83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
EEGULAR SESSION

MAY 23, 1984

PRESIDENT:

The Senate will please come to crder. Will the nmenkers
be at their desks and will our guests in the gallery please
rise. Prayer this morning by the Beverend William Kruger,
St. Luke's Episcopal Church, Springfield, Illinois. BRever-
end.

REVEREND KRUGER:
{Prayer given by Beverend Kruger)
PBESIDENT:

Thank you, Beverend. Reading of +the Journal. Senator
Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

8r. President, I move that reading and agproval of the
Journals on Tuesday, May 15th; Wednesday, May 16th; Thursday,
May 17th; Friday, May 18th; Monday, May 21st and Tuesday, May
22nd, in the year 1984, be postponed pending arrival of the
printed Journals.

PRESIDENT:

You®ve heard the motion as placed by Senator Luft. 1Is
there any discussion? If not, all in favor indicate by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes bave it. The motion car-
ries and it is so ordered. Messages from the Ecuse.
SECERETAERY:

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

Mr. President - I ap directed to inform the Senate
the House of Represeptatives bhas passed Lills with the
following titles, in the passage of which I ar instructed to
ask concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

House Bills 338, 1448, 1522, 1573, 2381, 2553,
2558, 2684, 2877, 2987, 3067 and 3102.

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Bepresentatives has adopted the fcllowing Jjoint

resolutions, in the adoption of which 1 ap instructed to ask
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concurrence of the Sepate, to-wit:
House Joint Besclution 148, 149 apd 150. all
congratulatory.
PRESIDENT:
Consent Calendar. Fescluticnsa.
SECBETAERY:

Senate Resolution €41 offered bty Senators Egan, Grotberg
and all Senators. 1It's congratulatcry.

Senate Besoluticn 642 offered by Senmatcrs Mewhouse, #Hall,
Chew, Collins and others. It's comgratulatory.

And Senate Resolution 643 offered by Senator Schuneman
and it's congratulatcry.

PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar. A1l right, with leave of the Body,
we®ll turn to page 21 om the Calendar, con the Crder of House
Bills 1st Beading, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (BB. FERNANDES)
House Bill 1188, Senator Jerome Joyce€...Jeremiab Joyce.
{Secretary reads title of kbill)
2296, Senator Denuzioa
{Secretary reads title of bill)

2380, Senator Maraovitz.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

2444, Senator Maitland.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2811, Senator Schaffer.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2827, Senator Egan.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2856.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2873, Senator [*Arco.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2883, Senators Hatson and Marovitz.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
2913, Senator Darrow.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
2950, Senator Sangmeister and Blooma

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3066, by Senators Kupp and D'Arco.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3068, Senator Schaffer and Rocka

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3086, Senator Philig.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3087, Senator Davidson.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3089, Senator Geo~Karis.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3096, Senator SGRNEr.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3101, Senater Schaffer and %atscn.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3204, Senator Blooma

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3205, Senators Weaver and Watsone.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3208, by Senators Davidson and Coffey.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3209, senator Schaffer.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3239, by Sepators Hclmberg, #Helch and Katson.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
eee2347, Senator Eruce.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

1st reading of the kills.
PEESIDENT:

All right, a list of recalls have been provided to

the
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nembers. Let me just indicate who®s on the list. 1521,
Senator Netsch. 1612, Senator Fhilig. 1625, Senator
Maitland. 1725, Senator Marovitz. 1733, Senator Philigp.
1743, Senator Hall., 1790, Senatof Darrowv. 1889, Senator
Berman. 1896, Senator Holmberg. 1939, Senator Jerome Joyce.
1949, Sepator Holmbergs 1954, Senator Rock. Tuwo additicnal
apendments have just keen filed on 1941, Senatcr Holmberg and
1944, Senator Bock. We will attempt to accommodate the nmem-
bers and be a good idea if Senator MNaitland...Senator
Maitland, are you ready on 16252 It's on the recall 1list.
A1l right. Senator Marovitz om 1725. All right, with leave
of the Body, we®ll turn to the Crder of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading, on page 12 on the Calendar is Senate Bill 1725.
Senator Marovitz seeks leave of the Ecdy to return that bill
to the Order of 2nd Beading for purposes of an amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave 1is granted. On the Crder of Senate
Bills 2nd Reading, Semate Bill 1725, Mr. Secretary.
SECBETAEY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Marovitz.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SERATOR MARCGVITZ:

Thank you, very wmuch, MNr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. 1Is this the...excuse nme, is this
the amendment that was adopted in committee? *Cause I think
we've already adopted those. Right. So this would not ke
Amendaent No. 1 then. .
PRESIDENT:

Three. Put the...yocu have wrong number up, Mr. Secre-
tary. That*s his concern.

