82ND GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

JUNE 22, 1982

PhESIDING OF?ICEB: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The hour of ten havlng arrived, the Senate will come to
order. Prayet today will be by Reverend BRobert Florence of
Lakeside Christian Church of Springfield, Illimois. And will
our guests in the galleries please rise.

REVEREND ROBERT PLO&ENCE:
(Prayer given by Reverend Florence)
PRESIDING OFFICER: (éEHATOR BRUCE)
Reading of the Journal.
SECRETARY: -

Thursday, June the 10th, 1982; Friday, Jume the 11th,
1982 and Honday, Jume the T4th, 1982. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Johas.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Hr-’?fesident.v I move that the Jourmals just
read by the Secretary be approved unless some Senator has
additions or corrections to offer.. -

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

You've heard the motion. Are there additions or correc—
tions? . On tge motion, all in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes h§§e it. The Journals are approved. Senator Johns.
SENATOR qQﬂNSi

- Mr. Pre;ident, vi move that reading and approval of the
Journals ofATuesday, June the 15th; VWednesday, June the 16th;
Thursday, June the 17th and Monday, June the 21st, in the
yeaf of 1982 be postponed pending arrival of the printed
Journals.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (szunos BRUCE)
You've hé@rd the potion. Is there discussion? 411 din

favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion

‘prevails. Messages from the House.

SECRETARY:
A Message from the House by Mr. Leone, Clerk.
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Mr. President — I am directed %o inform the Senate
thé House of Representatives has concurred with the Semate in
the passage of bills with the following titles, together uith
the House amendments:

Senate Bill 1247 ﬁith House Amendzents 1, 2 and
. .
" Sepate Bill 1383 with House Amendmeat 10.
Senate Bill 1526 with House Amendnment 1.
A HMessage froa the House by Mr. Leome, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Bepresentatives adopted the following joint
resolutions, in the adoptior of which I ask...instructed to
ask the‘concutrence'of the Senate, to—wit:

House Joint Besolution 94, and it's aandled by
Senator...sponsored by Senator Nash in the Senate.

And House Joint Besolution 25« e« S€RALOT
Vadalabene.
PRESIbING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Those are congratulatory, and can go on the ﬁesolution
Consent Calendar with leave. ' Is there leave? Leave is
grénted. Leave to go to the Order of House Bills 2ad
Reading?‘ Leave is granted. House Bills 2nd reading, House
Bill 396, Senaﬁo: Sangmeister.. House Bill 608, Senator
Berman. House Bill 712, Senator Marovitz. House Bill 891,
Senator Marovitz. House Bill 1060, Senator Marovitz. House
Billv 1178, Semator Egal. Sale of alcoholiclbeve:ages, on
Page 8 of your calendar. Read the bill, 4. Secretary,
please.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1178.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No committee amendment .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR .BRUCE)

Are there any Floor amendments?
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SECRETARY: .

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Egan.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bgaa is recognized on Amendment ¥o. 1.
SECRETARY: '

It*s very short, Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, Mr. President. and members of the Senate,iI...I'g
just checking my file, I.-.ihis amendment is a «clarifying
amendment( Mr. President, to insure that the municipalities,
the local government control remains intact, and it merely
strengthens the language in the Act as it presently exists to
insare local control. And I move the adoption of Amendment
No. 1 to House Bill 1178.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt. Is there discussion? Sgnator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, ur..Ptesident and members of the Senate. W#ill
the sponsor yield for a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
V_Indicate.he-..he.vill yield. Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR: '

Senator Egan, I'm sorry I . don't have a copy of that
amendment, what...what do you mean'by.local control? Does
this mean that the municipality, the 1liquor commissioner
still retains control?

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, - this language is vﬁor the municipal 1league and
they've asked me to put it in. It's alright with the park
district people to insure that the local control remaias
intact.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Purther discussion? Further discussion? Senator -Bgan
moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1. ©On that motioa, all
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes ﬁave it. Amend—
eent No. 1 is adopted. Purther amendments?
SECRETARY: v

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 1244, Senator Degnan. House
Bill 1254, Senator Egan. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please. ‘

SECBETARY:
{fachine cut—off)...Bill 1254. .
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Revenue offers one
amendnent.
PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Egam is recoganized.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Comnittee Amendment No. 1 increases the homestead exemption
by five hundréd dollars, and that's the bill that we had
passed out of the...the...vell, out of the Conmi;tee on -
Revenue and got tangled up on the Floor. . So, it's...it's
emerged again in this amendment, but that is the bill now,
Mr. 6 President. It*s the homestead exemption increase froa
three thousand to thirty-five hundred. And I move its adop—
tion.. -
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 1. 1Is there discussion?
A1l in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Are there further...Senator
¥imrod, on this amendment? The...the amendment is adopted.

Any Ploor amendments? . -

SECRETARY:
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No further committee amendments. H§o Floor amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. For what purpose does Senator Nimrod arise?
SENATOR NIMROD:

Mr. President, just to ask Senator Egam, I had an amend—
- ment for that bill, and I was wondering...it was suppoéed to
have beenh...yeah, can we either briag that back or can ve do
it now if...I didn't get a chance to talk it over...I did
mention it in committee and you uefe not there, and I nmeant
to bring it up to you. ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

SenatotAEgan. )

SENATOR EGAN:

Well, I...I®'m not familiar with the amendment, Senator.
Ie.sI would kind of rather leave this in its pure form as iﬁ
is, because I think it has an excellent chance of passage.
If I attach anything further to it, I'm afraid that it may
become controversial.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Ninmrod.

SENATOR EGAN:

eeeI?d like to help you if I cab...
SENATOR NIMROD:

<e-Wwould like an opportunity to come over and talk to you
about it then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

House Bill 1423, Senator Egan. House Bill 1607, sénator
Netsch. Is there leave to return to this in just a moment?
Leave is granted. House Bill 1882, Senator Gitz. gead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1882.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Agriculture offers
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two anendme#ts.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz, there are two ‘committee amendments. fho
will expléin the Committee Amendment YNo. 12 Senator
Sangmeister is recognized on committeec...may we have some
order, plea$e._ Sepator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

A I believe...conmittee...we got the amendments in the
right order.. Comniitee Amendment No. 1 merely provides that
the cost benefit ratio need not be used om channelizatiom. I
think theré's a lot of bogus in the...in the law¥ as it is
used on the cost benefit ratio anywéy, but we have a project
in our district that's costing twice the amount of money that
it would normally need to...to be because of the cost benefit
ratio. So, as to channelization, we're asking tha£ that be
changed. Move for adoption of the amendment.

PRESIDING OFFIEER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The guestion is on the adoption of Amendment No. 1. Is
there discussion? Senator Heaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Yes, Mr. President. Senator Sangmeister, isn't this kind
of a dangéious precedent to be setting not looking into the
cost benefit ratios for these projects? ‘

PRESIDING OfIICEB: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator ‘Schaffer. Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Not in the case of channelization, Senator Weaver. Nor—
mally, I would agree Hitp you, but in this particular case,
it has reached the point in our district where we have a
project that's going to cost twenty-five million dollars that
can ' be done for ‘twelve and a half million all because the
Division of Waterways is séying that the cost benefit ratio
of one doesan't come. out. There's no way you can make it come

out in channelization. They just throw in as much recreationm
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as.;.as they Qant to, whatever figures they think is...is
fit. We*re only parrowly limiting this to only one alterna—
tive, and that's strictly channelization. It has nothing to
do with any other projects.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) -

Pur£her discussion? Further discussion? The motion is
to adoét Amendment No. 1. On that question, all in favor -say
Aye. Opposed Hay. Tﬁe Ayes have it. Amendment No. 1 is
adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:.

Committee Amendment No. 2.

; PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

And who will explain Amendment ¥o. 22 Senator Joyce,
Jerome Joyce. .
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, .Hr.,President. Committee Amendment No. 2 is
the éonservation risk share bill that we passed out of this
House and then it got stuck in Rules. in the House. We passed
the appropriation for it, it's ready to go but ve've got to
get the' bill moving agair. I would answer any questions if
anyone has any, but we have discussed this thoroughly.
PkESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 2. Is there discus—
sion on that motion? Those inlfavor say Aye. Senator
Weaver, on this...Senator Weaver is recognized on Amendment
No. 2.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. I would just ask the Chair, is

this amendment germane to the bill?
PRESIDING OFPICERi (SENATOR BRUCE)
(Machine cut—off)...Weaver, in examining Apendment

¥Oessothe...the original bill, Amendment No. 1 and Amendment

No.. 2, Amendment No. 2 strikes the title of the Act which was

an Act in the relation to wetlands and waters and adds in the
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title of the Act, vetiands, waters and lands of the State of
Illinois, and the amendment theg ugeals with conservation
of...0f 1land, and.given the fact that the title then enconm-
passes the'idea of 'ieilands...vetlands; vater and comser—
vation of 1land thét the amendment would be germane to the
bfbadest reading of the title. Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Then I presume we could add a property tax bill to this
also.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

' Well, that might deal with revenue, bu%t the...in a quick
reading of the bilt, tpe wetlands proposition that deals with
conservation of wetlands, and Senator Joyce's.bill deals with
conservation on land, and it's a minor difference. ONe..0R
the mbtion " to adopt Amendment No. 2, you've heard
the...Senator uaiﬁland, on the amenduent.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, HMr. President. I rise in opposition to Amend-
ment No. .2 to House Bill 1882. You know, we debated this
bill some weeks ago omn a Senate bill and it passed out of
this Body,gand with all due respect to the spomsor of the
amendment, he as a farmer, like Johﬁ.ﬂaitland is a farmer,
are truly committed to land conservatioa and..;énd the good
stéwardship of...o0f today's eroding sqil- But it just seems.
to mé that this is am approach that we...that we should not
use. Let me suggest to you that land ;ank colleges, fertil-
izer companies and innovative farmers are working diiigently
OD..+ON @minimunm tillage, myself included.. I would not, as a
férmer, make application for this kind bf a prégran. I think
it*s wrong, I think that farmers Hi;l be truly more committed
to minimum tillage if, in fact, the cost of the prograe if,.
in fact, there 1is a cost, or the net income of the program
if, in fact, there is a pet: income, 1is +truly their own

responsibility. I think it?'s a bad precedence to set. I
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would suggest to you also that also in this amendment there
is anoﬁher direction that the money can possibly go. That is
to say that if, im fact, after three years, the million
dollars is not expehded, it can be used for other purposes,
and I submit *o you that that is not a good use of public
funds either, and I aoﬁld urge defeat of House...Senate
Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 1882.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

(Machine cut—off)...discussion of - the wmotion? On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. There's been a reguest for a
rtoll call. Thosé...so, on the adoptiop of...Amendment No. 2,
those in favor vote iye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all wvoted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the'Ayes_afé 27, the Nays
ére 26. Amendment No. 2 is adopted. FPor what purpose does
Senator Maitland rise?

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Verification of the affirmative votes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Will the members pleasei be‘ in their seats.. Senator
Maitland requests a verification of those who voted in the
affirpative. The Secretary will call those who voted in the
affirmative, and uﬁde: our rules, you are to...respond when
your name is called. MHr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Blooa,
Bruce, Co;lins, D'A;co, Dawson, Degman, Demuzic, Donnewald,
Egan, Gitz, Hall, Johns, Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Lemke,
ﬂarovitz,.ﬂcLendon, Nash, Nedza, NWega, Netsch, Sangmeister,
Savickas, Taylor, Vadalabene, Hr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland, do you gquestion the presence of any

man...any Gentleman recorded .in the affirmative?

SENATOR MAITLAND:
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Senator Taylor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is Senator Taylor on the Floor? He's right here in the
Fell.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Marovitz.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR:BBUCB)

Is. Senator Marovitz on the Floor? Senator Marovitz.
Strike his name. Senator Joyce, for what parpose do 7you
arise?
ﬁENATOR JEROME JOICE:

Ver;;; ;;;"néégéiées.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR.BRUCE)

Alright. éenator Jerose Joyce has requested a verifica-—
tion of thdse who voted in...in the negative. Will the nmen-
bers: please be in their seats, and will the Secretary call
those who...who are recorded as voting im the negative.
SECRETARY: .

The following voted in the negative: Becker, Berninag,
Bowers, Coffey, Davidson, DeAngelis, Etheredge, Frie&land,
Geo-Karis, Grotberg, Keats, Kent, Mahar, Maitland, HcHillan,
Nimrod, 0©Ozinga, Philip, Rhoads, Rupp, Schaffer, Schunenman,
simms, Thomas, Walsh and Weaver.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jerome JoycCea
SENATOR JEROME JOICE:

Senator Schaffer.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is Senator Schaffer on the Floor? Senator Schaffer.
Strike his name from the roll call. On a verified roll call,
there are 26 Ayes and 25 Nays. The Chair notices the pres—
ence of Senmator Schaffer on the Floor. On a verified roll
call, there are 26 Ayes and 26 Nays, and the motion to adopt

is lost. Further amendments?
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SECRETARY:
No further committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFPIéER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
: For what purpdse does Senator Thomas arise?
SENATOR THONMAS:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. On a point of peréonal'privilege, ﬁany of the Sena-—
tors and State Representatives vere pleased this mornin§ to
be the guests of the Illinois_Hairdressers'and Cosmetolo—
gists, and we have some of their merbers up ‘is  the gallery
and iyd 1ike to have them be recognized and stand. And.I
might just add that they're looking at Senator DeAngelis?
hair for a possible future reference.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR BRUCE)

Would our guests in the galleries please rise and be
‘recognized by the Senate. Are there Floor amendmentﬁ_ to
1882, Hr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:

Ploor Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Maitland.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland is recognized on Amendment ko.»3.
SENATOR MAITLASND: .

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies. and Gentlemen oﬁ the
Senate. . Senate Amendment No. 3 to House Bill }382 deletes
everything affer the enacting clause aand udoes incotrpo—
:ate;..I'ﬁ SOLIY~ v
SECRETARY:

No, this is the short amendment, Senator. The very
short-..in...oﬁ Article I by .inserting after the eﬁd of
Section 1-8 the following. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland withdraws the ameadment.

"SECRETARY:

Floor Amendment No. 3 offered by Semator Gitz.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz is recognized.
SENATOR GITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Semate. This
amendment is in accordance with +the agreements made in
committee. It deletes the...all references to regulatory
language. It also changes the word ®shall"™ to "may" in terams
of making the bill permissive. It deletes all of Section
1.7, which is also language which alluded to regulation. I
believe that this amendment should clarify most of the objec-
tions that were lodged initially.

PBﬁSIDING OFFICER: }SEHATOR BRUCE) "

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3. Is there discus-
sion of that motion? All in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Further Floor
amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 8 offered by Senator Maitland.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland is recognized on Amendment No. 4.
SENATOR HAITLAND:

Thank you, H¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senaté Amendment No. 4 to House Bill 1882 does
delete everything after the emacting clauée and makes House
Bill 1882 truly a wetlands inventory and mapping bill. It
does also c¢all for the approval of each soil and water
conservation district of the wetlaands ;ontained or lack of
wetlands contained therein in those respective counties
before the final map can be certified. And I would submit to
you that if we truly vamt a wetlands bill which is an inven—
tory bill and a mapping bill, that this probably is the

direction that we...that we should go. It does give...it

does give the property owners a right, in my judgement,

to0...t0 pass judgement on the map and as their property is so
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indicated.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 4. Discussion?
Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Question of the sponsor, actually of the Secretary. Is
this the LRB No. 02 at the end‘or JOAN?
PRESIDING OFFICER:2 {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Mr. Secretary, €an YyOUa.e.
SECRETARY: .

JOANM.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)
© Senator Gitz. V
SENATOR GITZ:

Ar. President and members of the Senate, I stand in
opposition to this amendment. This bill has language in it
now that has deleted all references to regula*ioam, ard, -in
fact, even uithout' those previous amendments that were
adopted, that would _be " unnecessarye. Senator Maitland is
at£empting, basically, to change the bill, to defrock this
dehydrated bird of what few pinfeathers are left. It siamply
is unnecessary, because we have already accoaplished the
objectives of the amendament®s spomnsor in the previous amend-
ment. ¥hy he vohldfsee the rationale clause to be so odious
is beyond me. It seems to me that the purpose of this bill
in. its present form is to inventory our wetlands so that we
can make some constructive judgements about which of those
are vital +to the future. This amendment is unnecessary, it
takes away any of the lamguage which lays out of +the intent
of the bill, and I would resist its adoption.,

PRESIDING 0FFICB§: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? On the motion

to adopt, all in favor say Aye. Senator Maitland to <close.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
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¥ell, thank you, Mr. President. I...1 do appreciate
Senator Gitz's attempt to...to meet our objections, and many
of them were met in his amendment, and I shant demy that. I
think the amendment that we're offering here is truly a
bgtter approach. It does also include the Departament of
Agriculture and also does have a sunset, the mapping has to
be _completed by July 1 of 1987. I think it just makes a
better bill out of it, and I would urge...would urge support
of the Body. I would ask for a roll call, H¥r. Presideant.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright, there®s been a request fﬁr a roll call. The
gquestion is on the adoption of House...of Amendment ¥o. 4 to
ﬁouse Bill 1882. 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 gquestion,
thei Ayes are 35, the Rays are 22. Asendment No. 4 is
adopted. Further amendments, Hr. Secretary?

SECBETARY:

¥o further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

“3rd reading.  House Bill 1925, Senator W¥alsh. Read the
bill, Ar. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1925.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. The Comnittee on Judiciary II
offers one amendment..
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

‘Senator Walsh.
SENATOR WALSH:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, the committee
amendment has a technical defect. I've discussed with the
chairman of Judiciary II as well as the Minority spokesman

and it was...it wvas agreed that the best approach would be to
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Table the committee amendment .ad offer Amendment Ho. 2 as a
substitute therefore, which is om the Secretary's desk. 1
Hould; therefore, #¥r. President, move *o Table the committee
amendment.

PRESIDING OFFiCER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

The motion is to Table Amendaent No. 1. Those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 1 is
Tabled. Purther amendments? V
SECRETARY:

No furtber committee amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Are there amendments froz the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Floor Amendment No. 2 offer: i by Senator Walsh.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRYVCE)

Senator Walsh is recogmnized.

SENATOR WALSH:

This is the amendment *hat cures *the technical defects,
and I would move the adoption of...of Amendment No. 2.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendmeant No. 2. Discussion of
the motion? All in favor say Aye. Opposed Fay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 2 is ddopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. House Bill 11392, Senator Lemke. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:
House Bill 1992.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No c¢: ini*tee amendments.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Are there amendments from the Floor?
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SECRETARY:

Amendment ¥o. 1 offered by Senator Bowers.
PRESIDING OFfICEB: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bowers is recognized.

SENATOR BOWERS:

Thank you, Hr. Presideat. Last year ve adopted a bill om
bebalf of the county recorders that, in effeét, required in
all plats that six additiomal copieé be filed. In my partic-—
alar coun£y they have no use for six...for six copies. The
municipalities have been growling about it, the recorder says
all he does 1is try to find a plage to puf them and doesn't
really need them. This amendment simply §ays that the
recorder 'shall have -the power *o require six copies. It
doesn't really change anything, it just gives the option to
the recorder to, in effect, waive the requirement, and I
vould move the adoption of the amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendament No. 1. Is there discussion
of the motion? All in favor say Aye. Opposedbﬁay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 1 is adgpted- Purther:amendments?
SECBETARY:

Anendment No. 2 offéred by Senators Lemke éﬁd Nedza.
PRESIDIHG OFPICER: ‘(SENATOR BROCE)

Senator Lemke on Amendmehf_No- 2.

SENATIOR LEHKE: ‘

What this amendment does is...is regards to extraditioa.
What it does iS.e.iS...is allows the counties to collect the
cost of extradition, which is under the UiiformvCriuinal
Extradition Act. Right now théy collect fees, *his vould.
allow them._to collect costs, only in a case of a felony. I
ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Hotion is to‘adqpt Anendment No. 2. Is there discussion

of that motion? Senator Rock. Senator Rock.
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SENATOR ROCK:
I would...I would question only the germaneaess.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOB BRU@E)

;

Senator Lenmke, Senator Rock has questioned the
germanenesé of Amendﬁent No. 2. .. It would be the ruling of
the Chair that Amendment NoO....the ofiginal bill dealt
with...Chapter 30 of an Act concerning land titles. Senator
Bowers' amendment added <Chapter 1153, vhich was an Act in
relation to land titles and recorders, but your amendment
deals with Chapter 53, which was an Act concerning fees and
salaries. And it would be the ruling of the Chair that yoﬁr
amendsent would not be germaﬁe to a bill relating to land
titles, and...therefore, it is the ruling of the Chair that
Amendment ﬁo.,z is not germane and is out of order. Further
amendments? Senator Lemke, the...the Secretary informs ne
that  the next amendment relates to, basically, the same
topic. Do you wish to vithdraw*it?v_Senator Leake withdraws
the next amendment. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2079,‘Senator Netsch. BRead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 2079.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. ¥o commitiee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOh BRUCE)

Are there amendmeﬁts from the Floor?
SECRETARI:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Etheredge.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Etheredge. is recognized on Amendment No. 1.

SEFATOR ETHEREDGE:
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Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemem of the Senéte,
this is a technical amendment which puts...House Bill 2079 in
the same form as Senate Bill 1534. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The ﬁotion is to adopt Amendment No. 1. 1Is there discus—
sion of that motion? All in favoi say Aye. 0pposed.ﬂay-
The Ayes have it. Amendment HNo. 1 is adopted. Faurther
amendments?

SECBETABY:

No further anmendments.
PBESISIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRﬁCE{

3rd reading. House Bill 2116, Senator Egan. Bead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 2116.
{Secretary reads title ‘of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. Bo committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE)

Are there amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senators Lemke:and Rhoads.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke is...recognized on Amendment No. 1.

SENATOR LEMKE: .

¥hat this amendment does,;s«takes care of the...vwhat we
call the Leinenweber amendment to 941. %hat it does is set
forth a ninety minute waiting period for abortion. It -allows
a parental consent or notifiéation, in other words, if the
parents tefuse,\ they go to court, and number two, it talks
for...for spouse coasultation in regards to and compliance
iith the Supreme Court recent decisions.. It clears up the
vagueness and the burdensome language of the...that the

northern Illinois district - said were in Senate Bill 47. I

ask for its adoption.
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PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you,'ﬂr. President. A guestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Senator Lemke, I'm skimming through the wastepaper here
on my desk and I don®t see a copy of your amendment. Should
I have it on my desk?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

The amendment was filed yesterday, you should have a copy
of it. '
PRESIDENT: -

The Secretary informs me copies were not distributed,
Senator Grotberg. Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBEBG:

Thank you. This is a dynamic amendment to...I mean, it's
an amendment to a dymamic subject and...and the guestion is,
is first of all, without evea having it before me, I would
ask . for germaneness, because the bill before us has noihing
to do with this subject matter, it's controlled sub—
stances...bail status, I*m sorry, I was one number off.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotberga
SENATOR GROTBERG: .

Yeah, I'm asking for a germaneness ruling.

PRESIDENT:

The Chair will be prepared to rule. Amy further discus-
sion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGANZ

Well, Mr.. President, of course <the =substance of the
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amendment meets with my overwhelming approval, however, tech—
nically, I don*t think it’s going to fit in this...in this
bill. I...my sympathy lays entirely with +the substance of
the apendment but the accidents are overwhelming here. I
don't think that it is germane. I would prefer to see it in
some other vehicle, and Senator Grotberg, until I get a
ruling, I have nothing further to say. Well, I don't have
the copy either.
PRESIDENT:

alright, the Chair is prepared to rule that the amendment
is noﬁgetmane. Further amendments?. Yes, Senator-.-alright,
yOou...you are entitled to vote on...I undé;éégﬂa; ‘You can
put whatever uaumber you want. The gquestion is,.shall the
ruling of the Chair be sustained. Those in favor of the
Chair will vote Aye. Those opposed to the Chair's ruling
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wishé
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
tecord. On that question, the Ayes are 33, the Nays are 11.
The motion having failed to receive the necessary three-
fifths negative vote, the appeal fails and the ;uling of the
Chair is sustained. Purther amendments?
SECBETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. The Chair...the Secretary informed the
Chair that there were no further amendments. Alright. 2116,
back to the Order of 2nd Reading for purpose of an amendment.
Mr. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Amendment N¥o. 2 offered by Senator Egan.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senaze.
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In tﬁe committee, Senator Bowers and Seaator Netsch raised a
problem with £he, language. This bill will strike the lan-
guage that they were concerned with, and in its simple form,
iill; allow the Staie to appeal ahy order granting bail, or
se£ting aR amount; of'order permitting release by personal
recognizance. That simplifies the language and I ask for its
adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
House Bill 2116.,'Any discussidn? If not, all in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. _All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
ameqdment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 2135, Senator Lemke. Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary. ’

SECRETARY:
House Bill 3135...2135.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
. 2nd reading of the bill. FNo committee amendments.
PaBsiDENT: v ‘

Are there amendments froﬁ the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Amendment NO. l...Amendment No.. 1 offered by Senators
Walsh, Lenmke and -Rhoads.

PRESIDENT:

$enator ieﬁke.

SENATOR LEMKE: _

This iS...what this is is a kind of a compromise between
" the State board, and the Board of Election Clerks, and the
County Clerks  Association with the State's Attorney in Cook
County. What it does is very simple, it sets up computer

checks in regard to computer voting. Number ome, it talks of
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ballot security, which explains the testing of egquipment,
precinct returas and in—brecincz*countings not by a CPa firm
but by...by the 1local board of elections. I think it's a
§ood amendment, it's a compromise and I thimk it'll prevent
election fraud in the future ip the State of Illinois and
especially in Cook County.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR BROCK:

_First, Mr. President, I would ask those not entitled to
the Floor to please vacate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.Hill the Sergeant—of-Aras blease remove those that are
not entitled to the Bioor‘ A1l those not entitled to the
Floor please vacate the Chambers.

SENATOR ROCK:

My understanding was amendments 1 through 4 were to be
withdrawn, is...is my understanding incorrect?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

They have been withdrawn.

SENATOR EKOCK:

He're on Amendment 1, what is Amendment 17
PRBSIDIEG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

After they withdrew amendments...proposed amendments 1
through 4, Amendment 1 nOV...the proposed amendment now is
Amendment No. 1
SENATOR ROCK:

_Alright, I would just like to know, would the sponsor be
kind enough to explain again the amendment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LENKE:
This is the State computer amendment. What it does is

talks, number omne, a secure...a ballot security, a security
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punch which indicates the manner in which votes sha;l be
counted and prohibits the inadmissibie punches from being
counted shall be required from all ballot cards. The testing
of equipment. It calls for the testing of election equipment
by the State Board of Elections up to team percent of the
Ajurisdictiqn on a rotation basis prior to the election. . What
it does iS...talks about precinct returns, it clears up ‘the
language and it designates on automatic tabulating equipment
what should be designated on that particular thing. On the
eleption consolidation, ghe printout of precinct returns is
_supplied to a unit of local govermment to conduct its canvas
in order to detect any possible errors as well as provide
information for...foture petition signature requireménts.
The precinct returans must include all information herein pro-
vided.. It calls for a redundant recount, which means that
discovery recount is almost meaningless as to the persos
requesting the recount has no way of testing the validity of
the computer count. A redundant count may serve to tesf the
equipment and/or the computer program and verify the_eleé—
tion results. The process and countability. This log or
flow chart would detail the computer operators actioam and
procedures;during the vote tabulation process. In effect, it
explains tﬁe steps in the vote tabulation process and pro—
vides for an operational checklist for inspection ﬁy éandi—
date, party officials and the public. It will be nmaterial
evidence in an election contest.  Six, in—precinct counting
and authorization procedures. W¥hat this says, Article 24a of
the Election Code authorizes computer voting systeams and‘pre—
scribes the legal and procedural reguirements thereof. How—
ever, Article 247 deals only with the central coaputer count—
ing and punch card ballots and not in-precinct countiag..
¥hat this...this legislation does is authorize in-precinct
counting and prescribes the legal and procedural requireaments

for such equipment, which for the most part parallels the
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provisions for ceniral counting system. It 1is intended %o
preclude a court challenge to the legality in in—-precinc:
counting systems. In additioﬁ, the legislation provides that
bone set of PBC tapes shall be posted in the polling place for
a copy or information by...poll watchers. Eight sets shall
be distributed as follo¥s. Two to the election authority,
one to thé couﬂty chairmanvof the established political par—
ties, ome set +to each four poll watchers and determined by
lot. Since such...such tapes can be generated in the polling
place in the polic& decisiéﬂs, to make the limited number of
tapes available to poll watchers is reasonable. In-precinct
county remade cards. ThiS's§stém is numerical identification
for remade ballot cards, provides a'safeguard for the integ-
rity of the ballot and can provide vital inforpation to elec—
_tion contest proceedings. Bight,...recount to be...in the
in—-precinct counting post election ;ecount, recount to be
supervised by the election board representative by the State
Board of Election, law enforcement agent, party chairmans and
gualified civic organizations peﬁmitted at a recount; PrO—
vides for post caavas recount pf five percent  of the pre-—
cincts and Jjurisdiction utilizingAprecinct ballot counters.
Some recount is intended to protect election authorities
agaianst undocuménted chargeé of voter regularities due to the
alleged equipment or program.malfunction. In effect, it is a
post election vote tabulation accuracy test for preciact bal-
lot counting.. Support...this is supporfed by the chairman of
the...Chicago Board of Electiéns Commission and the Illinois
Association of County Clerks.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (sxmroé' 'SAVICKAS)

Pan Hughes Production seeks pernission to film the pro—
ceedings. Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted. Senator
Bock.

