84TH GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

July 2, 1985

PRESIDENT:

The Senate will come to order. BReading of the Journal,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Thursday, June the 20th, 1385 and Friday, June the 2lst,
1985.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUOPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Journals just
read by the Secretary be approved unless some Senator has
additions or corrections to offer.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Rupp. Is
there any discussion? If not, all in favor indicate by
saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries and it's so ordered. Resolutions. Senator Bupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that reading and
approval of the Journals of Monday, June 24th; Tuesday, June
25th; Wednesday, June 26th; Thursday, June 27th; Friday, June
28th; Saturday, June 29th; Sunday, June 30th and Monday,
June...July Ist, in the year 1985, be postponed pending arri-
val of the printed Journals.

PRESIDENT:

fou've heard the motion as placed by Senator Rupp. Is
there any discussion? If no%, all in favor indicate by
saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries and it's so ordered. Messages from the House.
SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I'm directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to recede from their

Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 461,
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A like Hessage on 481 with Senate...House Amendments 3,
4, S and 7.

A like Message on 879 with House Amendmen:s 1 and 2.

And a like Message on 982 with House Amendment 1.

Message from the House by Mr. O'Briea, Clerk.

Mr. President - I'm directed to inform the Senate
the House has refused to adopt the first Conference Committee
report and...on Senate Bill 11635 and have requested a second
Conference and the Speaker has appointed the members on the
part of the House.

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

Mr. President - 1I*'m directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to adopt the first
Conference Coamittee report on House Bill 809 and requesis a
second and the Speaker has appointed :the members on the part
of the House.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Rupp has moved that the Senate accede to the
request of the House for the appointment of those Conference
Conmittees. All in favor of the motion indicate by saying
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The wmotion carries.
It's so ordered. BResolutions.

SECRETARY:

The following resolutions are either congratulatory or
coanendatory.

Senate Resolution...425, by Senator Degnan and all Sena-
tors.

Senate Resolution 426, by Senators Topinka and Zito.

Senate Resolution 427, by Senmator Lemke and all Senators.

Senate Resolution 428, by Senators Lemke, Rock and all
Senators,

Senate Resolution 429, by Senmators Keats and Kustra.

Senate Resolution 430, by Senator Kustra.

Senate Resolution 431, by Senator Kustra.
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Senate BResolution 432, by Senator Newhouse and all Sena-

tors.
PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 433, by Senators Smith, Philip,
Collins.

Senate Resolution...and others.

Senate Besolution 434, by Senator Keats.

PRESIDENT:

Executive.
SECRETARY:

And Senate Joint Resolution 85, by Senator vadalabene and
all Senators, and it's congratulatory.
PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar. Senator Geo-Karis, for what purpose do
you arise?
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, a
point of information., Can you tell us, Mr. President, I hear
a rumor that we're going %to be here today and adjourn and
come back Monday.. Is that true?

PRESIDENT:

That iSe..
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

The reason I'm asking you is because some of us don't
wvant to be put out of our hotel rooms or...what are we going
to do?

PRESIDENT:

9ell, I have discussed earlier this morning with Senator
Philip my thought that the Senate will conclude its work
today, perhaps later today but today, and then we will go
home under am adjournment resolution calling for us to return

October the 2nd, and I have spoken also to the Speaker and to
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the Governor to that effect. (Machine cutoff)...Fawell, for
what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR FAWELL:

I would like to have Senator Nacdonald as 1lead sponsor
with me as hyphenated on Senate Bill 736.

PRESIDENT:

all right. The 1lady seeks leave to have Semator
Macdonald shown as lead sponsor of Senate Bill 796. Leave
granted? Leave is granted. Resolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 435 offered by Senator Vadalabene.

And Senate Joint Resolution 86 offered by Sena-
tors...Lechowicz, Rock, Philip and a group of Senators whose
nanes have been marked om a roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Execative. Senator Fawell, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR FAWELL:

Would you also put Senator Geo-Karis om as a...hyphenated
sponsor of 785, I'm the prime sponsor. Senate Bill 785, I*n
the lead sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

411 right. The lady seeks leave to show Semator Geo-
Karis as a hyphenated sponsor of Senate Bill 785. ¥ithout
objection, leave is granted. {Machine cutoff)...Hadson, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. While we're standing at ease
here momentarily, I thought it might be a suggestion to you,
it might be helpful in a way, something perhaps we haven't
thought about before to resolve this whole thing, but maybe
you and Senator Philip could go to the House leaders if they
remain intransigent over there and seemingly in...at an

inpasse forever. Maybe you could suggest that we bring in
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the Bed Cross to help them negotiate...their differences over
there or wherever they may be, and I, for one, would be will~-
ing to put on a blindfold along with some others and we could
be transported to some intermediate...point, Lincoln, Illi-
nois or wherever, and then perhaps bust on home so that we
could be with our families. You know, just...just something
like that so that we hostages here in the Senate could
be...could be allowed to go home. I...it might be an act
against international obstrepancy or whatever we want to call
it.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hudson...
SENATOR HUDSON:

eeas just a suggestion.
PRESIDENT:

sescouldn’t...couldn't agree more, and all you have to do
if you don't believe it is look at the House Calendar.
The...virtually the entire budget sits on the House Calendar
under Republicar spomsored bills and the House Minority
Leader refuses to call them. Senator Joyce, for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, I think that Senator Hudson must have been sleeping
the last few weeks. If Senator DeAngelis is ip his office or
near his speaker, he has assumed that name Rambo we've been
calling him all Session, and keeping with President Regan's
off the cuff remarks, maybe we could send Senator DeAngelis
over to the House. Where's Rambo?

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis, you have just been volunteered.
{(Machine cutoff)...Vadalabene, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr., President and members of the Senate.

In lieu of your annoancement, it looks like most of us are
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going to be home on 4th of July, and I have the suggested
address on Independence Day and they're going like hotcakes.
Sould you please come over and get one?

PRESIDENT:

All right. We will begin on the Order of Conference
Comnittee Reports on the regular Calendar and then there is
also prepared already a Supplemental Calendar No. 1, and as
the reports are filed, we will continue to run supplemental
Calendars. At the conclusion of the regular Calendar and
Supplemental 1, we will then take a Recess for 1lunch and
probably a couple of additiomal hours to afford the conferees
on the budget an opportunity to construct those reports. All
right. Page on 3 on the Calendar, on the Order of Conference
Committee Reports, 62, Senator Kustra. On the Order of
Conference Committee Reports, page 3 on the regular Calendar,
House Bill 62. Nr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Committee report on House Bill 62.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, HMr. President and members of the Senate. The
only thing which Conference Committee Report 62 does is amend
some language in the School...Code dealing with the lease of
school property. And, basically what it does is add the word
"land”" to already existing language allowing...school build-
ings to be leased. As I understand it, this is for the pur-
pose of new...school district and something they want to do.
As far as I know, this is has been signed off and agreed to
by all parties and I would ask for your favorable consider-
ation.

PRESIDENT:
Is there any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If

not, the question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
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Comaittee report on House Bill 62. 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 HNays, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt
the Conference Committee report on House Bill 62 and the bill
having received the required corstitutional najority is
declared passed. 123, Senator Dawson. 312, Senator D'Arco.
I beg your pardon, Senator Berman. On the Order of Coafer-
ence Committee BReports on House Bill 123, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

First Conference Conmittee report on House Bill 123,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

I would ask for leave to handle this for Senator Dawson.
Mr. President, House Bill...Conferemce Conmittee report on
House Bill 123 does several things. The...the
bill...elements irn the bill are four in number, let
me...nention them to you. Number one is a separate appropri-
ation for grants for students attending one of the
thirty-nine business schools that are approved by either the
Board of Higher...Education or the Board of Education, and
that must be accredited by a national accredit-
ing...organization &hich is approved by the State board.
That*s the proprietary schools and was in...included 1im the
bill...handled by Senator D'Arco that passed out of
the...Senate, The grant is limited to a thousand dollars
including the requirement of a separate appropriation not %o
exceed ten percent of the regular Illirois State Scholarship
Funds. Second is authorization to the Chicago Board of Edu-
cation regarding powers granted to the board to enter into
joint ventures as to its real estate. It separates the

budgeting and levying process of the Chicago Board of Edu-



Page 8 - July 2, 1385

cation, and allows for DuPage County, the elementary dis-
tricts wvwith an enrollment of less than eight hundred stu-
dents, the Board of Education may initiate a referendum
to...to transfer accunmulated building fund monies to their
education fund. . I'd be glad to respond to any questions, ask
the approval of Conference Committee Report No. 1 on House
Bill 123.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, H#r. President. Senator Berman, it is correct,
and I guess you said it but I was busy here, this coantains
the proprietary schools within it, and hov many...what...what
are you talking about in terms of dollars here? 1Is it a for-
nula?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Yese. This is the proprietary school plug in to the
Scholarship Commission. There are restrictions on that. The
grant may not exceed one thousand dollars. The total appro-
priation may not exceed ten percent of what we give to the
regular allocation, and +the...and it must be a separate
appropriation for this proprietary function. It's similar to
the provisions of Senate Bill 1358 sponsored by Senator
D*Arco.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Kustrae.
SENATOBR KUSTRA:

Does this have the support of the independent colleges
and universities, the association?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERHAN:



pPage 39 - July 2, 1985

Yes, 1 made that specific inquiry at the +inme
of...passage of Senator D*Arco's bill and I...I reasked that
question again and the answer is yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

A1l right. Further discussion? Senator Berman may

close.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The guestion is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Committee report on House Bill 123. 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? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. All right. On that gquestion, the
Ayes are 32, the FNays are 18, 2 voting Present. Conference
Conmittee report is not adopted and the Secretary shall so
inform the House. 312, House Bill 312, M-, Secretary.
SECRBETARY:

{Sachine cutoff)...Conference Committee report on House
Bill 312,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the...this...this is
the bill that contains the situation where an interpreter is
hired by the court in a juvenile proceeding, and the State
does reimburse the county for the cost of the interpreter in
that proceeding. It also contains the provision that
d...any order compelling a news media produce information is
a final appealable order. It also contains the provision
raising the court reporter's salaries from thirty-tvwo...2-5-0
to...from thirty-two 2-5-0 to thirty-three 2-5-0 in FY *87,

and to thirty-sevenm 2-5-0 in FY '88, This bill passed out of
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this Chamber and the only difference in this Conference
Committee report is the provision providing that the news
media information would be a final appealable order in juve-
nile court proceedings, and I ask that we adopt Conference
Committee Report No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator WHatsona
SENATOR WATSON:

Yes, sir. Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to ask the
sponsor a guestion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

As you mentioned, this particular Conference Comnmittee
report contains the language in regard to salary increases
for couart reporters. Be quite honest with you, I...I don‘t
knov much about court reporting and I’d 1like to know why
someone who 1is a court reporter should receive a maximun
salary of thirty-six thousand two hundred and £ifty dollars
beginning July ist, 1987. Exactly what kind of expertise do
these people have to...to generate that kind of salary?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

#ell, I...I don't know if you've ever been in a courtroon
but a...a court reporter is a very professional individual
and it requires tremendous skill to...for the court reporter
to put down all of the proceedings that are going on in the
courtroom without missing any words that may be important in
an appealable order of the trial. Their function is
extremely important to the whole process of the legal systen
and they defimpitely...it is not easy to become a court
reporter. Their schooling 1is very rigorous. Their exami-

nation procedure is very rigorous and they have to be certi-
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fied by the State and by the county where they practice, and
it's...s0 it's A...it's a very difficult job and
concomitantly their salary should be commensurate with the
skill they profess as court reporters.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you. What are the educational requirements of a
court reporter? What do they have to do to...to...to beconme
one?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

It*s a two-year specialized class of rigorous study in
order to qualify to become a court reporter.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

One other question. There was a bill that Sema*or Netsch
sponsored that tied their particular salary increase to a
court reporters, amd I can't recall who else we're raising
along with court reporters because vhoever it was was tied to
their particular salary. So we got another group that's
going up along with court reporters...Senator Netsch.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, fourther discussion?...Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Just to answer Senator Watson's question. It was the
bill that authorized an administrative assistant...or admin-
istrative secretary, I think it was called, for the chief
judge of each circuit in the State. So that would be.,..I
think, in fact, it was nineteen people who were involved in
that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. In answer to what a court reporter
has to do and what skill it takes, the main skill it has to
take is they have to be extremely proficient at...at taking
records at great speeds. They are tested and, very frankly,
that's probably the most difficult thing that they have to
do. Not only that but quite often...I mean, they have to
stay there if...from the beginning to the end of the trial,
and if the trial stretches out until late in the evening,
they must be there with the jury in order to take the...the
final orders, and...it's...it is a difficult job.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator D'Arco may close.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Well, I don't...I don't want you to confuse this bill
with the bill for the administrative clerk...with the Office
of the Supreme Court...the administrator of the Supreme
Court. This is a bill that passed out of this Chamber
before,  This is a permissive legislation. Let me emphasize
that, ve're not...ve're not preempting the home rule author-
ity from...passing an ordinance to provide for an increase in
their salaries. It*s up to the local county where these
court reporters are situated for them to decide to vote for a
salary increase or not. So we're not mandating anything by
this bill. I think we should emphasize that. The other
provisions of the bill are good, workable. This provision is
good, workable. The bill is in good shape, we've passed all
these provisions out before. Arthur Berman is nodding in
agreement here. MNr...{Machine cutoff)...Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate, go for it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-

ence Committee report on House Bill 312, Those in favor will
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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? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that guestion, the Ayes are 37, the Nays are 18, none
voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Committee report on House Bill 312 and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senator Watson, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR WATSON:

What was the constitutional majority? How many?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Thirty-six.

SENATOR WATSON:

Let's verify it then...I'd like to...call for a verifica-
tion,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Watson has requested a verification. Will all
the members be in their seats. The Secretary will read the
affirmative votes.

SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D*Arco, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR D'*ARCO:

You know, I don*t mind verifying a roll call, but I know
that there's...you know, Conference Committees are going on
at this time and people are off the Floor apd it's
really...doesn*'t say much, you know, for certain people on
that side of the aisle wvhen we’re all trying to get our job
done and work diligently to get it dome. And I just, you
know, have to say that maybe...I wouldn't do something like
that to a fellow colleague of mine because...that's true,
that's true. 1 wouldn't do that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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The Secretary will read the affirmative roll.

SECRETARY:
sseCarroll, Chevw. Collins. D*'Arco. barrow.
Davidson...Dawson. DelAngelis. Degnan. Demuzio. Dudycz,

Dunn. Fawell., Geo-Karis. Hall. Holmberg. Jones. Jerenmiah
Joyce. Jerome Joyce. Keats. Kelly. Kustra. Lemke. Luft.
Harovitz. Netsch. ©Newhouse. Poshard. Rupp. Sangmeister.
Savickas., Samith. Vadalabene. W®elch. Zito.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Watson, do you question anyone who voted in the
affirmative? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Senator...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Pardon...
SENATOR WATSON:

..-there he is. Dawson. Senator Dawson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dawson on the Floor? Senator Dawson
is...Senator Dawson is in...in back of the Chamber.
SENATOR RATSON:

Marovitz. Senator Marovitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Narovitz here? Senator Marovitz on the Floor?
Senator Marovitz. Strike his nanme.
SENATOR WATSON:

Senator Hall.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson, I am told that there is a...
SENATOR WATSON:

I understand.,  They're in appropriation'’s Conference
Committees.,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

DOusedOasns
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SENATOR WATSON:

+2250 that®’s fine. We'll leave Hall on.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right.

SENATOR WATSON:

Senator Keats.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Keats on the Floor? Senator Keats on the Floor?
Strike his name.

SENATOR WATSON:

O'Daniel.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

All right.  Senator D'Arco, for what purpose do you
arise? Senator D'Arco. .

SENATOR D*ABCO:

I'm informed Senator Marovitz is talking to the Goveramor
about Build Illinois.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All right. .

SENATOR D*ARCO:

And if you believe that, I'1l tell you another one.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Watson, do you request the presence
of anyone else? Mr. Secretary. On that guestion, there wvere
35 Ayes, 18 Nays, none voting Present. The Conference
Conmittee report is not adopted. All right. The sponsor
requests postponed consideration. 809, Senator Poshard.
House Bill 8093, Mr. Secretary. All right. Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move to accept the Confer-
ence Conmittee BRBeport WNo. 2. Basically, it adds language
making the language of the...

SECRETARY:

This is the second Conference Committee report on House
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Bill 809.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Let's clarify something for the record here.
On House Bill 803, Conference Conmittee reports, your Calen-
dar reflects it is the first report; in fact, it is the
second report. I am told that the Senate adopted the first
reporte. The House rejected the first report; therefore,
House Bill 809 that we...that is before us nov is the second
Conference Conmittee. Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move to accept Conference
Conmaittee Report No. 2. It adds language simply making the
language of the first Conference Committee a little more spe-
cific. Last year a provision was added to the Civil Adminis-
trative Code authorizing the State to enter into an agreement
#ith a wmunicipality to construct a transportation structure
in the vicinity of Collinsville to be 1leased back to the
Department of Central Management Services and this additional
language just wmakes that specific to the Collinsville site,
and I*'d ask for your approval.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Any discussion? If no%, the question is,
shall the Senate adopt the second Conference Committee report
on House Bill 803. 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 58, the Nays are
none, nome voting Present. The Senate...the Senate does
adopt the second Conference Committee report on House Bill
809 and the bill bhaving received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 851, Senator Lemke. House Bill
851.

SECRETARY:

House Bill...first Conference Committee report on House
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Bill 851.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Well, what this bill does 1is simply corrects a...a
change, they left off the...in the originmal bill we passed,
left off the effective date. It just said, ®"this law shall
become effective.” It doesn®t...the...they...they also added
Senate Bill 372 that passed out of here on the Agreed Bill
List and was 1lost in the shuffle on the...when the House
adjourned.. That was...for an...an affidavit of inheritance
filing. I +think it*s a good bill. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion 1is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference...the first Conference
Conmittee report on House Bill 851, Those im favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted vwho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 5353,
the Nays are none, 1 voting Present. The Senate does adopt
the first Conference Copmittee report on House Bill 851 and
the bill having received the regquired constitutional majority
is declared passed. 971, Senator Barkhausen. 3-7-1, HNr.
Secretary, House bill.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Comnittee report on House Bill 9371.
PRESIDIEG OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Yes, Mr. President and members, House Bill 371 increases
the penalties for theft of property where a defendant has had
prior convictions for certain offenses. We had added certain
amendments dealing with other provisions of the Criminal Code

in the Senate and the House resisted <then. So, we
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reluctantly agreed to drop those amendments and now ask for
passage of the basic...original bill eambodied in this Confer-
ence Committee report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Committee report on House Bill 371. 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 58, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
first Conference Committee report on House Bill 971 and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed.., 1027, Senator Welch. Senator Welch on the
Floor? 1103, Senator Lemke. House Bill 1567, Senator
datson. House Bill 1-5-6-7, page 4, Conference Committee
reports, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Committee report on House Bill 1567.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOBR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 1567 sponsored by
myself and Senator Degnan originally involved and still
involves the distribution of...and the...the fines...a four
dollar surcharge on each forty dollar fine imposed by the
local court. What we're trying to do here is simply identify
that circuit clerks have a problem in saying, well, so much
morey goes here, so much money goes there, this simply says
four dollars on every forty dollars of fine imposed@ or a
fraction thereof will go %towards the Driver's Education Fund,
the...Violent Crime Victims' Assistance Fund and the Criminal
Conviction Surcharge Fuand. This is not an increase in

the.,.in the rate at all, but it's just a matter of tryimg to
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clarify and simplify it so that the circuit clerks and the
county level won't have any problems. Senate Amendment No. 1
which is still on the legislation is a technical amendment.
Senate Amendment No. 2 was a clarification amendment in
regard to the deducting of the gross amount of fees by the
state's attorney, the sheriffs and various other county offi-
cials; and then what we added im regard to <the Conference
Comnnittee was actually House Bill 245 which was sponsored by
Representative Ewing, and what this particular legislation
does iS...is simply state that...it provides for the distri-
bution of the proceeds of all fines received by the court in
cases where there 1is a combination of law enforcement per-
sonnel involved. ©Now, what happens is, we've got several
various law enforcement groups that are involved in a...in an
arrest, and the court in the past has been the ones who
dictate where that revemue would go. What we are doing is
simply establishing vhere that revenue goes. I knovw of no
opposition at this particular time and be glad to answer
any...any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference Comnmittee
report on House Bill 1567. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open., Have all vwvoted 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 1, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Committee report on House Bill 1567 and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1850. House Bill 1850, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

First Conference Committee report on House Bill 1850.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
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SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
move that the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee
report onr House Bill 1850. It deals with a couple of prob-
lems in DuPage County; one, flooding, the other was a towiag
problem with respect to abandoned vehicles. If there's any
questions, I vould suggest that they be addressed to Senator
Fawell; otherwise, I move for the adoption of first Confer-
ence Copnmittee Report No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Have all...any discussion? If unot, the gquestion is,
shall the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report
on House Bill 1850. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
¥ill vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are
none, @nome voting Present. The Senate does adop: *the first
Conference Coamittee report on House Bill 1850 and the bill
having received the required constitutionmal najority is
declared passed. House Bill 2113, Senator Karpiel. House
Bill 2113, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Conmittee report on House Bill 2113,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, HNr. President. Conference Connittee 1 on
House Bill 2113 simply returns the bill %o its form as...that
it took in the Senate, and the bill says that...or will allow
people who have a physician's order to use a 1life jacket
while svimming in a pool. I ask for your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
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Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Yes she will. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Is the therapist bill on that bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARBRPIEL:

No, it is not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? If wnot, the question is, shall
the...shall the Senate adopt the first Counference Committee
report oan House Bill 2113, Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conference Committee report on House Bill
2113 and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 38, Senator Fawell.
Senate Bill 98, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Conmittee report om Senate Bill 38.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FPAWELL:

Thank you, very much, This is a...amended version of
a..eBducation and Registration Act, Administratiom Act for
the licensing of the psychologists, and it...it takes care of
a situation to take care of Northwestern.,.University of
Illinois §nd Northwestern University. I'll ansver any gques-
tions.

PRESIDING OFFICERs: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall the
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Senate adopt the first Conference Conmittee report om Senate
Bill 38. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 48, the Nays are 5, 1
voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Comnittee report on Senate Bill 98 and the bill having
received the required constitutional 'majority is declared
passed. 449...is there leave of the Body to go back to the
top of the page and pick up House Bill 1027 before we leave
the page? Leave is granted. Conference Committee reports,
top of page 4, is House Bill 1027, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Comnittee report on House Bill 1027.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill contains three bills
which previously passed out of this Chamber into the other
Chamber. Number one, the original provision in the bill con-
cerning the creation of a parent-teacher advisory committee
on discipline. Two other bills supported is that no teacher
shall receive a deduction from his salary because of absence
of a teacher.,.from a teacher institute if such absence is
dae to illness or if he's on personal leave. Third one was
that...the district shall not be considered in determining
the employment compensation promotion or transfer of
noncertified employees as passed by the Committee on Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education. Be glad to answer any ques-
tions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUOZIO)

Any discussionr? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen
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of the Senate. There are two components of this bill that
are good; unfortunately, there'’s one that's...that's bad. I
tried to iamprove this bill as some of you may recall some
days ago...some weeks ago...some days ago, I guess, to
include...the entire State but I believe the residency issue
is a very serious omne and, for that reason, would have to
oppose this Conference Committee report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Farther discussion? Senator fielch, you wish to
close?...Senator...all right. The gquestion is...Senator
Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Senator Welch, can you tell me why...page 2, it says,
"The provisions of this amendatory Act of 1385 relating to
residency within any school district shall not apply to
cities having a population exceeding five hundred thou-
sand...inhabitants.® W@hy this piece is in?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch,

SENATOR WELCH:

The will of the Elementary and Secondary Education
Compnittee was to put that provision im, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMOZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:
«esinapinously?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Very few bills that I have have passed unanimously, Sena-
tor Dudycz.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:
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I still don*t understand. Why is Chicago excluded 4if
this has some very important points in it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

I'd be glad to defer it to one of the fellows who are
really interested inm that issue because it not one that I'm
fhat concerned about. If Senator Berman would like to
ansvwer that, that's fine.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Welch seeks leave to...to yield to
Senator...5enator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you. Senator Dudycz, let me give you a little bit
of the background. The...this bill was introduced apparently
at the request of some downstate educational interests who
were concerned as to the possibility of some downstate dis-
tricts imposing residency requirements. Many times we have
situations that arise in downstate districts that do not
apply to Chicago, and one...that's one reason why you have a
separate section of the School Code that applies only to
Chicago, Article XXXIV. Now, in Chicago, because of the
vastness of the size of that city with the population of over
three million people, the City Council of *he City of Chicago
and the School Board of Chicago saw fit that they enacted a
certain residency requirement because they felt that
it...they would not be prospectively at the time that they
adopted it unduly limiting the access to quality teaching
personnel. If downstaters feel that they have to have the
flexibility of moving between communities, that would be
their option. The City of Chicago felt that their present
status was such that that's the way they wanted to keep it.
That's the gensis of the exclusion for Chicago and I would

suggest that if those of you from downstate wish to have the
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flexibility, you vote for the bill; if you don't want it, you
don't vote for the bill but keep Chicago's problems out of
it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. WBBM-TV has...requested permission to film
the proceedings. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Sena-
tor Berman, you want to start over? Further discussion?
Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to this Conference...Comaittee
report. You cam...you can tell we're down to the closing
hours because we have rapped into this report at least one
bill, the «contents of it...one bill that has failed on the
first time around, and it's...there?s an attempt being made
to...t0 resurrect it. I think that what wve ought to do is
to reject this Conference Conmmittee report and ask for a
second report that would eliminate some of the chaff here.
There are some good things here that...could be put into a
second Conference Coampittee report. So let's reject this
report.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Senator Dudycz, my apologies, TI...I thought
you were concluded. Senator Dudycz indicates he was not.
Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. No, I just wanted to add to
Senator Berman that there may be some of us...where did he
go?...there may be some of us in Chicago that would also like
some of that flexibility that downstaters are requesting.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis, the timer is on.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

..eWwould you please yield for...will the sponsor yield
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for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Which one?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Understand. .. SPODSOC.ssI'D SOLLYsae
PRESIDING.OFFICER: {SEXATOR DEMU2ZIO0)

Senator Geo-Karis, Senator Welch indicates he will yield.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

All right,..all right. Thank you. I understand...is
Apendment 2 in there...is that...is there amendment that
states that the provisions of this bill are not applicable to
Chicago?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

The...vell, once again, the provisions as to
noncertificated employees are not...applicable to Chicago.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GRO-KARIS:

In other words, are you...all I wvant to know is that if
people want to teach in the Chicago schools, do they have <o
live in Chicago?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

I am told the answer is yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Berman, perhaps you could clear up this point.
Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

No, that...that®s not the case. There was a residency
requirement passed by the city that was adopted by the

Chicago board and I'm not sure of the date, but that waS...a
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year or two or so ago and that was prospective only. You
have a substantial numsber of people that teach in the Chicago
public schools that were hired prior to that rule. They live
outside the City, this...they're not affected one way or the
other, and that's been part of the discussions between the
union and the Chicago board. Again, I would urge that that
really is not the subject matter of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All right. . WAND-TV, Decatur requests permission to
videotapes the proceedings today. 1Is leave granted? Leave
is granted. Sorry, again, Senator Berman. Further discus-
sion? Senator Pawvell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

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

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR FAWELL:

