital Association. So I don’t how that's going to get
worked out but I understand that they're...they feel they are
going to have to come under compliance...okay.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
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SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Hdr. President. #ell, I...I do want to protest
rather vigerously. This dis an awfully poor way to conduct
public policy., This bill is the product of somebody not
wvanting it in the first place and at the last minute three
people have taken sponsorship of this bill. I think through
the benevolence of Senator...Vadalabene they let that happen,
but, you know, I had a bill, 624, that was guite controver-
sial, I agreed to Table it in the light that perhaps we ought
to look at it further through some other authority. I just
think maybe we ought to do the same thing with this, except
in this case, since it?'s not voluntarily Tabled, I think we
ought to help it along by destroying it.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, Jjust briefly, M#Hr. President and members of the
Senate. This bill was so bad yesterday that Senator Bloon
took it out of the record and it's had one more day to get
moldy, and I think we ought to kill it right now.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Geptlemen of the
Senate. Senator Sommer, the Big Four, you remember who...who
they were, two of them are ridiang again. Here they go along
taking poor Sam Vadalabens pushing him off, and £for...people
who do not know, the Big Four was Carroll, Sommer, Buzbee and
Regner. All right. Now here you are back again, so now it’s
the Big Two riding and trying to rope in Dawson. So
what...what I'm saying is this, they have...there's no reason
this should be passed, and I'm asking everybody to vote No.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Carroll.
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SENATOR CARROLL:

Just one mnminor comment ’cause there is a real problenm.
There is a high probability, I’'ve heard it as a certainty and
we're checking that, that if in fact we don?t do this, if a
hospital dedicates a portion of its property as nursing beds
and so certifies, they would be under no regulation whatso-
ever. The point is that they should be and they would not be
ander the Hospital Act, because they have dedicated them as
nursing beds, this would put them under the Nursing Act only
for those beds vhere they've dedicated a whole area of the
hospital, not every third bed or something like that but a
whole section, whether it's a floor or a building, and
they*ve dedicated it as nursing beds, the State, I believe,
would want to regulate them and the only way they can do so
is upnder the Nursing Home Reform Act. They would not be
under the Hospital Act having been so designated. That's why
I think this bill should be moved along and I would hope that
it would be.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, H8r. President. Sponsor yield 0 a question?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

There are some indications that there are structural
changes required in order to...to...to fit the requirements
of nursing homes. Is that accurate, Senator?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOONM:
There may be, thers may be. Hospitals are only now look-

ing to get into the nursing home business.
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PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Blooa
may close.
SENATOR BLOOHN:

Well, the hour is late. I remind Senator Hall that he is
now one of the Big Four and I would also remind +the Body
that, believe me, I d4id not seek this bill., It was...it's
like Rosemary's Baby, it was a gift from Sammy Vadalabene. I
think the issue has been fairly well set out. Senpator
Watson, I said +that, you know, as far as I'm concerned, I
have no problem with throwing an amendment on in +he House.
I think that the point Senator Carroll makes is well-taken,
and that is that we may very well see that dedicated beds
going the other way. BHRoll call, please.

PRESIDEXNT:

The question is,l does Senate Bill 766 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
411l voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. ©On that question, there are 7
Ayes, 42 Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 766 having
failed to receive the regquired cosstitutional wmajority is
declared 1lost. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 848. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 848,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank you, HMr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I have a two-page summary which I'm not going to
read, dJust going to tell you that this is an administration

bill, creates the Criminal History Record Information Act to
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establish uniform Statewide policies for dissemination of
criminal history information and +try to ensure it's accu-
racye...hello...two amendments were added yesterday, I believse
that they <clarified whatever problems that were brought
Up...Senator Sangmeister went through them, approved of then
and I hope that...I ask for your favorable consideration, and
it*s two minutes to six.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister. The gquestion
is, shall Senate Bill 848 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Aall voted
who wish? All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, there aré 45 Ayes, no
Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 848 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
868, Senator DeAngelis. 910, Senator Harovitz. On the Order
of Senate Bills...3rd Reading, Senate Bill 910, Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 310.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOE MAROVITZ:

I would move to recommit Senate Bill 910 to the Committee
on Financial Institutions.
PRESIDENT:

All in favor of the motion to recomnit indicate by saying
Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries.
The bill is recommitted. 331, Senator Demuzio. 938, Senator
Dawson. On the Order of Semate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate
Bill 958. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBETARY:
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Senate Bill 938,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, Senate
Bill 938 refers to complaints against facilities, shall be in
writing and shall be investigated if no ideatical complaint
has been checked out within the past sixty days which amends
the Nursing Home Care Reform Act, There's been no opposition
posted by the Department of Public Health on this and let’s
roll it...roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 938 pass. Those ian favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 54 Ayes,
no Nays, none voting Present. Sepate Bill 938 having
received the required coastitutional majority is declared
passed. 978, Senator Joyce, 389, Senator Kelly. 1000,
Senator Collins. 1013, Senator Helch. 1031, Senator
Friedland. 1031, on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
the wmiddle of page 12, which is one bill from the end, is
Senate Bill 1031. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1031,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Friedland.
SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, Hr. President. The synopsis is correct on