SENATOR ROCK:

No, it»was ineluctabl§ cléar-
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

Well, thank you, Hr. President. My discussion is not
necessarily directed at this amendment per 'se or at the
sponsor, but simply to point out to 'the Body that in the
opinion of this one humble member of this General Assembly on
the Senate side, that amendments of this pature are abso—
lutely beyond the ability of, this ome anyway, to analyze on
the basis of a cursory explanation which involves countless
provisions. It would appear to me that this is the sort of
amendment that definitely ought to send this bill back to
committee. I cannot undérstand the lbéic of burdening this
Body with very, very complex involved amendments that have
the ramifications that no one is able to evaluate on a
moments notice..

PRESIDING OPPICEB: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rhoadse. A '

SENATOR RHOADS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in support of Agendment No. 1 to House Bill 2135. With
one or tvo very minor exceptions, Sepator Bernimg, all of the
language coantained in this amendaent is lamguage that has
passed one or the other House of the Gemeral Assembly prior
to this time, much of it was in the Conference Committee
report last fall on Seﬁate Bill..-.791 and was left out for
some Teason there. I promise you, on the Republican side,
that prior to 3rd teadiﬁg, you will have a complete breakout
of all the amendments contained in here along with the refer-
ences to the original bills and the original sponsors so that
you know exactly what you're voting on.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nega.

SENATOR NEGA:
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Question of the sponsor.
-PRESIDING OFFICER: . {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I£dicates he will yielde.

SEHATOR NEGA:

" When you say five percent of -the precinct recount, are
you saying that five percent of every precinct, or are yoa
talking about five percent of the countywide in one indi-
vidnal precinct or one individuoal ward? I;m con-—
cerned...about harassment--

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR "SAVICKAS)

- Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LENKE:

It's very simple, it's at random as they always do. It's
at random recount, we're not talking about one particular
ward *cause that*s not random. We're talking about a randonm
recount throughout the City of Chiéago in the County of Cook.
§e're not harassing anybody. It's a random recount.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVI&KAS)

Senator Nega.

SENATOR NEGA:

Does it specify that random? You won't take more thaa
five percent of any one ward?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICERAS)

" Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

According to advice of staff, it does say that in the
biil and I think it does. We're not trying to harass anybody
in the City of Chicago or any particular vara. What we're
trying to do is have...prevent people from ppssibly " being
tempted to commit election fraud coaes Novemhér or February
of next year.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nega.

SENATOR NEGA:
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I like the way you...the way you say, "I think.® Are you
sure?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENEATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I am sure that it?s a*t randoa sampling, and I talked to °
the chairmen of the Chicago Election Board and the County
Clerks Association, and they assured me it was at random and
it was no harassment of any particular pfécinct or amy par-—
ticular ward in the City of Chicago or any particular pre—
cinct in any tounship'in the County of Cook or in any other
county this bill applies to.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Negaa.

SENATOR NEGA:

I just wanted to make sure that this goes in the record.
PRESIDING OFFICER:. (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senatof Gitz.

SEHATOR GITZ:

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

He indicates he will.

SENATOR GITZ:

Senator Lemke, you quoted from the amendment, but it is
still not clear to me, at least, what exactly are the changes
that you're proposing this amendment and why we need to make
those changes through an extensive amendment to this bill.
And if you'd be kind enough to kind of reduce that to tell us
what?s in the amendment, that would be most appreciated.' And
I do have a follow—up question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LENKE:

It*'s very...very simple why vwe need these changes. Last
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year we ado.ted computer voting in ‘the City of Chicago..
These are problems that the State board héé found out, the
county clerks have...have found in the bill and the Chicago
Board of Elections have found. These are remedies to <the

situation %o keep the system homest and not try to...to have
fraud in any e¢lection or any temptation to any individual
that wants to comiit fraud. I don't think fraud in the city
or in the county is dome in a wholesale lot, but like we see
in some elections, some ovgr—zealous precinct worker gets
excited and sgarts taking upon himself his own idea of the
law. Whar this does is clears up those...those probleas and
those loophnles that are in the present law, and ite..it
gives the 5 stem a reputable and a rewarding thing to those
honest voters :that vote.

PRESIDING OFF CER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator GitzZe
SENATOR GITZ:

Does the amendment affect all parts of the State or just
one part of the State?

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator L mkee.

SENATOR LEMKE:

This azendment only applies vwhere they have the
in-precinct counting system, and if I*s sare, it's in the
City of Chicago, the County of Cook, I believe Madisonm and
St. Clair Counties.

PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Does this amendment in any way affect the right of candi-
dates or other parties to verifty the computer count system,
to run sampl: teuhs?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR .SAVICKAS)

Senator Lerie.
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SENATOR LBMK#:

No, what this does is mékes it easier for candidates, it
makes it automatic and there's a five perceat at random
sampling done by the elec{ion board to start, and you also
have a redundant count which you don't have now.

PRESIDING OFPiCEB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce;

SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, Senator Lemke, on page 15 of your amendment you

Starte..that is where the section starts dealing with Chapter

46, Paragraph 24A. Does that part of the Election Code apply

-to all counties in the State of 1llinois about the five per—

cent retabulation? Is that a Statevide requireament?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)
Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:.
According to the advice of ihe State board, the wording
applies to omly the four jurisdictionms.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOR.éAVICKAS)
Senator Bfuce. :
SEBATOB BRUCE:
fo,shich‘four or five jutisdiction will that apply?
PkBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
» Senator‘;enke. -
SENATOR LENKE:
The City of Chicago, the County of Cook, the County of
St. Clair and the County of Madison, wherever you bhave
in-precinct computer voting-i
PRESIDING OFéICER: {SENATOB SAVICRAS)
Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:
In reading page 15 and 16, it appears that we are putting
a significant demand increase, for example, not only the

number of ballots cast but by party the number of registered
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voters and signifieant...retabdlations of votes which have
not been done in the past. Is it your intention that having
placed ithis 'butden on county clerks that under the State
Mandates Act we will pick up the increased cost of conducting
the eléction? .

PRESIDING O%PICEB; (SENATDB SAVICKAS)

~Senator Lemkg. ‘

SENATOR LEMKE:

This does not increase the burdenm on county clerks, and
‘“herets no mandate im there. This...this only applies to
what we doing om the Election Code and has no way of
mandating. Ikis is information that is required, and they do
it nowv. It's just harder to get at. This just makes it
easier.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BgUCB:.

#ell, Senator Lemke, it is not required now that by a
precinct turnout they shall iaclude the number of ballots
cast, the straight...party punches, votes cast, the number of
applications for ballots, the number of registered voters,
the write—ins, éhe total number of ballots counted in each
precinct, in each subdivisiom and district and the number of
registered voters in each precinct for each political sub-
division and district. I...I don't think that is .done now,
and for your 1language that says that they may, on lines 12
apnd 13 it says, tﬁe election authorities shall retabulate the
total numﬁer of votes. I...going to support the amendment,
but' I want everyone who has a jurisdiction affected, evi-
dently, none of my counties are going to be, but those of you
who live in...and I think Rockford and some other election
comeission areas are going to find a significant increase in
your tabulation cost because . this reguires a retabulation

even if no discovery is filed for five percent of the total
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votes cast, plus requiring that all ‘thése other additional
things be printed on the...the official retura. "
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS’

Sepator Degnane
SENATOR DEGNAN:

In answver to Senator Bruce's qugstion, I would propose,
or suggest, that withAthe advent of punch card voting, com—
puterized voting, those numbers are nmuch easierlto get than
the 014 manunal way ;e've talked about and seen in the past.
¥ith punch' card voting, for instance, -yoa cam, %ith ome tun
of all those eards that have been punched by voters im a
given area, produce listings that include those types of sta-
tistics.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Lemke may

close.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke, do you wish to close debate?
SENATOR LEMKE:

I ask for the adoption of the amendment. I think it is
basically good, and I think it is some*hing that's needed to
prevent something that may happen in the future. .I ask. for
its.adoption. v N
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICkAS)

Senator Lemke moves +he adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
House Bill 2135. Those in favor will indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. Amendment ¥o. 1 is
adopted. Aay further amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senmators Sommer and Lemke.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Sommer. Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

¥#hat it does is takes care of a problea tha; #as in 791
vhich Senator Sommer had, which amends the Elections Code to
provide for cluastering of election'judges during emergency
referendums. It was necessary in...in the Peoria area and
was suggested by them. It was taken out of 791, and I think
it is a good bill and it should be adopted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is. there any discussion? If not, Senator Lemke moves the
adoption of Apmendment No. 2 to ﬁouse Bill 2135. Those in
favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have
it. Anmendment No. 2 is adopted. Any further amendments?
StCRBTABY:

Amendment No. 3, by Senator Grotberg and Leake.

PBESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)
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Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President, fellow members. This amendment
corrects a problem that's been present for sometime with the
-State board itself. The executive director since 1975 has not
had the upper limit of the salary range raised. This raises
that saiary range to forty...it's now :wenty—fho thousand o0
forty thousand, this would make it tweamty-seven thousand to
forty-five thousand dollars. And if...I think after five
years, it's time we did something and I move the adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER:. (SENATOR SAVICKAS{

Is there any discussi;;;iWé;naéﬁf"ﬁock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Question of the sponsor, if he’ll yield.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR ROCK:

¥hat, in fact, does this person do?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

This, Gentleman, to.;.whom or this positioh is the execﬁ—
tive director of the State Board of Electionsﬂuhose ultimate
responsibility, staff wise, is to do. everything...that to
carry out the bills that Senator Lemke just referred to and
all the amendments. I think it is common knowledge what he
does, Senator Rock. I hope it is, but ite..

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rbck.

SENATOR ROCK:

Not to @me it isn't. i have no idea what this Gentleman
does. . ®hat does he do?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR 'SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.
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SENATOR GROTBERG:

He administers the staff. The position of executive
director was created and the piesent salary range was set in
1975. The positién comes under the State Officials Salary '
vAcéi and it is not included...I don't see the answer here in.
-this explanation to your question, he rums thg State Board of
Elections as advised by...by the board. No"différent than.
any other commission executive, I would think, Senator Rock.
I've been over there, everybody looks pfetty busy, they do a
éood jobe. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rocke.

SENATOR ROCK:

#ell, vwe are now going to authorize the payment of forty—
five thousand dollars for one who apparently rides, what I
consider to be, a white elephant, and if that's what's you
uhai to do, do it. 1I...I vote No.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator G:otberg may close
debate.
SEN;IOR GROTBERG:
v :‘!eah, I;think I should close after...after that. Iaea1
didn't reélize that we were taking a white elepﬁant so far
and anybody was riding it. I think 1it's one of the most
important commissions now in the State of Illinois, the State
- Board of Elections. It certainly has as much authority over
the future éf Illinois as .énything else we do. de hafe
commissions of this Legislature,...you talk about white
eleéhants, %hat make half again:this much money and they go
;through here like a dose of confetti. I think this is a very
justifiable position. I move an Aye vote on the amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Rocke.

SENATOR ROCK:
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Point of order. ©HName one.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Oh, I would start with the Transportation Study Comait—
tee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rocke.

SENATOR BROCK:

That somebody makes more than...half again as much as
this purports to do? I beg you pardon.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SﬁNATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall...Senator Grotberg moves the adoptioh
oflhnendment'ﬁo. 3 to House Bill 2135. Those iﬁ favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The wvoting is open.
fave all voted who‘vish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recofd. On that question, the Ayes
" are 19, the ¥ays are 32, none Voting Preseat. The amendment
having failed to receive a majority vote is declared 1lost..
Any further amendments?

SECRETARY:.

Apendment No. 4 offered by Semator Coffey and Lemke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey. Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Amends +*he...what this does is amends the Election Code
and Township Act to provide the nomination for candidates in
vnultiple township offices shall be held by the voters of each
political party. What ii does is incorporates House Bill

529, which passed the House 159 and...and was attached to
2...a Senate Bill, I believe 501, which was for some reason
tied up in the House and not be able %o pass. It was agreed
to by both Senator Rhoads and myself. It was a problem that

was created down in Senator Coffey's area, and I think it is




Page 36 — JUNE 22, 1982

a necessary amendment and I ask for its-adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: '(SBNATOR SAVICKAS)A

Is there any discussion? Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RBOADS:.

Mr. President, I don’t oppose the substance of the amend—
ment, but is the amendment...does it amend Chapter 46, Mr.
Secretary? It does.

PRESIDNG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Lemke noves-
the adoption of Amendment No. 4 to Houée Bill 2135. Those in
favor indicate by saying Aye; Those qpposed. The Ayes haye
it. Amendment No. 4 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No; 5 by Senators Lemke and Demuzio.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

¥hat this does is amends the Céﬁpaign Disclosure Acts,
and...and says that only the coanty clerk'in the county in
which the candidaée resides is regﬁired to provide disc;o-
sures saterial to the candidate. In other words, 1in soame
ared...id some districts we have a Senator or a House éandi—
date, they may run in six or eight counties. At the present
time, each county must send out a packet. What this does is
saves money for the...other counties.> It only regquires one
county to send...sead the same article instead of duplication
by six or seven or how many other jirisdictiou. I think it
is a good bill. It's a good goverament bill and I ask for
its adoption..

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there any discussion? Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RﬁOADS:
I also rise, in favor of the amendment. Many downstate

districts have been getting multiple packets of material,
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Senator‘ Brnée's district, Senator Coffey's and others, and
this would eliminate that duplication.
PRESIDING Qf‘FICER: . kSENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is,...Senator Lemke moves the adoption of Amend—
ment No..5 to House Bill 2135. Those in favor indicate by
saying Aye. Those Qpposed. The Ayeé have it. Amendment No.
5 is adoéted. Any further amendments?

SECRETARY: .

Amendment No. 6 offered by Senator Leake.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

¥hat Vthis is, is Representative...GigIio®s bill, House
Bill 209, yhich amends the Election Code to provide a proce-
dure for...for voting for persons who become incapacitated ia
hospital within fife days of the ‘election. We passed this
bill for the last two or three years, and I think it's a good
bill, and it gives those people that get sick the right to
vote and I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATOﬁ SAVICKAS)

Is therefany discussion? If not, Senator Lemke moves the
adoption _éf Amendment No. 6 to House Bill 2135. Thbse in
favor ipdicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have
it. Amendmépt No. 6 is adopted. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY: ‘

Amendmenﬁ No. 7 offered by.Senator Lenke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

®hat this doeS...this is a bill that amends the consoli-
dation bill in regards to township organization. It allowus
where there's mno wmunicipality within its boundary, whece
there's no iev election, it allows those townships that have

tovnshié elections to have the man appointed for the full
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term until the next election instead of having a _special
election that costs money. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any...is there any discussion? If not, Senator
Lemke moves the...Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK: '

This, as I understand it, does not apply %o <Cook or
DuPage?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

This hoes not apply to Cook or DuPage because,...l don’t
believe .there's a township in there that doe: .*t have a
municipality, and this is some of those towash: s downstate
‘where they don't have...there's townships vhere they don't
have a municipality in thea.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator Grotherg.

SENATCR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in support of this
aﬁendment, we also have the same amendment prepared on
another bill, Senator Lemke, the township officials. 2 third
of the many townships in Illimois will not have a regular
school election or whatever that thing is they -do on April
ist, and this allows the people to continue through that.
It's.quite a money saver Statewide. It also allows people to
run as incumbents, but it*s well worth doing. Township offi-
cials are for it..

PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
is there further discussion? If not, Senator Lemke moves

the adoption of Amendment No. 7 to House Bill 2135. Those ia

favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed.. 7 :e 2yves have
it. Amendment No. 7 is adopted. Any further asendmeats?
SECRETARY:

|
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Amendment No. 8 offered by Senator Lemke.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does...this is one of those reviséry bills, and
what it does is changes words like he and she and so forth.
I think it?s a bill that’s.f.it's just a...lI don?t know if
it*s necessary but if it’s pot passed this year, it?'11l come
back nexéAyear and take up'a lot of time, and...and I think
this is a technical bill. I think it should be adopted.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

This is only a hundred and nineteen pages long. I just
question its germaneness, would...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Mr. Secretary, would you give us the biil- Senator
Rhoads, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR RHOADS:

Just to speak in favor of the amendment. All those who
favor the Equal Rights Amendment and all those who oppose the
Equal Rights Amendment can vote for this amendment. It just
changes...nakes sex-neuntral _languaée references throughout
the Statutes. We've done it in hundreds of othé;‘Statutes in
a series of bills that Sepator Knuppgl had about three years
ago.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, it does change mdre than. just the Election Code.
It changes the Banking Act, ;he Motor Fuel Codé, the Munici-
pal Act,...could we take this_ one out of the record for
thee..is there 1leave +to take Amendment No. 8 out of the
record? Leave...leave is granted. Are there further amend-—
ments?

SECRETARY:
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Amendment No. 8 offered by Semators Nimrod and Lenmke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nimrod. Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does is, this is tie Penﬁy Pullen bill in
regards to backdoor referenduss. We passed a bill oat on...&n
last year...House 137, it was part of a...what 791 or 501
which...was taken off because of the Conference Committee.
It*'s...disallows for provisions for backdoor referendunms. I
think it*s a good bill and I ask for its adoption..

PBESIbIEG OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICEKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK: .

Does this apply to the County of Cook?
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I...I think it applies to all couanties. 1 don'’t see any
provision excluding them.

PRESIDING OFFIQER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rocke
SEN#TOR-BOCK:

Well, this one, for you information, is only ninety-one
pages long. And my understanding is it only applied to all
counties but Cook, and so those of you i£0 live elsewhere but
Cook might want take a. look at this one.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS) ' .

Senato; Bowers. . A
SENATOR BOWERS:

Yeah, I vas going to ask, Senator Lemke, what specifi-
cally are we doing with reference to backdoor referendums? I
understand what you're saying, that you're "clarifying the
language," but what specifically needs clarification?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LENMKE:

what we're doing here provides that when a board adopts
an ordnance deterwmining that conditioms exist, that the
pﬁblic interest does not reguire a coatinuation of an author-—
ity or district, publication or posting of the ordinance
shall include the specific number of voters is required to
sign a petition requesting the submission to the voter elec—
tors and the question of dissolution, the time in Hhich such
petition must be...filed, the date of the prospective refer—
endum, the secretary shall...provide a petitionifo:m to any
individamal requesting'one. Pertaining to...it pertains to
airport authorities, wunicipal codes, hospital districts,
special taxing district for redevelopment projects, corporate
authorities, sanitary water boards, county tax levy for hous—
ing of county offices, Sanitary District Revenue Boad Act,
the River <Conservation District Act, the Illinois Local
Library Act, the Springfield Metropolitan Exposition and
Authority Act, forest preserve districts im counties under
ﬁhree hundred...three million, park districts, counties and
public county...public health departments, the Illinois High—
way Code, and the School Code. This legislation would serve
to advertise to the public the fact that an ordinance and the
local government can be challenged. This would beCome...it
makes it easier for people to know ‘about backdoor
referenduns.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bowvwers.

SENATOR BOWERS:

Well, to paraphrase it very...a little shorter,..:what
yoa’re saying then is, that if, uader the existing Statute,
there is a provision for a backdoor referendum, then whem an
ordinance, a bond ordinance .or what have you, is passed, the

ordinance BUSt...OC...O0r published, the pablication nust
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include thét notice, is that what you're...is that all it
does?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENA?OR SAVICKAS)
SenatoflLemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

You're correct, that*s right. Itfs the same as House
Bill 1750, which wasS...which was made part of a bill last
.year.

PRESIDING OFFICER:' {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bowers.
~SENATOR BOWERS:

I'n so:fy, 1750 doesn't ring a bell with ne. The other
provision I...I thought I heard you say is, that the gov-
erning authority has to furnish the petitions. Is there any
limitation - on that requirement? And if not, what about the
States Mandates Act?

PRESIDING OFFiCER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lenmke.

_SENATOR LEMKE:

My undérstanding and the reviev of House...House Bill
1750, the State dandates Act did not apply to that bill, and
this is exaétly like that bill.. So, therefore, I...I would
say it doesn't apply..

PBBSIDING.O?PICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bock. '

SENATOR BOCK:

Yes, thank 7you, Mr. President. Senator Grotberg,. if
you'll.tut; to page 89 of the amendment, I've found something
that the executive secretary of the State board will have to
do if this is adopted. It says, "The executive secretary of
the State board shall provide a petition form to any indi-
vidual requesting one." So we have found at least one duty
if this is adopted. I don’t know what that pertains to, but

he has to provide a form if you ask him for one.



Page 43 — JUNE 22, 1982

PRESIDING OEFIéBR: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator lLemke moves
the adoption of Amendment No. 8 to House Bill 2135. Those in
bfavor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have
"it. Amendment No. 8 is adopted. Any further amendments?
:SECRBTARY:

Auendment No. 9 offered by Sénator Nimrod..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator ¥imrod. Senator Nimrod.
SENATOR LEMKE:

It should...the bill does is...apply the same thing the
other...the other amendment did only it applies to schoéiﬁ-
districts...downstate school districts., It was similar to
House Bill 181 which passed the House 109. It's a'working
cash fund and I think it's a...a good bill for school dis-—
tricts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rocke.

SENATOR ROCK:

This again 1is this Penny Pullen bill ‘and it...does not
_apply, as I understand it, to the City of Chicago Board of
Education, is that correct? Everyvhere else but Chicago.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMEE:

; would agree that it doesn't apply to Chicago 'cause the
»Board of Education of Chicago is a special creature of the
Legislature. It has certain advantage; and disadvantages
which were designed by this Body, so there's no way ue can do
it with this bill and...'cause we don't have elections of
school members in Chicago where other school districts do.’
Ke bhave the appointment by the mayor and the people have
nothing to say about that appointment. I think it's a good

amendment and I ask for its adoption.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS) "

Is there further discussion?. Ig not, Senator Lemke moves
the adoption of Ameﬁdment ¥o. 9 to House Bill 2135. Those in
favor indicate by'éaying Aye. Those 6pposed. The Ayes have
it. Amendment No. § is adopted. Ahy furfher amendments?’
SECRETARY: _

Amendment No. 10 offered by Senator Lemke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
. Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

¥hat ii does is applies to vacancy in the office of elec-
tion commissioner.. It cuts the time for the successor that
the appointment Bpust be made within sixty days to £ill the
unexpired tera. This wvas recoammended by...Bepresentative
Phil Collins, and I think i&'s a good bill. And we had a
problem in Chicago -amd T think this will speed ap the
appointment process so the election prbceSS‘can move smoothly
with the Board of Electiomns. -
PBESIDING.OFFICER:}(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senator Lemke moves the
adoption :of Amendment No. 10 to House Bill 2135. Those in
favor indicate by saying Aye. Thosé obposed. The Ayes bhave
it. . Amendment No. 10 is adopted. Any furthet:amendments?
SECRETARY:

‘Amendment 11 by Senators Lemke and Berman.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
- Senator Lemke. -
SENATOR LEMKE:

Shat this does is amends the Election Code to provide
that write—in votesAshall be counted only fo£ self—evolved
candidates. In other words, you mﬂst declare yourself if you
wvant to be a write—in candidate. I think it is a good bill
and it should be adopted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)
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Is there any discussion? Senator Keats.

SEFATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. A question of the spoansor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he will yield.
SENATOR KEATS:
Which House Bill was this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

This was Hbuse Bill 403. This came about when we hagd

the...the things like Donald Duck and Mickey Mouse, and this

means that the State, you know...the Board of Elections don®t

have to waste their time except counting serious write—in

‘candidates.
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Keatsa.

SENATOR KEATS:

House Bill 403, did that die in the Rules Comaittee?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)
Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

It didn?t get out of committee and it...I...I believe we

put ‘it on...it was put on Senate Bill 501 which was lost in

the shuffle in the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:
You didn't answer my guestion. Did House Bill
out of the Senate Rules Committee?
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lemkes
SENATOR LENMKE:

No.. This is last year bill. It got

403

out

get

of
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the.;.the.,.it wasn?t...nobody brought it up this year to get
it out of Rules. So, I mean it wasun’t out of Rules  this
year.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.
SENATCR KEATS:

Okay, DRYeeedY follow—ﬁp question, and I've been sitting
here listening to amendment after amendment to one bill. Has
the Senate Elections Committee ever considered voting indi-
vidual bills on their merit, or do you feel some great need
fo put eight zillion amendments on one stupid bill so we've
got a vggiéﬁsﬁn;h Sf pluses and minuses on one bill2 I know
it may never dawn on the comﬁittee, but sometimes billsfought
to go up and down on their merit, not by packing five zillion
things into ome bill, therefore, you figure you can buy off
everybody by getting them to vote for something that they all
needed. - My...my question is, if this bill was so wonderful
last year, why did it lose? ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: '(SEHATOﬁ SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

#ell, last year it lost fot a very simple reason, there
was a limited number of election bills coming out because of
redistricting and so forth, and...and it was decided that vwe
needed...that these bills were on...Dnot controversial, they
should have been combined, in fact, I...I talked to _Repre—
sentative ¥®inchester and he agrees that there's a lot of
insignificant bills that mean very little that come out of
the House as election bill that should be joined together in
one bill so we don't waste the taxpayers' money by passing
numerous bills and complicating things. I think this a proc-—
ess of irying to come up with and form a committee bill which
is not controversial.

PRESIDING QFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Keats.
SEBATOR KEATS:-

¥ell, this noncontroversial éommittee_pill has‘aiready
'had one hundred some page amendment knocked out for being
nongermane, and I don't remember vwhether the ninety—one page
amendment was knocked out for being:nongetmane, but x' think
it probably shounld have'tbeen; I just don't think anyone
bothered to ask. All I'm,saying‘is, Chairman of the cohmit—.
tee, it wvould be nice if you ran an organized committee and
didn't try to put everything on one bill. If you tried to
put the merits of peices of legislation up, it doesa't séve
the taxpayers one dime to do it this way, if anything, it
probably costs us mnmore money to do it this way. Haybe you
should talk to the House chairmen, too, I know that's some-
thing we don't do that often, and tell them to quit passing
so many goofy bills, but that?!s a different issue. Alli I;m
saying to you is, we're on Amendment 11 to one bill, and we
keep tacking on bills that vere defeated last time. You're
the one who chose not to bring some of those bills out last
time, and all I'm saying is you're asking the Senate %o bail
out the ineptness of the Elections Compittee.. i'm not saying
we should or shouldan®t do it, but you ought}io just stand up
and say, gee, we run an inept coammittee, and I'd like 7you to
bail me out 'cause it*s an inept coammittee.

-PRESIDING OPFiCER::, {SENATOR SaVICKAS)
_ Sepator Rock. ‘
 SENATOR 3’ocx::‘

Jell, I just want to point out, Mr. President and Ladies
and Gentlemen of_the Senate, on page 12 of tiis gea itbsays,
WIf you are voting absentee during the period_ of absentee
balloting,” and in the county I represent, they vote on the
ihird floor of that building, as I recall, not having voted
absentee I just presume that, but it says for the purposes of

this section, "Electioneering shall be prohibited from all




parts of the building in which balloting is being conducted
during the posted time.™ That peans if you*re on the eighth
floor, the first floor, or im the hallway, you're subject to
arrest if you wear a button. Doesn't make any sense. I
don?t know how they do it in Lake.County or DuPage County,
but this doesn't make any sense. v
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR'SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, Senator Lemke moves
the adoption'of Amendment No. 11 to House Bill 2135. A roll
call has been requested. Those in. favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed‘ vote Naye Thebvoting is open. Have all vote&
ﬁho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the :écord. On
that gquestion, the Ayes are 6, the Nays are 39, 4 Voting
Present. Apendment No. 11 having failed to receive a major—
ity vote is declared lost. Any further amendments?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 12 offered iy Senator Bruce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Bruce..

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, ¥r. President and membérs of the Senate. This
amendment deals with school elections in downstate Illinois
in which...and in Chicago which relate to moving school elec—
tions for community colleges and school boards to Saturday
from the Tuesday under the consolidated elections provision.
We have found in downstate Illinois the. cost of conducting
those elections with full-blown prec@ncts, polling places in
every precinct, a precinct committeeman, a whole...election
. judge cost to be exorbitant when we cannot get much of a
return of voters. 1In my home county, ve spehd about four
thousand dollars more just to conduct the election when we
had about two or three hundred people come out, and the idea
would be to move the school elections, everyone has been

doing that for years, to Saturday and leave it on Saturday
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where it has been for community colleges and school districts
and...ana a few-othé:,small special districts that have non-—
partisan elections on that Tuesday and save the taxpayers in
some of the counties.a good deal of monef.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bhoads. .
SENATOR RHOADS:

Thank you, MNr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in vigorous opposition to Amendment 12'4to House Bill
2135 for a varietj of reasons. To begin with, this is the
start of undoing the consolidation of eiections bill that
passed the General Assembly several yeé:s ago. It vas the
schools and their associations and their representatives who
insisted upon a separate election date for the school elec—
tions because they did not want to be commingled with so—
called political, so-called partisan elections, speéifically,
in this case, the township and municipal elections. It was
at their urging'thaf've adopted a separate Tunesday election
and now. they're complaining about the cost. Now the answver
t6 the cost problem to the extent <that Vit exists in some
parts of the State is to allow further clustering of pre-
cincts. The Advisory Board on Consolidation of Elections has
.mo- probles with that idea, but to go back to the Saturdays,
to go back to the oId days of...of no registration for voters
and balf a day for one polling place per...per school dis—
trict, this doesn*t fit in with the consolidation of elec— _
. tions concept. It‘discourages people from participating in
electioas. It provides, once again, a mechanism for only a
very few people to control these school elections. How what
in the world are they afraid of? They're afraid of 1lots of
voters participating in...in their electioné. Well, isn't
that too bad. We ought to keep this election omn a regular
consolidated election date which those schools requested in

the first place and we ought to keep +these pollimg places
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open. Now, +to +the extent that they are expensive, we can
provide for further clustering of precincts, but this amend-
ment deserves a resounding No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Presiﬁent. I also rise in opposition of
this amendment. What in effect this would do was be to
disenfranchise a large coamunity of voters up in my area,
that would be the Orthodox—~Jewish community that would not be
able to vote in these very important elecfions. I urge a No
vote.