You said in the original remarks that this was applicable
to any county five hundred thousand and over. Is that right
or is...are you talking about a million? Five hundred thou-
sand does not just include Chicago.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Pardon me, Senator, it does say cities...it says cities
having a population exceeding five hundred thousand, so it
would be Chicago.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? If not, the...the question is, shall
the Senate adopt the first Conference Comnmittee report on
House Bill 1027. 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? Have all voted who wish? Have all
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voted vho wish? Take the record. On this question, the Ayes
are 34, the Nays are 24, none voting Present. The Conference
Committee report is not adopted. The Secretary shall so
inform the House and Senator Welch requests a second Confer-
ence Compittee. All right. Bottom of page 4, Senate Bill
653, Senator Smith. Conference Comnittee report, Senate Bill
653, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Conmittee report on Senate Bill 653.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Swmith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and...Gentlemen of
the Senate. I stand to accept the Conference Coamittee's
report on Senate Bill 653. The original bill mandated new
employees to sign statements indicating their knowledge of
their responsibility to report, and the Conference Committee
merely clarified that with this report the Department of
Children and Family Service will supply upon request rather
than to just...and...and this will help them to 1lower their
costs considerably. 1 move for adoption and your consider-
ation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill 653. 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, Oa that gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Conmittee report oo Senate Bill 653 and the bill
having received the required constitutional nmajority is
declared passed. 796, Senator Fawell., Bottom of page 4,

Senate Bill...796, Mr. Secretary.
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SECRETARY:

«..first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 796.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I would like to yield to Senator Macdonald, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Yes, earlier this morning Senator Fawell made me the lead
sponsor of Senate Bill 796. I have conferred with President
Rock on how to handle this because we...¥we have really no
objection to this report, but I would like to ask for a No
vote because we want to add Senmate Bill 1245 to this and need
another Conference Committee...to do that. So, I...it is not
that I object to or anyone objects to the Conference Conmit-
tee report, but we would like to get it in a second Confer-
ence Comnittee to add Senmate Bill 1245 that went out of here
on the Agreed Bill List.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. <You've heard the request. Senator Fawell has
moved to concur. Senator Hacdonald requests a negative vote
for a second Conference Committee. The question is, shall
the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 796. Those in favor indicate...those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. Have all voted who
wvish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 15,
the WNays are 20, 2 voting Present. The...the Conference
Committee report is not adopted and...and Senator...Fawell
has requested a second Comnittee of Conference. Page 5,
Senate Bill 847, Senator Weaver...page 5, Senate Bill 847,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
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(Machine cutoff)...Conference Conmittee report om Senate
Bill 8u47.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Hr. President. I*'d move that the Senate do
adopt the first Conference Committee report, Basically, this
bill changed the membership on the commission from...up
to...fifteen members instead of +thirteen. The...Anendment
Ho. 4 created the County Correctional Facilities and Court-
house Assistance Program authorizing IDFA to issue forty-year
bonds in the amount not to exceed two hundred and fifty wmil-
lion to be paid off by the counties authorizing...a tax levy
and also includes a backdoor referendum. Is there...any
questions, -I'd be happy to try and ansver them.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Discussion? Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

Will the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates bhe will yield. Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

A number of us have had our counties build jails over the
last two or three years. We are paying a higher rate of
interest than would be available ander this program but it
would be my understanding there's no way for the counties
that have already constructed jails to take advantage of this
program. Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Heaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, I'm not sure but what you couldn®t...pay off the

bonds and come back with a new issue. I'm not an attorney,

Senator Darrow, and Y can't tell vyou exactly whether that
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would be. But there are provisions here for lease agreements
through IDFA. Whether or mnot in your bond authorization
that's allowable, I can't tell you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Darrov.
SENATOR DARROW:

¥ell...to the bill...I...I...X read our analysis rather
carefully and I question that we would be able to do that in
the number of counties that have recently coamstructed jails.
I would like to see...I think this bill is an excellent idea;
however, I think a number of us will not be able to take
advantage of it. I would like to see a second Conference
Committee report go back and try to broaden it a little bit
so we could help all the counties in Illinois. And along
those lines, I would point out to the members that what we're
doing is the authority is going beyond their usual practice
of being involved in private economic development. We're
also allowing to use bond money to...for maintenance costs,
SO0 it's...it's not just for the buildings. And lastly,
there's a backdoor referendum. Those things you ought to
consider. If you aren't for this bill, I'd like to see it go
back, and I'd like you to consider putting on a...an amend-
ment to help all the counties. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Poshard. Try it now.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. Presideat, I rise in support of this bill.
One of the post pressing problems that we have in...in my
part of the State, at 1least, are the building or
refurbishing of jails +to meet the State mandates. ¥e have
several counties in the lower part of my district that are at
least talking about, at this point, of even suing the State
because there's no way that they can raise the necessary

property taxes that they need to get the jails up to par.
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This would enable them at least to look at some borrowing
capabilities to...to meet those State mandates, and I rise in
support of it, I think it's a good bill.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR ShﬁG!EISTER:

Well, as I look at this bill, I...unless I'm reading it
vrong, it's a...it's a...it*s a public building commission at
the State 1level is what it amounts +*o. and I don't
know...obviously, the counties are not going to be paying
this with rent from the inmates so it's going to have to come
fronm property taxes by that one percent levy
with...admittedly, there is a backdoor referendum on it, but
I think the thing I object to mostly is it?s not just for
jails because it states right in the...Conference Comnittee
report, of course, that it's also for expanding correctional
facilities and courthouses. I think it's awfully broad. I
don't particularly care for the concept and I would urge we
defeat the Conference Committee report on 847.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right., PFurther discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Could I address a question to the sponsor? This is...I'mn
not particularly hostile to the idea of taking care of this
problem, I*m just curious about the particular funding mecha-
nism that is proposed in the Conference Committee report.
You are using a State agency, which I think, as Senator
Darrow’s question pointed out, normally is available for
various kinds of economic development projects and normally
has revenue bonding authority not gemeral obligation author-
ity. ©Was there any consideration givem to authorizing the
counties to issue General Obligation Bonds for this partic-
ular purpose, assuming that many of them did not have ade-

quate authority under existing law? That's the first parct of
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the gquestion. And the second part is, was there any attempt
to compute the difference in rate that would be...interest
rate that would be paid in comparing county level General
Obligation Bonds and a State level revenue bond, a State
agency revenue bond? *Cause that's fairly iopor%ant in teras
of the long-term cost.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZI10)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, Senator Netsch, I presume that with the authorized
levy enacted by the county board to back up the bonds over a
period of years, that there would be a savings maybe with the
full faith and credit of...of this quasi State authorized
funding mechanism. But this is just an alternate way of
trying to help some of the...particularly the small downstate
counties in financing that which is mandated by the State
in...basically the county jails, et cetera. It's...it's not
intended to supplant the Public Building Commission or any
other means of financing county buildings. But this is just
another way, another vehicle omn which maybe some of the
smaller downstate counties without grea: assessed valuations
could economically finance these facilities.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

all right. UPI has also requested leave of the Body %o
take still pictures. Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted.
Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

I...I'm just trying to understand how i% works, Senator
¥eaver,..+d3es.the...the State authority, and I think it*s
IDFA, isn't it, would actually issue the bonds. They would
retire the bonds with what I assume are equivalent to lease
rentals paid by the county for whom the bonds are actually
being issued. They...so that from the point of view of IDFA

they are a revenue bond; that is, they're project funds that
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are going to be available to retire the bonds. The county in
order to get enough money to be able to pay the rentals to
the State vhich bas issued the bonds would impose this prop-
erty taxs I think...is...is that an accurate way of describ-
ing how it works?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZ1O)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

IDFA may issue forty-year revenue bonds not to exceed two
hundred and fifty million. Now, the counties may levy a
property tax not to exceed one percent of the equalized
assessed valaation to pay for these so-called 1loans, it's
kind of a lease-purchase type payed off through...through the
levy of one percent of the equalized valuation of the county.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR RETSCH:

Then...if my understanding is correct them, just back
really to my original question or the second part of my orig-
inal question. Was there any...attempt %o determine which
kind of bonding would be likely to produce the most favorable
interest rate? And the reasom why I ask that ques-
tion...well, I think it's a relevant question, as part of
the...our understanding of this bill. Typically, revenue
bonds...pay a higher interest rate than General Obligation
Bonds. On the other hand, you are here dealing with a State
level agency versus county general obligation, and to be per-
fectly honest, I'm...I'm not positive how the equation would
come oat, that’s why I'm asking the gquestion. Was there any
attempt to determine whether, im effect, we're going to be
paying an interest penalty for emgaging in what I admit is a
very creative form of financing?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Weaver.
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SENATOR WEAVER:

I think basically, Senator Netsch, with +the ability to
float that 1large an issue and with the backing that this
issue has and with the revenue stream from the taxation
throaghout the State, certainly would tend to support a lower
interest rate if several cosmmunities were in the...in
the...bond.,.into these bonds and had sufficient back payment
to...to support them. I...I think maybe the...the bigness of
the issue may tend to help lower the interest rate available
for some of these swmall counties that have problems issuing
revenue bonds at a reasonable rate. That's the intent.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I rise
to speak in favor of the bill., I can tell you that I have
polled my people in my area and I...they really want monies
available to build their jails. And in...in my particular
county, we are short of jail space and we have had to rent
units from Peoria to put our prisoners in there.
It...the...the bonds that the Illinois Development Finance
Authority would be issuing are revenue bonds...or forty-year
revenue bonds, and there is a...a referendum if five percent
of the eligible voters petition for it, as far as the prop-
erty tax not to exceed one percent and could be much less
than one percent. 1I speak in favor of the bill because there
is need to...to build more jails, believe it or not, im our
State.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Rigney.
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SENATOBR RIGHNEY:

I want to understand about this tax rate. I can®t
believe my ears wvhen I heard you say and I also read it in my
staff analysis that the tax rate would be one percent. Is
that correct, one percent?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Not to exceed one percent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senatoé Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNBY:

Okay, not to exceed one percent. I hope everybody...you
know, this is the second day of July and maybe we're not
paying attention this morning, but let's put that down in
terns that ‘everyone can understand, that®'s a dollar om a hun-
dred. That's a lot of money. Ordinarily wve don*'t allow
rates of this kind for 1local units of government in most
areas; in fact, the county rate that we approved yesterday,
on the average for all county expenses will allow now about
thirty cents on a hundred. And here we're talking about a
dollar on a hundred. So we're talking about a substantial
rate that does not have to be approved in any way by the
voters of -the particular county that are affected. I would
point out to you there are two other ways to build court-
houses and to build jails. We can do it the general obli-
gation way, by referendum in that particular county. This is
a...the plan that we've had in our laws for many, many years.
I guess probably twenty, thirty years ago the General Assenm-
bly gave the counties the right to have a public building
commission at the local level. They can get around a refer-
endun that way by the subterfuge of the lease system but it
anounts to taxation vithout a referendum, and now here we go

with still a third plan, still another way to get around the
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voters of that particular county. I, frankly, don't know of
any legislation that's been introduced in this Session that
would give a dollar of taxing authority per hundred without
referendua. I think by far this is the...the mnmost serious
impact 1im...in that particular area. So I hope everyone is
paying attention and thinking about what you'’re doing here as
far as overall authority for county government.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Poshard for a second time.
Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Yes, forgive me, Hr. President for rising a second time.
A quick guestion from Senator Weaver. Is there anything...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Weaver, Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

seeis there anything in this bill to prohibit several
counties going together for application for these...revenues?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

No, it says that one or more counties may be eligible.
Counties must prove financial need to the authority and plans
for these constructional facilities must meet the Department
of...Corrections® standards. Multi-counties.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

«ssfurther discussion? Senator Weaver may close.
SENATOR WEAVER:

#ell, thank you, Mr. President. There's been some con-
cern here.  Number omne, any county by resolution of the
county board may do this. There?'s a backdoor referendum with
five percent of the eligible voters petitioning for that
referendum within thirty days after the county board's deci-

sion to impose the tax. It's...we’'re just trying to
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create...an easier way and a less expemsive way for many of
the particularly downstate small countiss to implement that
which they've been mandated by the State Department of
Corrections to do and the Federal Government. There's, I
think, sufficient safeguards, and I would appreciate a favor-
able roll call. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Question 1is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Committee report on Semate Bill 847. 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 18, the Nays are 31, 2 voting Preseat.
The Conference Committee report is no* adopted. Senator
Weaver, you requested a second Conference...and the Secretary
shall so inform the House. 1287, Senator Dudycz. 1-2-8-17,

Mr. Secretary.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

SECRETARY:

First Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1287,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYC2:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1287 as is
noW..,.is known as the Sexual Abusers of Children Treatment
Act. It raises the penalty for indecent solicitation of a
child from a Class A misdemeanor to a Class 4 felony. What
the Conference Compittee did wvas add in Senate Bill 1262,
sponsored by Senators Rock and Keats, creating the Sexual
Abusers of Children Treatment Act for Department of Children
and Family Services to develop a nodel demonstra-
tion...project. The project is to evaluate, treat and counsel
persons charged with the sexual offenses against minors ander
the age of eighteen. This is based upon a proposal submitted
to DCFS by the Isaac Rape Center and it is being set up in
order to determine if such a treatment program can help
reduce child molestation and allow for better decisions on
treatment and prosecution of offenders. Senate Bill 1262
passed the Senate 58 to nothing and was tied up in the House.
I nmove that the Senate adopt Conference Committee Report HNo.
1.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? If not, the question is, shall the Senate
adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
1287. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On

that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none
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voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Committee report on Senate Bill 1287 and +the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed., - Supplemental Calendar No. l...Supplemental Calendar
Ho. 1, House Bill 1392, Senator Netsch. Supplemental Calen-
dar No. 1, House Bill 1332, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Committee report on House Bill 1392,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Hr. President. House Bill 1332 was designed
to clean up some of the matters that were left unresolved in
the Parentage Act that wvas passed last Session. Most of them
vere literally clean-up provisions...some...some sections
that vere inadvertently left out and a few cases in which it
was felt that there vere not references to the...the right
law and that it all should be incorporated. Host of what is
in the Conference Committee report was in the amendments that
the Sepate put onto House Bill 1332. There have been sone
change...changing around of the order of provisions, but
aS.ssas I say, most of it is...was in the version that we
passed out of here. There are two substantive changes, one of
which I think is really quite minor; it authorizes those
individuals who are emancipated under the Emancipation of
Mature Minors Act to sign the consent proceeding forms to
declare parentage, that vas not otherwise authorized. Prob-
ably the.,.the most substantive provision, however, is one
that deletes the so-called 1laches provision that had been
inserted into the Act before it was passed last year. This
is laches that would, in effect, change the rumning of the
Statute of Limitations. The deletion of this has been recon-
mended and agreed to by a very large number of groups that

are interested in the Parentage Act, and I think in the judg-
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ment of most of us is really guite essential in order to
comply with both statatory and, in a sense, constitutional
nandates at the Federal level. I would be happy to answer
any questions; if not, I would move for adoption...I'nm SOrry,
approval of Conference Committee Report No. 1 to House Bill
1392,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well, it is...is on the adoption. Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates she will yield. Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMNAN:

We had discussed the.,.the language that would allow both
sides to assert an affirmative defense if a suit for parent-
age or child support were brought after ¢the two years had
lapsed. I thought ¢that wvas a Senate amendment. Is that
provision still in the bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

The answer is yes. There is still 4in...I'm reading
from.,.let's see, 1it's Section 1...Section 6A, I'n Sorry,
the...the language is "Failure to bring an action within two
years shall not bar any party from asserting a defense in any
action to declare the nonexistence of the parent and child
relationship,” That language is still there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch, do you wish to
close? Question 1is, shall the Senate adopt the first...the
first Conference Committee report on House Bill 13392. 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
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question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Conmit-
tee report on House Bill 1392 and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 14, Senator D'Arco. Senate Bill 14, Kr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Conmnmittee report on Senate Bill 14,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. What we did was *o remove an
amendment to this bill that we thought was necessary but it's
not, and in.,.vhat we have now is the original bill without
any.s,.any anendments as it passed the Senate and there is no
problem with the bill and I would ask that we adopt Confer-
ence Comnittee Report No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill t4. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 14 and the bill
having received the regquired constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 17, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

The first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 17.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 17 was originally
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my expungement bill and the people who are involved in crim-
inal history record information had a problem with the
wordage and we changed expungement into a record that beconmes
sealed as opposed to expunged, and we also put in the bill
the creation of the Criminal History Record Information Act,
and we also put in the bill anmother Senate bill that passed
this Chambers and that was to prohibit paramilitary training
with the intent to act unlavfully in furtherance of civil
disorder., This is a necessary bill because the local police
can't get into these paramilitary camps that are being
created around Illinois and in the couniry im order to effec-
tively eliminate these kind of individuals from our society.
The bill does all of those things and I don't know of any
opposition and would ask that we adopt Conference Conmittee
Report No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Semator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Yes, a question of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Senator D'Arco, on your entire concept,...you’re trying
to expunge the tenure records of the individuals., What type
of crimes are we...are ve eliminating?

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D*'Arco.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

Well, it only applies to Class A misdemeanors. It orig-
inally applied to Class 4 felonies but that was eliminated
because wve thought that was a little too much, so we just
provide ﬁhat if you commit a Class A misdemeanor, and I think
it's a little redundant but, you know, that's all you camn get

out of this Chamber, sometinmes.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOBR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
would add in regards to that particular provision that orig-
inally came in as a felony and then we amended it in commit-
tee to change to misdemeanors only, that is a provisiom that
was recommended by the Supreme Court. They specifically
reconnended that ve allow for that for misdemeanors and nis-
demeanors only. So pursuant to Supreme Court recommendation,
that is what wve're doing; and I also want to emphasize that
the... the paramilitary portion of +this bill, which is
extremely important, the bill did not get called in the
House, it passed here without any opposition, it prohibits
paramilitary training with the intent to act auanlawfully in
the furtherance of civil disorder, and in view of the things
and the events we're seeing around the world today, I think
this an extremely...inmportant part of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator D'Arco may close.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. I ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Committee report on Senmate Bill 17. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
57, the ¥ays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 17
and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 447, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARBY:

First Conference Conmittee report on Senate Bill 447.
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PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 447 had an amend-
ment in the House which I agreed with and passed out of the
House, but I chose to not concur because there was ap immedi-
ate requirement to add a provision that the court...Supreme
Court said that we permit lawyers' affidavits, proof of evi~
dence...not proof of evidence, proof of payment....House
amendment took care of the second injury fund, but the
Supreme Court required us to modify some of our language on
provisions on the accident reports be filed by atfidavit with
the Indastrial Commission.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Conmittee <report
on.,.Senate Bill 447. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, nome voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 447 and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1294, Senator Schunenan.
Senate Bill 1234, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1294, the first Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Semate concur
with...or adopt the first Conference Committee report oa
Senate Bill 1294, This is the Department of Insurance bill

vhich raised the filing fees for insurance companies who are
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required to file a variety of documents with the department.
Those fees had not been increased for many years. The prin-
cipal thing that the Conference Committee report does is
establish a new fund within the department, it's called the
Insurance Financial Regulation Fund and the Department will
deposit into that fund the fees that are collected under this
bill. There was some disagreement between the iasurance
companies and the department over this matter. The companies
have removed their objection now since the department has
agreed to a one hundred thousand dollar cap...as to the
amount of money that can be kept within the department. I
knovw of no opposition to the bill. I move for Senate concur-
rence,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENHUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill 1294. 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...the...the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are none, none voting Present., The Senate does adopt the
first Conference Committee report on Semate Bill 1234 and the
bill having received the regquired constitutional majority is
declared passed. Supplemental Calendar No. 3...5upple-
mental...I'a sorry, Supplemental Calendar No. 2...Supple-
mental No. 2, House Bill 231, Senator Lemke. House Bill 231,
Mr. Secretary,

SECRETARY:

First Conference Committes report on House Bill 231.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SESATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:
What this Conference Committee report contains iS...in

addition to the other bill...a provision for Senate Bill 549
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which passed here 58 to nothing which talked about criminal
trespass to State land. Another bill was 631 in regards to
corrections and the difference between the Department of
Corrections and...and Department of...in counties in regards
to transfer of prisoners and the other provision is Senate
Bill 164, the parent's right to recover from a drug pusher
vhich passed here 59 to nothing. I ask for a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator DeAngelis...Senator Maitland.
Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, a guestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Lemke, could you please reexplain what you just
said and tell me if you'’re putting in some bills in here that
either failed or the House chose not to hear thean.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

«-.the bills that we're putting in here are bills that
when the House abruptly adjoarned, they all went down the
tube. It's not because they didn't vote on them. They vere
on...they were on a order of special business to be heard but
they never got to them, and so these bills never failed in
the...in the House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right, further discussion? Further discussion?

Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:
Senator Lemke, can you explain page 5, thirty-five thou-

sand days per county per year?
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PRESIDING OFFPICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LENKE:

That...that's the bill that Senator Carroll had that
passed here 45 to 10. What that does is allows Cook County to
get two-thirds for...,of the counties to...to get their trans-
fer fees from the Department of Corrections. It vas a deal
ve made with Department of Corrections because of some provi-
sions they have in the bill that they want that they have
given up their objections to that provision. So, it's been
put in this bill as a compromise.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion?...if not, the question is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on House
Bill 231'. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 41, the Nays are 14,
1 voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference
Conmittee report on House Bill 231 ard the bill having
received the required constitutional wmajority is declared
passed. House Bill 1292, Senator Berman. House Bill 1232,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1292, the first Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEAUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 1292 does only one
thing. There was some gquestions as to whether respiratory
therapy vas in this bill. It is not. The bill doesS...the
Conference Committee report merely recedes from Senate Amend-
meat No. 1 so that the bill...the Conference Commitiee report

merely provides that the...it prohibits a nursing
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home...facility from withdraving resident funds except for
returning them to the resident or to another person entitled
to request them or to nmake other payments authorized by the
resident. I move the adoption of Conference Committee Report
No. 1.,

PRESIDENT:

There any discussion? There any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Committee
report on House Bill 1292. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 58 Ayes, no
Nays, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Confer-
ence Committee report on House Bill 1232 and the bill having
received the required constitutional nmajority is declared
passed. 1763. On the Order of Conference Committee Reportis,
Supplemental No. 2, is House Bill 1763, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

First Conference Committee report on House Bill 1763,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. The bill is the one that
authorized the Department of Transportation and the Depart-
ment of Rebabilitation Services to provide for the 1li-
cense...or the installation of vending facilities at rest
stops on both State and interstate highways to be operated by
licensed...excuse me, blind vendors. Senator Nedza had put an
amendment on which somehow confined it to privately owned
vending machines and...and we all agree, we didn't understand
what his amendment was intended %o do and so we have now
removed it. We've also made it clear that where the...there
is not a licensed blind vendor who reguests to operate one of

the sites, that previously the law...the bill had provided
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that the department shall contract for the operation of that
site by a private contractor and the funds then ultimately go
into the...that fund which helps to carry on the Licensed
Blind Vendor Program. We've now made it clear that the
department may contract for that conduct of the...or the
operation of the vending facilities at a...by a private con-
tractor but doesn't have to, and that's obviously so that it
has discretion if there is not an appropriate one available.
I would move the approval and adoption of Conference Commit-
tee Report No. 1 to House Bill 1763.

PRESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? Senator
Schaffer..

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

If the Senator vould yield. I, like most of us, drive
2...3 great deal on our State highways and I happened fairly
recently to stop at the Funks Grove stop which is, I quess,
our newest, biggest, fanciest stop. I was chagrined to
notice that the wvashroom had been thoroughly vandalized,
holes punched through walls, just really...it's very
discourging when one knows how much we paid for those walls
how bad that place had been torn up, and I have to admit I
would kind of like to have a Coke machine or someplace there
to get a Coke or...or vhat have you, but are we not...are we
requiring...if we're going to have somebody on...on hand
making money, are they going to be under any obligation to
help us keep those washrooms cleamn, to...you know, if we're
going to do this, there ought to be something...some public
service in terms of keeping those operations. We don':t leave
people there and, frankly, our rest stop record in this State
is much less than I wish it would be. The...the ones we have
are not all that well maintained and wve don’t have many of
them. If we're going to have vendors there, I believe they

ought to be involved in the...in...in keeping the washrooms
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clean, seeing that the appropriate supplies are on hand and
keeping an eye on the vandalism. I think that is probably
the only Jjustification for putting a vendor in a position
where they will compete with other private enterprise type
operations up and down the highway. 1I'm concerned unless
those type provisions are in this idea that we are going to
create something that will make it impossible for us. I...I
once complained to the former transportation secretary about
the...a small rest stop on one of the roads I drive on and
that the grass hadn*t been cut, there was garbage all over.
You know what their answer was? They put big cement blocks
and they just closed it. Now, that's not my idea of
progress, that's not what I had in mind. I just wanted the
garbage picked up. If we're going to do this, Senmator, will
these vendors be involved? Are they going to sit by and watch
vandals tear this place up? Will they clean the washrooms? I
mean, if we're going to have a free enterprise kind of oper-
ation or something that competes...you got an answer?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. I think you may not have heard my...my open-
ing statement., The...this authorization has to do with the
licensed blind vendors and so there...obviously, their
responsibilities would be considerably 1limited by that.
The...the only provision in the bill that deals with that, I
think, makes it clear that the respoansibility for maintaining
the rest stops...remains that of the Department of Trans-
portation, and the bill does say the Department of Trans-
portation may not charge the operators of the vending facili-
ties for any portion of the cost of rest...rest area mainte-
nance or oversight services provided by its employees prior
to the effective date of this Act and the department shall

not require the vending machine operators to perform any
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services other than those related to servicing and operating
the approved vending machines. I think under the circum-
stances you would recognize that that is totally appropriate.
I'n not disagreeing with your basic comment that the depart-
ment apparently is not doing its job in making sure that the
facilities are maintained, but I don't think it would be
appropriate to put that mandate on the licensed blind ven-
dors. .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

¥ell, maybe it's just an idea we ought to think about.
I...you know, I...I...you know, it's almost impossible to
stand on the Floor of the Semate and talk against the blind,
but I.eeXes»I haves..can't help bui picture this...this guy
sitting there at Punks Grove wvhen Hell's Angels arrive with
their seventy-eight motorcycles, but I guess it wouldn’t pat-
ter with that crew whether you had perfect vision or not., I
still think...we all know the vending...that we all know that
our rest areas are a disgrace. M#aybe one way wvwe could get:
more and better rest areas is to emulate what is done in
other State which is to have a free enterprise component on
those areas but to make those people also responsible for
naintaining decent, clean washroom facilities and emergency
phones and that sort of thing. If we do this, I have an ugly
feeling we are cutting our throat for any kind of meaningful
program im the fature.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEBROME JOYCE:

Yes, well, speaking...Mr. President, speaking to Senator
Schaffer®’s point, I think we could put the...the fellow that
ve've just...you know, put him in...the fellow in a

wheelchair with a crossbow in there to take care of thenm,
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have the...
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Senator Netsch, you may close,
SENATOR NETSCH:

Well, the...where it is privately contracted out, where
there is not an available licensed blind vendor who seeks a
particular spot, then it seems to me that can be donme and
appropriately should be done, but I...again, I would just
suggest, Senator Schaffer, that there are certain...practical
limitations to the obligation for oversight that you can
impose on those who would be operating the vending machines.
I don't think there's any objection to what is authorized
here. I think your problem should be separately addressed.
I would seek your support of Conference Committee No. 1 to
House Bill 1763.

PRESIDENT:

All right, the question is, shall the Senate adopt the
Conference Conmittee report on House Bill 1763, 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 49 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate does
adopt the Conference Committee report on House Bill 1763 and
the bill baving received the required constitutional majority
is declared passed. If I can have the attention of the
nenbership, with leave of the Body, we'll move to the Order
of Motions in Writing. I understand that +there have been
three motions ian writing filed to reconsider votes by which
Conference Conmittee reports were not adopted. Two of the
nessages have already left the Senate, so there's one remain-
ing motion, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
HMotion in writing. Having voted on the prevailing side,

I move to reconsider the vote by which Conference Conmittee
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No. 1 on House Bill 123 failed. Signed, Senator Welch.
PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Welch has moved to reconsider the vote
by which House Bill...the Conference Conmittee report on
House Bill 123 was not adopted. All in favor of the motion
to recoasider indicate by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The
motion carries and the question before the Senate is the
adoption of Conference Committee report on House Bill 123,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Coamittee report on House Bille..
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dawson.