Senate Bill 1031. It came out of committee 3 to nothing and
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it has nothing to do with malpractice, urge a favorable roll
call.
PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1031 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote ©Nay. The
voting is open. all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are...52 Ayes, 1 Nay, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 1031 having received the required coamstitutional
majority is declared passed. 1062, Senator Rupp. Ladies and
gentlemen, that brings us back to where we started at
nine-thirty this morning. Any further business? Any nember
have anything they wish to bring before the Senate? Resolu-
tions, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Joint Resolution 64.
{Secretary reads SJR 64)
PRESIDENT:

Senator Depuzio on Senate Joint Resolution 64 which calls
for us to rfeturn to Springfield next Wednesday at the hour of
noon. Senator Demuzio moves for ihe suspension of the rules
and the inmediate consideration of Senate Joint Resolution
64, Calls for us to return Wednesday, at noom, ladies and
gentlemen, and don?t forget...don't forget, Hednesday there
#ill be about eighty roll calls on appropriation bills. So
I?d suggest everybody make an effort to get here. Noon on
Wednesday. There are committee meetings at ten ofclock in
the wmorming on W#ednesday, check +the committee schedule,.
Three committees are meeting at ten o'clock in the wmorning.
Session 1is at moon. Senator Demuzio has moved the...for the
suspension of the rules and the immediate consideration of
Senate Joint Resolution 64, All in favor of the motiom to
suspend indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have

it. The rules are suspended. Senator Demuzio moves the
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adoption of Senate Joint Resolution 64, All in favor iadi-
cate by saying Avye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
resolution is adopted. Senator Lechowicz, for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Executive Appointments will
not meet next Wednesday, will not meet. Thank you.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Only +wo committees will nmeet, if +that.
Judiciary Committee is going to meet...Senator Marovitz prom-
ises to be there at ten o*clock sharp. Senator Smith, for
what purpose do you arise? \

SENATOR SMITH:

»»sthank you, Mr. President. You...we were instructed
that if we were missed out on the vote, that we...at the
close of the Session, we might be able to give it to you.
PRESIDENT:

Yes, ma'anm.

SENATOR SMITH:

1'd like to be recorded for having voted Yes on Senate

Bill 62.
PRESIDENT:

The record will so reflect your intent.
SENATGR SMITH:

Thank you.

PRESIDENT:
Resolutioans.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 264, by Senator Davidson and all Sena-
tors, it's congratulatory.

265, by Senator Jeremiah Joyce, congratulatory.

266, by Senator Maitland and all Senators, coangrat-
alatory.

267, Senator DeAngelis, congratulatory.
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PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 268, by Senators Kelly and Lechowicza
PRESIDENT:

Executive,.,..all right., Aall right. The only remaining
piece of business, the Resolutions Consent Calendar, Hr.
Secretary, has any wmember filed any objection?

SECRETARY:

¥o objection have been filed, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Hall noves that the
Senate...resolutions on the Consent Calendar; namely, No.
245, 246, Senate Resolution 247, 2438, 243, 250, 251, 252,
253, 254, 255, Senate Resolution 256, 253, 260, 261, 262,
Senate Joint Resolution 62, Senate Joint Resolution 63, House
Joint Resolution 51, 52 and 54, and Senate Resolutions 264,
265, 266 and 267 be adopted. All in favor of the motion to
adopt indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it., The Resolutions Consent Calendar has been adopted. Fur-
ther business to come before the Semate? If not, Senator
Schaffer moves that pursuant to the...I beg your pardon.
Senator Poshard, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR POSHARD:

Excuse me, Mr. President, I would like the record to show
that on Senate Bill 1160, I was on the telephone and I would
like to see that recorded as a Nay for me...or I'd like to
say that 1 would have voted Nay oan that bill.

PRESIDENT:

The record...will reflect your intent to vote negative on

1160. Senator Pawell, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR FAWELL:
I...I told Senator Collins that she could be a cosponsor

on Senate 99, a hyphenated cosponsor.
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PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Fawell seeks leave of the Body to
reflect the fact that Senator Collims will be a hyphenated
cosponsor on Senate Bill 99, Pursuant to the adjournment
resolution and Senator Schaffer's demand, the Senate now
stands adjourned until next Yednesday, Hay 29, at the hour of

noon. The Senate stands adjourned.