SENATOBR MARGVITZ:

Amendment No. 3 1is an amendment that was prepared in

response to questions that were asked by cosmittee members as

to which agencies were responsible for perfcrming the variocus



Page 5 - MAY 23, 1984

services in the bill. The amendatory language in Amendment 3
answers the questions as to who perfcres what. State's
attorneys are primarily responsible for...notification and
information functions inp the bill, that is in this asendment.
Victim advocate personnel are responsikle for eaployer
intersession in wmaking inforpaticn available to victims on
victim programs and services. The L[epartament ¢f Corrections
is the agency regquired to notify victims of a prisoner’s
release froe custody prior to sentence cosgleticn, and also
in this apmendment it requires that the victim impact state-
ment be prepared in writing under the guidance of the state's
attorney before it cam be presented to the court at =sentenc-
ing. This apendment has been worked on and approved by all
law enforcement agencies, and I would ask the adoption of
Amendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 1725.

PRESIDENI:

All right, Sepator H#Harovitz has moved the adogtion of
Apendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 1725. 1Is there any discus-
sion? Senator Fawell. All right, may I ask ycu to take the
conferences off the Flccra
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. W®ould the sponscr yield for a
question?

PBESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he®ll yield, Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FARELL:

Senator, you =say that the...someone is to he notified
when there is...when the person...when the crisinal iS...is
released. W®ho is supposed tc be notified and how?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARGVITZ:
The wvictim is notified by the LCepartment of Corrections.

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FANELL:

And...and if they can't find the victia, then there®s no
penaity or anything. BEight.
PHESIDENT:

Senator Marowvitz.
SENATOE MARQVITZ:

No, there is no pemalty. They bave to wmake all due dili-
gence to potify the victis.
PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussign? Senator
Schunesan.

SEBATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Yeah, Senator, I®pe...Il®m interested in this subject...as
I understood you, when thes..when the <criminal is released
from prison that the Department of Corrections is required to
notify the victim. Was there another part to this...to this
apendment? 1Is somebody else potified?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MABOVITZ:

The...the apendment...in coamittee, Judiciary, we were
asked about who would perform various duties. The state's
attorney performs scome duties in regards to victim advocate
programs abnd dealing with the enfloyer. That...that deals
with those fpeople who are part of the victimz advocate per-
sonnel dealing with the epmployer intersession and making
information available to victims on vwvictim programs and
services, and also it deals with a...an impact statement that
a victim bas a right to make at trial prior to sentencing and
that would bhave to be donme in copnjunction with the state's
attorney of the county.

PHESIDENT:

Senator Schunenman.
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

So are you telling me that the state®s attorney will also
be notified when the criminal is released? The state's
attorney will be notified?

PBESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROGVITZ:

The obligation 1is just on the Department of Corrections
to notify the victim.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneﬁan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Okay, well, T...I1®ve had several instances of this kind
of problem brought to my attention, and I know that in sose
cases the...the parole people dc notify the state®s attorney
but I*n not sure that iteesethat it bhas tbe kind
of...requirement that I think you®re trying to sork on, and
I*ll...I%'11 come cver and talk toc you akout it, but I...I
support the concept of what you're trying tc dc here.
PBESIDENT:'

Further discussion? Any further discussion? I1f nwot,
Senator Marovitz has moved the adoption cf Apepdment No. 3 to
Senate Bill 1725. All in favor of the adoption of the amend-
meot indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it.

The amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?

 SECBETABY:

No further asendments.
PBESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Hall om 1743. Top of page 13. All
right, top of page 13, on the Order of Semate Rills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 1743. Sepator Hall seeks leave of the
Body to return that bill to the Order of Zznd Beading for fpur-
poses of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.

On the Order of Senmate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1743,
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Mr. Secretary.
SECEETABRY:

Apepdoent No. 1 offered by Sepator Jones.
PRESIDERT:

Senator Jone€s.

SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and memkers c¢f the Senate.
Anendoment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1743 deals with the district
office allowance. It will allow the Bouse of Representatives
be authorized to approve the expenditure of not more than
twenty-seven thousand dollars a year for each member, and
each wmember of the Semate is authaorized +to approve the
expenditure of not pore than thirty-seven thousand dollars.
This differential is based on the fact that the House does
have single member districts that is half the size of the
Senate, and I move for its adoption.

PBESIDENI:

Senator Jones has moved the adoption of Amendment Ko. 1
to Semate Bill 1743. 1Is there amy discussion? If not, all
in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECEETAEY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Sepator Darrow on 1790. Cp the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Beading is Senate Fill...bottcs of page 13,
Senate Bill 1790. Senator Darrow seeks leave c¢f the Body to
return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purpcses of
an asgendnent. Is leave granted? On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd Beading, Senate Bill 1790, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETAEY:

Anendment No. 1 offered by Senator Larrow.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Larrow.
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SENATOR LCAEEQW:

Thank you, NAr. President. Senate Arendment No. 1 returns
the...the 20th circuit to its original...its original fash-
ion. It deletes Clinton County from the 20th circuit and
places Clinten County in the #4th Judicial Circuit. 1 would
ask for adoption of the amendment.