SECRETARY:

eee 123,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
wish to concur with the second Conference Committee report on
House Bill 123...Conference Conmmittee No. 1|, excuse ne.
Conference Conmmittee Report No. 1 adds to the social work
group pilot project authorized by the bill and passed by the
Senate and the House. Two of the four provisions are part of
the CB 1legislative program while...another affects the
elepentary district in DuPage County which was added by
Representative Hoffman, and the fourth provision includes
within the definition of an institution of higher learning
grant..,nationally accredited proprietary institutions for
resident students. Such assistance may not exceed ome thou-
sand dollars and that was from Senmate Bill 1358. Ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Maitland.
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SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very mwuch, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I rise in support of this Confer-
ence Committee report, of course, because of the proprietary
scholarship and I understand, I think, the issue; I under-
stand, IX...I believe, the reason for people supporting it or
either...or rejecting it...I guess it's more of a
philosophical thing with many of us than anything else.
People wvere in my office tempting to persuade me to suapport
this provision and I...I guess my concerm...first of all,
the...proprietary schools are for-profit schools. fou...you
need to understand that initially. Secondly, and I auader-
stand the kind and types of students that the proprie-
tary...schools help, but keep in mind, they can access JTPA
funds, those funds are available, they can access PEL Grants,
those are grants paid to...to the individuals.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Dawson, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DAWSON:

I was just informed that the House did not concur on this
and they’re going for a second Conference Comnittee. Go to
second Conference Committee, Nr, President, okay?

PRESIDENT:

A1l right, then Senator Dawson's motion is to adopt the
Conference Connittee report on House Bill 123 and after that
motion fails, he will request a second Conference Conmittee.
Question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference Committee
report on House Bill 123. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open., Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 23 voting Ayes, 10 voting No, 5 voting
Preseant. The Conference Comnittee report is not adopted and
the Secretary shall so inform the House and Senator Dawson

requests the appointment of a second Conference Committee.
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Senator Jones, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. Are the boxcars on the
train loaded yet?
PRESIDENT:

No. Senator Smith, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank ‘you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
stand on a point of...perfect privilege. I don't *hink that
the 1lovely wife of our newv legislator, Senator Poshard!s
wife, has ever been officially introduced to this Body, and
I'd 1like for Jo Poshard, who is the power behind the throne
there, to please stand and let's give her a hand.

PRESIDENT:

Will our guest please rise and be recognized. Welcome to
Springfield. Senator Vadalabene, for what parpose do you
arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members and on this
side of the aisle, there's a caucus in the President's Office
immediately. A caucus in the President's Office inmediately
and I think we can get oar wvork done pretty quickly.
PRESIDENT:

A1l right, that request is in order. Democratic Caucus
impediately in the Office of the President. 1In the meantime,
as Senator Philip and I earlier discussed, ve will stand in
Recess until the hour of three ofclock. He are still await-
ing paper work. We have effectively completed our Calendars.
So, the Senate...Senate will reconvene...will reconvene at
three o'clock. Senate stands in Recess.

RECESS
AFTER RECESS
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Messages from the House.
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SECRETARY:

A Message from the House by Hr. 0'Brien, Clerk.

Mr., President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to recede from their
amendments to the following Senate bills and request a first
Connittee of Conference and the Speaker has appointed the
aembers on the part of the House:

Senate Bill 134, 174, 458, 453, 460, 464, 467,
468, 453, 471, 473, 475, 480, 483, 325 and 1379.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan noves that we accede to the House's
request. Any discussion? If not, the motion carries. Sena-
tor Pawell, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR PAWELL:

A...a point of persomal privilege. I just asked the
Pages if they would hand out a copy of what the proposed
curriculum for the Illinois Science Academy is to everybody.
I've gotten several phone calls aboat it and I though%t, per-
haps, this information might be useful to all the members, so
this is the proposed curriculum that has been set by the
various scientists and educators from Fermi Lab.

PRESIDING bPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KABRPIEL:

Thank you, Hr. President. I would like to change the
sponsorship of...Senate Bill 1303 from Senator Donahue
to...and make it Senator KRarpiel.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue is shaking her head indicating agreement.
Is there discussion? 1Is there objection? If not, the motion
carries. On your desk we have Senate Supplemental Calendars
No. 3 and 4, and we will now start with Supplemental WNo. 3.
(Machine cutoff)...Supplemental No. 3, Conference Committee

reports., We®ll start with House Bill 123.
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SECRETARY:

House Bill 123, second Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DANWNSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
wish to concur with Conference Committee...second Conference
Connittee report on House Bill 123, This time we have deleted
the fourth provision that was included definition of an
institution for higher learning. Grant purposes nationally
accredited proprietary institutioans has been removed out of
that and I ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall the
Senate adopt the Conference Committee report on House Bill
123., Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, ¢the Ayes are 47, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Confer-
ence Committee report on House Bill 123 and the bill having
received the required constitutiomal majority is declared
passed. House Bill 360, Senator Sangmeister.

SECRETARY:

We have the first Conference Committee report on House
Bill 360.

PRESIDING OPFICERB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGNEISTER:

Senate Bill...or House Bill 360 has encompassed in it a
nunber of the bills that did not pass over in the House such
as the exclusionary rule, although it's been worked over and
amended. It also has in it a reworking of the Aggravated Bat-
tery Statute was a requirement that was requested over in the

House eliminating all the exceptions to the aggravated bat-
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tery and wmaking them aggravating factors in considering the
offense instead. 1I*11 try to answer any questions, if not,
ask for a favorable roll.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? §enator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr.  President and menbers, I am rising on this bill,
pointing out that I did sign the report but also to say
as...0rC to repeat what Senator Sangmeister just mentioned,
that the bill does include within it the 1lowering of pen-
alties from aggravated battery to battery for certain so-
called status offemses; that is, battery that's committed not
necessarily causing great bodily harm but battery which is
directed towvards certain kinds...classes of individuals or
compitted in certain ways. So, some of you might be wary of
approving a report that is reducing the severity of...of pun-
ishment for this class of crimes...I signed the bill because
it does include within it the...some...the good faith excep-
tion and other streangthening of criminal laws in some other
areas. Also, I'm told that the...th2 repor:t coantains the
measure that ve earlier debated increasing the...the
threshold level for felony theft from a hundred and fifty to
three hundred dollars which is a matter that we debated here
before and that was defeated and which the 1Illinois retail
merchants opposes. So, for those two reasons, that is, the
aggravated battery provisions and the retail theft provi-
sions, you may want to be wary of voting for this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Sangmeister, you
vish to close?
SENATOR SANGNEISTER:

Well, what Senator Barkhausen has said is true, is in the
bill. HWe're not misrepresenting anything; however, this is

as...I think a fine revision to Chapter 38 of the Criminal
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Code and would ask for your approval.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question 1is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Comnittee report on House Bill 360. 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? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Yeas are 28, the Nays
are 4, 18 voting Present. The Senate does not adopt the
Conference Conmittee report and the Secretary shall so infornm
the House...Senator Sangmeister, are you seeking a second
Conference Coamittee to be created? Senator Sangmeister
seeks leave of the Body to have a second Conference Committee
appointed and the Secretary shall so inform the House. House
Bill 1072, Senator Etheredge.

SECBRETARY:

Second Conference Conmittee report on House Bill 1072.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is a...an agreed Conference Committee report.
What it does is to establish something to be called the Illi-~
nois Poreign Language Project that would over the course of
the...the next year determine ways in which foreigmn language
instruction in 1Illinois schools could be encouraged and
accomplished by means of programs conducted after school, on
Saturdays and on summer vacations. I would move that the
Senate adopt this Conference Committee Report No. 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:
Thank you, Mr. President. Will the sponsor yield for a

gquestion?



Page 61 - July 2, 1385

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Senator Etheredge, there was originally two acadenmies
that were floating around in this bill. WNow, what bappened
to the second academy? Is that still in here or...or has that
been deleted from this bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

No. When this bill...vhen the first Conference Conmittee
report came before this Body just before the...the deadline
on Sunday night, it...it faileds It...and so there...we no
longer have any...foreign language academies, they're gone.
What we...now have is a foreign language project. No acade-
mies at all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

Rell, what...what happened to the academy...you mean the
downstate academy isn't in here as well as the...academy for
Chicago? They're both gone?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

That is correct. There are no more academies.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

What is a foreign language project? #®hat does that mean?
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

I think a great many people have an interest in encour-
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aging foreign language study here in Illinois in our schools,
and initially, it was thought that maybe the best way to
accomplish...that would be by means of the academies, but we
just couldn't get enough...a majority of the members of both
the Senate and the House to support that idea, so it has been
deternmined that one small, initial step that we nwmight
take...in this General Assembly is to establish this project
that wouald...enable some people who know something about the
sub ject to...to study the issue and then come back to us at a
later time with some recommendations,.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

¥ell, is there an appropriation for this project?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGR:

It is my understanding that there is a...an appropriation
of...I believe, forty-two thousand dollars for this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

i
shall the Sepate adopt the Conference Committee report on
House Bill 1072. 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
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt Conference
Conmittee Beport No. 1 to House Bill 1072...I'm sorry, the
second report to House Bill 1072 and the bill having received
the required constitutional pmajority is declared passed.
House Bill... 1801, Senator Barkhausen. House Bill 497, Sena-
tor Demuzio. House Bill 1111, Senator Coffey. House Bill
1165, Senator Joyce. I'm sorry, Semate Bill 1165, Senator
Joyce. Thank you, Senator DeAngelis, for bringing that to my

attention. I'm glad tha*t you're wide awvake and ever
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watchful. -
SECRETARY:

Senate...Senate Bill...second Conference Committee report
on Senate Bill 1165.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr, President, I +think. This bill is the
environmental toxicology bill +that we passed through this
Senate early this year and never got called in the House and
it was just now passed on a concurrence of seventy votes in
the House.,.vhat was the vote here? Yes, it was 52 to noth-
ing, it passed this Senate earlier this Spring. Be happy to
ansver any questions if there are any.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? 1If not, the
guestion is, shall the Senate adopt Conference Committee
No...Report No.,K 2 to Senate Bill 1165. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 55, +the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the Confer-
ence Committee Report om Senate Bill 1165 and the bill having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 1345, Senator Luft...I amean, Senate Bill 1345,
Senator Luft,

SECRETARY:
Pirst...first Conference Committee repor:t on Senate Bill
1345,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Machine cutoff)...Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:
Thank you, Hr.,.President. I would move that we adopt

the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1345,
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It has five provisions incorporated in the bill. One of
those provides for meal breaks for noncertified employees of
an educational system if they have worked seven and a
half...continuaous hours. Secondly, it provides that the
residency within a school district shall unot be considered
in..,esployment, I think that's already passed out of the
Senate once. Thirdly, that there shall be no deduction fron
salary because of absence from a teachers'! institute or
equivalent educational experience if there isS...if the
teacher is on sick leave, and it also incorporates the pro-
prietary student assistance program. Once, again, I would
move for the adoption of Conference Conmmittee report on
Senate Bill 1345,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall the
Senate adopt Conference Comnittee Report No. 2 to Senate Bill
1345. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote HNay.
The voting is open...I'R sorry,...Senator Etheredge, for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

#ell, Mr. President, I had my light on. I wanted to ask
a question about the...about the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, why don't we just take this off the board and start
over and let him ask his question. Yes, erase this...Senator
Etheredge, I'm sorry, but the...I did not notice your 1light
at the end there.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
Will the...will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he will.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
I see...I just received a...a copy of the Conference

Committee report, and I noticed it has no Republican
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signatures on it, so I have...want to make sure that I under-
stand what it is that we are voting on. Hould...would the
sponsor please walk through this one more time?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft,
SENATOR LUFT:

The bill provides meal breaks for noncertified employees
if they have vworked seven and a half continuous hours. Got
that one? The meal break has to be thirty minutes, that!s
page 1, lines 30 through 34.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Let's...let's 1look at page 3, I want to make sure that I
understand what...this is the proprietary student assis-
tant...assistance program.,  Is,..would you...describe this
program? Is this the same program...or the same amendment
that we had voted on earlier on Conference Committee report
on 123? Is the programe...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

--sSenator D'Arco indicates he'll answer that question.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank you, Hr...thank you, Mr. President. Senator
Etheredge, this is the same proprietary program we voted on
in 123 and this is the same proprietary program that I dis-
cussed with you, and I think there was some confusion on both
sides of the aisle concerning the merits of this particularc
proposal. This is the same proprietary program that passed
out of this Chamber as well. I've discussed it with ay
colleagues on both sides of the aisle and I don't see any-
thing wrong with it, there's nothing hidden in it. It's
simple and straightforward and I would ask for a favorable
vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, I understand your explanation, then +this...this 1is
an identical program to the one that we dealt with
before...there is a separate line item., It does not repre-
sent a raid on the...on the tate Scholarship Connis-
sion...Program...very good. Thank you, very much.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

A...a question of the sponsor. As I understand it
though, and I...X...I'm just looking through the Conference
Committee report on House Bill 123, That was...the Proprie-
tary Assistance Program was deleted from +the Conference
Comnittee report that I believe was just voted on a few
moments ago, whoever the sponsor of this is. Isn't that cor-
rect?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank you, H#r. President. Senator Netsch,...you are in
fact correct. The proprietary program is presently in Senate
Bill 1345, it was deleted...it was deleted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KOUSTRA:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. Then...I will 1let the
sponsor correct me if...if I'm wrong, but I was listening to
what Senator Etheredge was asking the sponsor, and on the
subject of whether or not this is a drain on the program, it
seems to me, that once you allow proprietary school students
to gqualify for this program, that's going to affect the
amount of dollars available for students in nonproprietary

schools. So there is no question in my mind that while this
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may be a good idea for proprietaries, it's not a good idea
for students attending nomnproprietary schools.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. I...I have one of these proprie-
tary schools in...in my district, Bell and Hoﬁell just put
into Rye Institute. That is a school that offers a four-year
course. It cost fifty-five hundred dollars apiece, the grad-
uates are snapped up as soomn as they graduate from places
like Permi Lab, Argonne Lab,...Bell Lab. Thesea...the...the
proprietary schools we are talking about have to be certified
by the State Board of Education. We are not talking about
every barber college being automatically able to tap into
this. My understanding is, there is a limited few right now
that can tap into it. I think this is a good amendment and I
think we ought to get on with our business.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the gques-
tion...Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

¥Well, to ansver Senator Kustra and the other people...I
mean, we've argued this bill about four times. The separate
line item appropriation, there 1is no money in the present
budget for proprietary schools, and the most that...that can
be appropriate...appropriated can never exceed ten percent of
the ISSC budget. For Fiscal *86, there is no appropriation
at all and the total amount of the scholarship can never
exceed one thousand dollars. Now, we've argued this bill
before, I don't knov how many times in this Chanber. These
kids that turn out to be computer programmers, they turned
out to be the skilled work force of our country. It's great
to be an academia but the people that do the work in our

country are the people that are trained in the skills that
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ran the society we live in, folks. Now, this is a good bill,
ve passed it out before, and I heartily recommend it for your
consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The guestion 1is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Committee Beport No. | to...Senate Bill 1345. 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 40, the Nays are 13, none voting Present. The
Senate does adopt Conference Comnmittee Report No. 1| to Senate
Bill 13485 and the bill having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Semnator Demuzio has returned to
the Floor from wherever and he wishes to go back to Senate
Bill 497.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 497, the first Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate,, Senate Bill 497 I was asked o make @a...an
acconmodation relevant to the adoption of a social worker's
progran on this particular bill. I had spoke with the chair-
man of the committee to which the bill went and was informed
that the...the proposal did not reach a successful conclusion
in his committee. As a matter of fact, the bill was not even
called. Several other members had asked that I not become
necessarily involved with this proposal, and as such, I an
moving to adopt Senate...the first Conference Coammittee
report on Senate Bill 437 woeuld simply and totally
vould...concur with House...both House amendments. This bill
was a bill that started out to be a very simple bill that

said that a grain dealer to whom a license had been issued
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prior to. the effective date of the Act need to...needed to
comply vith at least a fifty thousand dollar net worth, it's
currently twenty thousand. The House added an amendment
requiring the Federal licensed warehouses also to comply with
the provisions of this State law and allow the existing ware-
houses to be grandfathered in into the new provisions. That
is all this bill does and I would move to concur with the
first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 437.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. Just to clear the
record, I was the sponsor of that bill and I chose to hold it
because there was a similar bill in the House. That bill did
get out of committee in the House and rather than have dupli-
cate legislation, I tried to...tried to keep the process less
cunbered up.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall the Senate adopt Conference Committee Report No. 1 to
Senate Bill 497. 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 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt Conference
Comnittee Report No. 1 to Senate Bill 497 and the bill having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1111, Senator Coffey.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1111, the...first Conference Committee
report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
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stand ib...in sapport and ask you to support Conference
Connittee Report WNo. 1 on Semate Bill 1111..,.it really
pats...the Conference Committee report is the initial bill on
1111 from the Secretary of State's Office. That bill passed
out of here 53 to...to nothing. We also include in that
Conference Committee report 1082,..Senate Bill 1082 that
passed out of this Body. It deals with the...making it ille-
gal for any persons to intentionally remove or have removed
a salvaged or rebuilt...notation from a vehicle title by
wvashing it ipn any vay through any other jurisdiction with the
intent to sell the vehicle, and...there's a second provision
that we added in there which it says that a local authority
may require that any persons who files a request for
installation of traffic signs pay for the cost of such traf-
fic signs. This is in...in private subdivisions, it does not
include the City of Chicago, and I'd ask for a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall the
Senate adopt the Conference Comamittee Report No. 1 to Senate
Bill 1111. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt Conference
Committee Report No., 1 to Senate Bill 1111 and the bill hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. House Bill 1801, Senator Barkhausen.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1801, the first Conference Conmnnittee report,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:
Mr. President and members, the Conference Committee

report on House Bill 1801 does exactly what the origimal bill
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did. It was held up in the House because it was thought that
it might be a vehicle for some...sSomething the Administration
vanted for the Department of Central Management Services.
They didn't need it for that purpose and so the bill is back
in its original form. Again, it...it basically mandates DCCA
to do tvo things which it is more or less novw doing; one is
in its future economic plamning to consider the occupational
needs of the State, the other is to establish within the
department what essentially already exists, a commission on
science and technology which, as I say, basically exists in
the form. of the existing high technology task force. The
bill is signed...or the report has been signed by all menbers
of the Senate. I know of no opposition and...and urge adop-
tion of the...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall the Senate adopt the Conference Committee Report No. 1
to Senate Bill 1801, 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 57,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
adopt Confereance Committee Report No. | to Senate Bill 1801
and the bill having received the constitutional wmajority is
declared passed.  Senator Fawell, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR PAWELL:

I think you better check, it's a House bill...you got
Senate bill up there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I'm..eI*m sorry, bhe has Senate bill marked. Mr. Secre-
tary, that's House bill. That's House Bill 1801 +that has
received the constitutional majority and is declared passed.
On Senate Calendar Supplemental No. 4. Before we...proceed

to Senate Calendar Supplemental No. 4 we have...Messages from
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the House.
SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to recede from their
amendments to the following Senate bills and request a first
conference and the Speaker has appointed the members on the
part of the House:

Senate Bill 328, House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 472 with House Amendments 1 through
4, 16, 19, 21, 22, 24, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 35, 37, 38, 39,
41, 43 through 48, 50 through 55.

476, 1, 2, 3 and 5 through 13.

893, House Amendment 2.

--.s 454, House Amendments 1 and 2.

451, House Amendment 2.

And 452, House Amendments 1 and 2.

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to adopt the first
Conference Committee report on House Bill 313 and request
a...0r 312 and request a second conference. The Speaker has
appointed the members on the part of the House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion 1is, shall the Senate accede to the request
of the House and that a second Conference Connittee be
appointed on the bills just read. Senator Lemke moves that
the Senate do accede to the request of the House and a second
Conference Committee be appointed. Those in favor signify by
saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion
carries and the Secretary shall so inform the House. On
Senate Calendar Supplemental No. 4, we have House Bill 1412,
Senator Darrow,

SECRETARY:
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House Bill 1412, the second Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Mr. President. This Conference Combit-
tee...the first Conference Conmmittee was rejected in order to
put an immediate effective date in it. What this legislation
does is provide that if you are soliciting advertising for a
fireman or policeman®'s magazine you have +o be registered
with the Attorney General. 1In the event you aren't, it's a
violation. The first violation would be a Class A nmis-
demeanor, second violation or subsequent violation would be a
Class 4 felony. Originally the bill was rejected because
it...it made it just a straight Class 4 felony. 1I*d be glad
to answer...any 9questions; other than that, I*d ask for the
adoption of the Conference Committee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis. Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I*ll...X%'11 wait till after the bill is over with.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

And the question is, shall the Senate adopt Conference
Comnittee Report No. 2 to House Bill 1412. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 55, the ©Nays are
none,...57, the HNays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does adopt Conference Comnittee Report No. 2 to House
Bill 1412 and the bill having received the required comstitu-
tional majority is declared passed. House Bill 1324, Senator
Watson.

SECRETARY:
House Bill.., 1924, the first Conference Committee report.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Hdatson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 1924 in the Confer-
ence Committee Beport No...is it...is it No. 2 or No. 12
SECRETARY:

¥o. ..

SENATOR WATSON:

Okay, No. 1. The original language remains and that was
to convey land in the metro-east area, the Metro-Bast Sani-
tary District from the Depactment of Conservation.
They...we're getting land from the Metro-East Sanitary Dis-
trict and in...exchange for land from the Department of
Conservation...a switch...change...a trade. Next is a techni-
cal amendment...Senate Amendment No. | was technical...Senate
Amendment No. 2 vas one in which Senator Luft and Dunn were
involved with and that authorized Central Management Services
to convey a certain parcel of...of ground for three hundred
dollars amn acre. The problem was that...that currently
the...the evaluation of the ground is such that it can’t even
be sold and so wve're changing it to three hundred dollars an
acre, and Senate Amendment No. 3 provided land exchanges in
Monroe and Mason Counties. This passed out of the...the
Senate with no objection at all and then a Conference Commit-
tee was reported to...or asked for because...to add this
additional language. The language in the Conference Commit-
tee...the nev language attempts to provide and enforcement
mechanism to hold liable a sanitary district which intercepts
or impedes percolating waters under the service of its land
for any purpose and vhich causes injury to adjoining prop-
erty. The district shall be 1liable for civil damages for
injury to the adjoining land, and apparently, case law is the
only point of authority on this issue and dates back to the
late 1809'5. This was put in by Representative Tate

to...involved in a problem in...in the Decatur area in which
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a samitary district came in and is, I guess, causing a con-
siderable amount of problem with wells and other water sup-
plies in a particular area. Part number two amends the Sani-
tary District Act and it removes a population requirement of
over ninety thousand and resets the population requirement at
over one hundred thousand before a board of trustees with a
nembership of five persons can be created. A population of
up to one hundred thousand is...entitled to a three-member
board of trustees. This amendment clears up a problem which
exists in the Aurora Sanitary District. I'd be glad to answer
any questions...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall the...is there discussion? If not,
the question is, shall the Senate adopt +the Conference
Committee Report No. ! on Senate Bill...or House Bill 1324.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that:
question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt Conference Committee Report
No. 1 on House Bill 1924 and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. House

Bill 1947, Senator Hudson.

END OF REEL
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REEL #3

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1947, the first Conference Committee report.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senate. I would
move to concur with the first Conference Conmittee report,
House Bill 1347. What the Conference Committee did was two
things really. It added the provisions of...it added provi-
sions vwhich amend the Emergency Medical Service Systems Act
to add due process provisions to the Act. And secondly it
recreates the Medical Determination Board to serve an advi-
sory capacity to the director of Public Health on strictly
nedical issues. And that was necessitated by the inadvertent
repeal of the board by another bill which had been sent to
the Governor. And unless there are questioas, I would again
move for the adoption of this ruling.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

«.sho, after this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there farther discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall the Senate adopt Conference Commitiee Report No. 1 on
House Bill 947. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 53...54, the
Nays are 1, nomre voting Present. The Senate does adopt
Conference Copmittee Report No. 1 to House Bill 1347 and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is

declared passed. House Bill...2445, Senator Topinka. Sena-
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tor Karpiel, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, #r. President. Having voted on the prevailing
side on Senate Bill...House Bill 360, Ifd like to move to
reconsider the vote on...by which that bill failed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, why don't we entertain that motion, we're almost
finished with the Calendar. Senator Topinka.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 2445, the first Conference Conmittee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House;..of the Senate, I almost did it again on my last day.
Okay. House Bill 2445 corrects the technical problems with
Senate Amendmemts 1 and 2; it also allows the Department of
Insurance to issue corrective orders for health maintenance
otqanizations. It*s identical to the provisions of Senate
Bill 1296 which was Senator Rupp's bill. It is an HNO bill,
it's the Department of Insurance's bill. I know of no
opposition.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall the
Senate adopt Conference Committee Beport No. 1 to Senate
Bill...or to House Bill 2445. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wvho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
56, the Nays are nome, none voting Present. The Senate does
adopt the Conference Committee report o House Bill 2445 and
the bill having received the required constitutionmal majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 254, Senator Luft.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 254, the first Conference Committee report.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move that we adopt the
first Conference Committee report om Senate Bill 254. The
bill as amended in the House provides for a +two-cent reduc-
tion in the sales tax exemption on ethanol products. It also
has a reciprocity agreement in it and it also provides that
the exemption only is applicable to ethanol made from ceresal
grains. It also has a clause in it that simply says if any
part of this bill is ruled unconstitutional, it does not
affect the rest of the bill. And I would move for the adop-
tion of...first Conference Conmnittee repor* on Semate Bill
254.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is...is there discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much. Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

In...in...in reference to the reciprocity issue, would
that mean that those out-of-state would have to pay the tax
and those in-state would not have to pay the tax?

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

If their state had the same tax exemption as we did, they
woualdn*t have to. Senator, this is an agreed bill between
all parties. We passed the bill out of here yesterday, this
simply had for the two cents. This bill is being passed so
ve can check the constitutionality of the reciprocity agree-
Bent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

R question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR WELCH:

Senator Luft, it seems like we passed abou: six or seven
bills dealing with ethanol in the last couple of weeks, what
have vwe passed and is this any different or is this the sane
bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

The exemption is the same, the *wo cent. This bill has
something different. One, the reciprocity agreement which is
designed to test the constitutionality of the concept itself
in the State of Illinois. And this bill also provides for
the exemption to apply...only to ethanol that is made fronm
cereal grain. The...the other bill that wve...passed just had
the two-cent exemption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Welch. Senator
Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

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

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR JEBOME JOYCE:

Yes, you said this is agreed upon by all parties, does
that include the Governor? 1Is he going to sign this one?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

He...wasn't at the party.
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PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Well, is somebody going to talk to him about this?
Otherwise wve're just going to take off...put back on the two
cents, ande...hurray for the big oil companies and the hell
with the rest of the world, huh?