?RESIDING OFFICER: (SBNATDR'SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

" Thank you, MHr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This last election, in my area, we vwere able...vwe
had. the polling place to épen at twelve and closed at seven
o*clock in the eveﬁing. Now as the resalts of this what hap-—
pened is that when we had to put polling places in every pre—
cinct that it costs an awful lot of money. I...I certainly
don*t want to disfranchise anybody because I want everybody
to have, but if there was some way, then we had some cluster
in the precincts and it necessitated that we had every poll-
ing place open and with five judges instead of three. We had
a. terrific increase in cost and we didn*t have amy money to
really operate the thing, so it's a problem that you got
here, and I certainly don’t want to change things around but
it‘is really causes serious problems in my community.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:
Thank you, Hr. President. Would the sponsor yield fér a

question?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SLiICK;S)

He indicates he will yield.
SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Bruce, a question, would this include referenduns
or just the elections for these particular groups or the
ieferendums to finance them a&isou?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Semator Bruce;

SENATOR BRUCE:

I+ would also impact on the referenda...which would bg
scheduled on that day, as they have been in the past.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS: .

I would...that was what I vis suspicioning, I didn*: have
a copy of the amendment. You may all remember one of the
reasons that many groups had pushed for coamsolidation of
elections is so you get a reasonable turnout on referendun
days in addition to electing school boards, vhatever. This
would have the potential, as I was suspicioning, although I
.don't have the anendment in front of me, would allo¥ you to
take tax referendums and move them to Saturdays, when not
only Senator Berman’s Orthodot constituencies would be unable
to vote, but there would be an awful lot of other people who
would have a hard getting to .those Saturday polls, and you
think you've got low turnouts for referendums and school
‘board elections now, this is another way to hide that. Plus
I want...I want to 1lay to rest this...this cost argument.
They're all sayiang that it costs more money and...and I'm not
disagreeing that on paper it does, but there are two gques-
tions involved. There are lots of vays to consolidate these
elections so they don't cost 5 : =muCha. Many of your local
clerks wvere totally opposed to consolidation of electioas, so

they on paper will write up thi— costs X amount. I remeamber
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reading onme where it talked ab§ut personnel who were on. a
yearly salary basis, how much it costs to have them work on a
day they're'being paid to work whether there was an eleétion
or not. Now that to me is not a reasonablelgcost at eand,
hell, they’re being paid to'bé there whether they?re sleeping
at their desk or running an election. And so the cost fig-
ures brought up have by and large been inaccu:éte, although I
_do concede theré is a cost for cerfain number of judges and
Ken.t.Seﬁatot Hall brought up a good point, we probably need
less judges, there are a lot of ways to do it. There's noth;
ing that prohibits cutting these cqsts other than the fact
that many peéple don't want these consolidated‘elections, and
you're playing into- the hands of those who.are opposed to

having more people getting to vote in elections if you pass

an amendment 1like this. I know the intentions are...are’

good, but the practicality is_bad.,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

¥r. President and members 6f the Senate, Iirise in favor
of this amendment. And I think as Senator Bruce has pointed
out, at least in dqunétate, and I'1ll speak for those commun—
ities and .I'm nét speaking for the county gletks, but I'm
speaking for the citizens doénstate. de're 1very unhappy,
this last élection apd the consolidation of the elections, I
think it needs to be changed. I think that amendment that he
has will +take care of the problems there, and it has been
more costly; and these are not facts,. the]'ré figures that
come from +the, necessarily,”from the county cletk's.office;
they're facts that wvas very easily seenm in our district. And
I would hope that we pass this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Walsh.

SENATOR WALSH:
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Mr. Presideat and members of the éenate, just briefly on
thee...0n the guestion of the coét. I know in my commanity we
have...we have fifteen précincts, all of which were open for
the school election, where in the past, we had five precincts
in the fivé public séhools'that~were open and it wvas more
expensive. On the other hand, it was the‘first election con-—
ducted under the Consolidation of Eiections Act tﬁat ve
passed just-..jﬁst two years ago. I think everybody agrees
thaé the county clerk should have clustered those precincts
for purposes of the...of the school election, including the
county clerk, and he can do that and I'm sure will do that.
So, in your downstate counties as vell as in my community of
fifteen...election precincts, there will be clustering
because the cbnnty clerk has learned that the turnout for
those school elections doesn't justify having every single
general election precinct open. So, I...I don't think you
should be concerned about the cost, Senator Bruce and Senmator
Coffey, what we should strive for is participation in these
school elections.: I would urge a No vote on Amendment No.
12.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SBNATOR SAVICK_AS)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LE&KB:

I...t00 rise...in opposition to this bill, only on the
basis the intent is good but consolidations is...was an
attempt to cut and consolidate elections and start catting
downing the costs and getting rid af some thé special elec—
tions that special intefest'groups have infloence over and
having them in conjuﬁction'uith other elections at the same
time. I think in Cook County...a consolidation is running

-well, there's some problems. I've talked to the counmty clerk.
and he is agreeance to let...let's let consolidations work
for awhile before we start ‘changing it at the begipning. I

think that we all should vote No and wait to see hov the next
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consolidation election goes, and I think we'll see it rua
puch .smoother and less expensive. So I ask everybody to vote
NO. - .

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator RocKa
SENATOR ROCK:

Well, I rise in support of this amendment. I think it's
@...great step forward. For ome thing, we're goinsg back to
six o?clock, you nd longer leave the polls open *til seven,
we're hack'tp six. And I hepe in succeeding amendments we'll
get it back to four, three, two, Olne. » v
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

.Is there further discussion? If not, Senator BTruce may
close debate. o
SENATOR BRUCE: oo C Co

Well, I think Semator Berpan and perhaps Senator Rock are
the only two that have read this amendment. What...what we
are doimg is going back to exactly what we were doing before
the consolidation of elections, and all these dire comments
aboat low voter turnout and people slipping in referenda,
that has been.the case, if it were the case, for sometime in
Illinois, and we're going to go back, under this amendment,
to a Saturday election from noom *til six as we have had for
years and years.. And for those of you who are worried that
somehow . referenda are going to be %npacted, 1 hope that you
listened to Senmator Coffey's comments. It is so much easier
to crank omt the anti's than it is the prot's, that I don't
care what day you have.it on, but let me tell you, the turn-—
out was lower in my district on Tuesday than'it was om Satur—
day, so if we're playing into the hands of anyone, we are
playing into the wrong hands if we stay on Tuesday. You can
slip by some things because the turn out was lower. I just
think, and except for the apologies of Senator Berman, that

ve do better in downstate with Saturday electioas where we
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don®t have a full contingent of election judges, where we
dont*t have ii in everj precinct. 1 happen to represent thir-
teen counties and these costs ilave been exorbitant for our
county clerks. This amendment ﬁddresses.that cost probleam.
Perhaps im years to come we can go back to an election on
Tuesday, but I think for the time being, given the cost that
we have...we have put on other governments and the costs that
county governaments are seeing that this will be one way to
send ther a message that we're inférested in savihg then
money rather than always passing legislation that costs then
money.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEMATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce moves the adoption of Amendment No. 12 to

House Bill 2135, Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.

Those opposed. The Ayes have ita. Amendment...vwould

yOU...those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed.
The Nays have it. Amendmeant No. 12 is lost. Any further
amendments§-
SECRETARI:

Amendment No. 13 offered by Senator Lenmke.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Bhat {his amendment does is amends the Election Code to
- provide that the county officers on the election board
commpittee in contest can...can either sit or designate
somebody to.sit. What it does is clears up a problem which
is in the Act. At the present time, the coanty judgé can
designate one...another judge to sit but the county clerk or
county...the county state's attormey can't, and it ties all
these officials up when they...have to do something else for
a couple of weeks. All it does...it's a permissive thing, if
the state!s attorney chooses to sit, he sits, if he chooses

not to sit, he doesn't sit. The same thing with the county
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clerk, they can sit if they want or not, it just sets up a
procedure, also a ptoéedure where the...if the county clerk
is sick or the state's attorney is sick, they can designate
somebody to sit at those hearings so they can conduct thenm
and get them over with quick, because if...you got to have a
méjority sitting out of three people, and if two are aot
‘ there, you can't have a contest. So I think this is a good
amendment and I‘think.it's;..uill speed up election contests
so that the people know who is on the ballot at the right
tinme. \
>PRBSIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOB‘SAiICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

A question of the spomsor, if he*ll yield, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he?ll yield.
SENATOR ROCK: ‘

To which counties does +this apply?
PRESIDIBGTOFFICEB: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
‘ Senator Lenke.
SENATOB LEMKE:

This applies to all counties. It*'s permissive legis—
lation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepator Rock..
SENATOR ROCK: .

Is this supported by the State?s Attormey of Cook?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LENKE: _

This is supported by myself and the people that are wor—
ried about election reforms and contests being held after
primary electioms. This is not supported by any...it didn't

come from the State?®s Attorney of Cook, it didn't come from
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the county clerks oifice, it*s just good government legis-—

lation that is long

over due and necessary, and

they...the...state's attorney thinks it's a good idea and

many other state's attorneys do, and I think it*'s a good bill

and I...I‘think i+ clears up a problem where you have people

sick, or incapacitated,

attend election contests.

PRESIDING OFFICER:
Senator RocKk..

SENATOR ROCK:

or some reason not being able to

(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The answer, I take it thea, is yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER:
Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

(SENATOR

SAVICKAS)

What, is this supyorted by the state's attorney? I would

say, yes. It's supported by people that are for good speedy

contests. I would assume, I have not talked to him om it, he

has not told me whkether he is for it or against it, he just

5ayS it'Se...it's an idea that...I talked to his aide and they

have no objection

it..

PRESIDING OFFICER:
Senator Joyce.

further discussion?

of Amendment No. 13

amendments?

SECRETARY:

PRESIDING OFFICER:
Senator Degnan.
SENATGR DEGNAN:

I would 1like to

to it, so I can't see the...him opposing

(SENATOR
Is there
‘If not,

-to House

cate by saying Aye. Those

Ayes have it. Agmendwzent No.

Anmendment No. 1% offered

(SENATORB

witudrav

SAVICKAS)

further discussion? Is there
Senator Lemke moves the adoptioa
Bill 2135. Those in favor indi-
opposed. The Ayes have it. The

13 is adopted. Any <further

by Senator Degnane.

SAVICKAS)

the apendment.
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PBﬁSIDIHG~OFPICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate...Amendment NO...14 has been withdrawn. Any fur—
ther amendments?
SECRETARY:

" No further amendﬁents. This bill has got a fiscal note
request for it after amendments were adopted.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR SAVICRAS)

Well, we'll have td leave it on 2nd reading *til that.
.fiscal note is...attended to. Senator Rhoads, for what puf—
pose do you arise? ) .

SENATOR -RHOADS: ‘

A gquestion of the Chaira. Thé Senator requesting the
fiscal note?-

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bock indicates that he requested it.  Senator
Rock.

SENATOR BOCK:

-Pardon me, Mr. President, I askedithat a copy be given to
Senator Lemke. My understandiang is Amendment ¥o.. 1, in par-
ticular, will...will emgage the State:Board of Blections and
that euphemistic executive director in some weighty decisions
and I p:esﬁme they*re going to neéd more money, and I just
#ant to find out how much.

PRESIDING O?EICEB: fSBRBTOB SAVICKASi

.Senatqr Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS:

»Hell, ¥e...Senator Lenmke, I believe, had made a commit-
ment that: he was going to...recali this from 3rd to 2nd in
any case, because thére are further amendments down in the
Reference Bureau. If I understand the Chair, it will now be
possible to file a fiscal note request at amendment stage
after an amendment goes on, is that correct?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR 'SAVICEAS)

That?s...Senator Rock.
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SENATOR ROCk:

All right, I'11l...I'11 ask the Secretary to withdraw ay
request for a fiscal note and move the bill. I just want to
know how much this is going to éost-

PkBSIDIHG OfFICBB:- {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats. '
SENATOR KEATS: »

Thank...thank you, Mr.. president. In...in speaking to
the President of the Senate's remarks, I ¥ant to ask a gues-—
tion because I had a fiscal note of mime knocked off. The
exact timing, what are we ruling npowv...after Zna reading,
before it goes to 5rd reading, when are we saying fiscal
notes are suppose to be put on? There, seems %o be some
confusion. I had one of mine knocked off when I thought I
had done it correctly. I'm not arguing, I'm just asking out
loud, could we éxplain what is that fiscal note policy right
now, !cause Qe're_close enoagh i+ could be a problem holding
things up, which is probably a good idea to hold up as much
as we can, but what is the policy?

PRBSIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats, if you'd read Chapter 63, Section 6#2.37,
you will...you?ll see ahen.it is required. " Senator Hall..
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would 1like to request from Senator Lemke,. I
appreciate what hg's trying to do, I have an...an amendment
that I -ask to have withdr&wn at thié’time, I'n waiting to get
a respoase from tae chair in my county board. And I'd like to
ask Senator.Lemkevif he?d be so kind as to bring that Dback
tomorrow so that we might attempt this amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, it's still onm 2nd. Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

NOeweI-..I've withdrawn my request for a fiscal note and
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" I.e.e.it can legitimately be moved to 3rd readipg.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR ‘DeANGELIS:

Well, thamk you, Mr. President. As.--és a note of
clarification, om Chapter 63, Section 32.31m.;
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

37... I
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

eesyOoU can oniy request a fiscal note in. the house of °
origin before 2nd teading._ - ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENRTOB.SAVICKAS)

Senator, would you read 42.37, mpot 31. - And Senator
DeAngelis, the regquest for a fiscal note has been withdrawn.
Senator Llemke.

SENATOR LEMKE: .

I think at this point the question is mute since it was
wvithdrawn. And I think we should go oa and move this bill to
3rd reading. As I said, Senator Rhoéds and to Senator Hall, I
¥ill bring it back, I'm sure we'll get a fiscal note as to
see the problen...the expenses involved, but as my under-
standing and talking to the State board, there...there was’
the...there was no fiscal note in the...in the House on the
bill, and I think there is nome now, but we®ll get one for
sure. . But I*1ll bring the...bill to 3rd reading and then, for
the purposes of...of Senator BRhoads' amendment aand Senator
Hall's amendment, I'11l bring it back on 2nd reading so they’
can have an opportunity to amend the...this-bill. It*s just
the only election bill around.. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: ~ (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The Chair appreciates your comaents, but it's the policf
of the Chair to allow everyone to speak on this issue
and...and the Caair did do that. Senator Heaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:
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Well, thank you, ¥r. President. I was just wondering,
Senator Leamke, inasmuch as it m#y not be appropriate to get a
) fiscil note, could the Board of Elections inform the Senate
as to what the cost of this might be? ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Leake..
SENATOR LEMKE:

I have no problem with it., I...I mean, I*1ll ask thenm vto
get...get the figure, 1'm sure they should have got it.
PRESIDING OéFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion on this métter? If not, 3rd
reading-> House Bill 2147, Sepator DeAngelis. (Machine cut-—
0ff) ..s5ecretary. »
SECRETARY:

"7 (Maching cutoff)...Bill 2147.
{(Secretary reaés title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No committee amendmeants.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Aaendment No. 1 offered by Senator Berman.
PBESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:
i I'1l withdraw that. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Any further amendments?
_SECBETARY:
No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
3rd reading. Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:
-«othank you, Hr. President. I understand that the

Appropriations Chairman and the Minority spokesmen are again
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meeting this afternoon with thé House Appropriations Chairman
and Minority spokesmen, so I would suggest, at this tinme,
that we again skip the appropriation bills, and we'll do
those first thing in the wmorning oance the differences, if
any, have been resolved.

PBESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOBR SAVICKAS)

Then we will move to the Order of House Bill 2234 Qn page
12, at the center of page 12, we have House Bill 2234, Sena-
tor Geo—Karis. Read the bill, Mr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 2234.

{Secretary reads title of 51i1;>

2nd reading of the bill. The Comamittee on Element&ty and
Secondary Education offers;..better to look at the Calendar.
This bill was read a second time on June the 21st, Amendment
¥o. 1 was adopted...the bill was held om 2nd, we. now have
Amendment No. 2. offered by Senator Haitland.
- PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentleamen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 2234 wouldt allow
the...Begional Board of School Trustees to apptoie the
budget; if in fact, the county board has not : acted
within...within thirty days. In some cases, county boards
have not reacted soon enough and it has caused very serious
problems. I believe this would...would speed up that proc-—
ess.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, éenator Maitland moves

the adoption of Amendment No...Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:
Could the sSponsSOT...l 'would ask the sponsor to yield.

#ould the...
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PBESID_ING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He imdicates he will yield.
SENATOR KEATS:

...could you explain. how this amendment changes the
objectioﬁs fo the previous amendment that did this, it shifts
the auathority of who's okaying vwhat budget and when? Could.
you explain hov this has changed what were the objections to
the last amendment? #ith that quizzical look on you face, if
you remember last. time, the amendment as drafted allowed
individu&ls Wwhoe..or a different group of individuals basic—
ally to okay a budget, taking the responsibility away froa a
coﬁnty board and shifting it to regional'education, have you-
changed that amendﬁent, or is this the same amendment we
tubed last time?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator,ﬂaitland;

SERATOR HAIi‘LAND:

Senator Keats, I always know where you stand. ‘He have
not changed the amendment at all. I think...I thinke..I think
everyone understands now what the amendment does. It does
possibly shift the approval of the budget to the regional
trustees, iho are also elected if, in fact, the county board-
tefuses to act uitﬁin thirty days.. A
PBESIDIIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Sénator,xeats.‘

SENATOR" KEATS:

Is there some law tha£ says these county board members
have to respond ip thirty days to every group who comes to
them, or could they}be, while examiniﬁg +the budget, have
guestioﬁs concerniﬁg State appropriation, local appropria-
tions, whatever? Could there be reasonable guestions that
would hold them up over thirty days?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNERALD)

Senator Maitland.
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SENATOR MAITLAND:

I;..I would imagine there...there...there may be soae
reasons why..why it should be held up more that thirty days,
_but to answer your question, specifically, the lav really is
éilent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONWEWALD)

Is there further discussion? Senator Berman.
SEHK?OR BERMAN: .

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in opposition to the

amendment. What we're doing here in the finmal days is taking -

the prerogative away from the cougty boards to set the ESR's
budgets and giving it to thé Regional Board of School
irustees, and under the language, -here they can make aay
changes inlihat budget that the Regional Board of School

Trustees deems necessary. Now that may be good law, but I

don't think anybody has had the opportunity, particularly the

county boards, to react to this. The bill should have been
heard in commitfee and if the county boards bhad a position,
they should have an opportanity to talk about it. I can't
say, at this point, whether ites good policy or bad policy,
but it's a drastic change and a substantial delegation of
. authoriiy t0..-t0 the Regional Board of School Trustees.
Without some input from those affected, namely the super—
intendent...the educational service regioﬁ superintendents
and the county boards, I would have to stand in opposition to
it at this point.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Geo—Karis.
- SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
Well, I'a just vaiting to hear the argument and have the
Gentleman dispose of it one away or the other.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Is there faurther discussion? Sepator Grotberge.

SENATOR GROTBERG:
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Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Would the spousor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: ‘(SEHATOR DOBNE9ALD)

Indicates he will.

SERATOR GROTBERG:

Senator, until Senator Berman explained what this amend-
ment does, would you clarify for me then, does this. take the
school trustee job and enlarge it from something besides
property advisement and asset advisement for the various
counties?

PRESIDING OFFICEQ: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Maitland.

SENATGR GROTBERG:

It puts them into operatfons.
$ENATOB BAITLAND:

Yes, Senator Grotberg, if, in fact, the county board does
not react within a fhirty day period, clearly it does exteand
authority to the Regional Board of Trustees that they do not
now have.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

I*'m puzzled. I regret having to discuss with my worthy
c@mrade over here the value of something like this, but the
value to =me seems to cause more problems.thén it solves. I
can*t think of a county board that wouldn®t go ape if they
knew that we were doing this. I have not contacted mine, but
the school trustees nov meet, M¥r. President, I think, guar—
terly, a couple of times a year at the most, as seldom as
they can, and they...in general, they're not <comprised that
board of the...of the general operating types of school board

people. And I regret I will have to vote No on the amend-

aent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Is there further discussion? Senator Bruce.
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SENATOR ERUCE:

Well, I...I rise in opposition, for many of the points
made by Senator Berﬁan and that is, I don?t know what this is
going to do to cbunty boards, how they would react and...and
I don*t know about your regiopsal school trustees, but the
major requirement in ay distri&t that, as I talked to then,
‘is you have to be‘ove: the age of eighty to serve. I don't
"kpow if there is an age reguirement, but Y...I dare say that
no one in my area kﬁovs who the regional school trustees are,
and they-uould bé;'probably, shocked to find out they had
anything to do except hold title to the buildings, which is
their ma‘jor functidn.' We have trouble finding guys, you put
their name on the ballot and I never know who they are until
after theyre elected and it's...in our downstate area, these
guys hold title to the buildings and that®s all they do. And
if they had:-any other funciio;, I'm not sure that they would
want to have that, and for that reasom, I think, until ve can
find out who ought to be approving the budget...from‘reading

this, you must have .a problem with some ESB, but I think that

maybe you're.-.you'rg making us run through a lot of gates to
get £o a simple so;u£ion with your county board, and until ve
got some statement from the county boards, I certainly would
not Qant to get‘invblved in a fight with omne ESR and all my
county boards. '
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: ‘SENATOR DONNERWALD)

Is there further discussion? Senator Maitland may close.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

¥ell, thank you, Mr. President. First of all, the ES&'s
are supporting thié, they are in favor of it. I would remind

the Body that certainly this changes nothing if, in fact, the

county board acts expeditiously. But there have been some
problemé and all that county boards need to do is to function
properly, and they ;ill, in fact, approve the budget. Keep |
"in mind also ‘welre not asking them to approve or amend the
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levy. We're talking about a budget,'school boards now aaend
the budgets all the time. I think it's a good amendmeant and
I -would seek its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

«-ethe guestion is, shall Amendment.ﬂo. 2 to Hous® Bill
2234 be adopted. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
sﬁy. The voting is open. Have all those voted who wish?
Have all those voted who wish? Take the record. O©n that
guestion, the Ayes are 11, the Nays are 37. Amendment No. 2
to House Bill 2234 fails. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

Apendment No. 3 offered by Semator Baitland.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOﬁ DONNEWALD)

Senator Maitlanda.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
~ Thank you, Mr. President. I can hardly wait. Thami you,

ar. President...Amendment...Anendment ¥o. 3 to Houses Bill
2234 allows. theees.allows the regional superintendent of a
multiéounty region to determine the fiscal agent bof that
region, and it also...it also requires the couaty boards to
make paymeﬁts to the regional office on a...on a quartarcly
basis.. The law . is now silent on that and there is nothing to
deternine when the payment is made. ‘
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Is there discussion? Senator Beraan.
SENATOR BERHAN;

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

Indicates he will respénd._
SENATOR BERNAN: .

Who designates the fiscal agent, or who is the Zfiscal
agent from multicounty'ESB'é now?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Maitland.
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SENATOR HAITLAHD;

Thank you, Mr. President. Sena&or Berman,.preseﬂtly the
way it is usually handled is the county in which the regiomal.
superintendent resides names that...that couaty board is the
-fiscal agent, and this amendment would...would clearly allow
the regional superintendent +o  determine who that fiscal
‘agent might be, it could be the regional supérintendent, it
also could be any éne of the county boards involved.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD) '

Senator Berman.,

SENATOR BERMAN:

My comment, Hr. President;Hia&ie;‘and Gentlemen, on this
is substantially similar to the . -previous améndment. There
may be justification for this, but when it®s put on the Floor
in this way, those of us in the...in the eduacation commit—
tees, for example, have no opportunity, an those people that
are affected have no opportunity to really give their com-—
ments on this. What this amendment does is éppatently wili
withdraw from certain county boards who are .acting as the
fiscal agent for ESR*s at the present time, take that author-
ity away, place it elsewvhere which will mean a...perbkaps a
substantial shift in dollars without those fbeing affected
having an obportunity to coament. I would suggest to the
éponsor that the amendment be defeated and introduced as a
bill in January so we can hear both sides of this argument.
1 urge a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DONHEHALD)

Is there further discussion? Senator Maitland may close.
SENATOR MAITLAND: '

Thank you, HMr. President. I appreciate a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Question 1is, shall Amendment No. 3 to Houmse Bill 223% be

adopted. Those in favor vote Aye...those .indicate by saying
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Aye. Those opposed No. The Hoes have it.

fails. Are:there further amendments?
SECRETARY:
No further amendments. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DCUNHREWALD)
3rd reading. House Bill 2262, Senator

biil, Mr. Secretarye.

END OF REEL

Amendment No. 3

Nash.

Read the
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Reel HNo. 3

SECRETARY:
v House Bill 2262..
(Secretary;feads.title of bill)
2nd reéding of the bill. The Committee on Executive offers
Qne amenﬁment;
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SEEATOﬁ DONNEWALD)
Senator Nash.
SENATOR NASH:

amendment No. 1 was offered by Senator savickas in
Committee of...anl Executive creates...creates the Commission
on Health Assistance Program.

_PRESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Is there discussion? The gquestion is, shall Anendzent
¥o. 1 to House Bill 2262 be adopted. Those in favor indicate
by saying Aye. Thgse opposed. The Ayes have it. Amendment
Eo._1 is adopted. ?re there further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD) -

Are there amendaments from the Floor?
SECBETARY: ‘ :

Amendsent No. 2 offered by Senator Nash..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONREWALD)

' Senator Nash.
SENATOR NASH:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,

Amendment No. 2 is technical in nature. It's corrective lan-—

guage dealing with the Illinois Special Eveats Commissioa

that was worked ap betseen the Governor's Office and the
Comptroller’s oOffice. I ask for favorable...for adoption of

Amendment No. 2.

s
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PRéSIDIHG OCFFICER: (SﬁHATOB DONNEWALD) . V ‘
" Is fhere discussion? The gquestion...Senator Grotberg.
‘szux"rfon_ GROTBERG: ‘
ﬁun by that...thank you, Mr. President. Will the spoasor :
.yield? ‘ _ ‘
PRESIDING OFF;CEB: {SENATOR -DONNEWALD)
Indicates he will.
SENATOR GRbTBEﬁG:

<«-that special events l#nguage, I remember that for the
last several years...tell me what it does, would you, Senator
Nash, please? |
PRES&DING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Nash.

SENATOR NASH:

The...the  amendment is techmical. It corrects the lan—
-guage as far as paying for certain activities. There was a
1prohlem ‘with the Comptroller®s Office, so this amendment was

drafted by the Governor's Office to satisfy the Comptroller’s
Office so they can pay the bills. That's all.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Grotberg. .
SENATOR GROTBERG: .

It does...further question. It does not change the
pembership or who picks the chairman and all of those things
that were so popular before. Thank you.

PRBSIDIQG OPFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Indicates...he says, no. Are there' <further...is there
further discussion? The question is, shall Amendment HNo. 2
‘to House Bill 2262 be adopted. Those in favor indicate by
saying Aye. Those opposed No. The Ayes have it. Amendment
No. 2 is adopted. Are there further amendments?

SECRETARY:

azendment No. 3 offered by Senator Nash..

SENATOB NASH:
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Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,

. this awmendment evéns out_the membership on the Gang Crimes
Commission, an éven nugmber from eéch side of the aisle.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SgNATOﬁ DéNNEHALD) 4

Is there discussion? The guestion is,>'s£éll Amendment
§0. 3 to éonse Bill 2262 be adopted. Those in favor indicate
by saying.Aye. Those opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amend—
ment No. 3 is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

' Apendment No. 4 by Senator Nash.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Senator Nash.
SENATOR NASH:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
Floor Amendmeh£ No. 4 creates +the Suburban Problems Task
Porce Comaission and repeals it October 1, 1983.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SEEATbR DONNEWALD) »

Is there discussion? The question is, shall Amendment
§0e 4 to House Bill...oh, Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GBOTBERG:

This is anothé: new comnission and we...didn't hear any-
thing " about it, ’HQ. President. - Establishes
¥hat...suburbale.. -
PRBSIDIHG‘OEFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

¥hile we?’re waiting, do we have leave for WBBH;TV to

televise and also for Statiom KTVI-TV, St. Louis, to tele-—

vise? Is there leave? Leave is granted. All right, Seaator
Nash, would you proceed, please.
SEWATOR NASH:

Yes, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, the Suburban Task Force Commission was...the bill wvas
passed by the House and did not get out of Executive Commit—
teé, and your side of the aisle asked me if I would put it on

this bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEVALD)

Senator Gfotberq.

SENATOR GROTBERG: )

I still doan't know what it does. Whoever asked to put it
on, I would be glad to have them raise their hand
beCaiuseeeaitecoitecCreates a nev¥ commission, Hr. President
and feilou ﬁembers._ kAnd...and I've been chastised about
the;..executive of ome cosmission. And maybe...what’s the
salary of the executive, let'sAstart witﬁ that?