PEESIDENT:

Senator Darrow has moved the adoption of Anendment No. 1
to Senmate Bill 1790. 1Is there any discussion? If pot, all
in favor...I beg your pardon. Senator Denuzio.

SENATOR LEMUZIOC:

Yes, thank you, Hr. Presidente I...I guess I just didnt*t
quite hear the explanation of the amendment. I assume that
this bas something to do with Judicial boundaries. Is that
correct, Senator?

PRESIDENT:z

Senator Larrow.
SENATOB LCAREROR:

Yes, that is correct. If you recall, 1 indicated that I
would return this bill to 2nd reading after the members bhad
an opportunity to 1cok over the sap that we had drawn. 1In
doing that, a number of people from the 20th Judicial cir-
cuit, which is St. Clair, Randolph, Monroe and Clinton Coun-
ties approached me and asked that we not have Clinton County
in the 20th Judicial Circuit but that we return it to its
original circuit and that we leave the 20th Judicial Circuit
as it is and that"s what this asendment does.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Depuzio.
SENATOR DEMUDZIO:

The a-..e.are e going to have at =some opportunity
thes..the newv Judicial Circuit boundaries pertinent to...to
your bill b€...to be distributed to the membership?

PBESIDENT:
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Senator Larrow.
SENATOR LAEEQCU:

Yes, hopefully, we'll be able to do that after
the...amendpents this mcrning. 1I%11 ask tbat the sta
pare a map to circulate.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussicn? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONAILD:

Yes, l...l rise to support this amendment and to
we have worked out...sorked with Sepator Laricw to
any problems that we feel may have existed, and I
support this anmendment.

PBEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Ratson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, MBr. Eresident. 1I'd like to ask the s
question.
PHESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he®1l yield, Senator Ratscon.
SENATOR WATSON:

fou mentioned Clinton County and I°s sorry I
paying attention. Clinton County happens tc be in
trict. What...what was in regard toc that?

PEESIDENT:

Senator Darrow.
SENATOR LCAEBON:

#e are returning Clinton County to its present
and I believe that®s in the Uth circuit, so that the
be no change ipn that circuit.

PBRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Who asked for that?

PBESIDENT:

we adopt

ff pre-

say that
vork cut

strongly

gonsQr a

wasmn't

my dis-

circuit,

re would



Eage 1% - MAY 23, 1984

Senator Darrove.
SENATOE DAEKECH:

#ell, that was asked for bty Senator Hall and his constit-
vents. I think the amendsent...the...there is abother amend-
ment to follows this tbat has been worked out with the Eepub-
lican staff...that if adopted will be the final amendment
that we®ll be considering on this mape.

PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

As long as it?s...that's okay. I°'11 let it go.
PHESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? If not,
Senator Darrow gmoves the adcpticn of Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1790. All in favor of the adopticn of the amend-
ment indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. 1The Ayes have it
The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECBETAEY:

No.«oAmendment ¥o. 2, by Senator LDarrowe
PBESIDERT:

Senator Carrowve
SENATGE LABROSE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Amendment No. 2 is the amend-
ment that®s been worked out by the Lemocrat and Bepublican
staff that Senator Macdonald spoke to earlier. The staffs
have worked this out, it®s...creates the Judicial Circuits
that I think are most acceptable to both sides cf the aisle.
Hopefully, after this is adopted we®ll te akle to put
together a map and circulate it agong the nmemkers and then
call the bill for passage tomorrow. 1 uwculd ask for the
adoption of Amendment No. 2.

PEESIDENT:
Senator Darrow has gmoved the adcpticn cf Ame¢ndment No. 2

to House...Senate Bill 1790. Aany discussicn? If pot, all in
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favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECEETARY:

No further amendnments.
PBESIDENT:

3rd reading. Top of page 17, on the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd EKeading is Senate Bernan®s 1889. Secnator Berman
seeks leave of the Body to return that bill tc the GQrder of
2nd Reading for purposes of an asendaent. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Eills 2nd Eeading,
Senate Bill 1889, Nr. Secretary.

SECRETABY:

Asendment No. 3 offered by Senator Ecrman.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Eerman.

SENATOR EEEMAN:

Thank you, HMr. President. First a...a parliasentary
inguiry. Obn line...on line 8 of this amendment, there is the
nunber thirty, pmeaning thirty days. MNay I bave leave to have
that changed on the face to sixty?

PEESIDENT:

Senator Berman seeks leave to change Amendgent No. 3 obp
its face from three to six, 3-0 to 6=0. 1Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. The Secretary will npake the appropriate
change. Senator PBergan.