PRESIDIKRG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

I don't think it's any secret that I have three ethanol
plants in my district, so, obviously I'm not...that excited
about taking this two cents off but those industries in my
district alomg with the other ethanol companies in the State
of Illinois have agreed to this concept and I am bound by
that agreenent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Marovitz for the
second tinme.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I'm sorry to rise for the second time, but just to indi-
cate...those in the Body, in...in reference to the...to this
bill and be it agreed or not agreed on the reciprocity issue,
this is the bill that the Attorney General of the State of
Illinois as well as the Attorney General of other states have
ruled to be unconstitutional. An Attorney General's Opinion
has been issued that this bill is unconstitutional, that the
provisions within this bill are uncoanstitutional, I'am just
stating that for the record.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. I rise in support of this Dbill. There...it...it's
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true, vwe've dealt with this topic a number of times, bu: I
think what ve have before us is the...is the result of a 1lot
of discussion. In regard to the point made by the...previous
speaker, there is a reciprocity clause in this piece of
legislation and I can only tell you that there are a number
of states, there are about seven states, that...presently
have reciprocity written into their laws. I don't see why we
can't write a reciprocity provision which will stand the test
of...0f the courts. So I rise in support of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Luft nmay
close.
SENATOR LOFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Marovitz, apparently
you didn't get the message. I told you this was an agreed
bill and it was part of the design. The state of Ohio in a
circuit court ruled that reciprocity was, in fact, constitu-
tional. There are reciprocity agreements in the State of
Illinois. I have seen the letter that our Attorney General
wrote saying that they thought that it was uncoanstitutional,
but there has been no Attorney General's Opinion issued on
reciprocity. That is why we are passing this bill to try to
get an Attorney General's Opinion in the State of Illinois to
see if, in fact, it is legal. So I would hope that we would
pass the bill. Thank you, very much.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
The gquestion is...
SENATOR LUFT:

Or adopt the Conference Coamnmittee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.+«.the question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Comnittee report on Senate Bill 254. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed vote HNay. The voting is open.

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
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record. On that question, the Ayes are 48, the Nays are 3,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 254,..the Senate does adopt
the Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 254 and the
bill baving received the required comstitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, H#r...President, on a point of personal
privilege. Bev, this is Sam, #ill you hold the kid for
avhile, I'm getting tired.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Looks just 1like you, Sam. Senate Bill 736, Sena-
tor...Philip.
SECRETARY:

-«..second Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 796.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He's not here. Senate Bill 984, Senator Smith.
SECRETARY:

First Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 984,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I stand to accept the Conference report on Senate
Bill 984 which originally passed the Senate on an Agreed Bill
List, and it requires the Department of Children and Fanily
Services to visit at least three times a year to facilities
that care for children. And then when it reached the House,
they put an amendment on it and asked us to decrease our
visitations to one time once a year. I understand that the
department is already making visits once a year to these
facilities, but it is not in the law, it's not on the books,
not on status...on...in the Statutes. I also understand that

the Federal Government through licensures visit the facili-
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ties at least once every other year. I think...and I have
been given a lot of static because they said that once a year
was not enough, but I think a balf a loaf is better than no
loaf at all. And I think that if we can get this on the
books this will solidify the security of these young people.
I have talked with the director, Gordon Johanson, and he said
that his monies are being increased and nev people are being
hired and they will be able to as time goes by to increase
the visitation. 1 stand here this afternoon not to cause any
discord but I think one step is better than no step at all.
And I'm asking the...this auqust Body if you will concur with
me on accepting the Conference report of one legal visit once
a year with the understanding from the Department of Children
and Family Services that the visits will be increased. Thank
you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsor, please.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she'll yield.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yeah, #rs...Smith, once this law iSee.lis passed,
who...does it affect anyone except the...the Department of
Children and Family Services?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Senator, I'm still Senator Smith instead of Mrs. Smith,
I'm still Senator, thank you. That's all right, darlisg. I
would like to say this does affect the children who are in
foster homes as well as those away institutionalized.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collias.
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SENATOR COLLINS:

What about private agencies?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Private agencies are to be visited as well as other...the
foster hores.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, well, DOW ON...ONhe..0n the merit of...of...of the
issue. I rise in...and...and very strong, and I hate +o do
this, very strong opposition to +the Conference Committee
report for several reasons. One is because there has been a
tremendous increase over the past several years of the number
of incidents involving sex abuse and other types of probleas
in relationship to day-care facilities and...and day-care
hones and group homes as relate to children throughout the
State and not just in the State of Illinois bu* across this
country. There are several things going on right now, one is
a total look at and a revision of the licensing standards aand
monitoring standards of these facilities to ensure that there
are adeqguate safequards to0...to minimize the possibility of
those incidents occurring to the children across this State.
The other reason is because I think I know a little more
about this subject, I spent a lot of my life helping to put
together and build and even help to develop the current stan-
dards of which they are operating under. The licensing stan-
dards right now has in it which is in effect law...no, we do
not have on the Statutes visitation rights in terms of
monitoring of these centers because I think it would be far
more damaging for us to im...in...invade that area and just
simply say that there must be a minimum of one visit a year.

Not only the Department of Children and Family Services but
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there are other proprietary agencies and non-profit agencies
vho also licensing under their social service 1license these
facilities. We do not want these people to take...an oant and
say that because you have mandated in the Statute that we
make at least one visit that they visit these facilities only
once a year because they need staff or they want to cut back
on staff and...and say that they have met the minimum stan-
dards of this State. I think that will be a very serious
nistake. No¥ I know that...we have passed many bills of...of
Mrs. Smith*s.,.Brs. Smith is a hard working...Senator Smith,
rather, 1is a hard working Semator, but this is one time that
I have tried to and some of us have tried to explain to Nrs.
Smith that this is a very dangerous precedent to set, to
intrude apon. I think that we ought not
t0.eotOuaetOoeatOceato.ato invade in this area and...and
particularly due to the fact that there are right now nego-
tiations and a...and a...and a new standards are being set,
and once we codify that one visit into the tate laws, it
will be probably less than the minimum standards that will
come out in the new licensing and...monitored manual. And I
think we would be doing the children of this State an injus-
tice. So I would just prevail upon you that we do nothing,
that we defeat this Conference Committee report and we do
nothing at all.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Domnahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Question of the sponsor.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she'll yield.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Smith, does this...if...if this bill passes, does
this in any way preclude the Department of Children and

Family Services from...from investigating these day-care cen=-
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ters or what have you more than one time a year?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Saith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you. No, Senator, it does not; in fact, they want
to do more..,they wvant to do more.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

I...well, I think that's the point of this Conference
Comnittee. I would move to concur or to support it, because
DCFS can visit these homes any number of times that they want
to. All we're doing is saying one time a year at least, but
they can do it more tham once and I would move that we adopt
this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Smith, our staff analysis says that after July 1,
1986, that there's a requirement for two visits a year. Is
that in this Conference Committee?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

-esSenator Schaffer, I understand that in the Conference
report it does state two but one is under licensure. One is
the official, but she...I've just been informed here that she
said one by...that®s the Federal Government licensure, the
FPederal Government. But I only know and...oh, I've just been
informed that there‘s only one visit but there...may be more
than one...there may be more than one.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SMITH:
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And I conferred...I did confer with Direcior Gordon John-
son and this is what he stated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer,

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, IX...looking at our analysis, I guess I can under-
stand vhy...vhat...vhat you mean. It...ve went from two to
three and then wve went back to two is what it amounts to.
Are these facilities also facilities that would be under the
regulatory power of the Department of Public Health and the
Department of Mental Health?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

I ipagine so. The day-care homes, the day-care centers,
the group homes and foster hones.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFPER:

Well, ny only point on this is, the Department of Chil-
dren and Fanmily Services has a small number of wards spread
out throughout the mental health system who are in facilities
that are monitored...almost hourly by other departments. And
I...I guess BY...my principal reservation is that I would
prefer to have the department visit those facilities that
need +to be visited daily and not force them to visit facili-
ties that are being visited and regulated by other agencies.
I...I...it occurs to me ve could be dissipating the inspec-
tors on a frankly perfunctory...stay in compliance with the
lav so you don't get sued, kind of walk in the building
and...and walk in and out kind of thing and that's kind of
ridiculous. I guess I have...I...in my area there's no prob-
lem and I've always said if it isn't broke, don't fix it; so

no one has told me there's a problem, so I'm not prepared +*o
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come up with a solution.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
have nmixed emotions over whether or not to support this
because I know both Senator Smith and Senator Collins are
very sincere in trying to do something about this problen,
and I know Senator Collins has a stromg background in this
area. But at the same time, I interpret it, it says at least
once. And to me, and I'm not an attorney, that would nmean
you could visit it ten times or twenty times in a year or on
a daily basis, there would be nothing to preclude it. By not
having it in there, they could very well not be visiting...at
all. And in many cases, according to my conversation with
Senator Smith, they are not being visited and that's why she
vants it in there, that there's at least a visit. One of ny
concerns about 1losing our visitation comnmission was that
there wasn't visits being made or they would not make thenm
to...various institutions in other areas. Bu:t I domn't see
anything...and it's the...the lawyers and the department
that's going to interpret this, it's not going to be the
staff and it's not going to be the caseworkers, and it's very
clear, it says at least once.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator KNewhouse,

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she®ll yield.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Semator, this is the bill we discussed this moraming?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith. Senator Newhouse,
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SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise reluctantly on this
bill, but 1I*d like to just repeat what our conversation was
because it's...it may be ipportant. What we have here is a
neasure to mandate that the department do x-y-z, which means
that the department has to have the staff to do x-y-z, which
repoves from the director a certain amount of flexibility
that he has. Now it seems to me it might be a better course
of action to have a reporting mechanism back to this Body so
that we'll know what was being done in terms of inspections,
The difficulty we have is that while there presently exists
staff sufficient +to do this one time a year, it many mean a
reallocation of the time that staff is used. If we go to two
times, three times a year, then it means that extra staff
would have to be required to do that. Ordinarily this
vouldn't mean very auch to me, except if one has to choose
betveen amn inspectional service and direct service to chil-
dren, I thirk we'd all prefer to have the time allocated +to
the direct service to children. Now, this conundrua may
never arise, it may never arise; but if it does arise, then
what we have is a director on the hornm of a dilemma. The
director must then decide how to allocate this resources that
he does have. If then he's mandated to do x-y-z, such as
have inspectionals...inspections where perhaps none are
needed, then it means that's taken away from the children's
direct service. We had this conversation this morning, I
want to get that into the record. It seemed to me a...a good
deal more simple not to clutter up the books with this legis-
lation but, on the other hand, to still have some kind of a
report back mechanism so that the end objective would be
achieved, and I1'd hope that we would do it %that way.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

There further discussion? Senator Collins for the second

time.
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SENATOR COLLINS:

Yeah, I...I really hate to rise a second time on this,
but I...if you just listen to what Senator Schaffer said, and
we're not talking about DCFS, we’re talking about proprietary
agencies, we're talking about @e..d...3...0ther social not-
for-profit agencies which doesn?t have anything to do with
DCFS. And...and that's what this mandate will do, woald
actually cause more problems than it will do good; and if yon
heard Senator Schaffer he's...he's absolutely right.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

No further discussion, Senator Smith may close.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President, ladies and gentlemen. I nerely
vant to say that you...my colleague said about proprietary
agencies. I think if you make the first step, I think that
then you can go further. My merely concern right now is get-
ting on the books legally in the Statutes that at least one
visit will be required, that these children will have some
protection. There's a saying that my husband used to say,
"For forms of government, 1let fools contest, what's best
administered is best." And right now the best thing that we
need to do is think ir terms of these young people. The
Department of Children and FPamily Services have given us
their word that they will develop and give more visits, but
what I want to do is to be protected by these...for these
young children. I ask your favorable vote, please to coancur
with the Conference report. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The guestion 1is, shall the Senate adopt Conference
Comnittee Beport No., 1 to Senate Bill 98B4. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed 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, the Ayes

are 21, the Nays are 30, 5 voting Present. The Senate does
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not adopt the Conference Comnittee Report No. | and the
Secretary shall so inform the House. Senator Smith, do you
seek...Senator Smith also seeks a second Conference Conmmittee
be convened and the Secretary shall so inform +the House.
Senate Bill...796, Senator Philip. Senator Macdonald.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill... 796, the second Conference Connittee
report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I'm sorry, Senator Macdonald, I had just seen Senator
Philip's name and I...sorry, I overlooked yours. Senator
Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 796 embodies three
administration bills. Senator Fawell was the chief...sponsor
of 796 and she very graciously gave nme the sponsorship so
that she could accommodate me to get on my Senate Bill 1245
which was on both the Agreed Bill in the Senate and in the
House and somehow was taken off and fell through the cracks
over there. I*'d like to say that Senate Bill 796..,.amends
the Administrative Code to transfer from DCCA to the Depart-
ment of Transportation the authority to...to study ways that
ve can use and conserve water resources and most particularly
Lake Michigan water resources. This will allow the State to
monitor the diversion of water from Lake MNichigan more
closely and as a part of a program o prevent diversion of
Lake Michigan water to other regions of the country. This
amendment was added to the House and I think we all know how
important Lake Michigan is to Illinois and it...it is really
a very important bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt Conference

Commpittee...No, 2 to Semate Bill 796. Those in favor will

vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
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all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record.. On that question the Ayes are 53, the Nays are 1,
none voting Present. The Senate does adopt Conference
Conpittee report No. 2 to Senate Bill 736 and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed, For what...Senator Karpiel, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, Hr., President. I would 1like to renew ay
motion of having voted on the prevailing side, I nmove to
reconsider the...vote by vhich Conference Committee Report
No. 1 to House Bill 360...failed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel move to reconsider the vote by which
House Bill 360...House Bill 360...the Conference Committee on
House Bill 360...had failed. All those in favor indicate by
saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion
carries. Now, Senator Karpiel...on Conference Committee
Report No. !, Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, and thanks to Senator Karpiel for nmaking the
motion. I think when Senator Barkhausen rose in debate on
this there was some nisapprehension. There is nothing in
this that the Illinois retail merchants are concerned about;
they were the original bill, that has been stripped out. The
matters that go into this again are the exclusionary rule
vhich did not pass or was never heard over in the House is in
here. The second item that is in here is that a third or
subsequent time of conviction of DUI will be a Class 4 felon,
the admissibility of blood test in the DUI, for the results
to be admissible blood or urine samples must be %taken in con-
formance with standards promulgated by the Department of
Public Health., There is a provision in here concerning what

the procedure will be and the admissibility of blood taken at
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an emergency roonm. And itenm five does cut down
the...the.s.in the area of aggravated battery there are four-
teen...presently fourteen factors in there, we are reducing
then down to...I believe it takes eight of them out of there.
But all the eight that are being taken out are being placed
in the general aggravating factor section of the Statute so
that they will apply to all crimes. This is a compronmise
with the House and I think a reasonable one and would move
for adoption of Conference Committee Report No. | to House
Bill 360.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Well, having made the motion, it was my understanding
that the...the problem with the retail merchants or...that
language was out of here, now our staff tells us it is in
there. ,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, I don't know how they come to that interpretation.
Looking at the...the report itself, it says, "House Bill 360
will be further amended as following, on page | deleting the
title and inserting im lieu thereof the following; an Act in
relation to criminal law," et cetera.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGHEISTER:

Well, I*ve been advised by Republican staff, I don't see
a Democrat here, that the way it is worded there is that pos-
sibility. They must have missed it in the House, they've
already concurred in this...or adopted this Conference
Connittee report but...if that is true, all I cam say to you

is, I don't want to go forward with it either, and...I felt
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that the language I read took care of the situation, but
staff tells me that VNo. 1 in here that says, "The Senate
recedes from Senate Amendment No. 1," which took it out of
there, puts it back in again. I don't read this stuff that
easily and maybe if that's correct, we better hold it up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Take it oat of the record.
PRESIDENT:

If I can have the attention of the nmembership, I have
just discussed the schedule with Senator Philip; those who
vish to order some dinner, I suggest you do it, our intent is
to work straight through. The Conference Conmnmittee reports
are now being processed and filed. You have in froant of you
Supplemental Calendar No. 5. On Supplemental Caleamdar No.
S.e.and I would ask those within the...reach of my voice,
particularly the appropriations folks up on sixth floor and
the fifth floor, to please join us on the Floor. With leave
of the Body, as Senator Philip and I discussed earlier, we
vill take as a special order of business the education reform
and fuanding bills. So I would ask the membership to please
refer to page 4 on the regular Calendar for Senate Bill 730,
and on Supplemental Calendar...Calendar No. 5, the Conference
Committee report on Senate Bill 893...and the Conference
Committee report on 1267. With leave of the Body, they will
be considered together. Senator Berman will seek leave to
speak to them together and then we will call them right in a
rov, one, twvo, three, 730, 893, 1267. #With leave of the
Body, as a special order of business, we will revert to page
4 on the regular Calendar, consider the Conference Committee
report on Senate Bill 730 and then go immediately to Supple-
mental Calendar No. 5 and consider the Conference Committee
report on Senate Bill 893 and immediately +hereafter the
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1267. Leave hav-

ing been granted, Conference Committee report on Senate Bill
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730, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Pirst Conference Conmittee report om Senate Bill 730.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Wdr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. First, procedurally, I would ask for leave to add
Senators Holaberg, Newhouse, Maitland, Davidson and Etheredge
aS...hyphenated cosponsors to Senate Bill 730 and any others
who wish to be added. These people are the Senate members of
the Illinois Compission on the Improvement of Elementary and
Secondary Education.

PRESIDENT:

All right. The gentleman seeks leave to add the...his
comenbers on the Commission on Excellence. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. Any other member who wishes to be added as
a cosponsor, would you please let Carla know up here. Just
put your name in and we'll get it accomplished.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

o thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I will address Senate Bill 730 first aad then
address 893 and 1267 if...if I may. Senate Bill 730 is a
forty-seven point education reform piece of legislation
which, I hope, coampletes nearly two years of study on...by
the Illinois General Assembly and its members into the ques-
tion of education reform. Following the natiomal reports
that began with A Nation at BRisk," this General Assembly
adopted a joint resolution which created the Illinois Conmis-

sion on the 1Improvement of Elementary and Secondary Edu-
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cation. What is in Senate Bill 730 I would say represents
about ninety percent of the recommendations of that commis-
sion. There have been numerous, and that is an understate-
ment, numerous hearings that were held throughout the State
of Illinois, a number of Committee of the Whole meetings that
wvere held in this Senate, many, many hours, if not tens per-
baps hundreds of hours, of conferences held with people
representing all phases of the education comsmunity after this
bill...or the initial bill regarding our reform package was
introduced, and many hours of meetings in the past several
weeks by the designated hitters as well as the...legislative
leaders and the Governor. I will mention a number of the
items that are in...that are included in Senate Bill 730.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman, can I stop you for a minute. UPI would
like 1leave to waive...have still photos. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMNAN:

¥e have addressed the gquestion of education reform in
several general categories and I will take us through then
touching on what I consider are the highlights but certainly
they are not every item that is in this bill. H®e have
endeavored to put Illinois on a meaningful course of edu-
cation reform. £ First, before I get into that, let me
anderline that every state in the country has undertakem in
the past two years educational reform movements. Illinois
has not had to do as extemnsive or expensive a program as
have...had to be undertaken in many other states because
basically oar education program is one of the top in the
nation, but being one of the top in the nation does not mean
that there hasn't been room for improvement, and Senate Bill
730 and the two accompaning bills gives us the impetus and
the funding to make those necessary improvements. We have

addressed the issue of accountability of our school dis-
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tricts. These...this bill requires that students be tested
at grades three, six, eight and ten in the areas of reading,
mathematics and language skills. The purpose of those
required examinations which will be according to Statewide
criteria but adopted by local school districts as they feel
is most apropos to their students...the purpose of these
tests is to eliminate social promotion and to make the high
school diploma a meaningful document. We are requiring that
establishment...school districts establish learning objec-
tives for their students. We are requiring that each school
district issue a report card that has been spelled out as to
certain criteria im relation to local district criteria and
criteria vhere...vhere appropriate for each particular school
building in that district. #e have also called and sunset
for Aagust 1, 1387, the existing general State Aid Pormula in
order for us in the next two years to evaluate not only other
outside suggestions regarding a more equitable distribution
of funding but how, with these reforms, we can commit our-
selves financially to a broader and more equitable funding
process. In the area of personnel reform we have instituted
a requirement for a basic skills test for students that are
in the junior year, for example, who are going %o enter
teacher training. Ve have required a bar exanmination
type...test for teachers before they caer become certified.
Both of those criteria are in keeping with the upgrading of
the professionalism of the profession of teaching. de have
established an administrator's academy to improve the quality
of evaluation and remediation which is being imposed upon
adninistrators under *this bill., We have mandated that there
be teacher evaluations, and that bill has previoasly passed
out of the General Assenbly and is now on the Governor's Desk
regarding a process of teacher evaluations, remediation aand
teacher dismissal for those who cannot qualify. We call for

administrative recertification every five years and a pilot
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programn for performance pay for teachers. 1In the area of
curriculum program reform, we have eased the physical edo-
cation requirement for Jjuniors and seniors in high school.
Those who are involved in team sports and those who require
specific special educational needs either as to high school
remediation or college entrance can be excused from junior
and senior participatiom in physical education. We have pro-
vided for reading programs, and I think that all of us recog-
nize that reading is the cornerstone of any success-
ful...learning experience both in the K through twelve grades
and in the future. And this...reading program is an exten-
sive program with a specific line item in the budgets that
will be addressed later for not only reading and teachers
aids for kindergarten through six but reading specialists for
kindergarten through three that are specialists that will
enable teachers to be better trained in the process of teach-
ing of reading. We provide for the establishment of a math
and science academy to stress the strength in those two areas
of the State of Illinois. We provide for summer school
grants for remediation as well as for the gifted students.
¥e have provided for a rollback over a three-year period for
the beginning entrance date...moving back from December to
eventually September Ist for five year olds because studies
have shown that the older a child is when they enter kinder-
garten the better able they are to have a successfal school-
ing experience. We provide for permission for school dis-
tricts to charge a fee for behind-the-wheel phase of driver's
education,  and we provide for birth to three pilot programs
for the handicépped children among us. In the area of struc-
tural reforms, we have provided creation of...advisory coun-
cils in Chicago so that the people at the local school level
will have a greater voice in determining the budget
and...operational programs that are involved in their

schools. We have in here a provision which we have debated
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on this Floor several times regarding the study of and sub-
mission to the voters for consolidation of our downstate
school districts, and we...further provide for contracts to
be entered into with the Department of Alcohol and Drug Abuse
to conduct programs in those critical areas regarding
edacating our children as to the problems involved in alcohol
and drug abuse, There are two other items which I want to
point out. One is a funding mechanism in a very critical
area, a funding gmechanism that addresses substantial money
again into the schools that address the problems of special
edacation with amn increase to eight thousand dollars level
for the pupil...Personnel line item in the...in formulary ia
special education. And we have in this bill the transporta-
tion reimbursement proposal for providing to children both in
the public and in the nonpublic sector reimbursement with
caps fifty dollars the first year, a hundred dollars the
second year and a hundred and fifty dollars the third year
for those children who are...vwho are not provided free public
transportation in...in getting to school where they live more
than a mile and a half away from their school...schools.
Ladies and gentlemen, that is an outline of the forty-seven
points that are in Senmate Bill 730, I would be glad to
respond to any guestions. Let me...before we get to that,
let me merely point out that in here are two tax proposals.
One is the expanded message tax that deals with the inter-
state message transmission and authorizes the five percent
tax on those interstate transmissions of nessages. Senate
Bill 893, which we will vote on after,..Senate Bill 730,
deletes the language that's im 730 that would have
alloved...specifically allowed 1local home <rule units to
impose a corresponding five percent tax on iaterstate nmes-
sages. So that with the passage of 730 and the passage of
893 the only tax imposed is on the interstate...transmission

of messages without any new authorizatiom to local dis-
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tricts...home rule units. Also provided will be...the ciga-
rette tax which is conditional upon the Federal Government
allowing the repeal of that tax to go into effect on or about
October 1. We have been assured by the Presideat who has
spoken with the Governor that it is not his intention to
allow that tax to be reinposed. We are including that
reimposition at the State 1level of that tax within Senate
Bill 730. That generates approximately in the first year our
estimates are of a hundred and sixty nillion dollars of new
revenue, Let me tell...take you through for a moment that
funding mechanism. We have provided approximately a hundred
million dollars for school reforms, almost all of which are
in Senate Bill 730 or the other bills that I've mentioned in
our description, a hundred million dollars of costs in the
first year for implementing these reforms. I believe and we
bave...consistently stated, many of us, that we were not
going to pass the reforms unless the revenus %o pay for them
at the State level was included. Through the passage of
Senate Bill 730 and the two bills that follow and the appro-
priation bill, which is Senate Bill 1070, we are living up to
that comnitment. We are not passing mandates that we are not
funding. Also, ve have provided in Senate Bill 1267 an
optional funding formulary that addresses the needs of our
elenentary schools in those districts that find that they
vere receiving less money than they would have received if we
had done nothing in the formulary changes and still appropri-
ated at two hundred million dollars and that is the other
element regarding funding. W®e have provided a total package,
ladies and gentlemen, of two ﬁundred million dollars...two
hundred and eleven @million dollars of general State Aid
Formularies, we have provided a hundred million dollars of
reforms with the additional appropriations of...retirement
and other categorical programs. The total package, I am

proad to say, is three hundred and seventy-nine million
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dollars. That is a substantial commitment %o fully funding
the pmandates, to fully fundimg the reforms and to moving edu-
cation in Illinois forward so that our children are ready for
the...latter decade of the Twentieth Century and can move
into the Twenty-first Century with pride as to their capabil-
ities. 1I'd be glad to respond to any gquestions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Etheredge, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, on a...a point of clarification, if I...if I nmight,
as...as sponsor of 893. Reference was made to the message
taxing authority of local...of...of home rule uanits, that
should have been to...to municipalities. The home rule units
can do whatever they please but the taxing authority on mes-
sages taxes did relate to nmunicipalities.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. There are at least...twenty speakers. The
Chair would acknowledge the presence of the Governor, welcome
to the Senate; Ted Sanders from the State Board of Bducation,
the Majority Leader from the House, Jim McPike; Jim Reilly,
the Governor's chief assistant. Further discussion? Senator
Etheredge. Senator Davidson, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Since you got twventy speakers, I move the previous ques-
tion; so when you get done, you can shut it off.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

¥ell,...when ve get there. Further discussion? Senator
Etheredge. All right. Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARBD:

Thank you, Hr. K Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I rise in support of this bill for several reasons.
First of all, not the least of which, tvo hundred and eleven

pillion new dollars in the general State Aid Formula. These
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are badly needed dollars for education, raises in teachers
salaries, special education reimbursement, vocational edu-
cation. When you compare that two hundred and eleven million
dollar increase vith the average of fifty-five to sizty mil-
lion dollar increases that we've received during the last
several years, this additional money 1is welcomed in edu-
cation. For years now traveling throughout my district I've
listened to parents speak to me, these are the questions that
they formulate; are our teachers being trained in a rigorous
enough fashion to ensure that the people who are going into
the classroon to teach our students are capable of doing the
kind of job that they need to be doing? Are our teachers
being evaluated on the job adegquately? Do our principals
know enough about the skills of teacher guidance and teacher
evaluation and curriculum development in order to be able to
do the job that they need to be doing in %the classroom rather
than counting lunch money or patrolling the halls? How can
my child be measured against every other child in this State
so that I can know that they're measuring up to the kimds of
educational guality that I want them to have? Can you help
my child who has fallen behind in math or reading or some
other area who needs remedial help during the summer? Can
you give more help to my gifted child that seems to be
neglected in the regular classroom? These questions that I
think every parent in this State has been asking for so long
are being ansvered in this educational reform bill. They're
being addressed and I think they're being addressed ade-
quately. One other point that I should make, eighty-six mil-
lion new dollars imn educational reform measures for the
schools, this is needed to address those questions. But one
other point, I don*t think anyone has stood on this Floor and
more vigorously opposed the idea of school consolidation and
reorganization than I have because I represent a lot of small

rural districts. This bill allows each school district to
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stand om its own, to decide for itself. The State cannot
mandate consolidation of their district. The Legislature
cannot mandate consolidation of their district. The large
district next door cannot mandate consolidation of their dis-~
trict. The decision now lies in the hands of the people in
that district, exactly where it should lie. And, therefore,
I stand ip support of this bill, I think it's a good bill and
I think it should be passed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, ladies and gentlemen, because there are so
many speakers, we, im fact, will revert now to the timer.
Senator Watson...Senator Haitland. Well, you can be...do you
wish...do you wish to yield, Senator Watson? Senator
Maitland,.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very mnmuch, Mr. President. Because I'll be
responding, I think, to a couple of questions a bit later,
let nme...let me just make a few comments...if I might. I
really believe that this is a great day for education in
Illinois. Senator Berman, I first of all want to commend you
for your leadership on the commission. For nearly two years
ve traveled the State and sought ways to improve education
in...in Illinois and from the very beginning it was a
bipartisan effort. This effort transcended political bound-
aries and I think that's why we have arrived today where we
are, and indeed I'm very proud to have been but a small part
of that. The package contains not everything +hat all of us
vanted for sure, but the package contains components that
will indeed improve the quality of education in Illinois and
I'a convinced of that. Some two weeks ago I had the oppor-
tunity to travel across the State in a one day fly-around
with the Governor along with some other groups, some other
legislators, about twelve in number. And in six cities of

this State we made one final plea that in the closing days of
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the General Assembly we needed their help. And since that
time I've received phone calls, I've received letters, and
the rest of you have also, urging us to keep that conmnitment
that we had made nearly two years ago to improve the quality
of education in Illinois and also to provide that other side
of that egquation, that necessary funding to pay for that
gquality. My colleagues in the Senate, we have that package
before you tonight. It was not easy to arrive here, indeed
it vas not easy to arrive here, but thank God we have arrived
and ve need your support. One final point, and it came out
load and clear as ve debated this issue in hearings across
the state, you can legislate all you want to legislate, you
can spend all the money you want to on education and that
will help, but there's a component that you cannot legislate
and that's parental and community involvement in education
and we've gotten away from that. Time and time and tinme
again, people who testified made that point to us. As we
pass this package out of the General Assembly tonight and as
the Governor nakes his commitment and signs it, we have one
more responsibility. We go back to our districts and we
challenge those districts to do their part. I'm committed to
do that, I hope you are. I urge suppoct of this package.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Nr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Oh, Senator Watson...AP has requested permission to take
still photos. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Sena-
tor...Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, M#r. President. Many of us on the Floor and

Senator Poshard...referred to this...concerned quite a bit

with reorganization and consolidation. We come from rural
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districts and quite concerned and the people are from our
area about the whole process and wvhat's going to be forced
down their throat. There is somewhat of a nmisconception, I
believe, among the people of many of the districts as to what
this is all about. And what we want to do, if you would beg
deference of the Body here, is to read into +the record the
intent of this 1legislation. And I unders:tand that Senator
Haitland is...@s ready to respond in this and I...first of
all want, to...thank the,..the sponsors...the principal spon-
sors, Senator Berman and Maitland and others who have shared
our concerns and have been willing to work with us, those of
us from the rural area and the smaller districts that are
involved, in coming up with what we think is a...a workable
solution to the reorganization problem as ve see it. So, if
I would...I'd 1like to address and ask Senator Maitland
several gquestions that...which will be read into the record
and which will clarify the intent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator Maitland, are you ready %o respond? Senator
Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you. What 1is the real intent of the School Dis-
trict Beorgamization Act?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Hr. President. Simply to require that a
compittee be created in each educational service regionm,
three in Cook County outside Chicago, to take a look at
school district structure and how it might be improved.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Does it mandate reorganization or comsolidation of school
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districts?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

It absolutely does not, the decision clearly rests with

the voters in each and every school district.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Must a plan be submitted to the State committee?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President, yes, it does.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Does the plan have to provide for consolidation
ization of school districts of the region?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR NAITLAND:

reorgan-

Not...not really necessarily. If a committee feels that

the district organization in the region is proper

and...and

defensible, the plan could indicate that no...no reorganiza-

tion at all take place.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Can a State committee dictate what is in the plan?

PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Maitland.

SENATOR NAITLAND:

No, it cannot., The State committee's responsibility is
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to assist the local committees in the development of the plan
and possibly improve upon it with some of their expertise.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Watson,
SENATOR WATSON:

Can the State committee require that a plan be voted on
by referendum?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUDZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

No, it...it really cannot. The State committee's
responsibility is to...I'nm sorry, no. Consultation on line 3
means that there must be an agreement between the State
conmrittee and the local conmnittee, that's an abso-
lute...absolute nmust. And...and if that is not agreed %o,
there will no referendun.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

If the first plan is voted down, must there be a second
plan?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, again, not necessarily. Again, if the vote on the
first plan would indicate agreement in part of the region for
reorganization, the State committee could work with the local
compittee to develop a plan that would give those voters a
chance to make the final decision.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:
One final gquestion. What happens if the voters reject

the plan either the first one with no resubmission or the
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revised plan?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

I believe, Senator Watson, that that...that really
is...is clearly spelled out in...in...in the Act; but I would
say to you that that's it, it's all over, there would be
8e..3...00 other action and the committee would absolutely
be...dissolved and that's, I think, very clear 4in...in
the...in the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Ore...one other point. I would like to thank once again
the sponsors of the legislation and Ted Sanders and all in
cooperating with those of us from the rural area, and I
appreciate it very auch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

eesit?ll be in the transcript. Further discussion?
Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senate. I join
with Senator Watson in expressing appreciation to the spon-
sors and to the superintendent and others in working with us
in trying to find a solution to what we perceive to be a
serious problem in the original House Bill 935. One of the
problems that I think concerned us most was the fact that the
bill provided some specific numbers that...apparently would
be required in any new district that was formed under this
reorganization plan. and I would ask Senator Maitland to
look at page 6, line 27, where the bill says, "That each edu-
cation service region or subregion in...formulating a reor-
ganization plan shall comply with the procedures, standards

and guidelines established by the State committee and shall
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ensure that every plan...that under the plan, every school
district will meet the following minimum criteria.® And then
it sets out the fact that unit districts must be of at least
fifteen hundred students. Now that is a problem for a lot of
the downstate districts. But the bill also says that...that
they must meet that criteria unless a justifiable exception
is stated. And my specific question to you, Semator, is,
would a justifiable exception exist if the geographic area
exceeds a certain number, for example, ninety or a hundred
square miles? Would that constitute a justifiable exception?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Mai+land.
SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Senator Schuneman,
I would.,.I would...would probably...I think they will...will
definitely address the issue of...of wninimua size with
respect to square miles. I would...would suggest that per-
haps ninety square miles which would be slightly 1less than
three townships would certainly be on...on the small side.
But I would suggest to you that in a school district 1like
Olympia, which happens to be my own school district, that
school district has over two hundred square miles in it. The
high school resides pretty much in the central portion of the
district and probably the determining factor for the State
board would be how 1long would children be om the bus, for
exanple., And clearly spelled out in...in...in...in the State
board policy is the fact that a child should not ride the bus
for more than an hour. So, certainly, when they review a
plan, if the configuration of a district is such that the
school was too far from the home of the furthest students,
that would be a..,would be a means by which to determine not
to approve it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

So, you got to my second question, Senator, and jusSte..I
think we understand ome another but a justifiable exception
you think would exist then if a student would be required to
be on a bus for more than one hour?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

fes...yes, that is correct.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNWEMAN:

Just one last question. Since some school districts lie
in more than ome education service region, would the State
conmittee require cooperation between the two 1local
reorganization's committees in trying to work out the prob-
leas of such school districts?

PRESIDING OFPFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Yes, indeed, it would and...and that's clearly spelled
out in the Act. It would require them to work in cooperation
with other regional superintendents® districts to assure that
if that configuration would be better served by bringing
someone else in, they are required to work together.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, thank you, very much...that answers some of amy con-
cerns and I'm going to be supporting this bill under :hese
circumstances.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
A1l right. Farther discussion? Senator Karpiel.

The...the...the next...the order...lineup will be Karpiel,
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Lemke and Kelly. Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KABPIEL:

Thank you, Mr. President. I just have a...a question
that I would like to ask the spoansor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield, Semnator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

And more to put it on the record for legislative intent.
On page 48 of the...bill, there...it mentions the bilingual
program and that in cases where you do not have twenty or
more students of the same language and you...now, wvhat nost
of the school districts in my area do is provide a traansi-
tional program, ESL, and in...the language, the new language
that's in this bill says, "But should a school district
decide not to establish such a program, the school district
shall provide a locally determined “ransitional program of
instruction,® which, of course, is what they do now, "which
based upon an individual student language assessment provides
content area instruction in a language other than English %o
the extent necessary to ensure that each student can benefit
from...educational instruction. What is the intent on that
piece of legislation that every child...okay...does every
child have to have...for instance, in some of the districts,
in Senator FPawell's for instance, there®s a...a lot of Asians
and they're all of different...sects or dialects and they
don't even understand each other. Do you have to have a...an
individual teaching the instruction in all courses im that
particular language?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

No. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.
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SENATOR KARPIEL:

Well, then could you explain exactly what they do need to
do. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Yes, this...this language that you have read into the
record is not the sane program as the tradi-
tional...traditional transitional bilingual programs that we
have funded and carried on for a number of years. This is
a...nuch more flexible and individualized program because we
are talking about those clusters of students or even singular
student that doesn't add up to the number tweniy where we
provide a regular full-time course in transitional bilingual.
There's flexibility built into this language so that the
needs of the individual student to allow that student to
benefit froam English type instruction. Now that cam include
Qeeed person who understands the...dialect that you've
referred to, that could come in on a part-time basis, that
could give after hours or tutorial type help. Itts
based...it's triggered upon a individual language progran
that would be...individual student language assessment that
would be tailor-made for that individual child who doesn't
have a class of twenty to address his needs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Well, then they...they...for inmnstance, ihe school dis-
trict then still has to provide some...someone there at
least part time or at some time that speaks that lanquage.
Can that persor be a...a parent or a relative or just someone
in that community that might speak that language? And, if
so, it is just part time and does that person have to be

paid?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

The amsver is...there is nothing in here +that indicates
that that person need be paid. And as to the other parts of
that question, there is total flexibility, it could be a
parent, it could be part time, all of those things could be
included in the individual student language assessment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right...Senate,.,further discussion? Senator Lenke.

END OF REEL
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REEL #4

SENATOR LEMKE:

I just...you know, we had some problems develop
vhich.,.ovef the message tax in regards +o the intent
of...the intent of this legislation in regards to the message
tax. It was @ny idea that the five percent message tax was
only supposed to be a State tax. There’s been some gquestion
raised as to it being...also allowing local governments to
put it on. Is that the intent of this legislation?...who?
Senator Etheredge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Semator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

I'm sorry, but I would...if Senator Lenke would please
repeat the question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenke,

SENATOR LEMKE:

«e» just saying, there's been some gquestions brought
by...various industries in my district one of them being Mid-
vay Airlines, which is a new striving airlines in the areas
create a...quite of...fev jobs in the area and they have the
reservation center in the...in the City of Chicago. Okay?
And my questions...and also it's brought out that this would
also affect OUnited Airlines who has a reservations here who
has a great large message service that takes reservations,
Eastern BAirlines and Mississippi Valley. These are...you
know, these are not small industries and they would have
a...they would be affected by this message tax greatly, and I
want to know if it's the intent of this legislation to just

let the State collect the message +tax and not the local
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government, because...put a burden of about ten percent on
then if you let the local government. Is the intent that
this is only going to be a State tax or a municipal...tax
too?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

It is not the intent of this 1legislation to let the
municipalities to...to apply that tax and there are provi-
sions included in Senate Bill 833 that would repeal
those...those...take those words out of 730.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

The problem I have in comparing Senate Bill 720...730,
I'n sorry, and Senmate Bill 893 is the fact that Senate Bill
730 has an earlier effective date than Senate Bill 893. That
in effect would allow the municipal governments under 730 to
tax. What is the difference in the effective dates? Is it
going to be the same thing or is there going to be a year
before we get the tax repeal under 733...I1 mean, under 83372
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOBR ETHEREDGE:

Senator, if Senate Bill 8393 is passed last and signed
last, then it would effectively take those objectionable sec-
tions out of Semate Bill 730 and have precedence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKB:

But you understand in comparing the two bills, Senate
Bill 893 has a later effective date, and I want to know when
that bill is going to take effect. Is it going to take

effect upon signing, and is 730 going to be signed and...and
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a ainute later, Senate Bill 893 signed so there is no lapse
of time to get municipal...governments to allow them to make
this tax?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEBUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator, the...the repealing sections contained in Senate
Bill 893 do have an immediate effective date; the other sec-
tions have a later effective date.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Lemke, .

SENATOR LEMKE:

sesdo we have assurance by the administration that this
bill is going to be signed at the same time as 7302 Or are
we going to wait to get it signed and then have local govern-
ments come in within that period before this bill becones
effective?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR LEMKE:

We vant to kmow if these are immediately going +to
be...take effect?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lemke...

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

«ss¥es, Senator, we 40 haveas..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

--eSenator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

...yes, we do have those assurances that Senate Bill 893
will be signed after Senate Bill 730...immediately after.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:
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And,..and Senate Bill 893 will not be amendatory vetoed
in any effect, so will take affect later? VWe're...I'm wor-
ried about this additional tax. I do not want to chase busi-
ness out of ay district, especially Midway Airlines
where...substantial 1large number of people in my district
vork.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Semnator, we do have those assurances.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEAKE:

Thank you, very much. I rise in support of this bill on
those conditions. The only...my only reservations about this
bill and everything else is the way the...a...a piece of
major reform legislation in this State was handled and how it
was presented to this Body ten minutes to twelve on the last
day and something could slip by. That's the resentment and
that's the resentment people have in my district towards edu-
cators, that they’re always trying to sneak something by
without the people’s approval and without the people reading
it first. And I hope in the future this Body when they put
together a nmajor reform legislation, espacially conceraing
education, that they give the adequate time to the people’s
representatives to review this legislation. I do not think
this type of legislation should be...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well,...

SENATOR LEMKE:

esewhistled by in ten minutes before the deadline of Ses-
sions, and I'm glad that there was a conference on some other
matter and that we adjourned and we had time to look at this,

because with this bill and with the amendments +that are
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coming in, oy district will get more money and I think it's
proper for me to vote for this. So I'm going to vote Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Purther discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. I've got a question of the
sponsor,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Berman, is the private school busing concept
still intact in this bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bersan.

SENATOR BERMAN:

There is no busing provision in this bill. There 1is a
formulary for pupil transportation reimbursement which
applies to public school students as well as to private
school students, that provision is in the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Okaye In Senate Bill 730, are there any taxes that are
still left in this bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SBNATOR KELLY:

eee0rC is it all in the...in 893...
SENATOR BERHAN:

No, sir. This...Senate Bill...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

ese Senator Berman.
SENATOR BEBRMAN:

sseSenate Bill...Senate Bill 730 has two specific taxes
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in it, ¢the message tax and the cigarette tax, both of those
are...indicated that they are to be allocated for school pur-
poses, that is the relevancy test and that is why they are
included in Senate Bill 730 so that we are passing both the
reforns and the funding within one bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly. .
SENATOR KELLY:

Then you®re telling me that this local tax...and I'd like
to ask, since we do have our...our Governor and certainly the
leaders, vwho actually placed that into this concept this
local tax to begin with?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERNAN:

My ansver is, I'm not sure. There is...you know, we have
been working on this for many weeks and as to wvhere any of
the specific laanguage came from, I, as one, cannot tell you
how it was put in or...or-vhose draft...ve know that the.,.we
know that that is vhere...vhere it appeared on June 30th, but
I cannot tell you how...vhere...where that language cabe
from.

PﬁESIDIHG OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Brief closing comment. Hr. President and members of the
Senate, I intend to support this package as well as the
taxing provisions. It would be a hypocrite no:t tos...not <o
sapport  the reform of education which is very important and
then valk away from the taxes. But I will say this, I anm
concerned about the tax capacity. We don*t even know how
much of a...a dollar amount that we®re talking about here.
It*s going to take care of not only reforming education and

it*s not earmarked for education which is a very important
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concept. It should be in there right now. It should be ear-
narked for education and not for other purposes. 1I'1ll sup-
port it but it's...it's not the best concept it could be.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I*1l be very brief. Senator Berman, I had a lot of
guestions to...to ask you but it seems that all my gquestions
have been answered, and I'm certainly want to congratulate
you and all who worked on this, *cause the district I repre-
sent is vehemently opposed to consolidations and I see you've
taken care of that. And so...wvith that, I'1l1l give you the
three B*s; I*1ll be sincere, I'11 be brief and then 1'11 be
seated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Fawell. Senator Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Thank you, Nr. President. I think what's important about
this package is that we in the Legislature did not rush into
a program of educational reform much as other states did
throughout the nation in respond to "A Nation at Risk." We
took the time to go to the people and to pat together a pack-
age plus the money to fund that package, something that our
constituents have been asking for time and time again as they
ask us to nmove towards truly fifty percent of funding on
behalf of the State. To get their support for new taxes we
kept the faith, we gave the public some ninety percent of the
reforns and improvements they asked for, but we asked fron
thea that we wanted them to support us by supporting those
new taxes. In other words, we decided to make them an offer
they couldn’t refuse. As ve go back to our districts, in
many cases we®ll be talking about all the money we brought

back to them, in most cases a good deal, but we should not
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lose sight of the forty-five excellent improvements coming
from this package, one of the most comprehensive and
thoughtful in the whole United States. ¥e have worked
closely with the Governmor, with the superintendent and other
education groups and the General Assembly can be very proud.
Children entering kindergarten this year will be graduating
from college in the year 2001. This educational program is
for them, our children. This educational program is for the
future of Illinois. It is truly excellence in the making.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Berman, would yield for a question or two?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman...9r...Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Berman, when we...as we move through this
dialogue many of us have been concerned about funding our
mandates. And mpy gquestion simply put is, the things that we
are mandating in this package, I think, all of which are
justifiable and most of which are highly needed, are we
paying the freight or are we shoving things down people's
throats, however good, but not picking up our share of the
tab?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Senator Schaffer, we are paying for what we are calling
for. Let me give you one specific example which is not in
here, and the reasom it's not in here is because we decided
that we couldn't afford to pay for it. One of the issues
that have been bounced up and back was increasing the State
statutory sinimum teacher®s salary, which presently exists at

ten thousand dollars. The improvement commission recommended
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a twenty thousand dollar 1level in three years. The House
reconmended a thirteen thousand dollar level. The Governor
recommended a fifteen thousand level. Any of those involve
the bump effect. Even the most modest recommendation was
expensive. That item has been taken out. It would have been
great to stand up here and say in X number of years there
won't be a teacher hired im Illinois at less than fifteen
thousand, thirteen thousand, twenty thousand. #e deleted
that reconmendation because we could not afford the bump and
the spending that wvas involved. Every item in here, I can
honestly say to you, that in Piscal '86 is totally funded.
The revenue projections if the tvo taxes come into play, the
out-years will be funded with a combination of those taxes
and what we project as reasonable growth of general revenue
besides that. If wve keep our gemeral commitment and, which
we will discess in later days, the earmarking of these spe-
cific taxes, we will pay for everything that we are calling
for at the State level without increasing the local property
tax burden.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Thank you, Semator Berman, and, frankly, many of us who
fought for that concept are delighted and I think it should
also be noted that part of this programs includes full fund-
ing of past mandates, something this Legislature has not
always vwanted to do or been able to do, I guess you could
say., I've been here thirteen years and there are very few
times that I've stood ou the Floor of this Senate and felt
that what we were doing would be remembered more than about a
half am bhour. I would suggest to you, Ladies and Gentlenmen
of the Senate, that what we are doing today will be
remenbered 1long after all of us have left this scene and

after our Governor has left this scene, and I...I'd like to
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cosmend the Governor for his leadership 'cause the type of
program vwe have here today and the number of dollars involved
vould not have happened without that kind of leadership in
the Executive Branch. I think this moment will be remembered
and it will remembered I think for a...a couple of reasons;
one, because it will promote quality education. It will
improve education in Illinois, and the second thing that I'm
particularly happy about and proud about is the plan we have
before us 1is a plan for the whole State of Illinois. It's
not a suburban plan, it's not a Chicago plan, it's not a
downstate plan. It*s a plan that affects equally, benefi-
cially all portions of the State, and when we in the Execu-
tive and.,,Llegislative Branch of this State Government work
with that type of goal in mind and when we achieve it, I
think that's the finest hour of any of us that serve down
here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Further discussion? I will tell you that
there is Senator Welch, Kustra, Bloom, Geo-Karis, Etheredge,
Marovitz, Mahar and O*'Daniel left. Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

T...I will try to be brief. Let me just say that we have
discussed education reform in the State for months and even
for wmany years. There are programs in this bill that I have
opposed and voted against and argued strenuously with both
Senator Berman, Senator Maitland and...and other members of
our committee. But I think that the test of whether this is
a good bill, is not whether everything each of us wants is
inciuded in this bill. The test we should apply to this bill
is vhether the children of Illinois will be better educated
if this bill is passed. The test we should apply is whether
the children of Illinois will be better educated than their
predecessors as far as the sciences, as far as the nmathenmat-

ics, as far as competing with other nations and other states
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in the future is concerned. And I think the answer to both
those gquestions is, yes, and I intend to support this legis-
lation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kustraa.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. As
the sponsor of Semate Bill 1267 which addresses the concerns
of those of us in suburban districts in Cook, Lake and Dupage
Counties, I rise to support this legislation, first of all,
to add my respect to the work of the commission, Senators
Berman and Maitland and all members who served on that
commission and all who participated in this process. There
vas a problem hovwever with the bill that dealt with the for-
mula which 1left here, it was passed by the House and on
to...the way to the Governor, and that, of course, d4id con-
cern those of as who represent dual districts, especially our
elementary districts, we would have suffered under that plan;
and, as you know, as Senator Berman explained, 1267 now pro-
vides that for the 1985-86 school year, elementary districts
will receive general State aid computed in accordance with
House Bill 1528, the formula bill ve passed out of here or
the lawv as it presently exists whichever is greater. That
means an additional increase of 4.46 percent on top of the
already nine percent increase that our elementaries received.
I think that's an awfully important part of the plan, and,
frankly, it's the reason why I can stand up and support this
bill., I would also have %o say in...in comment on the
subject of reorganization, and my comments I guess won't be
like those of amy...of my colleagues, you know, when super-
intendent.,.former Superintendent Bakalis went around the
State and conducted his hearings, he came back with an
interesting statistic, and it was that seventy-eight percent

of the people in this State do not, do not, have children in
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the public schools., Those I guess are the empty nesters,
they're the senior citizens, they're the young singles, the
yuppies, whatever you want to call them. I think it®s safe
to say that they don*'t have the same stake in the public
schools that perhaps you and I do and certainly those parents
vho have children in the schools. But those folks are +*tax-
payers and those folks want effectiveness in their schools,
they want efficiencies and I happen to believe those people
who vote down those referenda want economies of scale. And so
when I hear these words about how they want...everybody wants
to make sure that we're not shoving anything down anybody’s
throat, I tell you, I have to rise up and say that back hone
when I go around my district, I complain about certain of my
school districts where there?s one junior high and there's
one elementary school and they call that a school district.
And I come down here and I read in the local Journal-Register
about a kid, a valedictorian of his class, who stood up to
give a speech and complained about the gquality of education
he received, when in his area there were three high schools
within ten niles of each other and he complained about the
nunber of offerings that he received and what have you.
Frankly, I would have voted for the reorganization plan in
this bill when it was a lot stronger tham it is right now.
And I rise only to suggest to you that I hope, while I under-
stand the concerns of my colleagues dovnstate, we don't lose
the will to attenpt to reorganize and to consolidate our
schools, *cause those taxpayers out there that have been
turning down those referenda, I think they're trying to send
us a mpessage. I think they wvant us to get more cost effec-
tive. I think they want us to get more efficient, and
finally, let me just conclude by saying and echoing the com-
ments of Senator Maitland, those kids get out of these great
schools we're going to provide for them now at three o'clock

or three thirty and then the job of responsible parenting
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begins, trying to decide when to turn off the TV, what movies
to send your kids to and what movies to forbid your kids to
see, what kind of reading they will do, what kind of disci-
pline you will impose, This is a great package but no matter
how great it may seem from the Floor of this Senate and that
House over there, the job is now up to the pareats, and if
they fail, we've done little here. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. I, too,
will try and be brief. Many of the prior speakers have made
excellent points in support of this, especially the
programmatic changes. I would point out also, we all have
printouts and I note that in my district and Senator Luft’s
district and Senator Sommer®s district, there are substantial
increases of support for our schools. The issues that are
more troublesome in our part of the State would be, for
example, the consolidation issue, and I had the superintend-
ent of the schools in a smaller community in the western part
of ay district, Monmouth, *to be specific, call yesterday
afternoon absolutely enraged by the consolidation provisionms.
4e walked through them and he said, well, then we will not
have it shoved down our throats; and I said, absolutely not.
I only wish I had enough hours but I was trapped in a tank up
on the sixth floor working on appropriation, I only wish I
had enough hours to call the other superintendents. The con-
cern...another particular concern in the area of consoli-
dation, of course, is Peoria Heights and their school dis-
trict wvhich almost everyone im this Chamber has become
acquainted with, and their fear of mandated consolidation
comes from the scars of a twenty-year old annexation fight,
I think that this does not disturb thean. I think those

smaller compunities that...devote the resources to educating
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their kids and these forty-five programmatic changes are safe
from having some faceless bureaucrat in Springfield tell thenm
they must redo their...configuration. Finally, a message was
left in my office this afternoon when I came out of the tank
on 627, basically from someone from Ozark, a message similar
to the one that concerns similar...Senator Lemke. It was a
little blunter, it said, you know, if the funding wmechanisn
of this goes on, they're...the regional reservations will be
poved and you vwill lose tvo hundred and twenty-five jobs.
That's a foolish message, *hat's a terribly foolish message
to send, because that really tells you something about the
corporate responsibility of those people who claim to be good
corporate citizens and seek tax breaks from us in other
areas, to be sending on this kind of amn issue. Let then
move, sobeit. Education, in my judgment, and this package in
particular builds Illinois, and I think that those corporate
folks that would send these kinds of messages should remember
that. I intend to support this. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

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

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of this education reform package,
Senate Bill 780. I want to direct your attention to one of
the provisions that I don't believe any of the prior speakers
have...have mentioned, and that is the provision which calls
for the establishment of the Illinois Math and Science Acad-
eny. There are a number of us here on both sides of the
aisle who have been committed to this idea for some time, and
all of us, X think, are very pleased to see this ianitiative
included in this package. . Strictly speaking, it is not a
reform; however, it is a new initiative and I think it makes
a statement to all of those interested in educatiomn, that

Illinois is...does have an interest and is concerned about
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the programs for the gifted, in the case of the math and
science academy, those that are extraordinarily gifted. But
one of the reasons I support the...the concept of the academy
is because it will have, I believe, a very powerful impact on
gifted programs for the students enrolled in every school in
this State, and I think that it will...this provision alone
makes the package very well vorthwhile. Mr. President, on
another topic, I would like to read into the record a state-
ment which I believe will clarify legislative intent with
respect to the portion of the bill that deals with the ciga-
rette tax. It is wmy understanding, that the legislative
intent of this Conference Conmittee report is that the total
Federal and State tax on a pack of cigarettes as of the Ist
of October, 1385, will be twenty-eight cents as it currently
stands in the State of IXllinois. If the Federal Governmeat
wvere to take off two cents, them the State would pick up two
cents or any such other combination, that the total tax per
pack will be no more than tventy-eight cents for both the
Federal Government and the State of Illinois. Thank you.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR DEHUZIO)