PRESIDING OFFICEB; {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Nash. o
SENATOR NASH:

There...there's no appropriation that I know of at the
present time, Senator Grotberg. All this...does is create
" the commission.

PRESIbING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEHALD)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

One more question of the spomsor, any spousor that
can..-vho are we. creating this -joblfor of the fifty-nine
departing House members, several of us Senators? There's at
least going to be eighty...nev compissions, and I want to be
prepared to ask about every bne of themr, even if it comes
from my side of the aisle.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Semator Nash.

SENATIOR NASH:

-e-Mr. President, this was a request froa Representative
McAuliffe, Bepresentative Conti and a few others from your
side of the aisle over at the House.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
' Is there further discussion? The question is, shall
Amendment No. 4 to House Bill 2262 be adopted. Those 1in

favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed? Amendment No.
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4 does not pa#s. Amendﬁent...Senatof Nash.
SENATOR NASH:

Roll call.

PBRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

There is a request for.a roll call. A roll call will be
had. Those 1in faio: of the adoption of Amendment No. 4 will
vote...Senator Rock. v '

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, ﬁz. President. This 1is the...this is the

ahendment that creates the task force *o study suburban Illi-

nois, is that right? 1Is that what we're voting on? I would

urge all of us from suburbia to vote Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEHA#D)

All fight., Senator Rhoads. We're back in discussion, we
were on the vote but proceed..
SENATOR RHOADS:

Mr. Presideat, I...represent a suburban district.
¥ho...who*s going to be on this commiésion, Senator Nash?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Nash.

SENATOR NASH:

The aembership on this coamission will be appointed by
the President of the Senate, the Hinority Leader of the
Senate, the Speaker of the House, the Minority Leader of the
House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Rhoads. . '

SENATOR RHOADS:

vDo ve have a guarantee tha*: the membership will be from
the suburbs?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Nash.

SENATOR HNASH: -

Also the Governor makes some appointments on here. I
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assume it will be from the suburbs.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD) .

All right. ¥We go:to the question of the vote. Thbse in
favor éf the adoption of Amendment No. 4 to House Bill 2262
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Ray. The voting is open. Have
‘all those voted who wish? Have all those .voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion:the Ayes are 31,.the Nays
are 17. Anmendment No. 4 to House Bill 2262 is adopted. Are
there further amendments? ‘ , _ ' v\
SECRETARY::

Apendment No. 5 offered by Senmator Nash.

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SBNATOB DONNEWALD)
' Senator Nash.
SENATOR NASH:

¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemean of the Senate,
Senator Grotberg, this is the ameandment that changes the
membership im the Special Events Coammission. It increases
the number of nmenmbers .from each side of the aisle...it
increases the membership from the Legislature and also the
Governor?!s appointments. This was the Governor®s request in
his amendatory veto. I ask for a favoﬁahle adoption of this
amendment.

?RESIDIHG OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNENALD)

Is there discussion? The gquestion 1is, shall Amendment
Mo. 5 to House Bill 2262 be adopted.. Those in favor indicate
b} saying Aye. Those opposed? The Ayes have it. Amendment
No. 5 ié adopted. Are there further amendments? . v
SECRETARY: :

7  Ampendment No. 6 offered by Senators Bash and Rupp;i
PﬁBSIDING OFFICER:. (SENATOR DONNEWALD) V
Senator Nasha.
SENATOR -NASH:
Mr. President and Ladies -and Gentlemen of the éenate,

this amendment evens out the membership oan the Illinois
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Insurance Law Study Commission. There's to be an even nuaber
from each side of the aisle and also extends the life of the
commission to October 1, 1985. I ask for favorable consider—
ation. . . .
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATO§ DONNEWALD)
- Is there discussion? Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUMNEMAN:

Qqestion of the sponsor...Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Indicates he will respond.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, Vyou indicated that this...this evens’out the
_tepreéentation' on. both sides of the aisle, ihis.-.this
_commission is balanced now, I think, Setueen the two polit—
ical parties. Whate...what did you mean .by that? Are you
adding...are you, in fact, adding members to the commpission
instead of what you indicated? ’
fRESIDING OFFICERz . (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Nash.

SENATOR NASH:

Yes, Senator Schuneman, we're adding a mémber from the
‘Minority side of the aisle to the compission. Right now it’s
three membérs from the Majority side, two from the Minority.
We're evening it out to be even numbers from each :side of the
aisle..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Is there further discussion? The guestion is, shall.
AAmendment No. 6 to House Bill 2262 be adopted. Those in
favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed? The Ayes have:
it. Apendment ¥o. ©6 is adopted. Are there further amend-—

ments?

SECRETARY:
Ampendment No. . 7 offered by Senator Egan.

. - PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

I
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Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
is not an addition, it's mereiy Qeeedeesdllove..this amend—
ment allows the Governor's‘Conncil on Health and Fitness to
generate funds for the Prairie State Games, which is nothing
more than the Intrastate Olympics within Illinois. It has
ihe favorable consideration of the Senate in passing unani-
nously. I don*t think it had one negative vote, veni to the
_ House Rules and somehow it got lost there. So I'm asking
that we adopt this so that the Prairie State...Games can get
on. And I ask for your support and then nmove fo£ the...for
the adopti&n of Amendment No;7.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
o 7.: Senator Keats;
SENATOR KEATS:

A question of the spomsor..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATO# DONNEWALD)

Indicapes he will respond.

SENATOR KEATS: ~

I'm trying to read this analysis here, and I know the
Prairie State Games is for retarded childrea or something, I
mean, wvhat is it? He's going to answer.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEﬂAfORaDONNEHALD)

Senator Egamne .

SENATOR EGAN:

No, it is not for the handicapped. This 1is for
the...tﬁe.--the most talented athletes we have in Illinois to
compete intrastate as they have done in Florida, Pennsylvania
and, I think, New York. The intrastate games are very popu—
lar, it's a method by which we can bring to the attention of
the International Olympics the best athletes that we have in
our State. 1It's supported by the Governor, supported by the

Council on Health and Physical Pitmess. 1 know of no opposi-
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tion, Senator Keats.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator Keats.

'SENATOR KEATS: !

Technically, the Governor oOn...on our thing doesn't take
a  position, technically, but I...I want to ask...I know when
it comes to conditioning, Bob; you and I go out and Jjog in
the morniﬁg, ‘sometimes people make fun of me as I jog down
the street. I have no objection to subsidizing it, But what

'ﬁill this cost us, where's the money come from, who, you
know, who is béing hired as executive directbr at what
'ﬁaléry?
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR DONHEHALD)
Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:
The pu;pose of this amendment is to allow the commission
to -generate funds privately, so thag it doesn't cost us any—
- thing. -
-PBESIDIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
~ Senator Davidson. .
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Ar. President and menﬁers of the Senate, I rise>in sup-—
borf of this amendment. We sent this bill out of here with
an. overvhelming vote.. It is...gives us...Senator Egan and I
both happen to be on that Governoc's Health Commis—~
Sione..Committee, Chairman and Vice—Chairman of it. It

-aliows us through private funds to genmerate funds to have a
Olympic stylev type competit;on of RIllinois athlet-
ics;..athletes so we cam get sore people ready and involved
to. participate in the Olympic games in the future. This is

going on in five other states presently, and they are

dominating the @membership into the Olympic teams with the
fact that they're giving these people anrn opportunity to

compete on world class and Illinois and it won't cost a ton
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of ‘money to send them to some other where. I urge you to...a
Ifavoiable vote, otherwise, I ask again a favorable vote for
this amendzent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Is there furthef discussion? fenator Egan may close if
he so desires. 1All fight. The question is, shall Amendment

No. .7 to House Bill 2262 be adopted. Those in favor indicate

by saying Aye. Those opposed. The tyes have it. Amendment

No;_7 is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARI;

No- further anmendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONMNEWALL)

3rd reéding. House Bill. 2266, Se :ator Jerome Joyce.
Rea& the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 2266.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. ¥o committes amendments.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Are there amendments from the Floor?
ACTING SECRETARY: (NR. FERNANDES)
Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator .Jerome Joyce.
‘ PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEHALD;
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOICE:

Thank you, #Ar. President. This amendment...iS...was. at
the reguest of Senator Berming. It removes froi the...from
the bill, counties over two hundred and seventy-five thou—
sand. Those counties are Cook, Lake,. ﬁill, Kane, DuPage, and
thai's it. v
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNENALD)

Is theré further discussion? All ri iz, the question is,
shall Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 2266 be adopted.  Those

in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes
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have it Anendment'No. 1 .t0eweis adopted. Are there futther
amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (ﬁB. FERNANDES)
¥o. further amendments.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
3rd reading. House Bill 2285, Senator Philip. Reéd the

bill, Mr. Secretary.

_ ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 2285.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

‘2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Revenueboffers

three amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator...Senator Netscha
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President., Senéto: Philip had asked that
I exélain- the amendments because they were amendments &hat
Wele...0r the last one, at least, was one that was dev;sed by
the Revenue Committee. I think first of all that... .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Let's consider Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Yeah, the...the first two committee amendments are super—
seded by the... ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

I'E SOCLCY...Jjust...just a moment, Senator.
SENATOR NETSCH: '

I'n SOrTY.. _
PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SEHATOﬁ DONNEWALD)

The Secretary advises me there is but one amendaent.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Well, that...that would make more sense, right?
Because...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DONNEWALD)




- Page 81 — JUNE 22, 1982

all right; All right. You may proceed.
SENATOR NETISCH: ' -

Right. The asmendment that the céhmittée suggested and
put on the bill, with the spoasor’s éppfoval, obviously,
strikes everything ' that vaé in thé origimal bill. This has
to do vith.the sales tax ODeveODaeo0D gaS..-the sales tax on
gasoline. And the origimal bill had a fairly complicated new
structure fot  collecting and remitting it. All of that has
been eliminated from the bill by...or will be eliminated by
Amendment Ho. 1, the committee amendment. Instead, Amendment
No. 1 will provide a system of dnplica;e reporting that was
requested by the Department of Reienue that the Department of
Bevenue, indicated would give it the tools to be able to
track the sales of gasoline and make sure that, indeed, the
sales tax is being paid om it. .Basically, it requires
retailers to report what they purchased from wholesale dis—
tributors and in what volume and from whom, and it requires
the same kind of reporting from the wholesale level amd it,
in effect, allows, by the duplicate reporting, the tracking

of the sales.. Tha£ is all it does, it does not in any vay.,
shape or .form change who gets the two jpercent that is
involved in the collection process or reimbursement processe.
It does not change shere thé gasoline tax, the sales tax on
gasoline is collected or othervise. It is simply a tracking,
reporting system that the Department of Revenue believes will
help it to...to determine vhether there is any fraud takiag
place, that is, failure to report and £find out vhére that
lack of reporting 1is and see that it no longer happems. 1
would, on behalf of the commitﬁee and Senator Philip, move
the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 2285..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Is there discussion? The question is, shall Amendment
Ho;(1 to House Bill 2285 be adopted. ~Those in favor indicate

by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. Apmendment
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No. 1 is adopted. Are there further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

3rd reading. House Bill 2361, Senmator D'Arco. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretarye V
ACTING SECRETAﬁ!: (MR.. FERNANDES)

‘House Bill 2361.

{Secretary reads title of biil)
2nd reading of the bill. ¥o committeé amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)
Are thefe amenrdments from the Floor?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No.‘1 offered by Senator D'Arco.
PRESIDING -OFFICER: {SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Take it out of the record.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DOHUNEWALD)

Take it out of the record. House Bill 2381, Senator
Bloom. On page 14 of House Bills 2nd, House Bill 25{3, Sena—
tor Schaffer. House Bill 2521, Senator Simas. House Bill
2541, Senator Schaffer. House Bill 2578, Senator Berman.
Read the hill; Mr. Secretary. ’
ACTING SECRETARY: {MBR. FERNANDES)
. House Bill 2578.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. No comnittee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DONNEWALD)

Are there amendments from the Floor?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR.. FERNANDES)

¥o amendments from the Floor.
PRESIDIHG OFPICER: (SENATOR DONNERALD)

3rd reading.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Por what purpose does Senator Rock arise?
SFNATOR ROCK: '

. Thank you, Hr. President. On the Order of House Bills
1st reading, we have an administration bill with. respect to
eiecutive reorganization. I*d ask that bill be read a first
time and that the appropriate rules be waived so that Sena—
tors Gitz and Nimrod can convene their compmittee to meet
toﬁorrowvmorning for the.purpose of examining that bill;
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR\BRUCE)

A1l right. On the Order of House Bills ist reading, én
page 14 of your Calenaar, is House Bill 2530 with Senator
Philip as the Senate sponsor. Senator Philip and Senator-
Rock ask for suspension of the rules so that the bill might
be réad and consideﬁé& in this Session ofvfhe General Assem—
bly. Is theré leave for suspeasion of the rules? Leave is
granted. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRET}R!: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 2530.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of the bill.
PKESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rocke
SENATOR ROCK:

§ Thank you, ui. Presideni;‘ I would now move that the
appropriate rules be wvaived so that the bill can immediately
be sent to the Committee on Executive Reorganization amd I°'4d
yield to Semator Gitz.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Gitz.

SENATOR GITZ:

Yes, MHr. President. We have conferred with Senator

Biﬁrod, the Minority Spokesman. The committee will meet at

nine o?clock tomorrow morning in Room 212 to hear House Bill
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2530;
PRESIDING OFFiCEB: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. The motion is to suspend the <rtules foOr...so
that the bill might be assiéned directly to the Committee on
Reorganization. On the aotion to suspend, all in favor say
Aye. Opposed Naya Ayes have it. The rules are suspended
and the bill migh* be heard ir coamnittee tomorrow wmorning.
All right. If I miéht have the attention of the Body. It's
the intention of the Chair that we'll take up one coacur-
rence, on page 17 of your Calendar, which we're informed is
an emergency, 1621, but alsé I Houid like to me}g;t the
membership that we have thirteen bills on recall that we will
get' to, 579, 1108...see if we can get a...a better list for
you. But we will go to comcurrences, then ﬁe will be going
to. recall, so if gyou have any bill that you would like to
recall, now would be the time to file the nmotion. And I'm
not sure we're going to keep getting back to this order of
business, it is Tuesday. So, alert <the wmembers that it’s
about time to get gyour bills into shape that are on 3rd
reading. Is there...is there leave to go to the Order...for
what Senator...for what purpose does Senator Kenneth Hall
arise? A
SENATOR KENNETH HALL:

Thank you, Ar. Ptesideﬁt and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. ¥hile we have this. lull, I*'d just like to announce
that Sepator Newhouse has been released from the hospital ;nd
was planning to come down today, but then his mother vas
taken to the hospital, seriously ill, and this has delayed
him. So there's a possibility that he will not be here
today..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The Journal will indicate the reason for Senator

Newhouse's absence. 1Is there leave to go to the Order of

Secretary’s Desk for the handling of Senate Bill 16217
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Leave? . Léave is granted. . Senate Bill 1621 haé been retﬁrned
to~thé‘5eéate with House Apendment No. 4, and Semator Rhoads
:is recognized with regard to a motion. Senator ﬂcﬂillaﬁ is
recognize&, ' :

SENATOR McMILLAN:

Mr. President, I would move to concur with House Amend-
ment No. -4 to Senate Bill 1624 and at the appropriate time
would discuss what it does. ' '

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
k Now is the appropriate.time.
SENATOR McMILLAN:

I'a SOorTy, 1621; had the wrong number up there. #®hen ‘the
Truth in faxation law was passed last'year we provided that
if the levy of any district exclusive of debt service elec—
tion costs exceeded the previous year's extension, exclusive
Qf debt service and election costs hy'more'than a hundred and
five percent, then they had to go_through the procedure of
publishing a'notice, holding’hearings-and so forth. There
Wwere...there were several districts, particularly some school
districts in Cook County, that because of some confusion, and
farticularly because their levy date requirement is the last
fuesday in-September rather ﬁhaa the last Tuesday in Decem—
ber, as in downstate, there was a reél question about whether
or not their levies inéluded or excluded the debt service.
and wvhat happened vas there are a sm&ll nupber of districts
that find themselves in noncompliancé, and that really is the
case becﬂuse of a confusion over what théy should .have and
should not have included in their levy. And wvhat this bill
does 1is say that, only for éook Coagty, and only for leQies
prior to January 1, 82, ho district Qill ﬁe found to be in

noncompliance with the Truth in Taxation lawv if, in fact,

their being over one hundred and five percent was because
they 1included rather than excluded debt service. This is a

problem with those inm Cook County, I wunderstand very well
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because many of your school districts are in a pretty urgent
need of gettiné this passed. It doesn’t really affect the
long-term impact  or effectiveness of the law, and I believe’
it was a.uise émendment- Senator Rhoads, I'm sure may have
some additional explanation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCE)

Purthe; discussion? Semnator Rhoads.
SEFATOR RHOADS: ) v

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
_join Senator McHMillan in asking for a concurrence in BHouse
Amendment No. 4. The Cook County Clerk's Office is waiting
today for...to receive their multiplier from the. State, and
we . have”aséurances from the Govermor's Office that this will
be signed in an éxpeditioué manner. The amendment does
eiactly what Semator McMillan indicated to help out_these
sixty—nine suburban taxing districts, who on good faith and
relyiné on their counsel, included the debt service. I§ vas
only after they had done this that ihe State’s Attarmey of
Cook County and the Illinois Attorney General came down issu-
ing opinions that debt service shonld>not be included. It is
a one-time solution for 6n1y suburban Cook County and I'uould
appreciate a favorable roll call on the concurrence.
PRBSIDiHG 6PFICBR: (SEBATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The gues-—
tion...the gquestion is, shall the Senate concur in House
Apendment HNo. 4 to Semate Bill 1621.. 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, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are nome, Bone
Yoting Present. '~ The Senate does concur in House Amendment
Bo. 4 to Semate Bill 1621. The bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. For
what purpose does Senator Philip arise?

SENATOR PHILIP:
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Thank you, Hr. Presideht.. To announce a Republiéan
éaucus in my office, immediately. It shoﬁldn't be over a
half hour.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BéUCE)

all right. All right. Senator Philip has asked that e
recess - until the hour of one—thirty. Senator
Philip...Senator Pﬁilip, one-thirty? All right. The anmotion
‘is that the Senate stand in rtecess until the hour of
one-thirty- On the motion to recess, all in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and the...the Senate stands in

M§§g§§;_qn§§; the hour of one—thirty.
RECESS.
AFTER RECESS
PRESIDENT: '
The Senate will reconvene at two o*clock, to all meambers
" who are currently in their offices, two ofclock.
RECESS
AFTER RECESS
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

All right. The Senate will come to order. We're . going
to dispose of a littie paper work, and them we will go to the
recalls on 3rd. ;uessages from the House. HMessage from the
GOVernor.

SECRETARY:

A Message from the Governor by Jokn Washburm, Director of
Leéislative Affairs.

Mr. President — The Governor directs me to lay

before the Senate the following message.

To the Honorable nmembers of the Senate, the 82nd

General Assembly, I have nominated and appointed the <follow-
ing named persons to the offices enumerated below and
respectfully ask coacurrence in and confirmation- of these
appointments by your Homorable Bodye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Executive.Appointments; Messages.from the Housee.
SECRETARY: ‘ - ‘
h Message from the House by Hr. ﬁeone, Clerk.
" Mr. President -~ I am directed to inform the Senate
i the House of Representatives has concurred with the Senate in
the passage of Senate Bills togethér'vith H&use amendnents:

Semate Bill 1579 with House Amendments 1, 2, 3 and

Sena%te Bill 1614 with House Amendments 2, &, 5 and
. ) ] .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Resolutions.
SECRETARY: . “
Senate Resolution 604...all the resolutioms that I read
are congratulatory.. . »
Senate Resolution 604 offered by Senator ‘Gitz and all
Senatorse. ‘
Senate Resolution 605 offered by Senator Totten and all
5enators. ' '
Senate Resolution 606 offered by Senator Tottem and all
Senators. :
Senate Resolution 607 offered by Senator Berning and
DeiAngelis. '
Senate Resolution 608 offered bj Senator Dawson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (S_BHATOR BRUCE)
Comnsent Calendar..,aesolution- Coﬁsent Calendara. If I
.:niéht have the attention. of the Body;. We're now going to go
to bills on 3rd reading for recallsf »I'm going to name off
the:first fife or six, and then ve.éte-having.copies distrib-
uted so that you will have a list of ihe bills that are going
.to be called both by the sponsor and the amendsent sponsor.
But while that is being done, the first bills are going to be
douse Bill 579, Senator Grotberg sitﬁ an amendment by Senator

Grotberg and Senator Demuzioj 1168 hy Senator Bruce; 1296 by
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Senator Netsch; 1913 by Senator Mahar; 2039, Senator Geo-—

Karis, and there are four anendaments pending on that; 2095,

SENATOR GBOTBERG:

Thank you. This is a .revorked version of the amendment
that went down the other day in which the...ve authorized
townships and counties by front door referendum to impose a

small increase in their tazxes for the purposes of senior

Senator Schupneman with two amendments by Senator D*Arco. So ) .
if we will be alert, we can handle these...oh, I Jjust...I
just read the first few and we're going to get a list to.you,
that ought to...we ought to 5avevthe list fo you by the time
ve get to that. Hoﬁse Bill 579, Sena*tor Grothberg asks 1leave
of the Senate to return House Bill 579 to the Order of 2nd
Reading for the purpose of amendment. Is there leave? Leave.
is granted. The bill is on the Order of 2nd - Reading. It's
‘om page 2 of your Calendar. Senmator Grotberg, are...HT.
Secretary, are there ameudments?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senmator Grotbherg.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

_Senator Grotberg is recognized.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank yéu, Mr. President aﬁd fellov members. Amendment
No. 3, Mr. Secretary, in my records is LRB8202224RILS.
SECRETARY:

Yes.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Is that correct?
SECRETARY:

Yes..

citizen pProgramsa This is offered in the forth—
coming...diminution of Federal senior citizen progras amomney,
grant money. The seniors of the State want something like

this very much. The reason for it coming up now is that they



Page 90 - JUNE 22, 1982

need a long time to plan and nmothing -like this Hould npec-
essarily go - on in the November electios, but as the Federal
funds diminish, this would be able  to be in. place fot a
county or a township to offer it to the people. We then
struck out.any language limiting it to any other. county.
Senator BRock had considered it vas not available for Cook
Cdunty or Cook County Towaships. He.struck the limitation of
countie§ of a million et cetera, it now applies to evety‘
township and coﬁnty in the State. 1I%G be glad to answer
questions. I'm sure some of you have heard from your seniorT
citizens on the matter and I would ask for a favorable roll
call and move the adoption. -
‘PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? . Senator Rock.
SENATOR BROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in opposition to
Amendpent No. 3,‘hut it*s nice to have highlighted for this
Body the fact that the Reagan administration and the Reagan
policies _areA picking on the senior citizens, and the only
alternative we have left is an. increased tax levy offered by
the Republican side of the aise. I think it*s delightful and
I hope the press takes due note of that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -

Fufthe; discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SERATOR GROTBERG:

Yéah, "I believe I pade a mistake the other day in not
closing in rebuttal to my friend oﬁ the other side; of the
aisle. But the nice thing about this, this brings goveinment
back to the people. They may do it, they don't have to do
it. They need an alternative if we're to...to take anything
out. of the grant programs. In fact, this morning's paper
said there was every indication that they may not take any
out this year. But the substance remains the same, it's the

reality of local government, and thank you, President BRock,
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for teminding.me.that the Republicans are definitely iﬁ favor‘
of local governmenf and local decision, and that alone should
be reason for you to support this amendment. I ask for a
favorable roll call. ‘

PRESIDING OFPICER:

- The question is on the adoption of Amendment Eo; 3 to
House Bill 579. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
'uuay- The voting is.oéen. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? BHave all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that guestion the Ayes are 34,
the Nays are 19. Amendment No..3 is adopted. Purther amend-
ments? ' ‘ h
' SECRETARY:

NO...no further amendments;

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 1296, Senator Netsch. House
Bill 1913, Senator . Mahar. Senator Hahar asks leave of the
Senate to return House Bill 1913 to the Order of 2ad Reading
for - the purpose of amendment. Is there leave? Leave is
granted. The bill is on the Order of 2nd Reading. Are ihere
amendments, Mr. Secretary? For what purpose does Senrator...
SECRETARY:

Amendaent...

PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BBdCE)

For what purpose does Senator Johns arise?
SENATOR JOHNS:

Well, I would have voted Aye on that last bill. The key
was turned,vI kept pushing it and finally I realized somebody
had turned ay key. So I just wanted to...to be recorded as
Aye on 579, Sir. Thank you.

SECRETARY:.

Amendpent yo._3 offered by Senator Hahar.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR 'BRUCE)

Senator Mahar is recognized.
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SENATOR HAHARQ

Thank you, Mr. President and members ~of £he Senate.
apendment No. 3 deletes a section, paragraph 5 of House Bill
5913., It...there was some objection to...the other day when
the bill was before the Body. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3 Olaee
SECRETRRI‘: ‘

That uoulé beeas-

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Améndment No. 3. Discussioné’ All
invfavor,say Aye. Oppoéed Nay.. The Ayes have it Amgndment
No. 3 is adopted. 'Further amendments?

SECRETARY: v

No farther amenépents-‘
PRESIDIHEG OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCB)}

3rd reading. House Bill 2039, Senator GebAKaris, with
four amendments. Senator Geo—Karis asks leave of the Senate
to return House Bill 2039 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the
purpose of amendment. Is there 1leave? Leave 1is granted.
Phe bill is on the Order of 2nd Reading. Are there amend—
ments, Mr. Secretary, please? ‘

SﬁCBETABY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Semator Grotberg...and Bruce,
right.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg or Semator Geo—Karis to explain the
apendment. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

eeeONee.on 2039, if you*ll recall, yesterday we passed
the motion to reconsider the vote by which Amend-
nent...Conmittee Amendment No. 1 was attached to the bill,

-and I was about to move to Table that amendment because I had

a substitute amendment. I wonder if I'm in order at this
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time to Table that Amendment No. 12

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. The amendment was adopted by the Sepnate..

Amendment HNo. 1, which was a committee amendment, ha# been
adopted by the full Senate, and Senator Geo—Karis moves to
reconsider the vote by which Amendment No. 1 vas adopted. Is
there discussion om that métion?_ Senator Totten. '
SENATOR TOTTEN:

Thank you, Hr. President. I wonder if the spoasor has

been over to discuss this with President Rock or whether

~ President Rock has consented to having a visit with her?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (Senator Bruce)

All fight. Further discussiod?on the motion to'recon—
sider? Senator Nash. On the motion to recomsider, all ia
"favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The vote by
which it was adopted is reconsidered. Now Senator Geo—Karis
moves to Table Amendment No. 1. On the Motion to Table, all
in favor sgy Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Améndment
No. 1 is Tabled. Further amendments?

SECRETARY: '

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senators Grotberg and Bruce.
PRESIDENT:

Senatdr Grotberg.

‘SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President, fellow members.. Thisvis the
grandparents visitation amendment which has been refined now,
and actually upon looking at it, Senator Bruce, it doesn't
solve my problem but I think it solves yours. It gets rid of
the adoptive language which was :objectionable to several
people and simply provides that the court may grant reasoan-
able visitation privileges to a grandparent or
great—grandparent whose child, has died wvhere the court
determines it's in the best interest of the welfare of the

child. And I would move the adoption. If Senator Bruce has
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something to add, I'd be delighte& to hear froa hinm.
PRESIDENT:

a1l right. Senator._érotbétg ﬂas moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 2039. biscussion? Senator
Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE: .

Thani yod, Hr. president and members of the Senate.
Senatot'Gtotberg and I bave worked thé last day on trying to
éetb language_that will protect the rights of grandparents to
make visitations when their child, in fact, has died and they
want...wish to see their granmdchildren. v Thé _language that

caused a good deal of problém'is wvhat happens in the adoptive

process when the rights of the parent have been terminated by’

a . court. The only solution that I could see was that we
would have to just take that adoptive lanquage out. And so,
as you know, under the...ﬂarriagei and Dissolution Act, a
grandparent can petition a court to have visitatiom rights
when there has been a dissolution of the marriage.  This adds
in that Act the right to, in fact, petition the court for
visitation rights when their child has died and not Just
in...in a dissolution of a iarriage, but when there's been a
death of their child that tﬁey cah petition the court to have
visitation riéhts. I think it's a reasonable acconmodation
of...of requests from grandpareats écross the State of Illi-
nois and I would favor the ;otion to adopt.s
PRESIDENT: .

Senator Geo-Karis. All Eigbt-
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I agree.
PRESIDENT:.

SeRpator...Senator Grotberg hkas moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 2039. Any discussion? 1If not,
all in favor signify by éaying Aye. All opposéd- The Ayes

have it. The amendmeant is adopted. Further amendments?
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: szcmﬁuz:
) Amendment No. 3 by Senator D'Arco.
lPRESIDENT: ‘

Senator D'Arco.

SEBATOR D*ARCO:
Thank you, Mr. President. This is the Jjoint custody
.amendment; Rigﬁt now the law does not provide for a disposi-—
" tion of joint custody in our Dissolution Aci apd, iam fact,
wetve had' a case im Chicago Hhere‘a judge, Bernié ¥olf, who
used to be a State legislator, did, in fact, award a Jjoimnt
custody disposition and this, in fact, will put in the
Statute what the judges feel should be the law. And I would
move to adopt'Amendmenﬁ,No. 3, isn't it 32 You got 2 on the
‘board- I would ﬁove to adopt Amendment No. 3 to House Bill
2039. -

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt  Amendment No. 3. Discussion?
Senator Bloom. Discdésion of the motion? All in favor say
Aye. Opposed ©HNay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 3 is
adopted. Further amendments?