SENATOE EEENAN:

Thank you. Apendment No. 3, this is the Compensation
Beview Board bill. There were a couple cf errcrs in the pre-
vious drafting. This clarifies that certain salaries that
wvere set forth in the previocus drafts were in error as to
existing salaries of a number of...cf Eaecutive Branch agen-
cies. That's been corrected. This amendment also clarifies
the tise lipe for the first report of the board, and as cor-

rected, it will be that they must...the board must report by

L
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Septeaber 30th, 1984 or sixty...or sixty days after the
effective date of this bill. I move the adoption of Amend-
ment No. 3.
PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Berman has mnpoved the adoption of
Asendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 1889. Any discussion? If
not, all in favor imdicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The amendment is adogted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No forther amendments.

PBESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Hclmberg on 1896. Bottom of page
17, Senator Holmberg seeks leave of the Eody to return Sepate
Bill 1896 to the Grder of 2nd Beading for gupposes of an
amendment. Is leave granted? leave is granted. O©n the
Order of Senate Bills Z2nd Beading, Senate Eill 18$6, MNr.
Secretarye.

SECBETARY:

Apendment No. 2 cffered by Senator Bolmkerg.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Holsmberg.

SENATOR HCOLBBERG:

This concerns the 1Illinois disabled persons identifi-
cation card, and the changes proposed by this Flcor amendoent
aie those suggested by the Secretary of State. These changes
vill accompodate that office in the administration of the
card. The changes include a...a mcre approrriate definition
of hearing impaired, creates a Class 1A and Class 2A disabil-
ity, stipulates that for senior citizens and disabled persons
propecty tax relief, if there is no card the TCepartment of
BRevenue may assign a physician for examinaticn of the person
making the claim; perpits local authorities tc¢ issue teompo-
rary handicapped plates for decals, deletes reference to

grants for transportation for handicapped persons and estak-
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lishes a 7-1-85 effective date. Re have had bpumer-
Ous...conferences with the Secretary of State. I think this
is in good order. We have not heard back fron one or tsc of
the departments whether this amendment meets their needs, and
if for some reason it did not, we would Lte =most happy %o
amend it even further, particularly in the Houss.

PEESIDENTI:

Senator Holmberg bas moved the adopticn cf Amendment No.
2 to Senate Bill 1896. Any discussion? 1f not, all in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
Amendment is adopted. Further apendments?

SECRETAEY:

No further aszendpents.
PEESIDERNT:

3rd reading. 1939, Senator Jgyce. 1949, Senator
Holmberg. Bottom of page 19, on the Grder of Senate Bills
3rd Reading is Senate Bill 1949. Senator FHolmberg secks
leave of the Body to return that bill to the Order of 2znd
Reading for purpcses of an anmendment. Is 1leave granted?
Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Eills 2nd Eeading,
Senate Bill 1949, Mr. Secretarye.

SECBETARY:

Apendment No. 2 offered by Senator Holmberxrg.
PRESICENT:

Senator Holmberg.

SENATCE HOLMEERG:

This bill creates the hazardous saste technology e€xchange
at the University of Illinois. What the Floor amendment does
is it changes the jurisdiction of the exchange from the Uni-
versity of Illincis tc the Departcent of Energy and Natural
Resources. The program would still be located at the univer-
sity under the jurisdiction of the Eoard of Matural Besources
On...0n Conservation which includes witbin it the water

survey, the geological survey and the natural history survey.
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Basically, still the same bill. The advisory hoard is no
longer appointed by the Governor and the president of the
University of Illimcis. 1It®s called the Industrial Advisory
Comnittee and will consist of individuwals selected by the
director of ENE, and we worked this out with the Department
of Energy and Natural Besources and the Upiversity of 11li-
nois.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Holsberg bhas moved the adopticn cf Amendment No.
2 to Senate Bill 1949. Discussion? Senatcr CGrcothberg.
SENATOR GBOTBEEG:

Thank you, Mr. President. Would the spcopsor of the
apendment yield for a gquestion?

PBEESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she®ll yield, Sematcr Grctherg.
SENATOE GEGTIEEHG:

Senator, once nmore, what are you doing t¢ the surveys,
with this amendment, changing their reforting...or their
boss€Seae0r their...

PEESIDENT:

Senator Eclmberg.
SENATOR HCLMEEBG:

No, there are ﬁc changes made, Sepator Grctkerg.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? If not, Senator Holmkerg moves the
adoption of Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1949. All in
favor of the adoption of the amendment indicate bty saying
Aye. All opposed. The Ayes bhave it. The awmendgent is
adopted. Further amendments?

SECBETAFY:
No further asendments.
PBESIDENT:
3rd reading. On the Order of Senate Eillé 3rd 8Beading,

top of page 19, is Semate Bill 1939. Senator Joyce seeks
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leave of the Body to return that bill to the Order of 2md
Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Feading,
Senate Bill 1939, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETABY:

Amendnment No. 3 offered by Senator Jerome Joyce.
PBESIDENT:

Senatcr Jojyce.