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

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Semate, after
the assurances made by the sponsors of the bill that there
are only two taxes that are going to be involved, and that?’s
a cigarette tax and the...message tax and not any tax from
any local manicipality, I feel that thisS...this bill has
probably embodied more in it than any other bill...on edu-
cation. One of the things that I am pleased about is to see
that in this bill there's the establishment of an
administrator's acadeny. I've had the complaint from many
teachers in my area, that our administrators don't do enough
to have good rapport and understanding with their teachers

and perhaps this will be a better...aid. The other thing is
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the fact that there will be background checks of new
employees téquired, and this is very important that we dom't
have personnel in schools that hurt our children badly with
with either immorality or other felonious nmisconduct. The
third thing is there are...mandatory teacher evaluations,
which I think it very important, because it's about time that
we taught the children to read and write and spell and count,
because many of them have not had that mwmuch good training.
And...other item that I like is the fact that there will be
parent-teacher advisory committees on discipline. Discipline
is important and I think when you can involve the parents in
advisory committees...in a bill like this, you will bave it.
I might say that I had mixed emotions about this bill until
I read all of it, and I ¥ill say that if
the...educators...once this bill is passed and signed into
law, if the educators in the State of Illinois will still
tighten their belts and try to put forth themselves as nmuch
as possible to get the best education out for the students, I
think this bill will be a success. But...remember, edu-
cators, don't think because we're getting more wmoney from
this bill that we just go spend it uselessly. We still have
to teach the children to read, write, spell and count because
it...it*s been sadly lacking in many of our districts, and
I...rise in support of the bill under the circumstances.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate.  Well, I...of course, I join vwith everybody else in
praising this outstanding piece of legislation that is so
meaningful to the children of the State of Illinois, but I
nust...I must issue a vord of reservation and perhaps it is
the only word of reservation. We have approximately

eighty-four wmillion dollars...approximately eighty-four mil-
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lion dollars of the reform money that is going to the refornm
programs...of the new taxes that's going to the reform pro-
grams. That leaves about eighty million dollars roughly from
the message tax and the cigarette tax that will not go to the
reform programs, roughly, somevhere between eighty amillion
and a hundred million of the remaining dollars. That money,
as has been mentioned before, is not, I repeat, not earmarked
for education, and the sentiment on this side of the aisle by
many of the Democratic members is that we would like it to be
earmarked for education. And vhat concerns me even more is
that in particular with the nessage tax that is a growth tax
and probably will be reaping far more revenues for the State
of Illimois than wve even anticipate at this moment, as the
amount of revenue increases in future years, those dollars
are not earmarked...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Pardon me, Senator Marovitz. If we could break up our
conferences and give the gentleman some order, please. Sena-
tor Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Those dollars that we reap
in...in future years from the growth tax of the message
taxX..,the growth revenue from the message tax and from the
cigarette tax, those dollars are not earmarked for education.
We've heard speeches on this Floor about if we keep our
compitment, well, it concerns me greatly to use that word, if
ve keep our compnitment. If we wvanted this bill to be nore
meaningful to the children of the State of Illinois and to
the citizens of the State of Illinois, we would do the right
thing, the responsible thing and earmark all of these dollars
for education. As I go around my district, and I dare say
every member of this Body, we hear talk from people around
the State about the lottery, and when we passed the lottery,

all those dollars vere supposed to go to education, they vere
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supposed to go to education but they don't, they're into GRF.
Now we have an opportunity, we're passing two new taxes. We
should be learning from our mistakes of the past, mnistakes
that citizens retell us about. We have two nevw taxes here,
every dollar in these taxes should be earmarked for edu-
cation, they're not, and we on this side of the aisle have
been told that this is the package, take it or leave it. The
noney will not be earmarked for education; unfortumately,
this is our last opportunity, but I wvant the record to be
very clear. I, as one legislator, will be voting for this
package, but I'm...I want to make it clear, I would like and
prefer to see every dollar in these new taxes earmarked for
education so we don't make the same mistake that we did with
the lottery, and we're not back here years in the future
saying, where are we going to get newv revenue,
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Hr. President and members. My comments will
be brief. I stand in support of the reform package. It was
not but a day or two ago when I didn't think I would be in
this position. I want to thank the leaders and all those
involved and the Governor for wmaking the...funding formula
equitable so I can support the program. I wvant to share two
concerns very briefly. The concerns can be directed to Ted
Sander as well as the oversight committee who will be in...in
effect for the next two years. The first has to do with the
fact that the State board will be charged with developing
a...a number of these programs. WNow, they can take these
programs and they can make it easy or they can make it hard
for the 1local school districts to implement, and I would
remind you that time and paper work is money and there is no
need to...for them to implement this...package that they

should bave to junmp through the flaming hoop. The
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second..,.the second concern has to do with the reimbursement
0fess0f students for...vho are being bused to
school...reimbursement of families...my concern with this
particular element has to deal with the fact that if they do
not have the expense...their,..their expenses...evidence of
their expenditares, then in absence of that, they may sign an
affidavit. And I would suggest to the State board and the
oversight conmmittee that very careful procedures be devel-
oped and an audit be developed, so that a program that is
being told will cost nine million this year or next year,
nineteen the following year, twenty-eight the year after that
doesn't turn into a hundred million dollar progranm. Thank
yOu.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Parther discussion? He...we break up the
caucuses, please. Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, HMr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Two years ago about this same time ve were all con-
fronted with the report from the Federal Coanmission that was
labled "Natiom at Risk," and at that time I asked this Body
to consider forming a commission on excellence. And we asked
the pembers who were then directed to serve under the direc-
tion of the legislative leaders that we were serious and we
asked them to do something., I cam remember asking Senator
Berman to visit with me in my office and suggested to him
that this was going to be one long arduous task and that, in
fact, as the election season approached us, literally every
candidate running for every office would be talking about
education reform and education funding. And, so I rise, Mr.
President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, to say
thank you not only to the members of that commission, most
particularly Senators Berman and Holmberg and Senator Demuzio

and Senator Maitland, but thank you all because all of us
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here as meabers of the 84th General Assembly, I think when we
leave, hopefully,...early...tomorrovw morning or later this
evening, can be proud of a truly remarkable work product, a
legislative work product. For those who attended the summit
neetings, and there were many, when you get that dispirit a
group together all concerned about education and children and
come out with a work product like this, we can all be proud.
This should be a unanimous Aye vote, this should be a unani-
mous Aye vote., Later on this evening I will have the privi-
lege and the opportunity to present to the 84th General
Assenbly the State of Illinois a three billion dollar budget
for education, three billion dollars, and that's something
that we should be proud of. That's a commitment that speaks
as highly of our compassion, as highly of our noble ideals as
anything ve will do now or later; three billion dollars for
education in the State of Illimois, and for those of you who
expressed some concern about the...the taxes and whether or
not they're earmarked or not earmarked, let me just say to
you that it was the consensus of not only that commission
wvhich was composed of some truly fine legislators, it was the
consensus of all of us including the Governor of this
State...when he addressed us im Joint Session that there
would not be any serious reform unless there was serious
money to pay for it, and that, in fact, is what is contained
within Senate Bill 730. I vas proud earlier to be selected
as your leader, this is one of the finest hours a leader can
have to see a work product like this, and I ask a unanimous
roll call for...Senate Bill 730.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Channel 20 has requested permission to tape.
iIs leave granted? Leave is granted. Senator Berman,
I'1l...I will yield my time. Senator Berman may close.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Senator Demuzio. Mr. President and Ladies and
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Gentlemen of the Senate, I, first of all, appreciate all of
the fine comments that have been made as to the effort that
has been put into this. A couple of...just a second or two,
I think some thank you's are an order. First of all, so
often we undertake serious projects in this Body that many of
us because we are the elected Senators take great credit for
when a great deal of the credit goes for...goes...should go
to staff, and I want to acknowledge the wonderful work of
Steve Hendricks and Brenda Forbes, our majority and minority
staff on the Education Committee, a young lady...up in the
balcony by the name of Gail Lieberman in the green
dress.,.Brenda Holmes, I'm sorry,...up in the balcony, Gail
Lieberman, who staff the Commission on the Improvement of
Elementary and Secondary Education. I want to thank the
Governor for being a stand-up public official. It's not easy
to have made the commitments that he made and to fly around
this State and say, we've got to pass new ‘taxes. That's
tough, he took a stand-up spot position. He has been totally
supportive of this bipartisan effort, and I want to salute
him publically. To Senators Madigan and...to Representatives
Badigan and Damiels, the Speaker and Minority Leaders of the
House, I want to express my appreciation because this has
been a effort that has been...cooperatively ashered through
both Houses in a fine manner. To Senator Rock and Senator
Philip, ome of the reasons that this is successful tonight is
because you vested in Senators Maitland and Schaffer, Demuzio
and myself, in particular in the...in the last closing weeks
and then to Haitland and myself for the past two years, the
authority that each of you possess as the leaders of this
Senate. We were bombarded by a myriad of groups that wanted
to water this down, by a lot of groups that wanted nothing to
be done, literally, for their own selfish reasons, but we
vere vested in the power that both of you have and the polit-

ical clout that you have in this Body that allowed us to
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reach this wmonment. That is not delegated easily and on
behalf of Senator Maitland and myself and the others that
I've nmentioned, to Senator Philip and to Senator Bock, we
thank you for that delegation of responsibility that allowed
this package to be put together. I will not...reiterate
everything that everybody has said. I will tell you this, a
green vote 1is not a vote for the sponsors or the leaders or
the Govermor; a green vote is a vote for the «children and
more importantly for the future of the State of Illinois. I
ask your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Committee report on Senate Bill 730. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 56, the Nays are 2, none voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Comnittee report on
Senate Bill 730 and the bill having received the regquired
constitutional majority is declared law. By prior arrange-
ment, we will novw proceed with the question of...Mr. Secre-
tary, are you ready? The question is, shall the Senate adopt
the first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 893.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The...wait a minute, Senator Rock. (Machine cut-
off)...right. On the Order of Senate Bill 893, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Pirst Conference Committee report om Senate Bill 8933.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

(Machine cutoff)...discussion? Senator Netsch.

SBHATOR NETSCH:
If I wmight, Mr. President, just a...a couple of things

because there has been a lot of confusion about the messages
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tax. One, as I think has been explained by now, with the
passage and the signing right after..Senate Bill 730 of
Senate Bill 893, the authority of units of local government
in this State to adopt a message tax will be exactly as it
was before, so that the...what ve call the interstate compo-
nent that was authorized in Senate Bill 730 to be adopted by
the sState will not then be available to units of local
government unless it is available to them through their honme
rule powers right nov, and that is an unsettled question but
the existing statutory authority will be exactly as it was
before. I...I did wvant to just make one other point which
really has to do with the scope of the telecommunications tax
that was adopted in 730 and in a sense is being semi-repealed
for units of local government in this. The definitions which
are in that bill are a 1little bit hard +o follow in
terms...particularly because we are dealing with a newv and
sophisticated technology and not everyone is quite sure what
some of the terminology...covers, but in terms of the tele-
phone aspect of it, let me tell you how the Department of
Revenue interprets it, and I think this will be the way in
vhich it will be administered. For interstate telephone mes-
sages, it is a message which either originates in or termi-
nates in the State of 1Illinois when it is also billed to
someone in the State of 1Illinois. I think that probably
clarifies as best one can the scope of it with respect to the
telephone part. The...the rest of the...the information
processing, the data processing and the rest that is covered
is going to have to be determimed I think as it goes along.
There are some murky areas but I think one point should be
made that in...v#ile it is true that in some earlier drafis
there was reference to the taxing of cable television, that
is absolutely not spelled out in this bill, and I think that
any reasonable reading of the scope of the communi-

cations...the telecommunications tax would establish that
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cable television is not to be covered. There may be some
other troublesome areas, as I indicate, but that should not
be one of them. I think those things are important in teras
of the pmembers®' understanding of the reach of the telecom-
munications tax.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? The...the question is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill 893. 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? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 893 and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1267. Mr. Secretary, 1267, Senate bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEBNANDES)

First Conference Conmnittee report om Senate Bill 1267.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Holmberg, you have some...Senator Holmberg, your
light is on. Do you have...Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

fes, my light...or my button did not work. I would 1like
to be recorded on that bill, Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, the...the record vill so indicate your intention.
Senate Bill 1267...Senator Hall, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR HALL:

Senator Holmberg is trying to tell you her...she's not
being recorded on that board. Her...she's pressing the
svitch but it's not showing up. So, something ought to be
worked out right now for it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENHUZIO)
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All right, the gquestion is, shall the Senate adopt the
first Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1267. Those
in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Aayes are 58, the Nays are none, nomne voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Coanmit-
tee report on Semate Bill 1267 and the bill having received
the required constitutional rmajority is declared passed. All
right, we are on Supplemental Calendar No. 5, House Bill 807.
Senator Topinka is ready. Hr. Secretary, House Bill 807.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEBNANDES)

House Bill 807, the first Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

fes, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, we would 1like ¢to concur with the first Conference
Committee report to 807. 1It's part and parcel of the npnis-
sing...child package and this involves the...the...Conference
Comnittee...took up and adopted...,six different versions of
situations which would be considered child abduction
offenses. It clarifies the term *“lawful custodian.® It
clarifies affirmative defense provisions, adds stiffer sen-
tences for aggravating factors and...creates a few other
definitional type of things. It doesn't seem to have any
problems that I know of at this point. I think everybody is
in agreenment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If npot, the question is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on House
Bill 807. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote HNay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?

Take the record. Onm that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays
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are anone, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
first Conference Coannittee report on House Bill 807 and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 1188, Senator Berman. 1361,
Senator Schaffer. House Bill 1961, Mr, Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

First Conference Committee report on House Bill {361.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This was a nice simple 1little bill when it 1lef:t +the
Senate, it's picked up a little weight. I don't think any of
it is controversial, however. The essence of the report
basically is authorization for the building of the fifteen
hundred wet slip marina on Lake Michigan at Zion State Beach;
you*ll recall,...this is an ongoing project. We're now
expanding it slightly and using...I'm going to say, GR bonds,
I's not sure which kind...well,...ve’re getting into bonding
on that. This also nowv creates the Historic Preservation
Agency lamguage, that bill I believe died on the Calendar.
It also...one of the reasons it's so thick is...includes the
name..,change for the Department of Law Eunforcement to the
Department of State Police. That one is a hundred and
eighty-nine pages long, just catching the change in all
references, and it also adds the provision of Senate Bill 806
which is the Rigney-Rupp Grain Dealers Act and Grain Dealers
Act and...Grain Warehouse Act. I don't believe there's any
controversy on that and it also adds some new language to the
State board.,.State Museum Board Act which states the current
board wmembers' appointed...appointed...appointment expires
vhen this bill becomes law and that a new board member
shall...shall serve for two years. And that pretty well
covers it, I don't think any of the points are particularly

controversial. Be happy to answer any questions if there are
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any.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on House
Bill 1961. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Coanittee report on House Bill 1961 and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed.. 537, Senator Lemke. Senate Bill 537, Hr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECBETARY: {8B., FERNANDES)

First Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 537.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What we do on this bill is we concur with House Amendment
No. | and ve incorporate into the bill House Bill 428 which
vas the reporting requirements for eavesdropping that the
Supreme Court wanted it so they don't have to report each
time bat make out a annual report. I think it's a good...it
also adds Senate Bill 164, the parental right to recov-
ery...agaiost drug pushers. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall the
Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill...Senate Bill 537. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays
are none, none voting Present., The Senate does adopt the

first Conference Committes report on Semate Bill 537 and the
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bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1289, Senate Bill 1283, Senator
Barkhausen., Mr. Secretary, Senate Bill 1289,

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1289, first Conference Conmmittee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

(Machine cutoff)...Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, the Conference Conmittee
report on Senate Bill 1283 incorporates three bills which
have earlier passed this Chamber, Senate Bill 1289 itself and
Senate Bill 1286. Both of these are bills that have been
reconnended by the Governor's Inspector General dealing with
the subject of child pornography that...both of them very
noncontroversial and...and easily passed this Chamber. The
same is true of the provisions of Senate Bill 645 which are
incorporated im this repor%t which is the legislation which
would prohibit a criminal...a convicted criminal from
profiting from publicity about his crime. As I say, all
three of these bills easily passed this Chamber earlier. The
Conference Conmittee report is signed by all five Senators.
I'd be happy to answer any questions and would otherwise urge
adoption of the report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report
on Senate Bill 1289. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the
first Conference Conmittee report on Senate Bill 1289 and the
bill having received the required coastitutional majority is

declared passed. Senate Bill 1388, Senator Coffey...Senate
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Bill... 1388, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)

Pirst Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 1388.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
nove to accept the...first Conference Committee report which
really...what it does, it accepts Amendment No. ! and No. 2
and...and objects to the Senate...Amendment No. 3. Anendment
No. 1 and...really what it does is just clarification for the
departument, In the event the departmen: shall not require
persons in such areas to participate in job search training
programs, it just clarifies that. This is the workfare pro-
gram, by the way. Amendment HNo. 2...0r...Amendment No., 2
really in the event that a person receives food
stamps,...just the reguirements on the working hours to
thirty hours rather than forty, and I'd ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMODZIO)

Discussion? Discussion? If not, the question is, shall
the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 1388. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
fake the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are none, 2 voting Present. The Senate does adopt the first
Conference Connittee report on Senate Bill 1388 and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
&eclared passed. Senate Bill 1452, Senator Welch. Mr.
Secretary, Senate Bill 1452,

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1452, first Conference Committee report.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill conbines three sep-
arate objectives. Number one, the originmal bill is a bill
that passed out of here that allows the conmerce comnission
to design and inmplement a program whereby telephone corpora-
tions shall provide devices capable of servicing the needs of
the deaf or severely hearing impaired. Although a bill simi-
lar to this has passed oat, the effective date on that is not
imnmediate and this bill is an attempt to make that with an
imnediate effective date. The second provision of this bill
is an apendment that was not put on, House Bill 18, the bill
that will provide utility relief for a great many consumers
throughout the State of Illinois. House Bill 18 was a bill
which changes from the five percemt tax on utilities to a per
therm and per kilowatt tax. An amendment was not put on
that bill because of the...hazards of throwing that one into
a Conference Committee. Instead, the amendment is on this to
clarify provisions requested in part by People's Gas Company
not to reduce liability to the State for taxes but rather to
clarify the method of collecting those *taxes; and the third
provision is a bill that has been before this Body and that
is one detailing changes in the Citizen Utility Board elec-
tion process and billing procedure of utilities. I'11 be
glad to answer any gquestioas.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, I think maybe we should probably note the last
provision that the sponsor referred to because we defeated
this bill one time, I think as a rather close vote; in fact,
I think it was only after a verification. However, it seeds
like it has reappeared again and that, of course, is this

business about the CUB provision that requires such folks as
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Commonwealth Edison and others to...to do printing on their
postcards in behalf of CUB and also to give CUB at 1least
ninety days notice any time they're going to be making a
mailing. We didn't think too kindly of this the first tinme
that it appeared. I hope that perhaps everybody is going to
hold fast and we will be able to reject this first comn-
merce.,.this first conmmission report...committee report and
maybe we can get a better one the second time around. I'a
not particularly thrilled either about Provision B of the so-
called clean-up language...I guess probably because I really
do not favor the modifications that were made in the wutility
tax in the first place. So, I think we probably can do bhetter
in terms of a Conference Committee report, and I would kind
of ask that we hold fast on this one and see if we can do
better the second time around.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JERONME JOYCE:

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

Indicates he will yield. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, I'd like to ask you a little bit about the CUB. Was
he hibernmating this Session?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schunenman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

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

Indicates he will yield, Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, where is House Bill 182
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch,
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SENATOR WELCH:

House Bill 18 passed both Chambers and is on the
Governor's Desk. The amendment that I referred in this bill
was an amendment to amend that particular bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Okay. Our staff analysis indicates that the glitch that
you refer to in House Bill 18 is simply a technical problen
and could easily be resolved by an anmendatory veto. Do
yot...do you agree that it could be done that way?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

No, I don't wvant that bill coming back to the House of
Representatives, Senator, I...I think that there was a great
deal of difficulty in getting that out. I think that we nmay
have some changes if it does come back, so I would prefer to
ao it this way if we do it at all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

That wasn't my question. The question was, do you agree
that it could be done that way?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Not with an immediate effective date on that bill, no.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Oh, thank you. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
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SENATOR NETSCH:

It...it seems to me that if we can clean things aup our-
selves, Senator Schuneman, vwe don't want to invite the Gover-
nor to overuse his amendatory veto when we still have the
power to correct it ourselves. My ouanderstanding is, with
respect to that part of the bill, that the...the particular
provisions were really requested by some of the gas companies
who don't have any position on the merits of House Bill 18,
baut when they looked at it, subsequently after it passed,
found that there were some things that just simply did not
work well for them if it should become law. So, it seens to
me that it behooves us to take care of our own business now
while we have the opportunity and not further encourage the
overutilization of the amendatory veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator HWelch may close.
SENATOR WELCH:

I would just 1like to urge a favorable vote. There is
some very important legislation we're dealing with here and I
think that the time has come to pass it
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer~-
ence Copmittee report on Senate Bill 1452, Those inmn 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? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 31, the Nays are 26, none voting Present. The Conference
Committee report is not adopted and the Secretary shall so
inform the House. Senator Welch requests a second Conference
Comnmittee. All right, with 1leave of the Body, wefll...on
Supplemental S...Supplemental Calendar 5 is House Bill {188,
Senator Berman is ready to proceed. House Bill 1188, #Mr.

Secretary.
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SECRETARY:

House Bill 1188, first Conference Comnittee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Nr. President. The...the first Conference
Comnittee report on House Bill 1138 deals with several itenms,
let mne take you through them. First, we debated the other
day regarding the issue of the rights to the legal custody of
a minor when the custodial parent passes away, and what we
have said here, and let me read it to you, it's relatively
short. "Upon the death of any parent having legal custody of
a wminor child, legal custody passes by law toc the surviving
noncustodial parent unless that parent has been found to be
under a 1legal disability or unfit or the court after a full
hearing pursuant to proper notice and petition filed by a
person who had standing at the time of the custodial parent's
death to bring a child custody proceeding...pursuant to
Section 601, determines the surviving parent is unfit to have
custody of the minor." Now, what we have provided im here is
that the noncastodial parent is the one tha:t will have the
first rights to the child vhen the custodial parent passes
away., What we have provided further, in response to Senator
Jeremiah Joyce's inquiry regarding the question of a person
who has caused or contributed the...to the death of the
custodial parent, we have provided further that where a sur-
viving person has been convicted of the murder or voluntary
manslaughter of a deceased person of a minor...deceased
parent of a minor, such surviving parent shall not be awarded
visitation rights unless the court f£finds by clear and
convincing evidence that wvisitation rights would be in the
ninor's best interest. It is the stated policy of the Gen-
eral Assembly that in most circumstances it is not in the

best interest of the minor to have contact with a parent who
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is incarcerated for the murder or voluntary manslaughter of
the minor's other parent. e have changed in this bill also
revised from one dollar to two dollars the fee that the
employer may collect from an employee for withholding pur-
suant to court order spouse or child support from the
employee’s paycheck. I aurge the adoption of Conference
Committee Report No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
concur vith the...the urging of my colleague for the approval
of this conference report. It was redone about two or three
times so that we could get the language in there that if the
parent...surviving parent is not fit, the court. can take
cognizance of that because it dida't appear in the first tinme
that the report was drafted, and I urge a favorable consider-
ation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. #ell, I reluctantly
rise in opposition and I...and it's as much my fault as any-
body else's because I may have even signed this report, I
probably did, and I vas...explained to me as many things are
in these closing days without knowledge of what a particular
provision does, and I'm sure that if Senator Berman knew
about it and Senator Geo-Karis, they probably would agree
also. On page 10 of the report where we talk about...you
know, we...ve passed a mandatory guideline bill here spon-
sored by Senator Rock, sponsored by myself and agreed upon by
everyone. The provision on page 10, line 13 to 20 is contra-
dictory to the mandatory guideline bill that we passed under

Senator Bock's sponsorship and under my sponsorship, and it
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says that where two people agree to...ignore the guidelines,
in...in fact, they have written agreement signed by the two
vhich...which establishes the amount of <child support that
they can supersede the guidelines; but nowhere in that lan-
guage does it say that the individual knev what they were
signing, that it was in the best interest of the child and
that is what ve should be concerned about, that that agree-
ment is in the best interest of the child and here it says,
that if tvwo people sign it, the court shall order that amount
paid unless there is some evidence of physical violence. It
doesn't have any...any language in there about what®'s in the
best interest of the child. There has been some 1language
that has been established. I think it's been agreed to by
all parties and the way we can get that language put in is
not to concur with this...not %to adopt this report, go to the
second Conference Conmmittee report and have the report
put...have the language put im there that it®s in the best
interest of the child, ‘cause if we pass this and someone
signs something that they don't know about, that they're not
wvell-informed and it®s not in the best interest of the child,
the coanrt wmust go along with that and that is a terrible
thing to do and contradicts the agreement of all parties and
the...and the mpandatory child support bills that we passed
here and, therefore, I reluctantly rise to oppose the adop-
tion of this report.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator...Senator...Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you. Let me say that this provision when it was
first presented to me, I said to the staff person, who is not
on the Senate staff, I said, you touch base with Marovitz and
with Johmson, is that your House sponsor? 1 said, because
this is okay with me but I'm not sure how it fits in with

ninety-one and others. The bill came back to me, I saw your
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signature on it, and I presumed that it met within the guide-
lines of what everybody was talking about. How, I'm not sure
at this hour how to solve this and I...and it causes me sone
concern, Let me suggest to you, because there are other
provisions that I think are...are relevant, I would...let ne
suggest this, let's take this out of the record at the
mopent, let me see what the House is going to do. If we can
have a second Conference Committee, I did not intend...and
wvhen I saw your signature, I went ahead on it. Let's take
this out of the record now, Mr...Mr. President, if I .might,
we'll try to straighten out this question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Senator Berman requested leave to take it out
of the record. Leave is granted. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

On a point of personal privilege, I don*t vant
any...leave any doubt, this has nothing to do with Senator
Berman at all. I began my statement by saying this is prob-
ably as wmuch ay fault as anybody else's, *cause I did sign
the Conference Committee report and it was just broaught to my
attention not more than five minutes ago about this problen.
This is not...Art's fault at all, it...if anybody's, it's
probably as much mine as the others who signed the report;
and vather than do something hurriedly in the last moment
that might adversely affect a child’s rights to support, I
think the better move is to take this out of the record
and...and I don't vant any...any inference at all that Sena-
tor Berman in any way was doing anything untoward.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

all right. Further discussion? Senator Karpiel, for

wvhat purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KARPIEL:
¥ell, I wanted to speak on the bill. I had other con-

cerns wvith the bill but if it's taken out of the record, I
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suppose I'll wait till they bring it back up again.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEAMUZIO)

Well, my suggestion...might speak with him privately and
see if you can reconcile your differences. f§e will stand at
ease for a moment, Supplemental No. 6 will be out shortly.
Senator Fawell, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR FAWELL:

Sam, we Jjust passed Senate Bill 807 about abducting a
child. You wouldn’t...you wouldn't think about charging nme
just for taking him for a few minutes now would you?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Bev, you take care of that kid. VYou know, it took us
nine months to get him and he finally showed up. So you take
him for just a little while but I want him back after while
because he knows his daddy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Lechowicz, do you have...Senator Lechowicz, what

purpose do you arise?
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REEL #5

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to have leave of the
Body to postpone the further consideration on Senate Bill
1091 until the Fall.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

All right, Senator Lechowicz, I...you want to restate
your motion, please.
SENATOR LECHOHBICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. I ask leave of the Body to
postpone...further comnsideration on Senate Bill 1031 until
the Fall,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 right, any...any discussion relevant to that point?
Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I don*t...thank you, Mr. President. I don't think that
requires a motion. Just leave it on the Calendar, right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well, Senator Lechowicz, are you, in fact, the sponsor?
Senator Lechowicz, can you tell us wvhere the bill reposes?
SENATOB LECHOWICZ:

It's on the Calendar on page 5 and a motion is required.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Lechowicz has moved that the Senate
postpone consideration on Senate Bill 1031 till later on in
the Fall. Those in favor signify by...is there discussion on
that point? Senator...Senator RUPP. Wee.oSeNatOC,seeWCesel
don't know of any other instance that we have not allowed a
sponsor who, in fact, is the sponsor to do that. Senator

Schunenan.
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Just a procedural question, Mr. President. W®hat are we
going to do with all the other bills that are on the Order of
Conference Conmittee? Are ve going to autonmatically post-
pone all of them until the Fall at some point im this proce-
dure? If ve don't postpone them, what is the disposition of
the bills?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Well,...Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

The disposition of the bills, they will be on the Calen~-
dar when we return on October the 2nd. The gentleman is
making a motion to allay the fears of those who thought that
between now and midnight the compulsory insurance would sur-
face, and all he's trying to do is tell the world, it's not
going to happen until October. I don't know what the big
deal is. I think the motion is in order.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, the motion is in order. Senator...S5enator
Rupp, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR RUPP:

Well, is...is he also telling us that it will not surface
under another bill, 1103.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator, we're on the...we're on the...on the Order of
Motioms...