SECBETARY: ‘

Amendment No. 4 offered by Senator Geo—Karis.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) ‘

Senator Geo-Raris is recognized on Amendnpent No. 4.

SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

Amendment No. 4 is the amendsment tha£ substitutes for
Amendment ¥o. 1, and it is more correct and I move its pas—
Sage...the passage of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motiom is *to adopt Anendment No. 4. Discussion? All
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Apmendment
No. 4 is adopted. PFurther amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 5 offered by Senétor Marovitza
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) -
Sénator Marovitz is recoghized..
SENATOR MAROVITZ: ~

Thank you, very auch, MNr. President and Ladies. and

Gentlemen of the Senate. Amendment N¥o. 4 merely takes the

word. "retired® out of the Statute and allows a former judge
to perform marriages. Right now the Statute reads retired
judgé, there’s a diffefénce. This would allow former judges
who nmay "have lost in a;‘election to-..to‘perform marriages
aﬁd have the...be on the..fon the same par as wvith all former
judges,. and I would ask the adoption of Amendment No. 5 to
House Bill 2039..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SE¥ATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendment Bo. 5. Is there discus—
sion of the motion? All in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. Amendment No. 5 is adopted. Further amend-
ments? '

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

What...Senator parovitz, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR 8AROVITZ: ’

I have spoken to the spousors of this bill. Thefe is an
;bendment...Amendment No. 6 coming up, it should be here any
minute. I would ask that this bill be held 6n 2nd ;eaéing.
Amendaent No. 6 just clarifies, at the reguest of Judge

Pleck, further clarifies the joint custody award, and I would

ask that this bill be held on 2nd reading. It's a-

noncontroversial amendment and there®s no opposition to it.
I would ask that the bill be held on 2nd. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

-=.Senator HMarovitz, why don?t we just...we've adopted
amendments, it's going to get our Journal very confused. if

ve Jjust move it back to 3rd, ard if Senator Geo—Karis is
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willing, she can recall it. Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I have no objection to that except you made a statement’

earlier today that we pay not get to recalls again. I know

ve're going to get to 2nd readings again and *his is a very

important amendment that rTeally clarifies a very sensitive
area of the lav in regards to joint custody, and several of
) the = judges "iﬁ‘ the domestic relatioas field, as well as thé
former...our former colleague and ei—judge Fleck, £feel this
is very important to be added to that sectioa. Now, I don't
really care if ve movevit to 3rd, but it's very important
that we do get back to it and the amendment should be up
within, I would say, five minutes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. Senafo: Rocke.

SENATOR ROCK: )

I don't think there's any gquestion but that we'll get
back to recalls. There's io way to avoid it. So I think the
better procedure is to put it back. I*d like to ask about
Amendment No. 5. )

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCB)

Yes.

SENATOR ROCK:

When we say ®"former," does ¢that mean if I stand for
retention and get beat, then I am still empowered to marry?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz. ‘

SENATOR MARCVITZ:

If you were a sitting judge and if you stood for reten—

tion and you lost on retention, having been a sitting judge
you would be empowered to marry. If you ram for election and
lost in an election to your opponent, having been a sitting
judge and then 1lost an election, you would be empowered to

BArry.
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PRESIDING OF:ICER:, (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator RocCk.

SENATOR ROC§:

Underf...under this amendment, would Judge Fleck still be
entitled to marry people although he's in private practice of
law?

- PRESIDING O??ICEB? {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR HAROVITZ: )

Yes, Judge Fleck vould be entitled to marry. The...the
lav nowv reads, former' judgeS...or retired judges, rcather.
Okay, Judge Fleck 1is a retired judge. The lawv mow would
allow Judge ~leck to do that, this doesn't change that in any
vaye..

PRESIDING OF~ICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator kocCke
SBﬁATOR ROCK:

eesexplain to me, if you will, the difference betveen
former and retired.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator 1arovitz.

SENATOR MARODVITZ:

The difference between former and tetired is a retired
.judge retires of his own free will and volition, a former
judge may: be someone who has rus for election...and lost.
and as in the case of a Jjudge 4in...in Chicago, Judge
Rosenbury, was a judge, ram for reelectiom, lost, he is then
a former judge, not a retired judge.

PBESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

and I might point out to the Body, the amendment has been
adopted.. Purther...furfhez amendments?
SECBETARY:

No further ausendments.

PRESIDING CFF'CER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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3rd1rea&ing, with the ﬁndetstanding that Senmator Geo-—
Karis will call it back. House Bill 2095, Senmator Schunmesman.
Sen;tor Schuoneman asks leave of the Semate to return House
Bill 2095 to the oOrder of Zﬁd Reading £for the purpose of
amendmént- is there leave? . Leave is granted. The bill is on
the Order of 2nd Reading. Mr. Secretary, are there aaend-
ments? ’ .
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 4 offered by Senator DArco.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D*Arco, you have two amendments filed ofb...
SENATOR D'ARCO: ‘

- Thank you, Mr. President. Would you read the LRB number?

Is the first AMO1, are...is that the four...the last four

. letters on theé...
SECRETARY:

H0..-.n0, the last four is iJﬁAu.
SENATOR DT*ARCO:

Okay.. The...Amendment ﬁo‘ 1 to 2095 provides that when a
person has uninsured motofist coverage beyond the statutory
minimum limits provided by lav, he also must buy
undérinsurance motorist cb?erage up to the bodily injury
limits that he has for uninsure&‘motorist Coverage. Now that
éounds simple to me, so-..nds this iS...y0Uu know it?s...it’s
simple becauser the 1insurance industry ‘is supporting this
bill...this amendment. No, I'm just kidding. That's what it
does. Right now, under the law, you can have...you bhave to
have...uninsured - motorist; but you don*t have to buy
underinsurea motorist, the two are exclusi§e. fhat this say
is, if you do buy uninsured motorist coverage beyond the
minimum amount of fifteen and thirty, which is the 1law now,
if you bauy over that, 1like if you buy a half a million
dollars worth, then you have . to Dbuy underinsuréd. motorist

coverage at that same half million dollar limit for uninsured
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/
motorist coverage. We think it's a good amendﬁent because we
~don't have man&atory insurance in Illinois,hand I don't think
we're going to have mandaiory insurance,.and what this bill
is really saying is that the linsu:ed should be protected
against people who are driving with vety,fvery, very low
pinipuz insurance limits, .for uninsured .and underinsured.
And I know Serator Schuneman is in favor of it and Senator
Rupp is im favor of it, and I would move adoption of...is
this 0.,.#mendment No. 4 to 2095. .

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

fﬂe_motion is to adopt Amendment No. #. Is there discus-—
sion? Semator Schuneman. - .
SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

-se0nly to say that this amendment, Mr. President, puts
the bill back into the form in which it was when it came oat
of the ‘House. The language adopted by the House was faulty
and this language now does what the House sponsor intended,
and so I do stand in support of the amendment. '
PRESIDIHG_OFFICBB:. (SEEATQR BRUCE) .

Further discussion? Senafor Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS: -

Question of the spoamsor, élease.
PRESIDINGvOFfICBR: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco, you have a question. Senéto: Collins.
SERATOR COLLINS: .

Senator D'Arco, I «can't gquite understand, or maybe I
didn*t...I vasn't paying too much attention wﬁen you first
started ‘cause I know you were kidding;..l thought you vere
kidding. = Are you really sayiﬁg that this amendment, which I
don't._see"on my desk here, is requiring- that if youthave a
certain amount of uninsured:motorists that‘I still, up to a
certain amount, I would have %0 then take out another policy
fqr'undetinsurance coverage?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator D' A_:co.
SENATOR COLLINS:

I afleee
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SﬁNATOR BRUOCE)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Right. It...we're saying that if you buy more than fif-
teen and thirfy, let's say, you buy a...a haondred, three hun-
dred uninsured motorists coverage, most'people_buy a hundred,
three hundred, you have to then buy a hundred, three handred
of underinsured motorists cove:age; it'd be mpndatoty. We'lre
saying that...to protect the insured against the other
insured driver who has ve:y,:very lov»limits like fifteen and
thirty limits.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: - (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS: .

I...I really would...wish that...that I would have had
time to, you know, look at this amendment and study it, Sena—
tor D'Arco, because I f£ind it very strange that Semator Rupp
and, of course, who has been very adam#ntly opposed to all of
the -other major insurance reform and compulsory insurance in
the whole world, is suppotting this amendment right now, and
also Sepator Etheredge, which is a little sarprising to me.
And I would just say to...to the members that I think you
should be alert and aware of what's going on here.

PBESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discuésion? Senatot Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMANT . . ‘

Well, Mr. President, just perhaps by way of clearing this
up, I +think Senator D'Arco indicated that the insurance
industry vas in support of this. I'm not aware that the
insurance industry has taken any position on this at all.

SO...but perhaps he's aware of something that 1I'm not. The



Page 102 — JUNE 22, 1982

other pointb that, I think, it might better be explained by
saying that from now on, when an insured purchases aninsured
motorist éoverage, that coverage must include underiﬂsured
motorists. In other words, this is a mandate upon the insur—
ance companies who write the coverage that when they irite
it, they have to includg the underinsured motorist coverage.
This gets to be a very complicatéd thing to -explain to
people, and I think people are going to be better served by
having both of these coverages writtem in one package by
insurance companieé rather than having it fragmented as it is
at the present tine. ‘
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR DfARCO:

That...what Senator Schuneman said is correct. Part of
the problem is people are ﬁot avare that there is
underinsurance...motorist coverage that they can get from the
insurance company, and...and thié obviously is going to make
them avare of it because the law provides that they have to
have uninsured motorists and included within that policy now
if...if this passes, will be this underinsurance nmotorist
coverage as well. So everybody wodld be aware of it and the
public will be better served and :protected, and I'z not
kidding. :

PRESIDIEG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator D'Arco
has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 4. On that question,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The opinion of the
Chair the Ayes have it. Amendment No. 4 is adopted. Fur—
ther amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 5 offered by Senator D'Arco.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco is recogmnized.
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SENATOR D'ARCO:

As you know that in the automobile 1liability insurance

field, if you're fifty—five years or older, you get alreduc—i

ﬁion in'yoﬁr amount of premium if you take a safety " driver's
course. The question is whether...the amount of that reduc—
tion and who determines it. This bill érovides that it
should be determined by the 4iﬁsurer rather than by the

"Department of Insurance. Whether or not that is true under

the law nov is debatable. But this does specify who will

determine the émount of thé reduction in ‘premium ‘and that
would clarify the law as it presently exists. And I would
nove...tﬁete's po opposition to this, and I would move for
.anendment...adoption of Amendment No. 5 to 2095.
* PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Apendnent...to adopt Amendhent No.
5. Is there discussion of that motion? AllAin favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. - Amendmeat Wo. 5 1is
édopted. Purther amendments? .
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

3rd reading. The Chair is informed that the bill just
éteceding this, 2039, that the amendment has nov ‘arrived.
And since we've just been discussing that, perhapé it will
take less time if we do it right nowv. Senétor Geo—Ka£i$ asks
leave of the Senate to return fouse bili 2039 to the Order of
2nd Reading for ;he pﬁrpose of ampendment. Is there ‘leave?
Leave is granted. The bill is on the Order of 2nd Reading.

Are there amendments,. Mr. Secretary, please?

End Of BReel
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REEL #4

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 6 offered by Semator HMarovitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) ‘

Senator Marovitz is recognized.

SENATOR MARCVITZ:

Thank you, very aanch, HMr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Amendment No. 6 just Eurther clari-
fies that 1in the event of a joint custody agreement and a
joint cuétodj order, as per the amendment added by - Semator
D*Arco, +that any agreement or order should specify each
parent®s rights and responsibilities for the physical care
and custody of the child and for sajor decisions ip connec-
tiog vith education; health care and religious training.

This is to prevent any parental haggling over terms after a

“joint custody order and to better serve the interest of the

child. It*'s been recommended by the judges in the matri-
monial division and Judge Fleck. There is no opposition to

it and I would ask for the adoption of Amendment No. 6 to

“House Bill 2039.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt. Is there. discussion? All in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment
No. 6 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2126. Senator Demuzid asks
leave of the Senate to return House Bill 2126 to the Order of
2nd Reading for the purpose of an anmendment. Is there leave? '
Leave is granted. Are .there amendments, Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:
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Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Demuzio.
PRBSIDING'QFFICER: (SBNATORFBBUCE).

Senator Demuzio on.Amendment No. 2.

SENATOR DENUZIO:

Yes, -thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. Agendpent ‘No. 2 to House Bill 2126 is designed
to take care of a problem that has occurred, as a matter of
fact, a court case, the Domestic Vioieuce Shelter and
Services Fund that we enacted here last year, one~ih'vhich e
have increased the marriage license fees by ten dollars and
the dissolution fees by five dollars. t raises ébout 1.3
willion dollars annmually. However, a court case was brought
in January of the year that the law went into effect, and as
a result, in Winnebago, a Winnebago argument was based on the
technicality that found this to be uncoastitutional because
the suitﬂ claimed that the county treasurer, the officer
that's empowered by the constitution to receive the collected
funds, was bypassed by the iaa that creates the shelter and
the services fund. As a result, the momey is not being dis—
tributed foday. The amendmént would require that each cir-
cuit and county clerk deposit with the county treasurer the
funds in accordance with the...with the Act, and that on the
tenth day of the month following the receipt of the amounts
that deposited...would be déposited to the State Treasurer
who iould‘ deposit such émounts into the Domestic Violence
Shelter apd Services Fund in the State Treasury. So, it is
designed to alleviate and resolve the constitutionality of
the question by seeing to it that the county treasurer, that
person who is enmpowered Sy the constitution to receive the
fees, is put back into- the Act. And I wvould amove for the
adoption of Amendment No. 2.

'PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 2. Discussion of the

motion? a1l in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
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it. Amendment HNo. 2 is adopted. Are there further amend-
ments? 7 »
v .S:ECRETABZ:,l
No further amendments.
. PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
3rd réading. Senator Philip. Senator Philip is recog-
" nized. .
SENATOR PHILIP:
Point of persomal privilege, Mr. President. Just likeAto
“ackpowledge the presence on *the Floor of the Senate of
§illiam Aloysius Redmond, former Speaker of the House, Demo—
. crat Counéy Chairman and one of the great guys of the General
Assembly.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

For what purpose does Senator Buzbee arise?

SENATOR BUZBEE: .

I just wanted everybody to take note where the Speaker
came to, he knows where the power ié in this place.
" PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATGB BRUCE)

2310, Senator.Grotberg. Senator Grotberg asks leave of
th; Senate to return House Bill 2310 to the Order of.énd
léeading for the purpose of amendment. Is there leave? Leave
is granted. The bill is on the Order of 2nd Reading. Are
thgre amendnents, Mr. Secretary?
gECRBTABY:

. Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Grotberg.

PﬁﬁSIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

'SENATOR GROTBERG:

. Thank you, HMr. President. The comment from the gallery
over here is, if you own real property, you can do aaything,
And the reason we’re bringing this back is that that's where
ve left off with Senator Bowvers piggy yesterday and he

derailed tventy-nine cars on the train when he did it. Now,
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Amendsent No. 1, I believe, ¥r. Clerk.. .Mr. Secretarye..
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 lost, Senator.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Okay, nov, Amendﬁent No. 2 1is...is an amendment that
: relates.to tﬁe omission, and this is from the County Problems
Commission essentially, but the county board members are con—
cerned that when we created the Farmland Aésessment Act and
appoihted county comnittées...tevieu committees, that the
county boards are reluct;nt to set up a per diem, or a mile-
age, or anythiﬁg for them to attend those meetings. There’s
‘a0 way for them to reimburse their expenses.. This clarifies
that the county board may do such acti 2 to compensate the
nembers of Vthe County FParmland Asse: sment Beview Committee
for attending such meetings. I move t!e adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 2. Is there discus-—
sion of that motion? All in favor say Aye. Senator Denmuzio,
on this amendmeant? Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:z

Just a quick question...it's only for reimbursement of
mileage, it?s not...thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Yes. Are we ready for Amendment No. 3, Hr. Secretary?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright.

SECRETARY:
‘ Haven't adopted 2 yet.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alriéht, on +the motion to adop . all in favor say Aye.

opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 2 is adopted.

Further amendments?
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SECRETARY:
Amendment N¥o. 3 by Senator Grotberg.
PRESIDING OFFICER: F(SEHATOR BROCE)
Senator Grotberg is recogmnized.
SENATOR GROTBERG:
Thank you, Mr. Presidént- It goes without sayipg that
these township officials of Illinois discovered this vehicle,

and I am pleased to offer an amendnent that contains the

-follouing. itenms: The first...provision provides that town—

»ship or multitownship assessors in countigs under township
organizations of less than a million inhabitants, so Cook is
excludeda.. v '
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg. For ihat purpose does Senator Keats
rise?

SENATOR REATS:

I got six amendments to 2310. John, which omne are we
talking about? I°'m looking through thes and I can't fimnd it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) :

Alrighte Senatdr Grotberg, theté are at leask five
amendments here, so perhaps if you could just describe.
SEFATOR GROTBERG: .

I am pleased to do so because I've had that same problenm

nyself, and I am supposed to know, Sir. S0, Senator Keats

and others, the émendmegt I'm referring to is LRB 82069146
for George, LD for David, VAMO2. It contains several iteas
and it?s put together bYe..by foramer Semator David Regner for
the: township offiéials of Illinois, having to do with omis—
sions in that act aand some correctioné. Have you found it?
May I proceed? Thank you. The first provision provides that
in downstate townshipSe.. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator ¥etsch, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR NETSCH: .
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Thank you. Senator Grotberg, just so that we can étay
here. I thought...the one you'just read the LBRB number for,
I thought was the omne we had just”adoptéd, because it is
marked No. 2, or at least my copy is. Could you then go back
and tell us the LQB number 6f the one we did just adopt so we
can keep it sttaight? ' .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alrighf.: Senator Grotberg, when these were distributed,
evidentally the amendment was marked with a ¥o. 2. Senmator
Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

¥e accept your corrections aka we'Il be glad to clarify
anything to get Senator HNetsch's vote. The one we just
adopted, Séﬁator Netsch, on the farmland assessment value was
LRB 2069714D for David, ACBAM. Got that? That®s adopted and
that is now .Amendment No. 2. Now, may ve proceed with Amend—
ment No. 37?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROUCE)

And that's the one marked AMO2.
SEBAQOB GROTBRRG:

AM02, and it's really No. 3, even we have it marked WNo.

2., So, let us proceed then with the three provisions of this

amendnent.. fe've had a rumning battle for a hundred
years...does the supervisor of assessments give the books to
the local assessor and get them back within a hundred and
tventy days after he gives them or by June 1st of each year?
And they blame it on each other. This pro;ides thai within a
hundred and twenty days after the receipt, after +the super—
visor h;nds thesm . out, of by June 1st, whichever is later,
that the local assessor retu;nsvthat book to the supervisor
of assessments and puts the heat where it belongs. That'!s
one portion of this, and asked for by the township officials.
The other provision, when the Election Code was amended last

year, they left out the notice provision of town meetings,
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amazingly enough, and ve bring that back in where the nmotice

nust be...printed in three of the most public places...posted

rather, aand if there®s a newspaper, to go ahead and publish,

and such notice shall be given by the town clerk or in his

absence, the supervisor. That reinstates the notice provi-—

sion of township meetings. The third provision vas already
adopted in the election bill, and for purposes to keep this
amendment straight, we!re keeping it in this one, and that
would be for...the filling of vacancies in ﬁown...dounstate
office of nultitownship assessors. And with that, I will try
to aamswver aay questiéns. Buf it's a gbod, .clean aéendnent
the way I offer it. I don't know of anything controversial
and would move the adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? I have Senators McMillan, Keats and
Berning. Senator McMillan.
SENATOR McMILLAN:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (§BHATOB BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator McH#illan.
SENATOR HMcHAILLAN:

fell, I understand fully that the intent of this is to
place the emphasis, or to put the pressure where it beloags,
and in those instances where the local assessor simply does
not . get the books, this is to give him some extra time. But

the way this is phrased, what you do is place it at the end

of June or June 1st, which is a delay of a month and a half .

for those that are doing a good job. As it is now, if...if.

the supervisor of assessments gets the books out in good time
and there's planty to time...plenty of time-to do it, then
_they are back to the supervisor of assessments by April 15th.
This means that they can mess around for three or four months
gntil June 1st, and in some cases, this is going to make it

possible for them to...to delay the assessment process, for
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no good reason, even longer than it is now. And I...I under-
stand your intent, but I think this puts anotﬁer loophole
into it that _I...I. don’t Teally thiank was intended and I
;hink would slow down the assessment process in a lot. of
places.
éRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GBOTBERG:

In feply to your quéstion, Senator HcMillan, I read it
quite the other way. Januafy 1st is when these books are
énpposed to go out, and within a hundred and twenty da&s
takes you to three monthé later, which is January, FPebruary,
March, april the 1st. That wvould be if every...if thea..if
the supervisor gets them out, it's a ninety-day cycle. For
every day that ﬁé'éulaie, he can only be és late as Jume iIst
is what this... ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Hénillan.

SENATOR MCHILLAN:

But why not leave it April 15th or one hundred amnd twenty
days,...uhichever iS...is later, because your huadred and
ﬁienty days is going -to provide for the latest #lternazive no
matter what. What you've done is make it possible for it to
be two hundred days.
éRBSIDING'OfFICﬁR: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SEEATOR GROTBERG:

Only...the heat is only on the supervisor of assessments
to get the books out on time. That has been the big com-
plaint. This should speed it up. If they're interested in
getting their levies im on time and their assessments proper
through the State procedures, the...the...we're trying to put
the feet under...fire under the feet of the supervisors of

assessments. And it doesn't apply to everybody, many of thenm
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do a.good joba

PBESIDIBé OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
~ Senmator HcMillan.

SENATOR McHMILLAN:

I would rise to oppose the amendment. It simply does not
do ’uhat ybu have said you wanted to do. I would favor .it
completely if all you want to do is to put pressure back on
- the supervisof of assessments, énd say that that local asses-
" sor will have one h&ndred and twenty days, and that if the
supervisor of‘assessments isvthe one that's slow, that you're
not going to penalize the local assessor. .But what you've
done is write it in such a way that the supetvisééﬁggiggéé;s;-
ments who gets his books out oa January 1 may sit there and
" suffer because of local assessors that choose to follow the
letter of this law and take the later alternative which is
June 1ist. That's five months that they can drag their feet
under the way this is drafted. Now, what you intended is
sound and I support it, but this bill provides a loophole
that I dom't think is going to do anything but cause prob-—
lems.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATO# BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

Well, #r. President, this has been an ongoing complaint
for a long, long time. Some of us who have been in the thick
of these disputes recognize that there's no easy ansver for
this, but with this -amendment, I'm inclined to ask the
sponsor, so what. What are the pehalties? ¥hat?s different
now from what has been? #hy do we want to put an amendment
on that isn't going to carry any kiad of a club?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberge.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Well, thank you. In response to your question, @e didnf't




Page 113 — JUNE 22, 1982

-

anend any pénalty section, and there is no penalty section in.

that Act, am I correct, Senmator, you're an old assessor—type?

PRESIDIHG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) - :
Senaﬁbr;Berning.. ‘

SENATOR BERNING:.

That's right. We've had these penalty...or these final
dates by which this action or another action is to be com-
pleted by ée:tain officeholders, and so freguently is abso-
lutely beyond the control of that officeholder, so he @aust
defaunlt.. He can change‘all these penalty...all these dead-—
line dates that we want, we are not going to get to the crux
of the matter. ¥ow, if one assessor is well funded and he
has propefty cards in file 'so that-he can continually keep
his property records updated, the minute:he gets his books,
he can transfer that information onto the books and he can
Aget the books in in sixty-days, nineﬁy—dajs, or hyvApril 1st,
or 15th or whatever. Buﬁ an assessor who runs a minimal
operation and doesn*t have the help or the fumding to carry
on a year—round program. of assessing is never going to be
able to meet a deadline like this starting from scratch with

'the assessing ‘process. ;t's fine to attempt to encourage,
bnt-unlesS’you put a penaity*in there, you're not going to
force aﬁything. My suggestion, Seﬁator, is that if you wvant
to provide some induceﬁeht,3some recourse by the taxing dis-
tricts, and I think that*s where thé pressure comes for ﬁhis,
it might be appropriate to:considér requiring a perforgance
bond for‘fhé superviso; of assessmenfs. A '
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberge '

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Semator Beraning, your point is well made as is
Senator McMillam's. In the orderly affairs of this oper—
ation, I would ask that...forget about that dialogue, I will

bring it back tomorrov or the next time and strike that por-—



Page 114 — JUNE 22, 1982

tion of it, but ;he rest of the amendment keys into a third
anendment that Senator Netsch is going to offer for Cook
County, and Senator HcHillan has agreed; would you agree,
Senator Beruing, that we probably don't even fiddle with that
language this limited Session? It was part of the asmendment
that was brought to me by the township assessors. #ith leave
of the Body, I would ask for a favorable roll call .on the
amendmen;, and yé will bring back ard strike that portion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATORVBRUCE)

Alright.
SEHATOh GROTBERG:

It's easier thaBR...it throws everything off the track
again, and...and I would appreciate that cooperation.
PRESIDING OFFICER:- (SENATOR BRUCE) .

Further discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATOR KE;TS: .

ee.%ill the sponsor yield for a couple of questions?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS: '

This series of amendments we're fooling with, have any of
these been previously introduced as House or Senate bills?
PRESIDING'GPFICER:. {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg..

SENATOR GROTBERG:

I don't think in this...in this amendment that any of
_these are iocmer House or Senafe bills. 1If they sere, they
didn*t get ouat of Rules in the House....I can't answer jyour
guestion yes or no. I didn*t have any of them.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:
Did any of the commitﬁees ever look at any of these?

PRESIDING OFFICERz (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Gfotherg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:
Just the spokesmen.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:
There...is a week to go in Session, we have amendments oa
a major bill, umpteen ameﬂdﬁents on the bill, no one’s looked
at them, they have not gone through committees, they coulda't

have gotten out of the Senate Rules Committee ‘'cause they

arent"emetgency. I just sit here and say, hey, what kind of

legislative process is this that ~we come up with fifteen
zillion amendments at the last minute, major émendments that
make major changes, no cosmittee hearings, the leadership
hadn't seen it, nobody's worked with it. Who hands you these
amendments at the last moment?
?RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GBOTBEBG::

I opened with that. David Regner came féom the township
officials of Illinois, and I have a great deal of respect for
those gentlemen._‘ There is no pride of authorship in any of
these for me, but we are down here evea though it's a limited
Session to try *o solve some probleas. One of the probleﬁs
with the townships are in each of these pieces of this one
amendment, and I've tried to get it all into.ome amendment so
vwe didn’t have to hang the thing up with twenty—five amend-
pents. 1 thought I*d done a rather good job of explaining
it, Senator Keats, and with nothing but gentlemanly admira-
tion for your admonition, I would still move that we adopt
the amendment, I will take care of the leaks imn the dike,
don't worry about it. Apnd...and it's essentially good except
for the assessor bill, and I happen to agree with...with

Senator McMillan, and that's what debate is all about. I'm

o
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sorry you're boréd uiih béihg here, bht..-

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
7Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

I - appreciate you tqking some clean shots back, I didn't
think I would ge§ away taking them all on my-own, but I do
#ant to say, énd I would say té the members of the Senate,
some excellent points have been raised by sénatot McMillan
and Sénato: Berning. A1l I want to stress is, if we ate
going to‘allege this is a deliberative Body, if we're going
to allege that we are legislators who look at.legislation,
have the committees review it, rathér‘than at the last minute
some special interest group comes in and sneaks an amendment
through at the last minute, ihichvluckily, a few of us were
paying attention to so it isn't snuck through. God knows, I
love ay friend David BRegner and I would notmélly do any*hing
for him, but why couldn't these amendpents have been drafted

three months ago? If this is such a great enmergency, why did

we just discover it in the last week of the Session? I wonld

ask you to vote No, and say that, hopefully, some of our spe-
cial interest groups would learn hov:the legislative process
vorks. )
PRESIDING OFFICER: (§ENATOR BBUCE{

Further discussion? Semator Grotperg moves the adoption
of ‘Amendment No. 3. On the motion, all in favor say Aye.
Opppsed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment NO....been a
V.reénest for a roll call. 'Those'fin favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The vpting is open. The ques—
tion is on the adoption of Amendment No.,3‘  Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 33, the Nays
are 17, 1 Voting Present. Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Fur—

ther amendpents?

SECRETARY:
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Anendment No. 4 by Senator Grotherg.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg;-

SENATOR GROTBERG:

I believe that Senator Netsch is offering that one.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netscﬁ's nahe is on the next‘amendment, Senator
Grotberg, but your name is on this one.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Shat do it do? Withdraw it.
PRESIDING QFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch. )
'SENATOR NETSCH:

If I am not mistaken, the same amendment...this is really
going to blow yoﬁiwﬁind; the same amendment was filed twice,
once on the assumption that those other two had gone on and
once on the assumption that there had been no prior amend—
mrents. I believe it may ﬁe exactly the same text, and in
both cases, I think I am supposed to explain it. Does that
appear to be the case?

SECRETARY:

It...it appears to be the case, but fhey do carry differ—
ent LRB numbers. .