SENATOB JEBGME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. Amendment Nc. 3 adds provi-
sions for a twoc percent set-aside from the cigarette tax to
the...go to the Cancer Research Fund to fund the cancer
registry.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce bas moved the adoption of Amsendment No. 3
to Senate Bill 1939. Any discussion? I1f not, all in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
anmendment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECEETAEY:

No further asendzents.
PBESIDENT:

3rd reading. Whoops. All right, with leave of the Body,
ve®ll return the bill again to the Order of 2nd EBeading.
There are further acerndsents.

SECBETAEY:

Apepdment No. 4 offered by Senator Jercme Joyce.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jojyce.

SENATOE JEROME JCYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This takes cut the provisions
that allow the department to request inforration from any
persons in order to obtain data. It alsc deletes doctors
froam the regorting regquirement.

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Joyce has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 4
to Senmate Bill 1939. Any discussion? If not, all ip favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECHRETAEY:

No further asendmentses
PBESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Holmberg og 1941. Senator Netsch,
do you ¥ish to...well, we®ll get to that crder. A1l right.
Senator Weaver, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOH SEAVEE:

R point of personal privilege, Mr. Fresident.
PRESIDEN1:

State your pcimt, sire.

SENATOR WEAVEE:

I would 1like to introduce one of our fcrser colleaques,
Senator Johp Giltert fora...

PEESIDENT:

A man who needs no introduction. Welcoge back, John. 211
right, the Chair would just point out it is W®ednesday, May
23rd. The deadline is the 2Z5th. ¥%e will move to the Order
of Senate Bills Znd Reading. The appropriations bills, I'm
sure you're aware, under our rules are not subject to the
25th deadline. Substantive bills, however, are subject. Cn
the Order of Senate Bills 2pd Reading, Senate Bill 1424.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary. I beg yocur pardon, we've
skipped one, unintentiopally. On the Order of Senate Rills
2nd Reading, Senate Bill 720. Bead the bill, Mn. Secretarye.
SECHEETARBRY:

Senate Eill 720.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No committee asendments.
PEESIDENT:

Are there amendments from the Floor?
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SECEETAEI:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Euzkee.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Euzbeed
SENATOR EUZEEE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Fresident. This amendment has the
effect of raising the sheriffs® salaries to two-thirds of
vhatever the statet!s attorney's salary is im a particular
county, and I would mcve its adopticn.

PHESICENT:

Senator Buzbee has noved the adcption cf Amendment Nc. 1
to Senate Bill 720. 1Is there any discussicn? Senator ¥elch.
SENATOR WELCH:

A gquestion...guestion of the spcnsor, Mr. Eresident.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he®ll yield, Senator Welch.

SENATOR SELCH:

What doces the bill currently say prior to this amendment?
PBESIDENT:

Senator Buzkee.

SENATOR BUZEEE:

I'm sorry, I didn*t hear you, Senator.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Welch.

SENATOER SELCH:

What does the bill say prior to this asecodment you're
putting on right now? #hat®s the salary fcr a sheriff?
They®re getting a raise and you®'re changing that raise?
PEESIDEKT:

Senator Euzbee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

The bill is silent on the...on the subject of sheriffs®

salaries. 1t is a bill which pertains to state®s attorneys®

salaries. My bill says that...rather, my amendment says that
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the sheriff's salary will now be two-thirds of what the
state's attormey®s salary is. This, by the wyay, bLas the
agreement of the State®s Attorneys® Association. It is obvi-
ously an amendment f£rosm the Sheriffs® Association, but the
state's attorneys have concurred with its going onto the Lill
and so, that's why 1 cffer it.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee has soved the adcption of Amendment No. 1.
Discussion?...wait just a minute, I'm just getting everybody
on the same wavelength here. Senatcr Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAE:

Yes, thank you, #r. President. &ill the sponsar yield

for a question?
PBEESIDENTz

Sponsor indicates he®ll yield, Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAE:

How does this apply to Cock County, Senator PBuzbee?
Is...does it apply tc Cook County?

PBESIDENT:

Senator Euzbeeas
SENATOR BUZEEE:

Senator, it applies to every county in the State.
Itsa.it applies...its specifically addresses two-thirds of
the salary paid to the Cook County State®s Attorney, the
sheriff will receive...and two-thirds in every county
throughout the State...the sheriff will receivea
PBESIDENT:

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAE:

In the case of Cook County, wouldn?t that be a lowering

of the sheriff®s salary?
PEESIDENT:
Senator Buzbee. Senator Euzbee.

SENATOB FUZBEE:
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Yes, I'm...looking. Senator, I's sorry, I cannot answer
your gquestion. 1 was given this anendment by the Sheriffs?®
Association and I was told it has the cobcurrence of the
whole Sheriffs* Association, so I'm assuming that the Sheriff
of Cook County is in...is in agreement btut I can®t answer
your guestion.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Mabar.
SENATCOR MAHAR:

I think we ought to clarify that not c¢nly for Cook County
but for other counties, because it sight te a lgwering of the
salary and I think there'd be some problem there.