SENATOR RUPP:

Don't say that, he made some comments off the side about
compulsory, sSo why can?t I? He asked the question and some-
one explained it, so I want to know that, that wmight decide
the vote.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right, Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:
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Don't entertain the motion., Let's stand at ease until we
get Calendar No. 6.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The Senate will...stand at ease. All right, Supplemental
Calendar No. 6...5upplenental Calendar No. 6, they've been
passed out...{machine cutoff)...Message from the House.
SECRETARY:

Message from the House by #ir. 0'Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives bas refused to adopt the first
Conference Committee report on Senate Bill 17 and request a
second and the House has appointed the nmembers...the Speaker
has appointed the members on the part of the House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch moves to accede to the regquests of the
House and...for a second Conference Committee., The Secretary
will so inform ;he House. Sepator Lemke, for what purpose do
you arise?

SENATOR LEMKE:

To put Senator Rupp at ease and those...Senator Lechowicz
did...vanted to postpone...1031, I think it was, Senate Bill
1091 until the Fall. House Bill 1103, there®s going to be a
corrected report filed taking out the compulsory insurance
part, and just to put everybody at rest,...I understand the
leaders all want this and so nobody will get unrestful and
worry about compulsory insurance till the Fall.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Gee, we're glad you brought it up. Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

«sothank you, Hr. President, I wvas ready also to apolo-
gize to this Body if there was any reason for so doing, but
Senator Lechowicz has told me that he will not call mandatory
insurance in this Session until October possibly. All we were

trying to do since there was another vehicle was to get ‘the
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assurance that that would not be used either. We now have
that assurance, we have the assurance that mandatory will not
be called before we adjourn this particular Session, and with
that gquarantee, I...I thank those folks for that consider-
ation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Supplemental Calendar No, 6, House Bill 578,
Senator Poshard. Mr. Secretary, House Bill 578, Supplemental
Calendar No. 6. Senator Davidson, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well,...you may have a copy of Supplemental Calendar No.
6 but some of us peons out here do not have a copy of the
Supplemental Calendar No. 6 yet, and I would appreciate hav~-
ing a copy in hand before we start.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHDZ10)

¥ell, wes...we will stand at ease for a moment until the
copies are passed out. The Chair was under the impression
that all the nmembers had them. Thank you for calling it to
our attention. All right, Senator...Senator Poshard requests
leave to take House Bill 578 out of the record for the time
being, Is there leave to come back to it? Leave is granted.
1970. House Bill 1370, Senator Davidson. Supplemental
Calendar No. 6 is House Bill 1370, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Pirst Conference Committee report on House Bill 1970.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. Presidenf and members of +the Senate, Conference
Committee No. 1| on 1370 does three things. It puts the...it
repeals the Senate amendment of the immediate effective date
which 1is vhat we had to do to get it in a Conference Conmit-

tee. Second part of it is nev language so the Department of
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Central Management Service would have a special events
revolving fund in the State Treasury so that when the indi-
vidual clubs or et cetera do rent State facilities, that
money would.be able...be available to pay for whatever the
cost was for the clean-up, care or et cetera. As it pres-
ently is now, anything that is received goes in the General
Fund and it has to be reappropriated, and conseguently, wve
don't have the funds available to take care of the clean-up.
The third part was to take care of what has been an arrivead
on agreement which had been...negotiated for about eighteen
months between...excuse me, Central Management Service and
the AFSCME union in relation to State employees who had a
vage claim settlement through the Court of Claims, and this
will establish the program of settling it directly. This
is...the reason why this originally went in to a Conference
Committee was to get that agreement which was only signed
between all parties concerned last <Thursday or Friday, I
forgot what date. I would move the adoption of commit-
tee...Conference Committee No. 1 to House Bill 1370.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, any discussion? Discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Conmittee report on House Bill 1970. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, 1
voting Present. The Senate does...adopt the first Conference
Conpittee report on House Bill 1970 and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. House...Senator Geo-Karis. Can we have some order,
please. Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO~-KARIS:

Thank you. A point of information. I had two
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bills...two appropriations bills, House bills and the House
refused to accept the Senate amendments. Can I make a motion
at this time to...refuse %o recede so that I can have a
conference report and get it over with?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEXUZIO)

fell, Senator, I am told ve...We...we do not have the
paper work physically back from the House in order for us to
do that, so as soon as that arrives, we will do that. House
Bill 2263, Senator Savickas. House Bill...well, Senator
Berman is back on the Floor...House Bill 1037, Senator
Berman. . All right, House Bill 1037, Mr. Secretary, 1-0-3-7.
SECRETARY:

Second Conference Comnittee report on House Bill 1037.
PRESIDING OPFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, #r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill has been debated a number of times. It
deals with the...it deals with the programs regarding truancy
in our public schools., Let me try to make the debate short.
If you recall, when the bill wvas in the Senate originally
vith Senate Bill 725 and the bill passed out with a substan-
tial vote. The area of disagreement was whether the juvenile
courts should be in or out of the bill...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Can we break up the conferences...Senator Berman. Sena~-
tor Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

The gquestion was whether after a series of supportive of
services that are mandated in this bill were supplied to the
students, should there be a backup, a last alternative of
having the juvenile courts in them; and we presented that
question to the Senate and the Senate went along with the

Senate Education Committee and we said, yes, that ought to be
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at the end of the road. The House, for several reasomns, the
major one let me point out was that the workload involved
could not be handled by the Circuit Court of Cook County, and
there vas a large feeling on...in a number of downstate dis-
tricts that the court system there was inappropriate. You've
heard some of that debate from Senator Welch earlier. The
bill as it's presented to you today...toright, now, in the
second Conference Committee report does not have the juvenile
courts in it. The courts have been taken out, The reason
they've been taken out is a very practical reason. There's a
substantial split as to whether the facilities in many of the
downstate districts can provide a meaningful backup in their
juvenile system. What we are presenting to you today and
which I'm asking you to support me in is a mandate of sub-
stantial support services to chronic truants. If it doesn't
work and wve need the juvenile courts in there, I will be
back, others will be back in a year or two to plug them back
in, but we...vwe're not able to get either the support back
home or the support in the Body to pass the bill with the
court...the downstate courts in them tonight. So, I'm asking
that ve not dump the bill. There are mandated support
services that I and others all feel ace critical, that's
what's in the bill. I ask for your affirmative vote on
Conference Committee Report No. 2.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Discussion? If not, the question is, shall the Senate
adopt ‘the second Conference Committee report on House Bill
1037. 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 50, the WNays are none, 4 voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the second Conference Conmmit-
tee report on House Bill 1037 and the bill having received

the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
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2263, Senator Savickas. 2421, Senator Bloom. Senate Bill
328, Senator Vadalabene. 630...Senate Bill 830, Senator
Rupp. All right, Supplemen:al Calendar No. 6, middle of the
page, is Senate Bill 830, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Conmittee report on Senate Bill 830.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Hr. President. I move that we concur and
adopt the first Conference Committee report. The...the con-
cern vwas...Senator Carroll had...there was in a previous...in
the...maneuvering and in the amendments a proposal to set up
an escrow account for some funds. That procedure vwe have
never done. Senator Carroll asked that we meet and write the
conference report eliminating that, that we have done, and I
ask for adoptiom of this conference report.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Discussion? Discussion? All right, Illinois Information
Service has requested permission to videotape the proceed-
ings. Leave granted? Leave is granted. Any further discus-
sion? The guestion is, shall the Senate adopt the first
Conference Conmittee rteport om Senate Bill 830. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who...who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the first Conference Committee
report on Sepate Bill 830 and the bill having received the
required coanstitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 873, Senator Topinka. Senate Bill 325, Senator Carroll.
Senate Bill 944, Senator Dawson. Senator Dawson on the
Floor? Senate Bill 1189, Senator Topinka. All right, Sena-

tor Topinka indicates that...that she is ready. Senator
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Vadalabene indicates that he is ready and since he is above
you on the Calendar, we will seek leave to go to Senator
Vadalabene. Senator Vadalabene, let's...what's your...Senate
Bill 328, Mr. Secretary. Senate Bill 328.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 328, the first Conference Committee report.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR DENUZIO)

Senate Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I move to accept the first Conference Committee report on
Senate Bill 328, What it does is the Hoause receded fron
House Amendment No. 1 and incorporated a provision that
allows certain vehicles exceeding the...prescribed weight
limits to remove such excess if the officer requests such of
the operator...such of the operator of +the vehicle. It
elininates the issuance of a ticket if such excess is
renoved. The...Conference Committee No. | has the support
and approval of the Secretary of State, 1IDOT, the 1Illinois
State Police and the Midwest Trucking Association, and I move
for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Discussion? If not, the question is, shall
the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on
Senate Biil 328. 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 guestion, the Ayes
are 50, the Nays are none, 3 voting...3 voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the first Conference Connittee report om
Senate Bill 328 and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. A1l right,
bottom of the page, bottom of your page...Supplemental Calen-

dar No. 6 is Senate Bill 1189, Mr. Secretary.
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SECRETARY:

First Conference Commnittee report on Senate Bill 1189,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZI10)

All right, Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

' Yes, Mr., President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I wvwonld move to concur with the Conference Committoe.
What this wultimately does is allow the transplant board,
which ve agreed to last Session, on the appropriations, which
we agreed to and which have now kicked in as of yesterday, to
be exempt from the Illinois Open Meetings Act and the Freedon
of Information Act only insofar as the discussions of the
cases im point; however, the announcement of who would be
getting these reiambursements would be made public. It has
been agreed to by the Illinois State Medical Society and also
by the Illinois Press Association who seem to be the players
here. I...I would move for your concurrence at this tinme.
It still may have some problems in the future, but I think
that with the help of Senator Sangmeister, we can iron those
out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Yes, Mr. President, I've got a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Topinka, I wanted to ask you about this...the
wvordings in here that I read about...Experimental
Organ...Transplantation Act. W®hat is it that is an...an
experiment in this program on the organ transplants?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:
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Well, that..,.that is not really a part of this bill at
all. That was passed last year where we became the first
State to provide reimbursement for experimental organ trans-
plantation that may not have been approved by various insur-
auce companies but was a viable medical/surgical procedure
which was undervay and which was coming into Illinois to
account for that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Well, then can you give a...a rundown on just exactly
what it is nov in its present form so I can decide?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIOQ)

Senator...Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

The Transplant Act or this particular amendment to it?
PRESIDING OFPFICER: {(SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

I'nm interested in...in the bill and also 1I'm interested
in what you're trying to do by your...by your amendment or
the.,.the change that you’re making here. @hat...what are
we..,vhat's the concept in...in the bill and then, what is
this amendment...what are we...what are we doing on this?
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Topinka,

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Well, really the amendment is the bill. Now if you're
talking about the Act, it was passed last Session and it's
locked in. The bill basically does not want to put the per-
sonal discossions of sick people in a public forua...because
it's just not the place for it and the results would be voted
upoa and would be pade public. It...it's not any attempt to

evade, but it*'s just attempting not to put forth the
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tragedies that are ongoing in the families that are iavolved.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Okay, so it*'ll be a public meeting then that you're going
to have...an...an open meeting on this?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

The deliberations about the procedures and the cases
involved will not be public. The voting and the results will
be, so that everybody knows where any type of public reim-
bursement will be going.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

When we talk about public meetings, are we talking about
applications of the people that want to donate or the people
that want organms? Are we talking about the doner or the
donee in this case?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

We're talking about the donee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

This is.esthe. . the receiver, de're not talking
aboat...o0kay, wve want to make sure, because in these cases I
know that...especially downstate that the right-to-life
people monitor all these organ donated cases in regards
to...to see if there's any euthanasia involved in...in the
person giving the organ, and as long as it doesn’t affect

that, I guess it*d be okay. I'm still going to vote Present
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‘cause I'm fearful of what this could be.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

=»e@ gquestion, because I was one of those who signed the
Conference Conmnmittee report. Ny understanding, Sena~
tor...Topinka, is that if we do not pass this bill, all of
the deliberations, everything will be subject to the Open
Meetings Act, and while there may be some discomfort about
what we are permitting to be on the public record as a result
of this, it is considerably more restricted than would be the
present state of the law. Here you will have only the final
results that will be subject to the Open Meetings Act; other-
wise, the deliberations and the discussions which would cer-
tainrly be, I think, an invasion of privacy would also be
subject to the Open Meetings Act, so that this is certainly
an improvement over the current state of the law., Is that an
accurate description?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, very accurate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCRUNEMAN;

Thank you, H¥r. President and nmembers of the Senate. When
this organ tramsplant bill was passed last year, it estab-
lished a board which would consider the applications of
people who might be eligible for organ transplants. All this
bill does is...is simply say that those doctors and others
who look at...at very confidential, personal medical records
of these applicants, that all of that information does not
be...need to be spread before the public. It*s a very

reasonable and necessary bill to pass. The final action
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taken by the board, that is the actual vote, will be public
and I commend Senator Topinka in what she's doing here. ¥We
all ought to support it.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, thank you. If you'll notice on that Conference
Committee report, my name was signed and then it was
scratched off. I want you to anderstand that it's really
back on there again. I do not completely, by any means, agree
with what.,.vwhat the final determination is. I don*t think
that those proceedings should be that public a: that stage;
hovever, rather tham see this whole thing go down the tubes,
I*ve talked with Senator Topinka, and as a result, I will
support it, but I tell you, ve'll be back with a bill again
to restrict this,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, M#r. President and members of the Senate. I
stand in...in support of this legislation and I sympathize
with the people who are involved. I know personal cases of
this and to hold something like this in confidence when a
person is plagued with this type of illness, I think you're
doing them a great justice and I support it.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Topinka may close.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

I think we've probably kicked this around adequately. It
came in...the whole idea of a reimbursement process im the
original bill was so that people didn't have to publicly air
their liner and...and go around begging. I think this is
part amd parcel of that. It's a really dignified way of

going about it. I would appreciate your vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Conference
Committee report on Senate Bill 1183. 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 guestiom, the Ayes
are 48...48, the Nays are 1, 4 voting Present. The Senate
does adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill 1189 and the bill having received the required constitu-
tional ma jority is declared lav...is declared passed.
(Machine cutoff)...leave of the Body, we will return to the
top of Supplemental Calendar 6, House Bill 578, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

This is the first Conference Committee report on House
Bill 578 corrected.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, HMr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is the bill which establishes the enployees
suggestion award program, and I would move to concur with the
corrected Conference Committee Report No. 1 which simply
requires the appropriations to the Enmployees Savings Award
Board for the awards rather than to the department involved.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right,...any discussion?...the gquestion 1is, shall
the...the Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report
on House Bill 578. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote WNay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the

first Conference Conmittee report on House Bill 578 and the
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bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed..  Sebator Dawson on the Floor? Senator
Dawson on the Floor? All right. Senator Dawson, on 39442 All
right. Supplemental Calendar...No. 6, bottom of the page, is
Senate Bill 944, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

{Bachine cutoff)...Conference Committee report on Senate
Bill 944,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON;

Mr. President, I wish to concur with the second Confer-
ence Committee report on 944. The second Conference Committee
deletes the requirement of the fifty-two percent and would
make it that the General Assembly would annually adopt a
joint resolution indicating the specific relationship between
the grants and the annual standard of...of need for general
assistance and aid to dependent children programs. Ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President. What do you mean by an annual
agreement or whatever?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

Senator Donahue, I said it would be through a...General
Assembly would annually adopt a joint resolution...in just
indicating to them. It wouldn®t be making it mandatory. Be
just a regular resolution.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? If not, the question is, shall the

Senate adopt the first Conference Committee report on Senate
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Bill 944. 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 wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 22, the Nays are...the Ayes
are 23, the Nays are 28, 1 voting Present. The Conference
Committee report is not adopted and the Secretary shall so
inform the House. Senator Dawson, is it your desire to have
a second conference? It is not. Supplemental Calendar No. 7
is being distributed... {nachine cutoff).,..we could get some
‘Pages to come down to the Secretary's Desk here and start
distributing Supplemental No. 7. The Senate will stand at
ease for a noment. We?ll stand at...we will stand at ease
for about ten minutes...at eight...eight forty-five we will
begin on Supplemental Calendar No. 7.
PRESIDENT:

The Senate will please come to order. HWe're on the Order
of Supplemental Calendar No. 7, the Order of Conference
Conmittee Reports, the Conference Committee Report on House
Bill 570, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

First Conference Conmmittee report on House Bill 570.
PBRESIDENT:

Senator Philip. .

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As you know, this is the Conference Comnittee report
on Build Illinois, or how should I say it, Responsively Build
Illinois. It's...as you notice on your desk, it's a hundred
and seventy-two pages. It authorizes a used car tax of five
percent, authorizes bonds of 1.3 billion dollars for five
years, nine hundred and forty-eight million dollars of bonds
and three hundred and eighty million dollars as

pay-as-you-go. It includes many projects, highways, fifty-
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one central Illinois sewer and water projects, flooding
projects, infrastructure projects, mass transit, engineering
school im the City of Chicago, urban development, housing
partnerships, State of Illinois Building in Rockford and many
other projects. This has been the Governor's program. I
think it®s a reasonable compromise between Responsively Build
Illinois and Build 1Illinois. We have some bonds and sone
pay-as-you-go. I'll be happy to answer any questions and
hope that we would have well over thiriy-six votes.
PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Philip has moved the adoption of the
Conference Committee report on House Bill 570. Discussion?
Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise to join with Senator Philip in his comments
and what I believe is a truly valuable program for the people
of the State of Illinois in all of its aspects. It not only
allows us the business incentive of Building Illinois bat
Building Illimois in a very responsible manner, for what we
will do is maintain a billion three hundred twenty-eight mil-
lion dollar program that can, in fact, be completed in the
Governor's requested eight vyears, appropriated over five
years, but do so at a savings that will be at 1least seven
handred and fifty million and a...and possibly a billion five
hundred million in interest payments that the State would
have otherwise had to pay and save the taxpayers, at least,
five billion dollars in what would have been the tax burden
under the original plan. This is, in fact, an amalgam of the
t¥o ideas. It guarantees that no less than three hundred and
eighty million dollars will be pay-as-you-go, It guarantees
that 2.2 percent of the sales taxes will, in fact, be put
into the Illinois Pund. It guarantees that if used car taxes

are, in fact, greater than the 2.2 million, as has been sug-
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gested to us by the Illinois Bconomic and Fiscal Conmission
and others, that if, in fact, the used car taxes are greater
than that 2.2 percent nandatory transfer, that that addi-
tional money, year by year, will spill over into the Build
Illinois Fund and, therefore, cause for the next year no
bonds to be bought for that dollar amount. It provides that
the bonds will be basically the short-term type notes so that
we can get a lover interest rate, lower, in fact, than gen-
eral obligation, and further provides that if, in fact, at
any point in time the reserve funds created are equal to the
outstanding bonds, those bonds must be paid off. The provi-
sions in the Bond Act call for that calling of bonds. It is,
therefore, presumed the tax will last no longer thanm fifteen
years instead of the thirty-six years originally created.
There is no use of tourism dollars in this approach. We
believe that the combination will allow no less than thirty
percent to be pay-as-you-go and very probably fifty to sixty
percent pay-as-you-go with quick projects at the same appro-
priation 1level ard I think will do something to spur the
econony of Illinois at the most minimal taxpayer expense pos-
sible and urge support.
PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I, too, would rise imn support
of this progran. I think that what we've learned here is
that the legislative process does work and it works well. ¥e
have taken two programs and meshed them together to the point
vhere we have used the best of both ideas, both a bonding
program for those programs where we need accelerated funding
and the program to pay as we go So we can save the taxpayers'
of Illinois something like seven hundred and fifty wmillion
dollars in interest. The bottom line and what we are seeking

is getting Illinois in shape to bring in new jobs, in doing
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that with as much cost effectiveness as we possibly can, and
I think that by the Senate Democrats holding out and not
falling in line willy-nilly and proposing our own plan we
have been able to shape a new program, one that both parties
can call their own and one that's in the best interest of all
of Illinois. .
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate,  I'd 1like to ask a question in regards to the pro-
posed revenues that were in the original Build Illinois pro-
gram for coal, and I*d like to ask that, I guess, to Senator
Carroll. . Okay?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Senator Poshard, the pro-
gram calls for the creation and use of the Coal Industrial
Bond Revolving Fund Program. The first year spending plan
developed by the General Assembly would provide a million
dollar seed money to begin that loan program, and then it
would grow from there and then be a loan repaym=nt plan, and
we have provided that million dollars in other legislation.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Well, thank you, Nr. President. I was just listening to
Senator Welch tell as that this is a program that both par-
ties could truly call their own. I really don’t whether ay
party can call it its own anymore, but I certainly would
agree, Senator Welch, that you can certainly call it your own
‘cause you're on all these pages here, Here's page 9 of the

appropriation bill comirg up, you've done quite well, and I
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certainly congratulate you on your good work.
PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

If the sponsor would yield. WNew Section 46.51 of Article
XIX of the Build 1Illinois Act expressly authorizes the
Department of Commerce and Conmunity Affairs to "extend
appropriations for the purpose contained in the Act. "
Por..,clarification purposes, the onmissions of the Department
of Commerce and Community Affairs from a list of agencies set
forth in agents...Article I, Section 1-3 of the Act does not
in any way prevent, impair or diminish the authority of the
Departsent of Conmerce and Community Affairs from extending
appropriations for the purpose...purposes contained in the
Build Illinois Act. That's a very spontaneous question. I'4d
appreciate an answer.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Philip, I guess, is yielding to Senator Carroll.
Senator Carroll, if you please.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, I believe that is +to show the Llegislative
intent that the Department of Commerce and Comnmunity Affairs
can, in fact, spend the monies appropriated in the various
appropriation bills. This is the authorization.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOHN:

And for further clarification, if you turn to Article X,
Section 10-3H, I...I believe it authorizes the Department of
Connerce and Community Affairs to "acquire and accept by
gift, grant, purchase or otherwise but not by condemnation
fee simple title or such lessor interest as may be desired in
land for the purposes of improvement and development of such

land.® Could you clarify the use of the term "lessor inter-
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est in land"? Would that...is that intended to include the
authority to enter into option agreements with such land?
) T
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

There may be a necessity such in...as an incubator
facilities to do leasehold agreements and that is what that
is to provide for a lessor than a fee simple absolute.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Could that language "lessor interest in land,” also
intend to include the authority to enter into optiom agree-
ments with respect to such land?

PRESIDENT:

All right, further discussion? Senator Schaffer, for the
second time. I beg your pardon, Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CABéOLL:

The famous Japanese people tell me, yes.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

With...,with the indulgence of the Body, another spon-
taneous gquestion has occurred to me. For clarification pur-
poses, it should be noted that the Small Business Development
Act wvhich is set forth in Article IX and the large Business
Development Act which is set forth in Article X are intended
to assist in those projects which will result in +the reten-
tion, emphasize the word retention, of jobs as well as those
projects which will yield an increase in jobs...similarly
those two programs are intended to assist in those projects
which will result in a retention of a given business as well

as those projects which involve a new plant start-up or
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expansion. Well, it just occurred to me while I was walking
over here. Like an answer.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:
fes.
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Is there further discussion?
Senator Philip, you wish to close? I beg your pardon, Sena-
tor 2Zito, The 1late 1lights are causing us all difficulty.
Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

I...I apologize, Mr. President, and...reluctantly rise in
opposition to House Bill 570. I really believe, ladies and
gentlemen, we could have made Build Illinois a much better
program. You know, when we had the infrastructure subconmit-
tee hearings, we heard hours of testimony from more than one
hundred witnesses. We had our first hearing in Carbondale
and wve heard about the very serious problems many southera
Illinois communities bhave with contaminated drinking water.
In Salem, for example, they have a domestic water boil order
on the average of every six days. 1In Belleville, we vere
told of the massive flood control projects which are neces-
sary to make the Metro-east area a viable, economic ter-
ritory. In Rockford, Illinois, when employment has been in
double figures now for several years, we were told about
projects that would lure some new high-tech. industries; and
in Chicago, a metropolitan sapitary district engineer testi-
fied that after...that four times a year more than half a
million homes in Chicago flood their...their basements flood
vith rav severage. Build Illinois has turned out to be less
than what we all expected. Build 1Illinois proposes flood
control projects im some of the most affluent conmunities in

our State; yet, there's no mention of the domestic water boil
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order in Salem, Illinois. Build Illinois would undertake the
Hanover Park Flood Control Project along the west branch of
the DuPage BRiver, but there's no relief for those half a mil-
lion Cook County homes whose basements are flooded with raw
severage four times a year. PFor all the connunities that
aren't going to have an opportunity to apply to the revolving
loan fund, each and every program that is not specifically
pentioned in the next piece of legislation that we're going
to vote oo will...those communities will have nothing in
Build IXllinois; they'll have no revolving loan fund to go to,
they®ll have no opportunity to help themselves with their
infrastructure needs. While I think this was a good begin-
ning, we haven't even taken the time, ladies aund gentlenmen,
to do a survey of this State to find out what our
infrastructure needs are. I reluctantly rise in opposition,
I think it vas a good beginning but we could have done mach
better, and to pass this legislation at this time, I feel,
would be a mistake.