SERATOR NEISCH:

I...yeah, that would be correct, yeah, that*s right.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: -(SENETOR BRUCE)

That would be consistent with your...your stateament,
Senator, because it would besas
SENATOR NETSCH:

And this one should...this one sSould start out, %amend
House Bill 2310 as amended™ in the introductory clause of
Section 1 by deleting and 94, and so forth, vis that...o0kay,
thate...I think that is the correct one, Senator Grotberg,. and

I will proceed if you would like for me to.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

' He<..¥e -are now on Amendment No. 4 aﬁd Senator H¥etsch is
recognized.

SENATOR NEfSCH:

Thank fou, Ta Ptesidént....Amendmeut No. 4 was requested
specifically by the Cook County Treasurer's Office, and, I
believe, on behalf of all of the county treasurers, because
‘the indication was that it isAsupported by all of then. It
was one of the tecommendationg‘ of the Local Government:
Pinanée Study Commission, and the main purpose of it is to
eliminate the requirgment that_receiptsAfo: payment of prop— -
erty taxes be mailed out. That leaves several optious, how-
ever. Oné is, if you pay by check, obviously, the cancelled
check. It also remains }n the records, a-..avteceipt can Se
requested and 1if requested, ¥will be provided, and vhenever
the payment is made in cash, a receipt, of course, anust be
provided. It  is estimated that in Cook County alone the
savings uill be in the neighborhood of three hundred thousand
dollars. I do not have a figure on the éavings in the rest
of the State, but it certainly would be considerable. It
was, as. I said, recomaended by the Local Govermment Finance
Study Commission on the basis that this was an absolutely
unnecessary thing and a major vaster of funds. I Dbelieve
everyoﬁe fis fnily protected. I would move the adoption of
Amendment No. 4 to House Bill 2310.

PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) .

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 4. 1Is there discpssion
of that motion? All in favor say Aye. Opposed Kaf. The
Ayes have it. Amendment No. & is adopted. Further amend—
ments?

SECRETARY:.

I'@...No. 5 +then has been withdrawn, right, Senator

Netsch? /

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)
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Withdrav the amendment. The Sponsor askS...
SECRETABRY:

No fuarther améndments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. PFor what purpose does Senator Géo—Karis
arise?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Ht._ Presidént and Ladies and Geﬂtlemen of the Senate, on
a.s.spersonal priviiege. It*s my pleasure to-  introduce +to
this Assembly, Mr. Glen Moore and his two children, Scott and.
Mitchell Hoore from Lake Villa; Illinois. 1Is it Lindenhurst?
Lindenhurst or Lake Villa? Lindenhurst...would you stand up
and be...

PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR BRUCE)

Would our guests in the galleries please rise and be
recognized by the Senate.. House Bill 2357, Senator
DeAngelis. Senator DeAngelis asks leave of +the Senate to
return House Bill 2357 to the Order of 2nrd Reading for the
purpose of amendment. ‘Is there leave? Leave 1is granted.
Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary, plgase?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Semator Deldngelis.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DelAngelis is recognized.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Having voted on the prevailing
side, I wish to reconsider the vote by which Senate Amend-
ments 1 and 2 to House Bill 2357 were adopted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator.DeAngelis, perhaps if you explain, I already hear

a request for why..
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
iCause I want to Table them.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Alrighte..Sena*og DedAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

‘ Alright. Awmendments 1 and 2 when put on Yyesterday were
put on in +the vwrong order, therefore,4making both of then
inQalid.v
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright, the motion is to rteconsider the vote by which
Amendments No. 1 aad 2 were adopted. On that motion, those
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The vote
by which Amendments 1 and 2 vere adopted is reconsidered.
Senator DeAngelis now moves to Table Amendments 1 amd 2 to
House Bdill 2357. On that motion, all in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayr 5 have it. Amendments are Tabled. Fur-
ther axéndments, #r. Secretary? -

' SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Delngelis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHATOR BRUCE)

Senator DelAangelis is recogunized.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

amendment No. 3 is the old Amendment ¥o. 2 which now
becomes the first am.pdment on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

No, it's Ameﬁdment ¥o. 3. Alright. Semator DeAngelis.
SENATOR-DeANGELIS:‘

It is identical to the one that vas adopted yesterday as
Anendment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR‘BRUCE)

Botion is to adopt Ameandment No. 3. Op. that motion, all
in favor say Aye. >OPposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment
No. 3 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendgent No. 4 =y Zenator DeAngelis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR 'BRUCE)

Senator Delngelis.
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SEHATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you,-ﬂr. President. Amendment ¥o. 4 1is the o014
Aﬁendment No. 1 in a more restricted fora. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BBUCB)i

On a motion to adopt, is there discussion? All ia favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes hafe it. Amendment No. 4 is

- adopted. Farther amendments? .
SECRETARY:
k No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: - (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2391; Sepator Marovitz. 1s

Senator Marovitz on the Floor? Senator Marovitz asks leave
" of -the Senate to return House Bill 2391 to the Order of 2nd
Reading for the purpose of amendment. Is there leave? Leave
is granted. The bill is on the Order of 2nd Readimg. Are
. there amendmenté, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARY:
Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Marovitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE);
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very wmuch, Mr. President apd Ladies and
Gentlemen of .the Senate. This is the ethnic idtimidation
bill, and inadvertently vhem staff checked the amendaments
earlier, the previous amendment, a'Subsection D vaé referred
to instead of Subsection C. It was strictly a drafting

: [=3 o o+ 1 bThe:e's no substance at‘ all...substantive change
vﬁatsoever, but this just puts the right subsection, Subsec-
tion C into the legislation. I would ask for adoptionm of
Amendment 3 to Hoase Bill 2391.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3. Is there discussion

of that motion. A1l in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The

Ayes have it. Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Further amend-—
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ments?
 SECRETARY: _
" No further aiendménts. )

PRESIDING OFF;CER: (SENATOR BRﬁCE)

. 3rd feading; House Bill 2425, Senator Rupp. Senator

Rupp asks leave of the Senmate to return House Bill 2425 to

the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of amendament. IS

there leave? Leave is granted. Are there amendments, Mr..

Secretary?
SECRETARY:

Apendment No. 3 offered by Sepator Philip.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SﬁBATOR BRUCE) .

Senator Philip is...recognized on Amendment No. 3.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Geantlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 3 deals with .the collection of delin—
quent special assessment taxes. Evideatally, the Statute is
silent on counties between fivé hundred thousand and a @il-—
lion. It was left out by mistake. After thé 1980 census, of
coﬁrse, DuPage County is now a little over seven hundred
thousand, and all this does is bring us in line and allows us
to collect those taxes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3. Is there discussion
of that .motion? 211 in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. Apendment No. 3 is adopted. Further amend-—
ments? . ‘

SBCRETARY:

No furfher amehdments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. House Bill 2430...for what...Senator
D'Arco. On 2439 Senator D*Arco asks leave of the Senate to
return House Bill 2439 to -the Order of 2nd Reading for the

purpose of amendment. Is there leave? Leave 1is granted.
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Are there ahendmenés, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARY:
Riendnent'uo. 3 offered by Senator D?Arco.
PRE.“;];DING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) '
Senator D'Arco.
SBHATOﬁ D*ARCO:
Thank you, Hr.. President. This is the State nmandates

- amendment that Semator Berning was interested in, and I did

tell him I would bring it back tb 2nd reading and put this
- amendment on the bill so the State would not have to reim;
* burse the Chicago Park District for whatever increases in
costs that this bill vould generate.  Also, the Chicaéb Park
District d4id send a letter to the State‘ﬂéndates Officer
indicating to him that itvhad no: desire for the State to pay
any reimbursement costs té ghé'Chicago park District. That '
letter is a matter of record, so vé are in compliance with
the lavw and I would hope Senator Berning would approve of
Amendment No. 3 to 2439. 4
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berming is recognized.

" SENATOR BERNING: .

Well, thank you, Mr. President. I have not seen the
missals that Senmator DfArco is referring to. I'm.pot sure
what the ameadment is that‘ he is offering, unless it |is
d...an exemption of the State Mandates Act. But, Mr. Presi-
dent, this raises a point that perhaps ought to be addressed
to the Body. What, if anything, should be the actiom to show
that  the Body, the General Assembly, has been furnished with
a disclaimer? My feeling is. that whatever the letter
referred to by Sehatot D'Arco contains ought to be read inio
the record, themn it is a part of the legislative history and
would be a basis for any contention that might occur in -the
future. What would be the reaction to the Chair t§ that

question, Sir?
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* PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

#ell, Senator Beraing, the'legislative intent is instated
in éection 2, and that is that we have found, as a Body, that
under the provisions of Subpart 1 of Subsection A of Section
8 the State Mandates Act that the State is relieved of reim-
bursement 1liability because this Act accommodates requests
from local governements or "organizations thereof. And that
is our; finding if we pass ihis Acf. And so, whether or not
the...the letter has been filed, it is our own personal find—
ing, as a iegislative Body, and that complies with the State
Mandates Act as I read it and the Chaii reads it. Senator
Berninge. ,

SENATOR BERNING:

That...that is the aménﬂment that®s being offered now?
‘PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BERNING)

That is correct, Senator Berning, at your request.
SENATOR BERNING: »

Fine. MNow, one further...point of clarification then,
dr. President. This finding...this amendment does contravene
the State Mandates Act as we interpret the Statevuanqates
Act, is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: kSEHATOR BRUCE)

No, it complies with the State Mandates Abt-
SENATOR BERNING:

The State Mandates Act says that the State shall be
liable.. '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

¥0...n0, Senator, if you will reaa the State nandates.
Act, it's very lengthy but it states that regquests from local
government, we do not have to pay fof, and Senator D?Arco has

filed a statement that this is a request from the 1local

governpent not subject to reimbursement. Senator Berninga. .
SENATOR BERNING: :

But...but that's not the amendment before us. The state—
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ment is. éomething else. That was'part of my original'ques—
tion, should not such a statement be read into the record?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, the Chair can't rule or that. 1all I cén rule oa
is what is before us, and Senator D!Arco has explained the

amendment and the Chair has ruled that it complies with the

State Mandates Act request that we do not have to have reim-—

- bursement.

SENATOR BERNING:

Well,...then, Mr. President, just for the record, let ae
reemphasize that it‘is thén thg»ﬁinding of this Body that
there will be no liability to the State of Illinois by the
adoption‘of, or the passage, of House Bill 2439.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENA&OB BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco moves the adoptionm of
Apendment No. 3. Senator Rupp, Ohe..0n this amendment?
SENATOR ROUPP:

Thank you, Ar. President. No, the agreement was that we
would have this letter, and I...possibly has-.;sénator
Berning seen and actually seen the wording of this amendment?
I mean, that might clear it, because the agrgement ¢as that
we would, if be hasn't, this would just take this?back to
him, is that alright?

PRESIDINé OFFICER: (SENATOR éBUCB)

Alright. On the motion to addpt, Senatofe...ol the motion
to adopt, all‘in favor say Aye. Opposed ¥ay. The Ayes. have
it. " Anendment No. 3 is adopted. Further amendments?
SECBETARY:

No further amendﬁents.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd - reading. 2286, Senator D'Arco, are you ready on
that? Senator D*Arco asks leave of the Senate o return
House Bill 2286 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose

of amendment. Is there leave? Leave is granted. - Are there
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ameu@ments, Mr. Secretary? Okay, I understand you filed é
motion.., Senator...Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Mr. Président, therebseems to he some 'controversy about
an ameﬁdméﬁt that was adopted yesterday to this bill, and so,
I did provide that I would call the bill back to Zn@ reading
and then Senator Berning could make a...Senator Berﬂing vants

- to TPable an amendment to my bill, aid I...you know,...said
that I would allow ‘him to present that motion before the
Body, aﬁd, in fact, even though we shouldn't vote for his

. motion, I-uiil allow him to do that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arcd, thee.-.the bill has been at your reguest
‘renoved Sack to 2nd reading. Are there @motions concerning
House Bill 2286, NMr. Secretary?

’ SECRETARY: ‘

Having‘voted on the prevailing side, I move to reconsider
the vote by which Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 2286 was
passed. Signed, Senator Berning. ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berning on the motion.
SENATOR. BEBNING:

Thank you, Br;_President and thank you, Senator D'Aico.
I believe, mnmembers of the Senate, there was a lack of com-
pletevcommunicatién on Amendment No. é to Senate.Bill 2286.
By way of explanﬁtion,_let me recall_to your attention that
on Tbursday we passed Améndment No;,1.' That was the judicial
pension change. Senator D'Arco then offered Amendment No. 2,
the first ﬁne..-jﬁQicial pension bill.i-amendment vas No. 1.
Senatot D'Arco offered Amenament No. 2, I asked for a slight
delay so as to review the amendment. RAfter I*d had a chance
to look at it, I told Senator D'Arco there #as no problém
with that amendment and that 'he should proceed to file it.

Sometime between Thursday and Monday when he offered Amend-
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-

ment No. 2, there was a second provision added to that aménd-
nent which struck the provisions of gmendment'ﬂo‘ 1. Now, I
'}believe this was done without complete understanding by Sena-—
tor D'Arco. So, having voted on the prevailing side, Hr.
‘President, I move to reconsider the vote by which Amendment
No.. 2 was adopted.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
‘_Ié there discuésion of thé motion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG: '

‘Thank you, Mr. President. I think what is missing here
is the meaning of the mot;on. And the meaning of the motion
is. that the aﬁéndment was.';that was adopted suggested that
the judges bave to serﬁe a whole year before they retire at
the fullj'rate instead of Jjust one day. That was Senator
Beraning's amendment. Senator D'Arco...and I feel afraid to
discuss this, because I recall turning around and asking you
in a delaying pfocedure to give us time over here to study
that and got Senator Berning's attention. Senator D'Arco's
language, as I understand it, Senator Befning, deletes that

" language and restores it to the fact that a judge...the next

day after he gets his nice pay raise, vhich some of us voted

for, can go ahead and proceed with his retirement. That's
vhat the amendment is about, and I would recommend voting
with Senator Berninge
PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator RoOcCKk.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Hr. President. I rise in opposition to the
motion to reconsider. I think all of us who have read that
amendment vwere well avare of what it did. I don’t see aay
point in changing the law .at this point, and I think we ought
to resist this motion and let the bill go as is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR 'BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator D?Arco.
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SENATOR D'ARCO:

It'S...it*s my underst&nding, and I'am asking for a ruling
from the Chair, how many votes would this take to pass this
motion? ' ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: - (SENATOR BRUCE)

‘Under BRule 41, the affirmative vote of a majority of all
‘the Senators elected shall be required to recomsider the éas—
-sage of a bill, and since this deals with a...a amendment tb
that bill, it would require, also,...fhirty votes to récon—
sider. . ‘
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President.

.PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOﬁ BRUCE)

Senator Walsh.

SEBATOR DY¥ARCO:

I would like to...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
~ Sepnator D'Arco. Senator Walsh.
;SENATOB WALSH:

Mfeee-MT. President, I think 7you*re mnmistaken, if you
would confer with the Parliamentarian. It's only those votes
;necessaty to adopt the measure, and since only a simple
:majority of those voting on the issue were required to adopt
‘the amendment, the same.number would hé céquired to recon—
sider..

‘PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sepator Walsh, I'll...I will indicate why I think that
has not been the custom and practice in thi; Body, and thaz
is, you have the right to choose as moving sponsor of an
amendment when you plan to call it, and...and if you win or
lose that battle on a majority, it is adopted. It has been
the custom and practice of this Body, so zhat if you happen
to walk off the Floor and be ‘gone, that someone file a motion

“to reconsider, that that require at 1least thirty votes to
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~ happen, and that is why we go through the process of after a
bill is passed, someone jumps up and says, lock it in, vwe
move to reconsider and...move to Table thaf...thét amendment.
Senator Walsh. ‘ -

SENATOR WALSH:

Well, HMr. President, you're referring to passage stage.

V’Be*ré énly talking about amendments now, and it*s very rarei
when you have occasion to recoasider an amendment 'cause nor—
pally a bill is.;.is...is moved to 3rd reading and you just
don't gét anothéf'shot at it. In this case, vwe're backb at
2nd reading, and since only a simple majority in this case,
there wasn't evehva roll call as I recall, it would...it
wvould Jjust. be a majority of those voting on the...on the
guestion..

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D*Arco. If I‘miéht have the attention of the
Body, I believe the Chair was in error. On...under Bule 30,
on .reconsideration of gquestions of motice and notice there-
fore, the rules do not set forth the vote reguired, and that
is something that the Chair would like to correct in the next
redraft of the motions. In Rule 41, it does state that, in
fact, it...on the passage of a bill, and the Chair referred
to tkat.on passaje. vHowever, under Rule 36 in Roberts, since
our rules refer to Roberts and our last rule where we are
undecided, Roberts states, on a motion to0..-Teconsider this
enables a majority in an assembly within a limited time aad
without notiée to briAg back for further comsideration a
motion which has already begn voted upon, and that;s a major-—
ity in an assembif-; So,. I would rule and chamge my ruling
that this notion will require a majority of those voting on
the issue to prevail. ©Now, on the motion +o reconsider,
Senatof D'Arco is recognized.

SENATOR D'ARCO: '

Thank you. Mr. President, the fact of the matter is that
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'the_General»Assemgly Retirement System haS_the same prcvigion
in it that >ve are atienpting to delete ffom-the Judges?
Retirement Systen.. we legislators in this Body can take our
pension based on the last déy of service, just as the Jjudges
' can take their pension based oﬁ the last day of service. So,
it seems to me, that it is unfair to cﬁaage the foraula for
the judges " and to leave it the same for the members of %his
éody. Now, .you know, what®s...what?s good for us is...is
. good - for the judges, and I think it's...it's usfair to
treat...treat them differently then we're treating ourselves.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Puither discussion? Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR BBOADS:“ ' ]

duestion of éenator Berning, if he will yield-’ Sena: »r,
"I "believe the Body did adopt an amendment that you had
offered which required that a judge must serve one year at
the;..at the higher salary level, or the new salary level, in
order to haveAhis pension or her pension based on that higher
salary level. Now, what bappened t0...to that amendment?
This is germane :o your aotion to ‘reconsider, and how 4dig
that amendmént get undone and so forth?

PRESIDING OFPFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

Senator Beraing.

SENATOR BERNING:

Amendment No. 2, which Semator D'Arco offered and which
no one sawv a c§py of, T want to call your attention to, not
only made the provision for ‘reimbursement for those rho
wanted to withdraw from their systes, but then - Proceeded to
strike the provisions of Ameﬂdment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (éENATOB BXUCE)
Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR RHOADS:
Alright. Them, for those‘of'US’who tuned in late, a vote

in favor of your motion to reconsider, you will then reoffer,
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essentially, the substance of Amendment ¥o. 1, is that cor—
recté ‘
PBESIDIHC OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berninge
SEHATdR BERNING:

¥y understanding, and I would be willing to be corrected
if wrong, my understanding is that if we Table Amendament Hé.
2, Amendwment ¥o. 1 still stands. .
PRESIDING OFPICER: iSENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Simas.

SENATOR SINMS:

Well, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I would 1like to take eiception to the comments of
Senator D'Arco. .I think therevs a great differeace betweéﬁ
the Jjudiciary and the members of the General Assembly. What
the Senator said is correct, the language in the Pénsiqn Code
is the same, but there's one great big difference. Members
of the Gemeral Asseably cannot have their salary increased
during their terms of office. That 1is not true of the
judiciary of the State. If we'll just look at recent history
in the case of a judicial pay raise some three and a half
years ago, a chief circuit.judge.in the County of Cook was
defeated at the polls at...at election time, however, he was
able to receive the increase im judicial sél;ry one check
before his retirement, and he retiréd making more money than
what he did as if he would have remained as a full circuit
judge. So, there is an inequity, énd I think Senator Berning
is very correct in seeking to have this amendment recon—
sidered.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and...lLadies and

Gentlemen of the Senate, I rise in support of this motion to
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réconsider.‘ I think the...the impértant issue here is  not
how - you feel about the judicial pay retiremegt'setup. I
l think the important issue on this motionm is vhethef or ' not
the Senate adopted Senator D*Arco's motion...or amendheﬁt
yesterday in...with the full knoule&ge of ﬁhai we wefe doing.
And I suggest to you that we did not know what that‘amendment
éontained, that it was not7explained properly, for whatever
reason we do not knov,'hut I ihink thaf the Senate.adbgted
Senator Berning's amendment earlier im...with the full knowl-
edge of what was being done, and I +hink that this mnmotion
deserves our. favorable vote. Then, if you want to make
another decision on the issue itself, you®ll have every fight
"to do that, but this motion should be adopted and we should
reconsider that amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER:. (SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Berning may close.
SENATOR BERNIEG: .
Thank you, Hr. President and meabers of the Semate. I
s;s trying to be gentlemanly and cordial by not trying +o
imply that Senator D'Arco was devious in his offering of
Amendment No. 2. But obviously, the debate now...the debate
now ~ emphasizes <that 1is was solely his intention to take
advantage of us. The amendment was not distributed, no oame
of as kpew what was in that amendment. We were operating
under the delusion that he was offering the amendment that he
had referred to and had submitted +to us om this side on
Thursday.. Betweern Thursday and Monday he tacked t§e second
provision on. ©Now, Ladies and Gentlemen of thé Seﬁate,
regardless of how you feel aboat the issue, ihere is a cer-
tain protocol, there is certain integrity, certain degree of
ethics in this Body. If we can’t rely on the word of amother
member, then ve are in serious difficulty, Mr. President and
members of the Body, and I take exception to the President,

Semator Rock?s intipation tha%t we knew what we were voting
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on. We knew we were voting oo an amendmentA that had been
offered to us on Thursday and that is all that we knew, an
amendméntito which we have no objection. I say to Senator
D*arco, this was an unwarranted intrusion and ve ought to be
given the total support of every member of this Body to
reconsider and then Table Amendment ¥o. 2. TYou then, Sena—
tor, will have our full support to offer Amendment No.. 3
carrying the provisions that you originally wanted. This now
before us is a question of ome*s word and the ethics of this
Bodf. After that, we'll get into the merits of uhai is right
and wrong about the Judicial Pension System. And Mr. Pfesi—
dent, I'd like a roll call on the motion to reconsider the‘
vo: : by which Amendment No. 2 was adopted.

'PRXSIﬁING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is on the reconsideration of ~ the vote by
vhich Amendment No. 2 to House»Bill 2286 was adopted. 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, the Ayes are 34, the Nays
are 23. ‘The motion to reconsider prevails. Further motions?
SE‘.RETAB!:

I move +to Table Amendment HNo. 2 to House Bill 2286.
éigned, Senator Berminge.

PkESIDIHG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berning now moves to Table Amendment No.. 2. Is
there discussion 'of that...the motion is not debatable. 1Is
there avreQuest for a roll call? On the motion to Table,
those 4im favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
fhe voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Také the record. On that questioan, the Ayes are

36, the Nays are 22.. The motion to Table prevails. Amend-—

®. 1% E2. 2. is Tabled. Are there further amendments, Senator

D*Arco?  Alright. 3rd reading...is Semator &itz on the

Floc:c? Senator Berman on the Floor? Senator Rock, I have a
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\

’éonéle that I uouid like to'handle if...Senator Davidsoa, for
Qhat purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

I have the l@ernission of Senator Berman to handle this
amendnents on 1301. He wvent...called to the House Floor om a
bill that's up. Ilhave the file and he asked if I would have
ita. Ivtalked to President Rock and he had mo objection. So,
if you'll call 1301 back to 2nd reading, I'li be . glad to
handle it. " ' - '
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there 1eavé for Senator Davidson to handle ﬁhe bill in
the absence of Senator Berman? Leave is granted. Senator
Davidson asks leave of the Senate to return House B8ill 1301
from the Order of Consideration Postponed to the Order of 2nd

.Reading. Is there leave? Leave is granted. The bill is on
the Order of 2nd Reading.
SECRETARY: . '
Apendment No._} offered by Senator Grotberge.
PEESIDIHG OPFICER;: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)
’ Senator Grotbérg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank yoh, ur.jPresident and fellow meambers. Amendaent
NOo. 3e.e
éRESIDING OPFICEﬁ:  (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson. '

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, when we took this out of the record yesterday, I
need to know whether Amendment 1 and 2 from the committee wvas
Tabled and Amendment No. 3 sponsored by Semator Berman which
put the language that was in Ampendment 1 and 2 from the
committee in the correct technical procedure was adopted
before we go to Senator Grotberg. I have no objection to
Senator Grotberg's amendment, but as I understand, these

amendments are drafted to track with Amendment No. 3 being
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adopted first.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

"fAmendhent 1 and 2...vere Tabled. . Senator Rhoads.
'SENATOR RHOADS:

.-Mr. President, in...in response to a. request from ume,
VFSenator Bermén agreed to take it out of the record until

Anendment ¥o. 3 was distributed. I did wnot know at that

tihe, which I knov now, that Amendment No. 3 was a techmical.

compilation of...technically correct compilation of Amend-

ments HNo. 1 and 2. But at the point that he was offering

Amendment No. 3, a fourteen page amendment, I believe, Nl

Secretary, he at that point took it out of the record. So, I
don*t think Asendment No. 3 ever went on.
SECRETARY:

No, he took the amendment...he withdrew .the amendment. I
dont*t even have the amendment now.
SENATOB_RHOADS:.

So,.. thai answers Semator Davidson's gquestion that Amend-—
ment Ho. 3 was not adopted, is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Yes, Senator Davidson, Amendment No. 1 and 2 vere Tabled;
No. 3 was withdrawn. At this point, the bill has no. amend-
ments.  Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, then, Amendment No. .3 if we're being correct should
be the fourteen page amendmentluhich is the Apmendment 1 and 2
that we Tabled-‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Ve don't...ﬂe withdrew it, ve do...the Secretary does not
have the amendment..
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

¥ell, where is it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman. Senator Berman.

e i
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"SENATOR BERHAN: )

The améndment that was offered foiloéiné the Tabling of
Amendments 1 and 2 were on the desk...on the Clerk’s desk
yesterdaye. He had it. ®e took it out of-the record uhén.
Senator Rhoads raised a qqéstion regardiﬁg vihethet it  had
been dis¥rihuted.

SECRETARY:

Anmendment No. 3 offered by Senatot Berman.

PRﬁSIDiNG OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

END OF REEL
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REEL #5
SENATOR BERMAN:

All <rtight, thamnk you.. Ameddment No. 3 does several
things, the most importani of which is that it includes the
~formulary for the funding of the adult Education Punding For—

mula.. This is the product  of ‘many, many months and
. enumerable houré of negotiation between the Junigt, College
Board and the State Bbatd of Education regarding the funding
of adult education throughout'thevstate. It has been agreed
to by all pérties infoljed.~ The other parts of the ameandment
clarifies the...and liberalizes the use of parent-teacher
conferences within service days, it authorizes the hiring of
certified school counselofs in the School Code, and chaﬂges
the reporting date of the Chicago 'Cohmunity  Schools Study
Comnission. Those are the four items that are included in
Ameﬁdment No. 3. I solicit an Aye vote, move the adoption of
Anendment No. 3.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

'Is there any discussion? Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Hell,...ﬂr...ﬂr. President, I want to point out that we
did .circulate " the sheet,_ and . if any Senator thought his
amendment was not on-there,‘it could have been called to the
attention of the Secretary or the Chair.

PRESIDING OFfICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Berman
moves +he adoption of Amendment Ho. 3 to House Bill 1301.
Those ia favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The
Ayes have it. Amendment ¥Ho. 3 ‘is adopted. Any farther
amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 4 by Senator Degnan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR'SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan.
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SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, HNr. Presideﬂﬁ. Apendment No. 4 expands the
Chicago School Study Commission by one member and provides
) that member  shall be the Cook County Regional Director of
BEducation. I move its adoption.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SEKATOQ SAViCKAS)

Is there any discussion? Ij nof, Senator Degnan Roves
‘_thé 'édoptionA of Amendment No. 4 to Senate...to House Biil
1301. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposéd.
The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 5 is adopted. Agy further
ahendments? .

SECRETARY:
» Amendment No. 5 by Semator Grotberg.
PRESIDIﬁG OFFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Grotberge.
SENATOR GROTBERG:
Thank you,  Hr. President and fellow memﬁers- Amendment

No. 5 gets back to a subject we were om earlier today with

that famous...county board of school trustees. In this day

of closing and opening schools, and aostly closing thenm,

they're getting more and more into the area of tort law.

The...in the case of Rane County, the..-they sought indemni-

‘fication' from the county board by;..by resolution. The Kane

County State's Attorney wrote to the Attorney General, and.
this opinion now. fits all of the downstate counties, that

boards...county boards are not entitled by Statute to indes—.

pify boards of trustees of county school district...regional

school districts. The amendment I am offering does empower

then to it...the county board to insure them and indemnify

them, and that's simply what it does. I move the adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ‘(SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Is thgre any discussion? 1If not, Senator Grotberg moves
the adoption of Amendment No. 5 to House Bill 1301. Those in

favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have
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it.: Anendment No. 5 is adopted. Any furtﬁer amendnenﬁs?
SECBETARY: .