PRESIDENT:

Sepator Euzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

A1l right. Let me..let me read the...the wpew 1language,
®In the case of a sheriff, such ccospensation shall also not
be less than two-thirds of the salary paid to the state's
attorney of the county.® So that takes care of your problen.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Savickas, will you...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Schuneman. Senator
Buzbee. Senator Buziee.

SENATOE EUZEEE:

Further...further clarification, Sepnator Mahar. Under
the current law as reflected im this bill, it says that the
sheriff 1is paid the sun of tventy-five thousand dollars per
apnum in Cock County, and then the new language says that the
sheriff shall get two-thirds of the salary paid to the Cook
County State®s Attorpmey or the sum of twenty~five thousand
dollars per annup whichever is greater; and then further on
in the bill, as I explained to you earlier, in the case of a

sheriff, such compensation shall alsoc not ke less than twc-
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thirds of the salary paid %o the state®s attorney of the
county.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Schuneman.
SENATOB SCHUNEMAN:
A gquestion of the sponsor, Mr. Fresident.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he®1l yield.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator Buzbee, you're seeking to increase the salary for
county sheriffs around the State, who would bLe regquired to
pay these increases?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Euzbee.

SENATCR EUZEEE:

It*d certainly come from county funds that the county
board has ccntrol of.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuoeman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

NOo...no State money then involved in this, and is there a
State mandate's exemption attached to this bill?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATCE SAVICKAS)

Senator Euztee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

No, there is not, but I think that...I think that prece-
dence has been estaklished in the Gfpast that the General
Assembly has the right to establish salaries cof county offi-
cials, and we have done that consistently cver the years that
I've been here where we have estaklished ranges of salaries
for county officials without cur contributing money to the
county to...for them to pay those ranges from...thcse sal-
aries froa.

PHESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Schunenan.
SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

#ell, I*n sure that...that was true for many years, but
Iee.eyou recall, do ycu not, that this Legislature passed the
State Handates Act in recent years, and I would have a con-
cern about that that we very well may be increasing county
salaries and then would have to pay the ©Lill, so I think
that's sonmething that everybody ought to consider bhere.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If pot, Senator Buzkee
moves the adoption of Agendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 7204
Those ip favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. 1The
Ayes have it. Apendment No. 1 is adopted. Any further awend-
ments?

SECBETABY:

No further anendments.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

3rd reading. Op the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Beading,
Senate EBill 1424, Sepator Netsch. BEead the kill, Mr. Secre—
tary.

SECEETAFY:
Senate BPill 1424,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. ©No committee amendments.
PHRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCRE SAVICKAS)
Any amendsents from the Floor?
SECRETABY:
Apendoent HNoc. 1 offered by Senators Netsch and
Sangmeister.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBRATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOB NETSCH:
Thank you, Mr. Eresident. The amendment uhiqh is jointly

offered by myself and Senator Sangmeister toc Senate Bill 1424
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incorporates all of the chamges that we are ncw progosing to
make in what was kncwn as the sex bill fros last Session,
House Bill 606. Rhat we bave dcne is carefully review all of
the cospunications which bave actually been very few in
number from the state®s attorneys and others shg were asked
to review the bill. He have closed the gap that was inadver-
tently left in the bill by the Govermor®s Bmendatory Veto,
and ve bave responded tc certain other suggestions. The sub—
stantive changes in the basic bill, Eouse Eill 606, are not
numerous in number. Ssome of it is largely a matter of
clarification with several fairly mcdest substaptive changes.
I have distributed to everyone on the Floor a copy of the
full text of the amendoment and, in addition, a summary of the
amendments so that everyome is able tc follow the changes
that are being made, both in Senate Eill 1424 and in the bill
that we passed last Session. 1It is, of course, guite essen-
tial to pass this bill before July 1 because that is the date
that the rewriting of sex offenses takes effect in this
State. The...I'l]l just briefly mention a couple of the
changes that are reflected here...did Senator...I’m sorry.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRAS)

For what purpose does Sematcr Grctkerg arise?
SENATOR GEOTEERG:

To ask...Hr. FPresident, the LEB pumker of the amendment
which you are describing. There are several flcating argqund
and our staff is concerned as to which one se are adopting.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOBR SAVICKAS)

Senator, do you have that? Senator Netsch.