PRESIDENT:

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

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 570, the Conference Committee is...has
been a compromise between the Democrat and the Republican
plan. There are nine hundred and forty-eight million dollars
in bonds and three hundred and eighty million dollars as
pay-as-you-go. It’s a good program for all of Illinois and I
vould appreciate an affirmative vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall the Senate adopt the Conference
Comnittee report on House Bill 570, 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
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who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, there are 46 Ayes, 11 Nays, none voting
Present. The Senate does adopt the Conference Committee
report on House Bill 570 and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Supple-
mental Calendar No. 7, on the Order of Conference Comnittee
reports, there's a report on House Bill 3933, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

First Conference Committee report on House Bill 993,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, MNr. President, and I would wish to yield to
Senator Demuzio.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEHUZIO:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 993 is the appropriation bill that appro-
priates the three hundred and seventeen million dollars of
spending for...appropriations, rather, for this next year.
It 1lists the projects for the proposal that we just passed
out. I think everyone knows what's in it, and I would ask
for concurrence of...of the first Conference Committee report
on House Bill 993.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

#ell, thank you, MNr. President. I'd like to ask the
Sponsor Or sSponsors or whoever it may be a guestion.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsors indicate they will yield, Senator HWatson.
SENATOR WATSON:

And who will that sponsor be?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio, I assune.
SENATOR WATSON:

Okay. Senator, I've looked through the analysis that I
have bhere in front of me and I am amazed at the number of
projects that are for the Chicago area, and I'm just curious
as to out of that three hundred and seventeen million, how
many nillions of dollars are for the Cook County/Chicago
area?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DENUZIO:

It's three hundred and twenty-five million dollars out of
the 1.3 billion,
PRESIDENT:

The gentleman is out of order and will be removed, if
need be. Please. Senator Hatson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Well, during...during your explanation, you mentioned
three hundred and seventeen million and what was that?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO;

That is this year's appropriation which is near the
Governor's level as...as he introduced it.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Out of that three hundred and seventeen million, can you
give me any idea how much of that would be for the City of
Chicago?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Demuzio,

SENATOR DEMUZIO:
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I'nm told it's about a hundred and thirty.
PRESIDENT:

I beg your pardon. Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Beg your pardon, it's eighty-six million.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

%hat's a hundred and thirty?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

That*s the Governor's portion.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Well, that.,.that's well and good. He got eighty-six
million in here for Build Chicago at the expense of probably
the entire population of the State of Illinois. As I 1look
through here, I can just...I've got them circled, the aunber
of...the dollars ve're talking about and you can see the
people that are on the Floor here tonight, not necessarily
Senate members, members from other Chambers that are here
tonight that are concerned and interested in this partic-
ulare...333. I don't see...I don't see necessarily the
downstaters here, I see a lot of people from the...that are
interested in the City of Chicago. I think that this partic-
ular analysis that we have in front of us and this particular
piece of legislation is simply nothing more than H#Hike Hadigan
and the Speaker of the House's proposal to Build Chicago, and
I don't think that necessarily it's...in the best interest to
the people of this State, and I don't think that my people in
ny district are going to be very appreciative of the fact if

we pass legislation such as this it's going to be nothing
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more than a funnel and a one-wvay street and a one-way road to
the City of Chicago. I'm not anti-Chicago, not at all. I
think that Chicago deserves what they deserve, nothing more,
and what we have done in this particular program is appropri-
ate dollars more...a greater percentage of money than we
probably...than Chicago deserves, and I don't think it's
right for the rest of the State of this...of Illinois to be
asked to pay for a Build Chicago. Now this, for example...I
mean, the Cook County Hospital, we've got eleven thousand
beds in Cook County that are vacant and we're asking for how
many millions of dollars, Mr. Sponsor, for the Cook County
Hospital? How many millions of dollars are going to go into
a hospital in which we've got...Cook County of eleven thou-
sand vacant beds? Can you tell me that?
PRESIDERT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DENMUZIO:

I'n sorry, I didn*t...TI didn®t listen to the question.
How much to Cook County Hospital? Is that the question?
Five...five billion dollars of planning money.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Planning for what?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, I'm told planning, architectural design and those
kinds of itesms. .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Are we going to build a new hospital...architectural

design, is that what we're going to do?
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PRESIDENT:

sseSenator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I'n going to yield to Senator Carroll who may have more
details...

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Carroll,
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., Let me jast...also, if I might utilize some of the
time of mine to identify some of the issues. The Governor
has asked for a spending level novw of three hundred and thir-
teen million dollars, his request, up from the two hundred
and tventy-three he originally asked for...

PRESIDENT:

I beg your pardon...
SENATOR CARROLL:

You want me to just answer you on this one and then 1I°'ll
ask mny own time? Okay. It is my understanding, the Gover-
nor has suggested a study at County Hospital to see, in fact,
vhether a new institution need be built or a total rehab. of
that portion of the hospital that is truly...unaosable at this
stage in time., I don*t think anyone yet knows the ansver
until they get in there as to whether it's smarter to build
nev...tear down and build new or totally gut and rehab. As
you know, much of it is out of compliance and cannot be used
now and is empty and this has been something the Governor has
been talking about for quite sometinme.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSOHN:

I don't remember...I don't recall ay question being
answered. How much...how many millions of dollars is going

to go for Cook County Hospital and what is it for?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

It...it*s planning, engineering and architectural design
in the amount of five million dollars. Senator Denuzio
had..»-had answered that.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Are we going to build a new one or are we going to try to
refurbish what ve got? #W®e've got eleven thousand vacant beds
in Cook County. We're...and...and you were one of the spon-
sors of the trying to control'the high cost of medical care
in Illinois and you are going to put more money into a situa-
tion im wvhich we got a no win. I would like for you to
explain that, please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Be pleased to. County Hospital, right now, is probably
the nost expensive institution in the State to operate, the
cost of which public aid is paying and the citizens of Cook
County is about double that of any community based imsti-
tution and significantly more than the other teaching insti-
tutions. It is because of the high operating costs of this
old and obsolete facility that their costs are running some-
vhere around seven hundred and fifty dollars a day for which
the Department of Public Rid reimburses them significantly
less than that, probably about forty-five to fifty-five per-
cent. W®hat is happening, however, is that wmany of us who
have seen the facilities believe that it has to be totally
restructured in a much smaller component, my own personal
belief. This will help determine that through architectural

planning and engineering, and if you will recognize service
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to patients has ebbs and flows, highs and lows. Right now,
the hospitals of Cook County are running at sixty percent
occupancy or less. Inmagine that were you to close County
while you are rehabing or rebuilding, you are sending out to
these communities some eight hundred to a thousand patients
per day which would significantly increase their billings,
community based billings to the State of Illinois at a lower
rate and make their occupancies at seventy or eighty percent
during the time it would take to construct a truly valuable
public facility. Remember, the citizens of Cook County pay
for more thamn half of the cost of operating this facility
through the property tax.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

I...I won't dwell any longer, I think...I've tried to
make my point. I...I believe that any...any downstater who
feels that proper appropriation in dollars and cents should
be treated equitably and fairly for the entire State of Illi-
nois should be voting No.,.any downstater. It's an obvious
No vote on an appropriation and a bill such as this. I..a1
realize and...and I appreciate the concerns of the City of
Chicago. I do have an appreciation for that and I do under-
stand the importance of the city to the State of Illinois,
but I do think that they shouldn*t ask for anymore tham their
fair share and that's all that we've asked for in downstate
and I don't think that the...the city should ask for anything
more, I believe a No vote is the appropriate vote. Thank
you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

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

Point of personal privilege.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)
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State your point.
SENATOR DUDYC2Z:

Senator Watson, you mentioned several times that this
bill...you mentioned...or you referred to it as a Build
Chicago bill.  Well, you're nistaken. This wmay be MNike
Nadigan's build part of Chicago bill where Build Chicago is
Democratic part, but not the 7th District. So, when you
refer to Build Chicago, it's not all of Chicago, it's only
may be...Hike...Hike Hadigan®s and his friends®' part.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {(SENATOR DERUZIO)

Farther discussion? Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the House,
I don't often speak because I really feel that most people
have enough to say around here...I said the House again, I'nm
sorry, I...I have my o0ld seatmate with me here +tonight too.
But, you know, before we became a “"Happy State" with that new
little tourism gag, there used to be a theme that we filed
through that...was referred to outside of Chicago is a place
called Illinois, and apparemtly it didn't sell then and with
House Bill 993 it apparently doesn't sell now. Outside of
Chicago 1is also suburban Cook County, East DuPage County,
West DuPage County and all the other counties that are
involved. When I look at this bill, I don't see anything for
these areas that are old, old in ianfrastructure, old in what
it needs. We've been left out there on the doorstep 1like a
foundling. Now, I understand greed and I understand its
tentacles and I also see it very strongly here on 993, and I
think it's an intolerable act that is trying to...trying to
be perpetrated here by 993. I personally won't tolerate it,
I think it stinks and I think it oinks, and I would hope that
people in suburban Cook and East DuPage and West DuPage and
everybody else in this State realizes what this bill is and

votes against it and votes it down appropriately. 1I'd have
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to agree with Senator Zito that I think it was a good start
with Build Illinois, but, boy, it came out with a real bad
finish.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I don't want to leave the impression that we've been
left out completely and...and when those who tried to do
nothing and get nothing go back home and say Chicago got
everything. Well, let me remind Senator Watsom that Madison
County im this project has approximately over nine amillion
dollars in different projects. St. Clair County, of which he
also has a part of, has over six million dollars in projects
in this package and let ne...®e remind Senator HWatson that
the new State Office Building and police headquarters is
going to be built in his district, and let me remind Senator
Watson that we all joined together to get him a convention
center in his district. So, don't say that Chicago got
everything. #W#e got a good chunk of this money and you got a
good chunk of it before this bill came here, and so you
people who thimk that when Senator Watson and some of these
downstate Senators who do nothing to get anything, we take
care of them anyway.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CABROLL:

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

Haite.,Wait...vait a minute, Senator. ..Senator
Carroll...all right, Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you. Senator Watson asked me not to speak when
ansvering his questions other than an answer. Now let nme

just make some comments in support of the legislation. I
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think it is quite clear that this, the first year's funding
is critical to the needs of the State of Illinois. The
Governor has asked us to raise the level from that which he
had announced of two hundred and twenty-three million to
acconmodate some needs he had in attempting to attract sonme
business, and that is, in fact, why the growth and some of
that falls in all parts of this State. Yes, in fact, some
eighty-five million would be spent within the County of Cook
and a lot of that, obviously, within the City of Chicago.
Yes, in fact, the Governor asked for about a hundred and
thirty-five million that he allocated, and about a hundred
and ten roughly in other dowvnstate areas. VYes, in fact,
that's different than the way Build Illinois was introduced,
and at that point only twenty-three percent of the budget for
Build 1Illinois was allocated. After the allocations, the
Governor took a larger share, downstate took a larger share
and Chicago and Cook County got a smaller share of the
unallocated portion. In fact, it has been estimated that
aboat forty percent of the taxes from the sales individually
of used cars will come from the County of Cook. 1I'll repeat
that., About forty percent of the taxes raised from the indi-
vidual sale of used cars will come from the County of Cook,
and if that were ;o be the criteria, then, im fact, the
county's portion should almost double in this first appropri-
ation bill, and if that is the criteria that this legislation
would want to establish, we in Cook County, I'm sure, would
be very supportive of getting about a hundred and twenty-five
million instead of eight-five million as this allocates. So,
once again, the County of Cook will be providing the dollars
to the Governor and downstate in order to join together to
Build Illinois,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, further discussion?...Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:
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Thank you, Mr. President. #Well, in regards to Senator
Carroll*s talking about the County of Cook, could you tell me
how much money is in this bill for Schaumburg Towaship or
Hanover Township?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

«seSenator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

I honestly don't have a county breakdown., I'm not sure
if Thorndale Avenue Bxpressway et al goes through your area.
I really don®t know. I don't know the boundaries of that. I
know that was a major expressway for suburban Cook and
DuPage. I don't know, Senator. I know there have been spe-
cific requests for that area in varying budgets...that could
have also been in here,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Is Thorndale Expressway in this appropriation? The
entire amount?

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

No, and none of them is the entire amount nor wvas it ever
in the Governor's published plan. He has suggested those are
nultiyear builds and asked for the original planning and pre-
paration monies for this...excuse me, Central Illinois
Expressway and Route 51,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Is the amount of money that is im this appropriation bill
the same amount as...for Thorndale Expressway the same amount
as was in the Governor's proposal?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Identical language. Identical, yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Karpiel. Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

For all the years?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

This, of course, is only the FY *86 appropriation. It is
our intent and his that it will be the same for all the
years, exactly the same spending plan as suggested by the
Governor the day he announced Build Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

You said that forty percent of the tax is going to cone
from Cook County. Do you have a breakdown how much of the
tax will be coming from DuPage County?

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CABROLL:

No, and...you know, obviously, that's not in this bill,
although I do believe Director Johnson could get you that
information.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Do you have a breakdown of how much of that forty percent
in Cook Couamty comes from Chicago as opposed to suburban
Cook?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.
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SENATOR CARBOLL:

I don't have that here. We can get...provide those fig-
ures for you. It was based on in part, also an
extrapolation, from what was paid from used car lots and what
vas projected based on the thirty dollars by the Department
of Revenue, thirty dollars paid on the private sale. It is
my understanding that +the vast majority of that also came
from within the boundaries of the City of Chicago.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOB KARPIEL:

Do you have a...a breakdown for me of what projects are
in this proposal for both DuPage County and Kane County that
are also in ay district? #e've already established that
Hanover Township, Schaumburg Township, Barrington Township
get nothing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

I'm sorry, I didn't here the question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Do you have a breakdown of what projects in this...in
this proposal are in Dupage County and Kane County?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

No, I think if you'd look through it you’d see a couple
of things that would jump to light. One is the lower...Des
Plaines River comes out of the million seven fifty in...in
Cook and DuPage and a lot of the Statewide funds, it's ny
understanding, the Governor intends to spend in DuPage, which

again, he allocated a hundred and thirty-three million
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roughly.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

And Kane?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

I don*'t have a breakdown by county. I know that the
Batavia area is for the alleged...you know,...the...the hope-
ful side of the super conductor and super collider, which is
a huge, huge project.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'm not here to guarrel about
whether Chicago gets more or 1less or Cook County or
dovnstate, but I do want to guarrel with the process in which
this was put together. Doesn't take a genius to recognize
who put this plan together and it doesn't take a genius to
figure out why the projects went where they went, and, in
fact, there are many projects here that can go many other
places, in an orderly fashion and on a priority basis. A
school crossing signal...Build Illinois with a school cross-
ing signal. Construct a field house for a park district.
fou're right, Semator Zito, this is not building Illinois.
So, let's not make any excuses about what the problem here
is.. It 1is, in fact, the process by which this Conference
Committee report vwas assembled, when we were notified of it
and who it's taking care of and we ought to defeat this; and
I'n not saying that Cook County should win or lose, I happen
to be proud of 1living in Cook County, but let's make sonme
common sense out of Build Illinois rather thans...without

offending Senmator Carroll...just beefing it up.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.

END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. My part of the State
needs Build Illinois and I'm not representing Cook County,
but we have a mental institution there that®s being shut
down. We're going to lose nine hundred jobs. We need Build
Illinois for funds for...to let the private sector take a...a
crack at trying to develop this and put people back to work
and...and put this back on the tax rolls where it belongs.
Re need the bonds that Build Illinois will provide. This will
help not only Kankakee County but %ill, Grundy, Irogquois,
have a facility in Galesburg that's going right along with
this and...and that will help pat people back to work in that
area where they're losing jobs. So, I think it's something
that spreads across the State and not...is not just for Cook
County. I'm not adverse to Cook County getting something,
I'n not adverse to anyonme getting something, we need to help
everybody. This State is in...in desperate straits. What we
have here is an opportunity to put people back to work and I
think that's what we ought to do is seize upon that oppor-
tunity and vote for this program and let's give it a chance,
folks.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Seanator Dunn.
SENATOR DUNN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...I, too, think we ought to
Build Illinois, and one of the things we haven't addressed in
here, I don't believe, I'd like to ask the sponsor or perhaps
Senator Carroll about the coal utilization money. We had
money, we thought, in Build Illinois and certainly in order

to make Illinois the great State it should be, we need to



Page 192 - July 2, 1385

keep our coal industry alive and well, we need to develop the
use of high sulfur coal and I...I'd like to ask a gquestion of
one of the spomsors, is there any money in Build Illinois for
coal utilization?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

I...Senator Dunn, I believe that when...I believe that I
identified to Senator Poshard the fact that a million dollars
of GRF was added in another bill to fund through DCCA, in
DCCA's bill, the coal utilization bond...or loan fund. Then
in future years' appropriations this could be used to beef
that up and to cause the revolving loan fund to grow, but the
seed money was put in...in the DCCA legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dann.

SENATOR DUNN:

Thank you...thank you, Mr...Senator Carroll. It is my
understanding that there were fifty-five million dollars, I
believe, in bond fund going to be in the Coal Utilization
Fund for energy and matural resources maybe or for coal util-
ization board, but you say it's one million dollars in DCCA
and it's not in this bill either, I don't believe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CABRROLL:

It is my understanding, that, obviously, they first have
to identify the projects and the dollar figures, at which
point you could then sell the bonds and loan the money and
then create the revolving, and, therefore, the money was put
in the DCCA budget, the Department of Commerce and Comnunity
Affairs, to...for the seed money to do that planning to find
out which ones...you know, to let them come in and apply like

ve've done in so many other programs, create the priorities
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and then fund the individual loans as they're requested.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dunn.
SENATOR DUNN:

Thank you and thank you, Senator Carroll. I think +hat
we've been talking coal utilization for at 1least thirteen
years that I've been in the Legislature and been a member of
the Energy and Resources Commission. I though: we had pretty
well identified the problems. We spent a couple of hundred
million dollars already in coal research and it's nice to
have one billion...one million dollars, I'd rather said one
billion, it*'d be nice to have ome million dollars someplace
if we can find it, but it isn't in this bill and I'm not
going to vote for 333. I would like to ask one other ques-
tion maybe, since I*ve said I'm not going to vote for it any-
vay, where's the small business incubator that we thought was
going to be in the bill perhaps for Southern Illinois Univer-
sity? #here did that go? To Rock Island was it or Rockford?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll. .

SENATOR CARROLL:

Well, that was not in the Governor’s plan nor in the
Governor's request nor in the Governor's version of Build
Illinois. As I remind you, he only allocated twenty-three
percent of Build Illinois, that was not in that twenty-three
percent. Some members took the Govermor at his word aand allo-
cated a portion of the seventy-seven percent and apparently
that was not on that list either, but it was not on the
Governor*s plan at all at any time that we have ever seen
either in his printed plan or that which is allocated to hinm
in this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further...further discussion? Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
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-.squestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Senator Carroll, to follow up on Senator Dunn's question
in relation to coal utilization. Now the million dollars you
say that's in here or in DCCA somevhere is for planning. I
thought the fifty-five wmillioa dollars that was in the
Governor's program on coal ntilization was to make low inter-~
est grant to those industries that could use the present
known technology to...such as we're doing over at the
Anderson-Clayton so we can burn Illinois coal.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEAUZIO)

Senator...Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARBOLL:

Thank you, Mr. President. You know, E and R is there for
that purpose, so we asked, and the director said they had no
projects ready to go. That's not a problem. We've never had
a problem appropriating those kind of funds when the depart-
nents who are supposed to do come in and ask...you know, they
requested a lot of momey this year. 1In that one area, they
requested zero and we asked and they said they had nothing
ready to go.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

#iell, then either they or I or you or someone has sone
nisinformation ‘'cause I understand one of the in-place oper-
ating coal fired generating plants that's using western coal
to the tune of a hundred cars a week wanted to get into that
possibility to use the new proven technology of fluorized bed
firing which could burn all of Illinois' soft coal and be
below the EPA standards on air pollution. Are...are you

saying that?s not a fact?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

I'm saying that would be a wonderful thing. Be great for
Illinois* economy and all it takes is an application and we
never saw one and we asked.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Semator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, there's one,
tvo, three, four, five, plus myself, six, that I know of sit-
ting in this Chamber that represent the areas which have
probably ninety to ninety-five percent of all of the...the
coal mine operators and coal miners in the State of Illinois,
wvhich is our greatest untapped source of energy in America.
This doesn*t have anything in it. I highly recommend for
those ten thousand unemployed coal miners you either put a No
or a Present on this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

¥ell, how ‘bout Senator Carroll? Semator Carroll, can
you explain to me on page 15 of Conference Committee report
Section 4.3, 1lines 12 through 15. That deals with the
Department of Commerce and Community Affairs receiving
eighteen wmillion dollars, I believe, to the local units of
government for public infrastructure inmprovenments. Can
you...explain that to...to the Body?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Onlike the last series of questions where the Governor
never had anmything in his program, here the Governor had
asked for eighteen million for loans to and grants to units
of local government for public...infrastructure improvements
and ve put it in at the Governor's request.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Will this be the same kind of concept that we discussed
both on the Ploor of this Senate and in the House? Will this
be a revolving loan fund, do you know, Senator Carroll?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Yes, Senator Zito, it is my understanding that the intent
is to create out of this a revolving loan. That is my under-
standing, you knov...you know, again this was the request of
the Governor but from our discussions, yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Well, to the piece of legislation, Mr. President, if I
can. T am a person that could look at the board just 1like
everybody else and I realize that my arguments on the last
piece of legislation fell on deaf ears. ¥e now are com-
fronted with the situation wvhere Build Illinois, I gquess, is
going to happen and if it's going to happen, I would suppose
that wve have the projects in place. You know the revolving
loan fund concept was not a government handout at all. 1In so
many towns so many mayors said that all they wanted was an
opportunity to help themselves. All they wanted was a help-

ing hand. That was the guts of the revolving loan fund, and
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while +this. provides now much less dollars than I would like
to see it, I think it's...it's a start; hopefully, we can
baild on it and I realize my opposition to the last piece of
legislation, but I'1ll support House Bill 993 in the interest
of building Illinois.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, a number of hours ago, yesterday, when we were
voting on another major package, I indicated how proud I was
to be part of that process. I wish I could say the same
about this process. Over the years, we've had...established
a procedure vwhich has gotten these kind of decisions out of
pure naked political hands and into the hands of technicans
and people who make decisions based on priorities and what
presamably is rational thought patterns. think it's appro-
priate ve have so many of our friends from the House with us
tonight because my remarks are aimed at them as much as any-
one here., I*a ashamed of +this process. He shouldn*t be
doing this., This is the kind of thing that brings discredit
to the Legislature as an institution. This is the taxpayers?
money we're playing with and awful lot of it and a lot of it
we're going to pay interest on. We shouldn't be itemizing
every issue, we should putting...be putting money in the
funds that will be needed to take care of the problems based
on rational priorities. It!'s my sincere hope that we will
reject this Conference Conmittee, forget our own local paro-
chial interests and come back with a second one that we can
take back to the people of the State with pride.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right, further discussion? Senator Watson, for a
second time,
SENATOR WATSON:

Yes, sir, thank you, Mr. President. I just...one of the
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previous speakers mentioned about what...how much good this
is going to do for my district and he talked about Department
of Transportation and Law Enforcement Building in
Collinsville and the civic center in Collinsville. I
don’t.,.that's nowhere in this legislation. 1In fact, Madison
and St. Clair County area, of which is the second largest
area of this State, gets 15.5 million, none of which...or
very small amount is...is in my...my district. I wasn't
involved in the negotiations 1in regard to this particular
piece of legislation, there's nothing in here for the people
in ay area and I think it is a parochial interest. I...I
look at this as a point as to what can I do for the people in
ny area, that’s...that's the people who sent me here. They
voted for me. What can I do for them? There’s not much in
here for my area and there's probably not much for anyone
from downstate Illinois. Anybody who votes green from
downstate Illinois, it*s a bad vote. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Topinka, for a second +ime.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Mr. President. #ay I ask a question of the sponsor?
Just kind of a gquickie? Semator Carroll. Yeah, gquickie.
Right. 1In the Governor's proposal there was at least 16.5
million in the first year for wildlife habitats, natural area
acquisitions and soil erosion programs. Now we've already
agreed my area has got nothing. This is a preity generic
type of a...of a request that I think is rational in terms of
wvhat Senator Schaffer brought up. Could you tell me what hap-
pened to that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Carroll.
SENATGR CABROLL:
Well, you knov, he has exisiting finances for that in his

operating agencies. I wrote to him and Doctor Mandeville
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early May and asked theam for their priority 1list in that
category and others, and I...they said it was on its way.
You've seen it and I've seen it. It hasn't exisited and the
minute it does, we would have pade it part of the Governor's
allocation. Wonderful idea. We asked for the detail, we
asked for the prioritization, we asked for the criteria and
ve got nothing back, and, therefore, we put nothing in.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator...Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

I pote in our handout here, we're talking about eighteen
million dollars to the DOT for reconstruction, the ex:tension
and...and improvement of State highways. Have any of those
been tabbed as to wvhere they're at?

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CABROLL:

Yes, those were the ones as the Governor had announced.
Route 51, Central Illinois Expressway, Thorndale Avenue and
then the three million category for access roads and inter-
changes, et cetera...pursoant to the Govermor's allocation as
he announced and as was in his original handouts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

All right, further discussion? Senator Rock to close.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, Allow me to say, welcome to the 3rd of July and for
those who think seriously that there will be a second or a
third or a fourth Conference Conmittee report, let...let's
take the facts as they are. We are dealing essentially with
House Bill 569, introduced in the House and then bloated to
the tune of about four billion dollars and sent to the
Senate; and the Senate, I think, acted pretty respoasibly and

we not only acted responsibly in committee, we then agreed,
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as we always agree, to attend summit meetings and attempt, if
you will, a prioritization of...of where Build 1Illinois
should go, how fair could it be, and we said, we are willing
to sit and negotiate and talk until we're blue. #e have a
different way to finance this program, Governor, and the
Governor, after some lengthy rethinking agreed with us in
part and disagreed in part, and that, frankly, is what this
process is about.  The adoption of Conference Committee
Report No. 1 which I am wurging strongly, strongly, at
one-fifteen in the morning on July 3rd, is final action of
the Asseably but is not, I suggest to all of you particularly
on the other side, it is not final approval. Some of the
comments I heard from the other side would lead me to believe
that the gentleman on the second floor is a Democrat with a
Democratic pen, and by virtue of passage of this we are sone-
how taking all of the funds of the Illinois and landing then
in...in the City of Chicago. Simply not correct. Simply not
correct. The allocation that was made was one that we said
from day one would be fair, because I hasten to add as was
alluded to earlier and apparently ignored, is that by virtue
of passage...passage of 570, by virtue of our initia-
tive...legislative initiative at the Governor's request +*o
put into place a Build Illinois Program, ve are imposing a
tax to paj for these projects, however they finally come out,
a tax that is paid for principally by the people in the City
of Chicago and in the County of Cook. Like it or not, those
are the figures from the Department of Revenue, and so those
of us who happen to represent that area said, hey, isn't it
fair that ve would receive a percentage of whatever capital
projects are out there? fe are all
universally...irrespective of House, irrespective of par:y,
we all are universally committed to the capital rehabilita-
tion of our higher university system. That's a given. I don't

care who's district it's in. I don’t care if you're a Demo-
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crat or Bepublican, that's a given. There is...I dare say,
there's no one in this Chamber who is opposed to the finally
realized Highway 51. I have been hearing about Highway 51
since Governor Ogilvie was the Governor. Nobody is against
the Central Illinois Expressway, nobody is against the
Thorndale Avenue, get-people-to-O*Hare Airport-road. Those
are universal. We're all for that. Question is, how do you
get there? Well, I suggest to you, you don't get there by
delaying tactics and by suggesting to the other members of
the sumpit that we do not choose to participate, that you
don*t get there by...refusing to sit down and talk about
priority 1lists and allocation. So, now we are left with a
bill with which many of you are unhappy. Well, frankly, many
of us are unhappy about it too because that simply is not the
way the process should work. But what do we do now on July
3rd at one-fifteen in the morning? My suggestion to you is
that we ought to unanimously approve the Conference Committee
report on 333, because what it says in broad outline is, yes,
¥e want to Build Illinois and, yes, we have a commitment for
one billion three hundred million dollars in expenditure and,
yes, it will be fairly spent and, yes, there ought to be a
municipal agenda, not only for Chicago but for every city in
this State; and if we can't stand for that and quit nickle
and diming around on little bitty projects, then we ought to
rethink our position, then we ought to back up and say, no,
¥e really don't want a Build Illinois initiative. W®hether
you're a Democrat or a Republican, for goodness sake, all of
you from downstate ought to embrace this thing wholeheartedly
and blindly, and what those of us who represent the people of
Chicago are saying is, look, we're paying the tax, we'd like
a fair share, we don't want it all, a fair share, and your
Governor...your Governor has the pen. This is final action
of this Chamber, but it is surely not final approval because

you and I both know what he can do with that pen. Ladies and
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gentlemen, if we are to move this Session to a conclusion, I
urge an Aye vote for the motion to adopt the Conference
Connittee report on House Bill 993,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall the Senate adopt the first Confer-
ence Committee report on House Bill 993, 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? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Last time. Take the record. Omn that question, the Ayes are
31, the WNays are 22, 2 voting Present. The Conference
Committee report is not adopted and the Secretary shall so
inform the House.. Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, HNr. President. I move that the Senate stand
adjourned till...or stand in Recess until nime o'clock this
morning.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Rock moves that the Senate stand in

Recess till the hour of nine o'clock this onorning. The

Senate stands in Recess.