No -further amendﬁents.
PRESIDiNG OFFICER: (SEHATOB SAVICKAS)

3rd reading.. Now, House Bill 1301 will go back to con—
sideration postponed. On the Order -of House Bills
1108...Senator Bruce moves to recall House Bill 1168 back to
the Ordér of 2nd Reading for tHe'purpose of amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. Read the bill, Mr. Secre~
tarye. ‘ .
SECRETARY:

Apendment No. 2 6ffered by Senator Bruce.
fRESIDINC OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Seﬁator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and amembers of the Senate.
ThiS...Senator Berning, if Senator Beraing is on the ‘Floor,
this is put on at his request. I hate to say it, it's simi-
lar to Senator D'Arco, and Sénator Heaver is awvare of it. .
This says that a change that we are proposing in the State
University Retiremeﬂt System and the dounstate _Téachers
Retirement System will not be paid for by the State of Illi-
.nois. Senator Berning would like to héve that placéd 6n,‘it
expands the date from...1985 to 1990. It just. strikgs that

one line, but the...the major essence of it is to put in the

nandates and say that this Act is not a State ébligation for
either the douhsta{e teachers or the Universify Retirement
System. I would move itsvadoption.
.éRESIDINGKOFPICER:,(éENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senator Bruce moves the

adoption of Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 1108. Those in

favor ipdicate by saying Aye.. Those oppbsed. The Ayes have
it. Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Any further amendments? ‘

SECRETARY:
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No further amendments. -

. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

\ 3rd reading. On the Order of House Bills Recall, Senator
Bruce moves...asks leave to-have House Bill 2276 recalled to
the Ozrder of 2na Reading for the purpose of amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. Mr. Secretary, would yoﬁ
read the bill. ) '
SEéBETARY:V

igendment No. 1 offered bf Senator Bruce.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) - ‘

Senator Bruce. ‘
~ SENATOR BRUCE: '

fhahk you, Mr. President and members of»the Senate.'
'Senatof Bloom suggested this...this amendment in committee,
it. deals with the bond and ihfeteginseitingnforth‘the inter—
est payments. Evidgntly in one portvdistrict, that!*s p o r
© t, district iﬁ the State, they make semiannual payments on
7 théir bond levy and, evidently, we'd stricken the language.
No one knows why, and so to be safe, we put back in the semi-
annual payménts. Sso, tﬁat's all the amendment does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SA%ICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senator Bruce moves the
adoption of Awmendsent ‘No. 1 to House Bill 2276. Those in
favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have
it. Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further amendmeats.
SECRETARY:

¥o further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

3rd reading. on the Order of House Bills 3rd Beading;
House Bill 1882. Senator Gitz seeks leave to have Ho&se Bill
1882 recalled to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of
anendment.. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. 1Is there
leéve to go back to that order of business later? The amend—‘

sent hasn’t come up. Leave is granted.
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. PRESIDENT:

If 1 éan have the attention of the membership, Hg'll
begin again now at House Bills 3rd reading where we left off.
2088, Senator Davidson viil be first. Page 3 on the Calen-
dar. The schedule will indicate that we'll work *til approx-—
imately five ofclock or shortly thereafter, and thén adjoarn
until ten .ot*clock _tomorrow moraing. On the Order of House
'Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill 2088. Read the bill, Br.
Secretary. ' ‘
SECRETARY:

House Bill 2088.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd readiﬁg of the bill. .
PBESIDENT:
Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Hr; President and mempers of the Senate, this bill cor-
recté a error that we creaied last year im relation to the
insurancg and bond needed on ambulance when we corrected the
problem on licensing and the equipment in ambulances. The
Insarance Study laws Commission found this error during their
hearings in the wvintertime, and this is from their coamission

" recommending to correct this error. I'd appreciate a favor-
able vote. . .
PBESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, just to add to what Senator Davidson said, this is a
very good bill. It does correct am error and I would
appreciate our members supporting this bill also.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 2088 pass. Those in favor

¥ill vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is

open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
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ﬁave all voted who wish? Take the record.i on that question,
the Ayeé are 53, the Nay;l are none, none Voting Present.
-‘house Bill 2088 having received the required comstitational
pajority is declared passed. 2091, Senator uarévitz. 2102,
Senator Savickas. Armor bullets. Top of page 4, on the
order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 2102. Read
the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY: ' ‘

fiouse Bill 2102..

{Secretary reads title of billi

3rd reading of the bill. '
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
 SENATOR SAVICKAS:

fes, HMr. President and members of the Sena*e, House Bill
2102 would amend the Criminal Code to provide that the sale,
manufacture and possession of full metal jacket bullets will
provide for...that a crime of unla;ful use of armor piercing
- bullets. It would crea;e a Class X felony for persons who
f;re these APB'S; and it creates a Class Two Felony for those
_nﬁo possess them. This bill was introduced in the House. by
_ Representative McAuliffe and it's supported by the Chicago
. Police Department, and I solicit your favorable consideration
of it.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion
ié, shall House Bill 2102 pass.  Those in favor will vote
- Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
"all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted

;ho wish? Take the record.. On that question, the Ayes are
50, the Nays are 4, 1 Voting Present. House Bill 2102 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
baésedm 2125, Senator Bruce. 2167, Senator Savickas. 2167,

'Senator’ Savickas. Do you wish the bill called, Senator? On
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the Ordeh of House Bills 3rd ﬁeéﬁing, douse Bill 2167. Read
ihe bill, Hr.‘Sec:etary-
SECRETARY: '
House Bill 2167.
(Secretﬁry feads title of bill) -

3rd reading of the bill.
- PRESIDENT:

ISe;ator Savickas.
SENATOR §AVICKAS:

Yes, Hr. Pfesident and members of the Senaie, House Bill
2167 would permit a municipality to indemnify a policeman for
judgments recovered against him for injuries sustained in’
'the.-.peffotmance of his dufies as a policeman. This is

d...a City created biil to assist policemen that ﬁave
bjﬁéééments “tendered against them whiie they were performing

their duty. I would appreciate your support in the passage
of House Bill 2162.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Lenmke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Senator Savickas, I'm glad that the City of Chicago and
the mayor has succeeded in...the sporsoring this bill, since
when we had this for the Police Asscéiations several times it
never could get by, but all of a éudden now we need a bill
because they killed the Policemen's Bill of Rights to pacify
thenm. I think this is a good bill and it should have been
passed a long time ago, and I doa't think any’bity or aunici-
pality should have cpposed it like iz did in the past.
PRBSIDEﬁT: '

Purther discussion? Senator 0zinga.

SBEATQR QZINGA:

A quéstion of the sponsor.

PBESIDEN&:

Indicates he will yield, Semnator Oz.nga.
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" SENATOR OZINGA:

This bill refers oanly to Chicago, none of thev muniéipal—
ities surrounding; is»that right?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickase.

SENATOR SAVI&KAS:

igll, it-..yés, ve'fe. talking aboqt an municipality of

having a population of five hundred thousaﬁd or over. S0,
‘Chicago would bé the only one;
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Joyce, Jeremiah. A1l right.
Any further discussion? Senator Berning.

SENATOR BEBNING: '

A gquestion, I assume of the Chair, this, according to
what I read, is a requirement. Would this be then a State
obligation under our..e.the Handaté's_kct?

PRESIDENT:

Patliamentafian will check that out. In the meantine,

I'm...the Chair is asking leave of thg Body of Mr. ané Mrs..,

. I guess, Sommers regquest permission to take photogfaphs of
Senator Chew. If anybody else wishes their photograph taken,
I guess they can have it takeﬁ too. Are you ready, 'Senator
Chew? Look alive. All right. Leave granted.. Senator
Savickas. » -
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I think in answer to Senator Bernings question, this is
"may." This allows then and says, "May indeaznify policemen,*®
it does not mandate them to. l
PRESIDENT:

It appears tﬁat the bill is permissive as opposed to
mandatory. Further discussion? If not, the guestion is,
shall House Bill 2167 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. - The voting is open. Have all

voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
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_qish? Takev the record. On that quéstion, the Ayes are.SG,
the Nays are none, ﬁohe Voting 2résent.u House Bill 2167 hav—
‘ing received the required constitutional majérity is declared
passed. 2175, Senator Kent. 2181, Senator Sangmeister. On
the Order of House Bills 3rd Reiding; the middle of page &4,
is House Bill 2181. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary. '
sscazrasi: '
House Biil 2181.
(Seqretarf reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Sangmeister.
SEBATOR SANGHMEISTER:
Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
A numhef of years ago when the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive
Business Practices‘Act vas passed, it was the intent of that
legislation that real estate brokers selling property withia
the State of Illinois would not be included in that A‘ct.‘
There has been a appellate court decision, Beard vs. Gress,
which said that thef are covered, and this has created gquite
a disturbance among the real estate brokgrs, rightfully so,
in the State of Illinois, that if a seller has a defeci in
‘the product that the 1liability would also run against the
broker. So, obviously, a real estate salesman that*s selling
property, and the seller does not tell them about the defect,
that later on, the broker could be respomnsible for . that
defect. That was never . the igtent of the origi§a1 legis—
lation. I have letters in my file from Senator Gottschalk
who handled that bill in the Semate and from Representative
Burditt who handled it over in  the House, clearly stating
that was not the intent of.that legislation. The bill simpiy
says that unless a real estate broker has actual knowledge of
the defect, if they have knowledge of the defect and do not

tell the prospective buyer, then, of course, they will and
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should be responéible for that; if not, of course, they would
not. That's uha; the bill does. Be happyb’to .ansver any
questions, if not, would ask for a favorable roll.. .
PRESIDENT:

‘Any discussion? Senator Rhoads.
SENATOR BHOADS:

. I rise in shpport of the bill, but justvto be on the safe .
side,' wet'll declare a conflict of interes:_due +o licensed-
b:éker.

PRESIDENT:
‘ FPurther discussion? Senator Chevw.
SENATOR CHEH:

Senator, how do you determine whether he has knowledge or
not, since lies fly im real estate transactions all the time?
if a poteniial seller indicates to a broker fhét‘the basement’
does, in fact, leak, the broker certaianly is not going to be-
SO eager to tell the...prospective buyer %fhat the basement
leaks, he'd rather take him there when the sun is shining,
and, of courSe,.v?en the sale is made, the buyer finds that
he has a defective basement, all the broker has to do is to
indicate that he had no knowledge of it and.-.uha£ happens?
I mean this is...this doesn't pake sense to me.

PRESIDEHT:

Senator Sangmeister. Yeah, Senator Chei, we're going to
revoke the photographer any minute. Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

--eceértainly the Senator did not rise‘to ask a question‘
at this time because of the photographer, is right...that's a
good gquestion, Senator Chew, obvioﬁsly, it's a question of
fact thaf bhas to be proven;A This does not prevent a buyer of
a piece of property £from suing the broker, but obviously,
that burden then lies upon that person to prove that. If the
broker is going to lie that he didn't have the knowledge,

then he'd be lying under oath in the court of lav and I don't
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:think he would certainly do that.
PBESIDENT:

Parther discussion? Sepnator Thomas. Senator Chew, for
..ihe second time. '
SENATOR CHEWNW:
. NO,---00, this is the same...same first time. He doesa't
lie under oath when he%*s selling the property. Omly time he
gets _undef oath is when it becomés a court case, he's not
dnder oéth vhen he's selling the property even when he gbes
in for a closing, if he's afound.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

As in any profession or any business, there is no way, of
course, that yod-éénhiegislate integtitf upon a broker. If
he's going ﬁo'lie' about the transaction, them he is an
anreputable real estate broker.

.?RBSIDENT:

:‘ FPurther discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 2181 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote ¥ay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
.Have all voted who ®wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 53, the Rays are 1,
none Voting Presente. House Bill 2181 having.received'the
’fequired constifutional majority is declared passed. 2242,
Senator Demnuzio. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading,
k_the middle of page 4, is House Bill 2242. Read the bill, Ar.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

ﬁouse Bill 2242.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
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SBHATOR DEMUZIO: .

!es, thank .you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
- the Senate. This bill is put forth by the 1Illinois Retail
ﬂérchants Association. . Amends the Crimipal Code to exteand
civil liability to all persons who comamit the offense of
retail theft and stipulates and sets forth punitive damages
. and attorney fees, and.-.the measure is intended to give the
retailers another remedy for. rettlev1ng stolen goods or am
equal amount in cash value, plus the costs incurred in re—

covering stolen goods in retail theft. Establish this

statutorily...describe damages equal to elther the full

amount of the merchandise, an amount not less than one hun—
dred dollars nor more than a thousand, and attorney's fees
and cost. The Retail Merchants Asséciatioﬁ believe that this
bill will provide some relief from the alarming increase in
retail theft, and would ansver any question and ask for your
favorable énpport.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

You...you state punitive damages, what do they mean by
punitive?' Those are usually more thamn the actual damages
are.

PRESIDENT:

Senator...Senator Demuzio..
SENATOR -DEMUZIO:

I didn't hear the question.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I +hink +hat you mentioned that this provides for puni-
tive damages, those are usually am extraordinary circum—
sténces, so it's punishable.. Here we're talking about a guy

that is going to pay lawyer?s fees and costs and punitive
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damages . in the actual cost of the producf, but punitive dam—
ages-usugiiy are..are usqélly double or extra over andb above
'the‘ actual expense. So why would we want to have pugitive
damages 6n Ad...00 an individual?

PRESIDENT: -

Senator Démuzio.

SENATOR DEHUZIQ: .

' All fight, perhaps puanitive would not.;;uoﬁld not be the
" applicable terminology here. The,bill, and I read specifi-
cally froa the bill, it éays, "Thé actual damages egual to
the full retail Qalne of the merchandise, an amount not less
than one hundfed dbllars, no more than a thousand, plus' the

attorney's fees and court costs.® AAnd that is specifically

and totally all that which is ia this bill. So if I*ve used

the word erroneously, then, obviously, I have. It is so
stipulated in this bill the provisions that I've just 'men—
tioned. '
~ PRESIDENT:
Purther discussion? 1If not,.the question is, shall House
Bill 2242 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed

' will vote Nay. The voting is open, Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who uisbé Have all voted vho wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayeé are 52, the Nays are
none, anone Voting Present; House Bill 2242 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senator Walsh, on the drder'of.ﬁouse Bills 3rd Reading is
House 8111“2250,, Rea@ the bill, Hr. Secrétary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 2250. :

. {secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:.

Jim. Senator Walsh.

SENATOR WALSH:
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MAr. President and members of the Senate, under the exist-
- ing law, downstate school districts have until the last Tues;
- day in December to file their certificate of levy with ‘the
county élerk. House Bill 2250 would give school districts in
suburban Cook County +he same period withinm which to file.
At the present time, suburban school districts have until
the...last Tuesday in Septenbef. This bill would give them
until the las: Tuesday in Deceaber to file theif certificate
of levy. I urge a favotablé vote. ‘

PRESTIDENT:

Any discussion? If .no%t, the guestion is, shall House

Bill 2250 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. " Those opposed

will vote'Nay., The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have ali voted who wish?’ géve all voted wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 55, the BNays are
none, none Voting Present. Houée Bill 2250 - having received
the fequired constitutional majority 1is declared passed.
2263, Senator Sangmeister. On thé Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading is House Bill 2263. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY: '

House Bill 2263..

. {(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd readiﬁg of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SESATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thapk you, Mr. President and members of -the Senate. This
legislation can over from the House, from my House meaber
over . there, who was requested to introduce it on behalf of

our local Lioa*s Clubs. In years past, if you solicited...as

an organization, such as the Lion's, over twenty-five thou— ’

sand dollars, you had to file a report with the Attorney
General's Office, and that -audit costs somewhere betveen

seven hundred and fifty and a thousand dollars. With infla—
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tion, they now.have budgets up to almost fifty thousand
'dollars, and they would like to‘be able to solicit that with—
‘out havihg an audit repott of ainost one—fiftieth of that
- money going back to the auditor for the report. So we'lve
increased the figare to fifty thousand dollars, up to which
over tha* they ui;l h;ve to file a ieport, ander that they
Hili not. . Happy.;.ﬁnachine éutoff)...guestions.
_ PRESIDENT: . L

Any discussion? If =not, the question is, shall House

Bill'2263‘pass. Those in favor will vote‘Aye.' Those opposed

Have all voted who wish?' Have all voted who wish? Take the

record. Omn that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are

none, none Voting Present. House Bill 2263 having received

the required constitutional majority is declared passed..

Senator Grotberg, on 2277. On the Order of Bonse_ Bills‘ 3rd
Reading is Homse Bill 2277, BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARBY:

House Bill 2277..

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill..
PRESIDENT: '-

Senator G:otbgrg.
SENATOR Gaorszaéi

Thank .you, Mr. President and fellow members. On December

1st, or thereabouts of this year, all county board members in

the State of Illinois, and like all legislators, are going to
take office, and the imperative of this bill being heard now
is that this...we've passed it out of here a‘ couple of times,
it*s got stalled for several reasons, but the County Problems
Coﬁnission, I and several others of the people concerned with
local government, are concerned that the comnty boards have a
option oqualary and per diem instead of salary or per dien

to take care of the discrepancies and the highs and lows that

will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
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are. now apparént in ﬁost county éoards. It*s optional by
board action. I would be glad to answer guestioms. It's
beén debated 'may ﬁimes on this Pléor, and we would like to,
at thié time, put it through and éet it down to the Govermor
’in'time for the new .county boards who serve this fall who may
‘want to opt. ;vthiqk Senator Chev has withdrawan his objec-
tion we had in cbmﬂittee and I Hoﬁld ask for a favorable ;oll
call.. v ‘

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If hot, the -éuestion is, shall House
Bill 2277 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
¥ill vote Nay; The voting is open; ﬁave all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that quéstion, the Ayes are 58, the ©Nays are
none, . mome Yoting Present. House Bill 2277 bhaving received
the required constitutional majority is 'd;clared passed. .
Senator Dauson; 2278. Oon the Order of House Biils 3rd
keading is House Bill 2278. Read the bill, HBr. Secretary.
SECRETARY: ' '

House Bill 2278. ,

’(SeCtetary reads title of pill)
3rd readirg of the bill.:
PRESIDENT: A
Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and  Gentlemen of the Senate,
House- Bill 2278 strikes the HOE&. "residential® froa the
exemption of residential real estate loans from the general

' inierest rate to make such exéhptions apply to all real
estate loans. It passed the House with a 118 votes and it's
sponsored by the Illinois...supported by the Illinois

Realtors and ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
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Bill.ZZ?S pass. Those in favor will vbte 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 1,
none Voting...1 Voting Present. House Bill 2278 ﬁaving
received the :eqnirea coastitutional majé:ity' is declared
péssed. The boitoﬁ of pagé 4, on the Order of House Bills
3rd Beading is House Bill 2284. Read the bill, Hr. Secre-
tary. ' v V
SECRETARY:
Hoﬁse Bill 2284,
. (Secretary teads title of bill) -

© 3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senaﬁor D'ArCco.

SENATOR D'ARCO: ) v

v Thank you, Mt. President. The bill essentially...there
are othé: provisions, but thé bill essentially provides that
ther board of managers .of the condominium association can
exclude a unit owner from participating in a board meeting if
the board of managers is iﬁ the process of suing that uait
owner. It aiso provides for easement rights for cable tele-
vision,. tbe'lgying of cable T.f., and.there are other provi-
sion...notice provisions in the bill. We had én amend—
pent...Senator Bowers offered an amendment on 2nd reading, a
technical améndment, and fhete's no opposition to it amnd I
would move for passage of...House Bill 2284.. ’

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The question
is, shall House Bill 2284 pass.i 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, the Ayes are ‘55, the ®Nays 1, none Voting

Present. House Bill 2284 having received the reguired con-
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stitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 2286,
Senator D'#tcor gdouse Bill 2289, Senator Haitlanﬁ. House
8ill 2303, Senator Bock. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary,
please. .
SECRETARY:

_House Bill 2303.

- {Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.‘ ‘
PRESIDING OFFICEB: {SENATOR ﬁRUCﬁi

Senatér Rocka A

SENATOR ROCK:

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

Senate. House Bill 2303 is an amendment to +the Public Aid

Code, and it provides essentially that the Public Aid Depart-—

ment will have what?’s called an ‘open formulary with respect
to the issuance and reimbursement of prescription drugs. It
is the fgeling of many in this business that there are drugs
that a:e.currently not on the so-called restricted for-
mulary.-.thai the department is issuing, and will issue again
in January...July 1 of this year, that there are certain

drugs that will, in fact, prevent hospital stay and extended

doctors visit, drugs in the area of cardiovascualar,

anti-infective, hypertension that currently cannot be reim-

bursed. }IIt is, obviously, an attempt on the part of the.

Department of Public aid to save some Rroney. They maintain

that their new resticted formulary, which will becone effec-—

tive July 1 absent this bill, will save an estimaiedv seven
million dollars. There 1is admittedly some additional cost :

pursuant to House Bill 2303 if approved. However, it seess to

us, in the long—run, that if we can prevent further  hospi-
talization of public aid patients by affording them the
opportunity to get the prescription drugs that the doétor
deems necessaty,vwe will over the long-hanl, save some noney.

The 3idea is a new one. It's been utilized in a couple of
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other states., The statistical surveys and the studies that
"have been‘done,‘indicate that it is effective. It's kind of a
;evolntionary idea for Illinois, but I think,.as a matter of
public poliéy,‘it's one that we ought to adopt and I arge a
favorable vote on House Bill 2303.

PRESIDING OPFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

. Is there discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER: ‘

ieil, "this bill, like a 1lot of other +hings, sounds good
bat if you listen carefully, this is another ome of these
situations in vhich‘ye're aréuing that we can save money by
spending more money. One of the things that was regretable
in the committée testimony was, that the departament was not

alloved or given a chance to, in...in fact, testify on the

to - cut - down the number of drugs that are available through

public aid in this State. I would suggest to you, that this

I believe there is some testimony somewhere in one of the
judicial bodies dim that large urban setting in the northern
~ part of the state that the number one purchaser of illicit
drugs in this State is, in fact, the Illinois Department of
Public Aid. I have some serious reservations about throwing
open. all drugs approved by the, whatever the appropriate
alphabet in Washington is, for public aid recipients. I
would suggest to you that the Department of Pablic Aaid has a
procedure now vhere the doctor can\p:escrihe +the drugs that
are on the list, or if they find that another drug because of
allergies or unsual circumstances is necessary, they cam by a
phone call get permission and get that drug...get permission
to use that drug for prescription . purposes. Now . like anmny
other bureaucracy, I'as sure we can come up with some stories
whére people have tried this procedure and rtum into brick

valls. My concern 1is that we are in no position now to be

bill. True, the Department of Public aid is, in fact, trying

State's record on handling public aid drugs is not the best..
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. broadening this type of a program in public aid vhemn we are
in the process of trying to figure out how we can- underfund
"the‘hospitals by thirty percént, if you read the buttons

'properly. 1 just have some serious concerms that we doa't
) ha;e the money,.that there is, in fact, a system working,
‘which we ought to allow to continue fo work, and' two, that
e are opening the door very, very wide for the illicite use

" of drugs, And thé abuse of drugs at the:taxpaye:s expense.

No,}thank you. ‘ .

. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senatér Grotberg.
SENATOR éBOTQERG:
ihank you, Mr. P esident. 'Senator Newhouse is not om the

Ploor,.he is the Cha rman of the Public Aid Advisory Coammis—
sion, and as vice :hairman, I thought I should rise aad, at
least, thank the swvomsor for not mentioning the fact that the
drug...there has been a drug company ianferring that the
Public Aid .AdviSOty Commission was in support of this bill
and that is not the case, they havé not acted on it. If
Senator MNewhouse, I believe, were here had expressed that he
would vdte for it arl I vant to say that publically.. Bat I
share Senator Schaffer's remaiks as we stand, and sit on that
connittee trying té carve two hundred million more out of the
hospitals and all:of the things that are necessary so we can
pay State esployees and balance this budget. So, I would
recommend a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR. BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Rhoads.

SENATOR RHOADS: ‘

Question of the spomnsor.. Senator, I note that the bill

has not been amended and as introduced, amended chapter 23..

Now, Senator Netr .h 4had the bill that she passed three or
four years ago creating the postive drug formula of the Illi-

nois Department of Heilth in order to implement the generic




Page 157 — JUKE 22, 1982

-

dtug substitution .lau. This bill, in mo way, affects that
positive drug formula, does it? Question.
?kBSIDING OFPICBB: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock. o
SENATOR BROCK:

It is my understanding, it doesfnot.
PRESIDINGVOFFICER: (SENATOR BhUCB)

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

~Mr. President and iadies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
-speak in favor of the bill. I thin? it*'s timpe that formulary
vas open and not be that restrictive. There have been
studies made in California which indicated that an oped...
formulary could save many millions of dollars, and studies
in A #ichigan and...Louisiana‘ indicating' an  increased
nedicaid...eipénditure could result and has resulted froz a
restricted formula. It's high time that we opened it up and
I speak. in favor of it. I think we can save nmore money in
the long—-run. 7 )
PRESIDING OFFICERﬁ (SENATOR BRUCE):

Senator Keats.,
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise, basically, in . support
of the .bill, but. just to put out -a piece of information, I
sit on the committee, we looked atfﬁhe bill, and ‘I've been
saying all along to ihe'Departuent of Public Aid, I've talked
to the 'drug company people, I've_talked to sponsors of the
5111, it appears on a priga facie case that they're correct.
Nou, I'ﬁAsaying to the Department of Public Aid, if they are
not cotreét, if you have aﬁy evidence to prove them wrong,
come and ‘tell e, 1 can vote agaist the bill, it doesan’t
bother me in the slightest. The Department of Public Aid has
nof gotten us aay information to say that Senator...the

point Senator Rock is making are w¥roag. If there is any evi-
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dence, whatsoevér, that would say that sénator...Rock _is
inéorrect, that this iill not in the long—:ﬁn end up saving
us ﬁoney becansé it iéeps §eople out of hospitals, it has bpot
‘bgen presented to us.' ﬁe have vaitéd for weeks, we've @men—
tioned it before; velve said ig in committee, and the Depart-—
mént of Publié Aid has simply given us no information to
~refute, what appears to. me to be A prima facie case that
. they*ve made an honest‘ accident and that this bill, in
reality, will 5ave'us money, and I lthink we're better off
supporting the bill. 7 -
PBESID;NG OFFICER: (SENATOR . BRUCE)

Senator Hail-
SENATOR HALL: .

Thank yoﬁ, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
.Senate. Senator Keats; iimbhappj to hear you say that?'s a
wise decision._.Senator Grotberg, Senator Newhouse may not be
but I'm a nenber of that same coamittee you are and everytinme
I look here, you know, Senator Grotberg nowv is like a country
girl at a dance, he's on every setting. I haven't seen hinm
miss any bill that's cﬁmes up here, but this is a doggone
good bill and . everybody here should support this. And you
msust remember that people vhb are on public aid should have
dignity like everybody else. Are we going to treat thea as
second—sized citizens? They need this. It's a doggone _good
bill and the President has stated exactly correct. Please
support: this bill. l
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purthgr discussion? Sgnator Rock may close.

SENATOR BROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Very briefly, I think this is an attempt as a matter
of public policy to recognize, as Senator Hall rightfully
pointed out, that those who are subject to reimbursement for

their pharmaceuticals, the elderly, and, particularly, the
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"\medically ihdigent may not under a restricted formulary
receive the drug best suited to their illmess, *o their cure.
And so a restricted formulary, I suggest, as proposed by the

department and I think Senmator Keats, is correct. This is

admittedly experimentals #e don't know but me are-fairiy R

sure, based on the av;ilable evidence, that over the
v long—haul we're going to save some money because a restricted
"foriula;y promotes the owerutilization of hospitals and
:doctor visits, and if<H¢ can get them the right drug at the

right time uander a physicians prescription, perhaps we can

cut down on extended hospital costs. And 41 would urge a

favorable vote for House Bill 2303.
PRESIDING OFFICER: . (SEHATOR BRUCE)
' Queétion is, shall House Bill 2303 pass. Those in favor.
vote Aye. Those opposed vote‘iay. The voting is open. HRave
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 Nays are 6, 1 Voting Present. House Bill 2303 having

received the required coastitutional majority is declared
passed. House Bill 2335, Senator Rocke. 2335. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please. ’
SECRETARY: ’

House Bill 2335.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE) A

Senator RoCKk.. »
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate.. éouse Bill 2335 comes about as a direct result of
action of +this Assembly when we set up the Select Joint
Coamittee on Bequlatory Agency Reform, the so-called Sunset
Connittee. one of the jobs in the next two years that the

Sunset Committee has to do is to review the utilization and

O



Page 160 — JUNE 22, 1982

the being of the Illinois Commerce Commission, ohvibnsly,
that?!s not a task to bé taken iightly. And‘ what this bill
safé, is that we will appropriate momey out of the Public
Utility Fund for the purpose of that study; that examination.
Currently, as you know, there is a Public Utility Fuand that
is earmarked. It cam be utilized only by the Commerce
-Commission itself and by the Illinois Department of Energy..
:fhis Qoﬁld 'pravide. a third alternatiﬁe, nazely the Select
Committee on Réghlatory Reform for the period of two years.
It there;s any money left in the Public Utility Fuand, it is
returned to the utilities on a pro rata 'basis. So we are -
taking.néthing from General Revenue, we are freeing up...this

year's appropriation, I believe, is a hundred and sixty-five

thousand dollars. I know of no opposition. I solicit a ;'“

‘>f;;otablé vote on House Bill 2335.
'"PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Blooa.
' SENATOR BLOOM:

Question of the spomsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOH: ' »

Yes, what is the status of the apptopéiation bill, the
companion bill to this?

PRBSIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR 5BUCE)

Senator Rocke.

SENATOR BOCK:

There...there is am appropriation for, K a hundred and
sixty—-five thousand dollars out of the Public Utility Fund
curreantly in the appropriation bill. The bill, I ‘think, is
on the Calendar, Senator, I'Bee-I'Ba..

PRESIDING OFFICEBs (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloomn.

SENATOR BLOONM:
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Are }ou Euare that the raw data for the Cossmerce Coamis—
sion iS...is also supplied by the Auditor Genmeral? In other
words, they do...management audits and things like that.
PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Rock. .