SEBATOE KEISCBH:

YeSee.yes, to Phil Reber I would say it is the original
amendment, &ot the so-called versiog No. 2. The LBE nusber
is LBB8306470RCSBAMOZ. Fine, I think we’re clear on +that
nov., Back to the brief summary. I®m not gcing to gc through

everyone of the changes because a punker of them area..are
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really quite technical in nature. As I indicated, we do
close the gap that was inadvertently left in the bill by the
Governor's Amendatory Veto. We have eliminated the word
®physical®™ from "force and threat of force."® It...it uas
called to our attention by several state's attorneys that
that was quite essential because we bad...cr nct we, but the
Governor had eliminated the word "ccerciopn® and this left the
bill such too restrictive in pature. #e¢ have clarified that
stepparents can...are involved in the interfamily sezual
crimes. 8e bave dome one thing that I think is going to ke
extremely belpful to the state's attorneys, we've pmade it
clear that the use of the vord "“rape® or any derivative
thereof during the course of a trial by a prgsecutor, by a
witness, by the defendant himself is not inadmissible so that
there will ke no question that it dces not ccpstitute error
if that word is indicated. We bad nade...se thought we bhad
sade the record clear on that point before, but I think this
simply confirms it. I think that all of you will have an
opportunity with the memo and the text of the till +to 1look
this over before it's called on 3rd reading, and 1 would,
therefore, aove the adoption of Amepdment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 1424,

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion or any discussion? If aot,
Senator Netsch moves the adcption of Adoendsent Koo 1 to
Senate Bill 1424, Those in favor indicate bty saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. Apendzent No. 1 is
adopted. Any further anendments?

SECEETABY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

31d reading. Senate Bill 1524, Sepatgr Coffey. Head the
bill, Mr. Secretarye.

SECEETAEY:
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Senate Eill 1524,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill., Committee on Transpcrtatioy offers
ope amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
eesesSenator Ccffey.
SENATOR CCFFEX:

Thank you, Br. Fresident and members of the Senate. ke
have one amendment here which allows trucks used..exclusively
for garbage refuge to operate and to have access to certain
roads. Last year we passed legislation tc allow them to ke
able to travel ufpon our bhighway systes and our streets to
haul that refuge, ande..in doing that, we put State highways,
and what we're doing is striking State and sayipsg that they
can run upon our highway systen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, Senator Coffey moves
the adoption of Amendsent No. 1 to Sepate Eill 1524, Those
in favor indicate Ly saying Aye. Those oppcsed. 1The Ayes
have it. Anendment No. 1 is adopted. Apy further amend-
ments?

SECBETARY:

No further compittee anendments.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICEAS)
Any anendments from the Eloor?

SECEETARY:

No Floor apendments.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOBR SAVICEAS)
3rd reading.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGCR ERUCE)

Senate Bill 1706, Senator D%Arco. Senate Bill 1749,
Senator BHall. Senator Ball on the Elcor? Senate
Bill... 1803, Senator Bloon. Bead the bill, ¥r. Secretary,

please.
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SECEEIAEY:

Senate Eill 1803,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Agriculture,
Conservation and Bnergy offers one amendment.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SESATCB BEUCE)

Sepator Bloos to explain Amendment Nc. 1.
SENATCB ELGONM:

Okaya If I could have the attention, the amendment that
we put or in coamittee was technically flawed, and so the
Floor amendment that follows, Amendsent Ng. 2, is technically
flawed. &hat vwe need to do is withdraw it or Jakle those two
and then put on Amendments 3 and 4. If we coald mechanically
accomplish that, I'd appreciate the assistance 9f the Chair.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

All right, the potion is to...Table Ccppittee Amendment
Bo. 1. On the motiocn to Table, those in fawor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 1 is Taktled.
SENATOR ELGON:

Now I would like to withdraw the Flogr amendment, Amend-
ment Fo. 2, Ken, because that...

SECHEIARY:

Is thate..is that the heavy one? The kig one?
SENATGBR BLOGH:

He'll you*d better get dosn there Schneider,
*cause€...what bhappened was the cosasittee amendsent was tech-
nicallye...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EERUCE)

Are there further comnittee amendments?
SECEETAEX:

No further cormitte€e amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATCE ERUCE)

Are there amendments from the Flcor?

SECBETABY:
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Anendment No. 2 offered by Senator Bleonma
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Eloonm on Amendment Bo. Z.

SENATOE ELOOH:

Okay, that would be the one I would witbdraw.
PHEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQB EBUCE)

No, Senator, ve®res..there is...you're on Amendment Bo. 2
apd that is in fact what is before the Eadya
SENATOR ELCCH:

That's correct and that is built on the coamittee amend-
ment which was flawed, so we have to withdraw it, and then
there will be Asendoent No. 3 which is the revised...
PHBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCB BRUCE)

¥o, Senator, Amendment No. 1 was a comnittee amendment,
that has been Tabled. A flawed asendomept was...was offered
and has been withdrawn and never nusbered and so thee..the
matter before us is Amendment No. Z which ycur staff and the
Secretary assures me is the correct amendsent that you wish
to adopt. Senator Elcos.