SENATOR BOCK: . _

Yes; I ambavare and I beg your pardon, the amendnment...I
mean, the appropriationiis ig ﬁbuse B8ill 2370.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATO§ BRUCE)

Senator Bloom. A
SENATOR BLOOHN: e

Well, I rise in opposition and maybe.the only o vote in
this Chamber. I ‘don®t think that ‘this is necessary.
ié..-I'i on the Select,J§int Comaittee and we started off two
years ago to try and contract out all reviewing through the
Universify of Illinois. They didn’t get the momey to do it.
It seeas io-me that there are.enough reports and enough raw
information ﬁléating around that we, as a Body, the Sunset
Compittee, don't really need to do this. Now, I think it?s
one of those, you pays your money and takes your choice, but
the bottom 1line 4is, Y think that there might be aore bene-
'ficial uses that the Public Dtility Pund could  be...the
excesses could be put to as in tax reform, other matﬁers. As
I said, I may be the only ¥o vote in this Chamhef, but it
seems to me that these...this kind of...we'll be reinventing
the wheel. This has been one of the...one of the probleas
with the Sunset Committee is that it has tended, " in its
Sunset function, to go off and...and try an reinvent the
vheel, and I...I saégest that this is not the wisest public
policy. There are...there's adequate information available.
There are...adegnaﬁe agencies to furnish us with the raw data
and that this is. not a necessary tool to the Sunset process.
Thénk you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE BRUCE)
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Further diécdssion? seﬁatotlsitz.
SENATOR, GITZ: _ o
Héll, I must- dlsagree with Senator Bloom. I aa also a
member of the Sunset Conmlttee, in fact, I'm .not aware of any
. other member whp stands in opposition to this need. Of all

of. the reviews that the Select Conmittee will be do1ng over

the next several years, I dare say, very few of then, other'

than theA‘uedical, Practlce Act, are perhaps more 1mportant
‘ fhaﬁ the review of the Public Otilities Fﬁnd. §e are qo;ng
io, without question, be faced with very hard choices, and it
is the desire of that commission not to wait until the last
minute; not to hear just a couple of loﬁbists in one side or
the other, but to do a very systematlc rev;ev, now, and over
the next several years, so that when we have completed that
cycle, we afe in position to know exactly ihat changes ought
to be recommended.. ' Bvéryone here, I*m sure, has stroang
views, oné uéy or the other, about the Coimerce Coimission
and whether they have completed their task sufficiently. It
seens to me that the one thing we are definately obligated to
. do 1is +to ﬁake sure that wvhen we are recommending public
policy choices that we have maxinun background to do so, that
Ve don;i jﬁst simply rewarm a couple of wormn out reports,
whether it be by the Auditor Gemneral or by ome of the utility
compaﬁies,f’and this legislation is a semsible way to address
that issue uithont‘tapping very scarce General Revenue Funds.
And for that reason, I thlnk that 1t would be very prudent onp
our part.to approve House Bill 2335 so that the comaission
can genuinely carry out its functlon, rather than simply
shuffllng some papers and reports back and forth.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR BRUCE)

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

¥ill the sponsor yield for a guestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo—Raris.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:. '

First of all, is this a permissive bill or is it a manda~

tory billz?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.

- SENATOR ROCK: .

' Well, it's mandatory to the extent that it...ve are

apending "the State Finance Act to allow the General Assembly

: go_appropriate money out of -that earmarked fund for this pur—

pose.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Geo—-Karis.v

'SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I understand that House Bill 2336 which was the Eoﬁpanioni

] that...appropriations bill was Tabled in the House. dhat

provisions are you going to make for this ome then?
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR BROCE)

Senator ROCKa

" SENATOR ROCK=z

Well, my understanding is, it's in House Bill 2370. VHNow,
I.cduld be mistaken, but I.... '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator DelAngelis. Senator
DeAngelis on the Floor? any <further discussion? Senator
Rock may closes
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies aand Gentlemen of the
Senate. I think we...what we are confronted with is that we
have established a Sunset Committee, and we have given thenm
the charge that by 1985 they are to <report back to this
Assenbly and to the Govermor with respect to regulatory
reform or recommendations with respect to, how .do you regu-

late utilities? And in order to have a systematic and thor-—
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ough study and public hearings they need some soney. And if
. they don't geé it -out of this fund, they're going to have to
- go to Gemeral Bevenue. It's easier to come out of this fund,
and that?’s simply all this bill does. I urge your favorable
support... v '
_PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
:v Question- is, shall House Bill 2335 pass. Those in favor
',‘ﬁote Aye. Those opposed vote May. The voting is épen. Have
all voted who vish? Have all voted who uiéh? Take the
record. On ghat guestion, the Ayes are'49,.the Nays are 9,
none Voting Present. .House Bill 2335 having received t$e
required coastitutional = majority is declared passed. House
Bill 2380, Senator Philip. ' Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 2340..
_ .(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Philip.
] SENATOR PRILIP:
A Thank you, Adr. President and Ladies and Gentlemem of the
:Senate. House Bill 2340 as amended amends the BReal Estate
'Brokers and Salesmen Licensing Act. Provide; that the monies
in. the Real Estate BResearch and Education Fund pay be
“invested im the same manner the funds im the Real Estate
"Recovery Fuand, all these monies shall be deposited in the
BReal Estate Research and Education Fund. Also provides that
the nmembers should.have expenses and per diems for the exam—
ining committee with the authorization of the director of R
and E.  There's no State funds involved whatsoever, it
strickly comes out of license fees and revenue, and it's
endorsed by the Department of Registratioan and Education, and

the 1Illinois Association of Realtors. I know of no opposi-
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tion and vould hope that you vould suppport it.
'PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

1Is there discnssion? - Is theré discussion? ‘The question
is, shall Houée Bill 2340 pass. Those in favor vote Ayé.

Those opposed vote Y¥ay. The voting is open. Have all vwoted

) who - wish’ Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On

that questlon, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none
Voting Present. House Bill 23u6 haviag réceived-the required
'cons:itutiénal majority is deciared passed. House éill 2342,
Seﬁator-serman-..Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:
House Bill 2352;
(Sécretary reads.title of bill)
3rd readingaea...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SBEATOR BRUCE)
Take it out of the reco:d. 2359, Senator Berman. Sena-
tor Berman on 2359, lottery. Read the bill, Br, Secretary,
- please..
SECRETARY:
House Bill 2359,
(Secreta:y ‘treads title of bill)
3rd reading of the blll '
PRESIDING OFEICBR. (SEHATOB BRUCE)
Senator Berman..
SENATOR BERMAN: ‘

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill strikes language that is no longer appli-
cable as a result of the lottery regulations and the loan %o
Chrysler. The ameﬂdment that ‘was placed om it cleared up lan-
guage in the <related part of the . Statute regarding
the...utilization . of bthese funds ian the...in the Genmeral
Revenue Fund. I ask for your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: .(SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator McMillan.

ot e <o e g T
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SENATOR NCHILLAN:

The bill does as Senator Befman indicated. I rise in
support of it.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? The gnestion is, shall Houée Bill
2359 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.' Those oppésed vote Naye.
'The voting'ié open. Have allbyoted_vho‘wish? Have all voted

~who wish?' Take the record.. 6n that question, the Ayeg are 
56, the>uafs:a:e none, none Vqéing Present.  House Bill 2359
‘having lreceived the requifed_ constitutional majority is
declared passed. Bouse Bill 2384, Senator Davidson. .Read
the bill, Ht.‘Seéretary, pleaseQ
SECRETARY: . ,
(Machine cutoff)...Bill 2384.
‘(Seéretérj'reéés title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senatof Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this is the

annual ﬁchool‘ Pormula bill. This is a bill that'.s been
- worked on in the public hearings, through the School Pfoblens

Commission, the Department of Bducation...State Boardvof Edu-

cation worked out an agreemeat with thev-elementary.'school

districts. I would appreciate a favorable roll call.:

PRESIDING OFFICER:  (SENATOR BBUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERHAN:

I also rise in support of this bill. It's a coﬁpromise
measure that addrésses many of the needs throughout the State
of Illinois. I urge an Aye votea.

APRESIDING QFFICER: {SEBATOR BRUCE)
Question is, shali House Bill...Senator...Senator

Davidson.
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SENATOR DAVIDSON:

¥ell, one other...in case there wvas any discussion, but

one other item which a request from the legal departament from

the IOE‘that needs to be read into this so it...legislative
intent cén be referred to if neéd be, and I need to teéd this
statement into theitecord before you take the vote. "Begin—
ning with State 2id claims paid in 1982-83, thére will Dbe ‘a
weighting of 1.05 f&t,at;endance, pupils‘in §rédes seven aﬁd
eight computed in accordance with the procedure used in fhe
éreparation of the printouts of House Bill 2384. As far as
districts meeting the threshold requirement for State Aid
computations in 1982-83 is concerned, all districts that meet
the threshold requirements for the 1law as it is, at the
present time, will be consideredA to meet the threshold
réqnirement for 1982-83." Appreciate a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator Bruce.

SENATGR BBRUCE:

Well, let's...let's...let?s calam down here and f£ind out
what wef're. doing. HNow, I know that you guy's dom't want to
amend this and semd it back to the House, and there's been an
ironclad agreement anpd we all have held hands ‘on this, but
you know, I*d like to take this out of the reéord, right now.

I know what you said about threshold districts and vho's

going to get the money, but I dom®t think this Body ought to

tolerate someone standing on the Floor and reading into the
record an amendment to a bill that tells an administrative
ageﬁcy how to interpret our legislation. How, Senator
Davidson, if you want that im that bill, aménd it and clarify
that threshold districts that have seventh and eighth graders
on your printout, which is not a part of our record. I've
pever seen Yyour 2384 printout, I don't know whether my dis-
tricts are goimg to get any of this money. Now we have a

clear understanding about this formula bill, where the mone}
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is going to go,.and.foi you stand on the Floog, thé - last
tine, Hifh novdiscussion and fead into the record how IOE is
going to intérptet this flies in the face of good 1égisiétive-‘
proceduré. This bill out to be taken 6ut of the record. e
ought to talk about what you want to do.uith tﬁis little
statement andiue either ought to amend the bill ané,put it on
and run it back to the House, or>we ought to say,'put it in a
letter to them or something else. But thaf is going to> haieA
impact on @many districts in the staté of Illinois, and ve
dugbt not to do that by a simple statement by you that that's
our ihtentm . ‘ ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

"weesI just...and listening to that statement aad I...I

wapted to know did it have any impact on the Title’s I

o weightings..;State Title I monies, and if so, what impact? I

R

understand that the Urban League had some. opposition to...to
the bill. ,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR savxcx#é)
Sepator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:
Well, two things.. Senator Bruce...okay, you should have
a copy of the priant out, if you didn*'t have a copy of the
printout it's because your staff or Senator Bermap didn’t
" give it to you. Everybody else that I'm awvare of had a copy
of the printoﬁt, and the reason this is necessary is because
I0E cannot count seventh and eighth graders at +this aoment
because their grade schools don't give it.to them, and the
idea of the threshold is, protect your high school districts
that are not levying the 110. If they're between 105 and
1.10 is so they will be and will meet the threshold, this is
for those protection. I don't know of any district

downstate that's going to be penalized for this. Senator'
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Coulins, ‘fes, the u:banvLeague opposed this bill, but they
opposed all of them. They wanted a: higher 'weiéhtihg for
Title I people and that just cannot happen.. They were going
‘to take more away from the rest of the State for the benefit
of the City> of Chicago. The City of Chicago has got
teenty-tvo percent of the studeats in public school, you're
~ now ‘receiviug 33.8 percent of the total money appropciated,v
; a;d Ivtéiked.to the Urhan>League and théy understood thor—
oughly that...that we're n0t...no, Iim not going to take it
out of ﬁhe record, vote it ap or down. ‘
PRESIDENT: '
Senaiot Collins.

SE ATOR COLLINS: )

» Heli, I...I-Hould.just like to, you know, if...if he
uo;ld take it out record fof t0...t0 see it...take time tor
see it.

PRESIDENT;
A1l right, fufther discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:
Thank fou. Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
' Senate. I'm just +trying to figure out, Senator Davidson,
tkat they tell me that this has affect on many different dis—
tficts. I...that's like an impact on the school districts
where I an. Would...do you have that...do you bhave a_
bﬁeakout on that...on the printout? Do you have a printout?
Senator Davidson, do you have a printout?
PRESIDENT:ﬂ
Senator Davidson.
éENATOR DAVIDSON:
I'ms sorry, Sepmator Hall, will you repeat the gueétion,,l
was distracted.
PT .3IUTNT:
Senator Halla

SENATOR HALL:
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..QI just wantéd to know, Senator Davidsoh, now according
to ﬁhat 1 see here that it's...it says to be prudent to sep-—
arate a lot of" these formal chanées, and I just want to

‘ understand what the printout, I haven't seen ome, Jjust say,

like in the district where I am, do you have a printout on

that district? _ o
PRESIDENT: . N o . :
Senator Da?id#oh. ‘
SE&ATOR DAVIbSON: h
1 have a priﬁtbut for every district. - Seﬁator Berman
there close to you has ome closer to you. If not, I*il send
mine over to you. But East St. Louis Qill ptobably‘ lose
some nmoney, Senator Hall, because we reduced the effect of
Title I, but it may also gain any. If you have the formulé
with Semator Befmaﬁ, i'll yieid t6"f6ﬁ>touanswer ﬁhat vhether
his district does or does not improve, while 1 gét By
printout out of the record? .
PRESIDENT:
Senator Berma#.
SENATOR BERMAN:
As a point of'ﬁact...as a point of fact, East St. Louis
'hés a. very sliggt inérease,, Let me, if I may, while I have ‘
the aike, address:the question regarding the Urban League. %
The two people that were down here during the committee hear—
ings, both shen éhis bill was iﬁ the Senate bill version and ‘
the House bill version were before our committee, I have dis— ‘
cussed this with Fhem, their...their position is a...is a ‘
formal one and I understand it fully. They are opposed to ‘
any decrease in the Title I weighting, especially the upper ‘
density Title I limit, *hat part of the forepula is, in facz,
|

lowered by this formulary. However, the Tepresentatives from

the Urban League have looked at the...it's lowered from
6.e.65 to .625. The representatives from the Urban League

had to...felt that they had to take the positiom, which I



Page 171 - JONE 22, 1982

understand very fully, aé being in opposition to any further

loweringe. The realities of the situation are that without
some adjﬁstpents-in those factors, the oanly people that would
probaﬁly be able  to go  hone from this legis—
lation...legislative session, as far as school aid is con-
cerned, are those people from East St. Louis and from
Chicago..  So, there had ﬁo'be some coupfomises, and what has
in effect been dome is that invihis bill, Chicago increases
Eromvapptoxiiateiy 32.6 percent of the‘mbney to 33.6 percént
of the wmoney, notwithstanding the lowering of the Title I
factor. The Chicago Board of Education is in support'of this
biil, and the position of the urbanvLeague is essentially one
in principle and I do not argue with their principle.
PRESIDENT: '

‘ Senator Rhoads. .

END OF REEL
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Reel No. 6

SENATOﬁ RBOADS:

Quick question of Senator Berman. Seﬁatét, I'm looking
at thev printout iand ‘saburban Cook County appears td lose
tventy-five miliion dollars below what was paid out last yearxr

but gains back a million from what it otherwise would have

received if this bill bhad ‘not passed. Am I reading the”

printout correctly?
. PRESIDENT#

. Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Ieesl believe you are. Let me explain to you what's hap—
pened in Sﬁbﬁrban Cook, especially in thé northeast gﬁadrant.
_They were substantially impacted by the. quadrennial -of 1last
year. Por exanmple, BEvanston, which I teé:esent and Roger
Keats represents, is going to loose approximately évofthirds
of their State aid, two-thirds of their State aid is being
lost under this formulary. However, Evanston has‘ a fifteen
‘percent increaée, a...a budget increase in their high school
from twenty-ome million to £Henty—four niilibn dollars as a
~ result of their substanfial increase in assessed valuation.
if we have...if ve do nothing, and let ne tell you, Senator
pavidson said vote it up or‘doun, if you vote this amend—
pent...if yoa vote this bill down, I’1l1 go home ba hero,
because the only schooi ‘district, virtually, and maybé a
couple of others, that #ill go home with momey is Chicago,
that dbesn't bother me, Geotlemen and Ladiés, thatﬁyould be
'great. But like any other formulary'that'ue...coue to with
the  School Aid Formula, it is a compromise so that everybody
can go home with a little piece of the total pie. The..sthe
impact in suburban Cook is substantial, but they have more

than made up their decrease as a result of substantial
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increased asséssed valuations and substantial decreases in
pﬁpil enrollment. V

PRESIDENT:

Purther .discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:
Thank yﬁu, Mr. President. For those of us who serve on

the Education Committee have been working with this formula
.for some time, I want to back up what éenator Davidson = and
Senator Berman are saying. 4 Certaiﬁly...actually, Senator
Berman and I prqbably ought to vote against the formula where

we split Evanston, I méan, but due to certain assessment
changes that those of ﬁs in the no;theastern gquadrant and
- Cook County are aware of, this year we get hung. FPour years
A'from:today we':é going to make out ‘like bandits when the four
year assessment procedure comes around. Foﬁ you downstaters
with ‘minor exceptions, this is the best deal any dosnstate
school district is going *o gét. It is a compromise solu-—
tion, the guy ine..in here who’s nuts to vote for it is prob—
ably me, because my district is hit harder than aay other
district in the whole State, but bging realistic, this is
the fairest ﬁay to do it for the whole State. W¥e could run
through district by district and most of the downstate legis—
lators would see this is i pretty good.deal for you, and for
Chicago guys, believe me, it's the only long—term véy you're
going to be able to continue to work with us. ¥We have to
shift some of the waiting im Title I, as Senator Berman vas
saying, it's a practical need. And the only area that is hit
very badly is. tﬁe northeastern quadrant and that's an area
like mine, and I hate to say it this way bat I guess we're
just going to have to suffer this year. But_then, as we go
around the various guadrants of suburban Cook, every fourth
year one of us gets hung, that's just part of the assessing
process and there?s nothing you can do about it in the State

aid PFormula. So I would urge all of us to support the bill,
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although I recognize it certainly isn*t perfect.
PRESIDENT: - “
Furfher discussion? Senator Buzbee..
SENATOR BUZBEE:
Well, I guess at this time of the year on'schoél aid and
pensions and so forth, all of us’ tend to get a little

paranoid, but I guess you'd be»parduoid too if < they'’d been

- following you as long as they have me. And I've never, Sena—

tor Davidson, seen an example of when a Senator asks another
Senator to take the bill out of the record because there was
some ,nisunde;§tanding aboat the statemeat that you've made,

that the Senator refused to take it out of the record. Now

. this is soamething that is very important to all of us, and I E

" also am...am, guite frankly, suspicious of the statement that

you read into the record. Uheq you tell the I0E, am orga-—
nization <that some of us have not complete total trust in,;
confidence in, when you tell them through a statement in the
record how they're going to run a computer printout and how
they're going to distribute money,.that is a contravention as
far as I°'m concerned of the whole 1legislative process. As
Senator Bruce said, if you wanted to do that, why didn't you
put an apendment onto the bill. Néﬂ if you're not willing to
take itAout of the record, I for o#e, am perfectly willing %o
vote ¥o and I kmow that mf school districts would not benefit.
from my No vote. But until I can get it straightened out amnd -
until I can find out what's going om, I'm going to vote ¥No..
Sow I don't know why you refuse to'take it out of the record
and have some discussion, this is only Tuesday, we have until
Friday. So if it's...if it's your intention to do this, I°
hope that enough of our colleagues vote ¥o or just doan't vote
auntil we get this little gem wvorked out. Now the Governor
sav fit to not adequately fund the School aid Formula this
year. I've been, for one, very-confused about all the proc-—

ess that's been going on. I was the sponsor of a School 1id
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“Formula bill, then I was asked to relinquish sponsorship of

it, vhich I did. And then suddenly I was. asked to not call

an appropriation bill for the School Aid Pormula, in the

spirit of compromise; I agreed to that. Asd then suddenly

‘when - the House Bills get over here, I am told, now whatever

'yoq do, you can't amend the House Bills, you got to leave
- them just as they are. and I, for one; do not intend to vote

that way, jusé as they are, because they stick it to ﬁy

.schools in downstate as far as I'm concerned. And Ifm get— V

‘ting very, very paranoid about this uhole'School Aia.Formula
>business and I'd just like to know who's dealing with whoa.
And since/I'm not one of the dealees, at this poiant, I;n not
going o vote for your bill. B
PRESIDENT:
Further disussion? -Senaior Berning.
'SENATOR BERWING:
Thank you, Mr. President. I have a question for . the
sponsor.
 PRESIDENT:
Indicates he'll yielda
SENATOR BERNING: »
. ‘Senatot...Senator, I have a letter frcm‘one of my school

districts that I think is contrary to what I understand you

said the bill does, and I wish you would help me straighten ’

'it‘out;. This letter says that House Bill 2384 places a 1.10
;eighting on all kindergarten through eighth grade.;.pppils,
is that correct? . .
PRESIDENT:
) Senator Davidsoni
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

That is’not correct. It puts a weighting of 1.05 on
seventh and eighth graders for the elemeﬁtary district, fhat
was the compromise vorked ou%t with the elementary district..

4 school district from your area santed a weighting of kim—
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dergarten through eight, amendment which you tried to put on

" thisS...this bill which was defeated.

. PRESIDENT:
Senator Berming.

SENATOR BESNING:

I vell remémber thé failure on that amendment, buat I

thought perbaps, according to thié letter, that somehow it

2'had‘beén accomplishéd. ¥y next quéstion is fhen, Senator, if
i'm reading this printout correctly, for Lake County we will
" - be losing about ‘three’ and akhalf milliomr dollars over the
current appropriation year, is that correct?
PRESIDENT:
o Senator Davidson.
. SENATOR DAVIDSON:
~_You couid verj well gei lésé;'ﬁﬁt'it has nbthing to do
with the formula, your less money has to do with there's less
nonef being appropriéted in the Common School Fund, sowmething
'.1ike thirty some odd million dollars less thén last year's
funding. ' . '
PRESIDENT:
‘ Senator Beraing.
SENATOR BERNIBG:
That then, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, leads ae
to commeﬂt that in spite of any and all justifications that
any one or any group is able to mnéter, in my humble opinion,

this weighting. process, wherein now I'm informed the Chicago

schools get thirty—-three percent of the available dollars or’

- some such thing, is totally unfair. I cannot accept that ome

area of the State dJdeserves to be treated so nuch gmore’

handsomely than the rest of the State of Illinois. I.submit
that we are all part and parcel of one State, and it makes no
difference to me in what area some school child resides,
there isn*t anything that justifies him or her benefiting at

the expense of a child somewvhere else.
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" PRESIDENT:.
Further discussion? Seﬁator.Brnce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, H4r. President and members of the Sénate. if
'I'm sounding a little angfy it's only because I am. Now, you
know, we work on this, Senator Davidson, a loang time and you
;alk about your printouts, énd vetve all got printouts of
.what'this thing did until you read your little statement into
'the record., And the problen, and I dont't, :jbd know,
the...the longer you keep this alive, the one...m@ore I vonder
about what it does shift. X -don't know what procedure...let
me Jjust read what your statement is, then...then we*ll find
ouat. It-Says. nClaims coméuted in accordance nith procedures
used in the preparation of printouts.® Printouté is nowhere
defined im yoar stateament, those are not legal documents to
£ind anywhere in the Illinmois Statuates, printonté are
printouts. And I knou.dagn Well that IOE tomorrow cam change
the way that they decide.éo...to develop whatever a printout
is and you have not stated what the procedure wvas. So now,
first of all, we don't know what the procedure is, so we say
.put it in the record, and if someone wants tp take my dis~
tricts om, they- change ihe procedure. HNow, in the second
paragraph of your statement, it‘says, #R11 districts meeting
threshold :eguicements;“ " apd Itd just like for you to set
forth in your closing dehafe every one of those districts
that meet the threshold requirements. I would also like for
you to tell me which omne of these districts will not meet it
in 1982 and 1983. Bow we work a long time on a compromise,
but here’s what you and Senator Berman are asking us to sign
on for,  a very long cruise and ve .don’t kaow where we're
going. HNoy it*s one thing to be shanghaied and....and taken
on board, but at least we ought to knov where we're going to
epd up. And what you've dome is change the rules at the

very, very end of the day and say, look, we don't know where
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ée'te going to go but jump. on board with us anyway. Chicago

is going to lose mosey with this formula, subarban Cook

County loses money with this formdla, downstate schools lose

money with this formula, we're all losing money already. And
then . you say, don't worry aboﬁt.it, some districts are going
»to»lose-more...m§ney'than others, but  vwe don®t know Ayet
becauser we just read this statement in and let IOE take care
‘of it. vwéll,'I'mliike Senatot'Buzbee, 1.;.Ilddn't have (the
:vundyinq‘confidence that you do:ih the Illinois 6ffice of Edu-~
- cation; Let me tell you one...one reason why and it's kiad
of persomal, there are five biils over pere 'appfopriating
.mdney to schools located throughout the State of Illinois.
1f youvtake a look down the vCalénda:, all five of those
_appropriation bills are handled by people from the City of
" Chicago.. uov,-maybe that doesn’t make‘any difference to any—
body hete; but there are school districts all over the State
and maybe those appropriatioﬁ bills ought to be handled, some
downstate, some suburban, some Cooi County, some Chicago, but
that's not the way it Hﬁrks out. Now, sometimes some of us
‘get snspicious; like Senator Buzbhee nentioned, we wonder why
'éhat vorks out, and_ur. Gill hasn't given me an explanétion
_but I'm...l?n waiting for it. But I just think tﬁat ve ought
 to take this bill out of the tecord. I am prepared to. vote
;gainsf it today. I can go back to my district and say, with
this bill passing, my districts lose money, I wanted to vote
against it. That's what going to happen because the Governor
hésn't put enough momey in there that we can fight over any-
say-' But I am .not going to vote for a bill which states the
'procedures have been delegated to an authority that I don't
ﬁant‘ to have the delegation and...and a procedure that's not
set forth, and a printout that we don't knpow about being the
law .of the State of Illinois is just outragecus.
.PBESIDENT:

Senator Hall.
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. SENATOR HALL:

Well, I vant to ‘apologize for getting up the second tisme,

but, Senator, I'm a meamber of the School Problems Comapission
like you,'noi if there was d...request made £from here, I
think the right thing for you to do is to take this pill out
of the record right now. We...we all work hard on the School

Problems Commissiom, but I can't see - why you would be so

adamadt ‘that you wouldn't take this bill 6ut of the record. .

* PRESIDENT:
v Further éiscussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE: a

Senator Davidson, does this give more authority to the
Office of Education, a unelected body"

PRESIDERT:

‘Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON;

No, it does not. But, Hr; President, while you're recog—
nized, I'm ready to pull this bill out of the record, but
before it does, Senator Buzbee, I Want you to feel a 1little
bit, djust 1like I...I feel when I walk into Appropriaéion
Committee and don'i see an amendment, what it does to =my
appropriﬁtion bills till .after the fact. Talk about some of
the rest of us getting shanghaied, doesn't feel so good, does
it? You know, Yyou oanght to understand that-.,tﬁat's a
two—way sStreet, we like to be informed aboat something, I
don't like to walk into committee cold and you hand e some—
thing and say, here it is, Buddy, yo2u got it,” you kmow. Soae
of the rest of us resent some of the bighhanded things yon
do, it doesn*t feel so good, does it? Now. I've made a
.requeSt by a member of the School Froblesms Commission and by
my Minority Leader, Senator Bruce who's been asking...I'll
take ii out of the record so you ¢ a =211 understand what it
¥ase. I read +that verbatim statement inm for a specific

reason, at a request, so the attorney: who have to interpret
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how this is going to be divided onm a 1.05 weighting 4for the
: sevg;th and eight graders would know uhét He'intended to be
done for your‘benefit.v And, Senator Berning, éhicago's got
addltlonal money for the last ten plus years. If“ye don't
pass this formula, they*re not going to get 33.6,  they're
going. . to get 34.8, you just give them more.. HMaybe you ought
to ﬁlllunde;stand some. of these things before you all go fly-
ing off the handle. But now .you nnderstaﬁd how some of ghe
resf of us feei when we get something shoved down our tﬁroat
uithou£ beihg explained to you. Mr. Pfesident, I request to
‘take this bill out. of the record.

PRESIDENT:

Take it out of the record, MHr. Secretary. - Senator
ﬁuzbee,.for'vhat puréose do you'arise?
SENATOR BUZBEE:

On a point of persomal privilege.
PRESIDENT: ’

State your point.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

I just wanted to say to Semator Davidsonm that amny point
in the future, I%d be glad to give him any sort of assistance
to make him feel hettet‘qhen.we shove it down his.thrﬁat.
PRESIDENTS

Any further bnsiness.;.SQnator ﬁhilip, what do ydu think,
I think the day is long enough, right? Further business to
come before the Sepate? If not, Senator Donnewald moves that
the Senate stand adjourned until ten ofclock tomorrow morniang
and the Committee on Executive Reorganization will :neet at
pine.  Senator Nimrod, for an announéement.

SENATOR NIMBOD: .

Yeah, ballgame tonight with the lobbyists, at seven
o!clock on Capitol Street, two blocks ;est of Strattom Build-
ing, seven otclock. »

PRESIDENT:



Page 181 — JUNE 22, 1982

All right. If there's no fﬁrther basiness, no further
anoouncements, Semator Donnewald hés moved ‘that the Senate
stand adjourned until Wednesday, ﬁune"ZBrd at the bour of

10:00 a. m-, 10:00 a. m. The Senate stands adjourned.