SENATOBR BLOGH:

Yes, 1...I apologize to the Chair and the Body. Okay.
What is nos called Amendment No. 2 allows the Commerce
Congissicn to regulate competition for long distamce tele-
phone calls between two or more market service areas in the
State of 1Illinois which accomplishes what we tried to do in
the conmittee amendment. I'd seek its adgpticna
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 2. Discussion of tke
sotion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. Amendaent No. 2 is adopted. Further Floor amendments?
SECEETARY:

Apendment No. 3, ky Senator Blcoma
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBBRUCE)

Senator Eloom is recognized.
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SENATOR BLOON:

Apendment No. 3 was given to me by the Telephone Associa-
tion and it makes it clear that Senate Eill 1803 would expire
at the time the entire Public Utilities Act sunsets. This
¥as suggested by Illincis Bell. 1°d urge its adoption.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCGE BEUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3. Discussion of that
sotion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Bay. The Ayes bave
ite Asendment No. 3 is adopted. Are there further amend-
ments?

SECHEETABY:

No further asendments.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

3rd reading. For what purpose does Sepator Hall arise?
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you. Like to go back to that...tc Semate Bill 1749,
please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATCR EEUCE)

Is there leave to return to Senate Bill 17492 Hearing no
objection, that is the order. Senatqr Eall is recog-
nized...read the bill, Xr. Secretary, please.

SECEETAEY:
Senate Eill 1749.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No comaittee anmendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EBUCE)

Are there amendments from tbe Floor?
SECBETARY:

No Floor apmendments.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)
Senator Hall.
SENATCR BALL:
Yes. I*n going to returm it back to Znd reading...I have

an to agreement with Senator Becker whebever the material was
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here, so let it rest there and then we'll go back.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENBATCE EEBUCE)

Senator, you wanted to move it to 3rd?
SENATCR BHALL:

I...l want to gsove it to 3rd riqht now w%ith the under-
standing I %ill call it back to 2pd.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR EEREUCE)

3rd reading....Senate Bill 1863, Sepator Coffeye. EEA
vehicle inspectiocns. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 18613.

{Secretary reads title of rill)
2nd reading of the bill. No comnittee aze¢ndsents.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOE ERUCE)

Are there amendments from the Floor?
SECEETIARY:

Apendment Nc. 1 cffered by Senator Chewu.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE EEUCE)

All right,e..ladies and Gentlemen, may I have your atten—
tion, please. The particular bill before us has pineteen
proposed Floor amendments, and so as we g¢ through it will ke
important to the spopsor to identify the nature of the amend-
ment and if they have been distributed soc the genmbership can
find them upon their desks. 1There are nincteen separate pro-
posed amendsepts to this particular piece of legislation.
The first asendment, Mr. Secretary, is offere€d Lbyee.
SECEETARY:

Senator Chewe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCBR EEUCE)

Is Senator Chew cn the Floor? 1All right, Senator Jones
are you handling Senator Chew®s amendments? All right. If I
might have the attenticn of the Bodyj,~..-as you laok at these
apendments, I will give you the last four digits of the LEB

number and the anendnzent under consideraticn is Apendsment No.
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1 and the last four digits are AM(02. For what purpose dces
Senator Grctberg arise?
SENATOR GRCIEEEG:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. As we procceed into this very
complicated bill, which probably is the 5ost controversial
bill before us this year, I wondered if each cf the spomscrs
of amendnments have the fifty-nine ccfpies, first of all. 1I
don't want to stop the...stop the railrocad, but it would ke
avfully interesting if it...I"m sure each of the staff opmeg-
bers has one, but it would ke nice if you got a dozen or s£o
if you circulate both sides of the aisle wuith every amend-
ment. 1 actually think it would shorten the debate, because
a lot of us are going tc get up and talk about =something we
don*t kncw about if we don't bhave it befcre us.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Senator Grotkerg, that is a good suggestion.
Iee..the Chair would pcint out that sose of these amendnments
ar@e...are easily explained. They are .in the pature c¢f, per-—
baps, major changes but requiring few words; and if any five
meabers wish to, we can have a distributicn cf an amendment.
Senator Jon€s...and the staff does bave cogies. Okay. Sena-
tor Coffey, for what purpose do ygu arise?

SENATOBR CGFFEY:

MlfeeoMr. President, would...would it be in the best
interest if we could come back to this if...fcr everyone to
get organized. I would be willing to take this out of the
record if swe could get Lacke..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

No, Senator, 1 thinke..I thiok we grobably should
just...proceed. W®e're about as organized as se®re going to
get and today®s the 1last day so...Sepator Jomes, are you
ready on Apendment ¥o. 1? ¥ith leave of the Body, Senator
Jones will handle the Agendments 3, 2 and 3 in the absence of

Senator Chewv. Is there leave? Lleave is granted. Senator
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Jones on Amendment No. 1, and it*s 2M0Z.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank you, Mr. President and wnembers <¢f the Senate.
Amendment No. 1 prcvides an enforcement sechanise within the
legislation. Currebtlyje.a
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE EERUCE)

May we have some crder please and may we take our confer-
ences off the Ploor. If we can...Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

~«-yeah, as the legislation is...is introduced, there is
no real enforcement mechanism for the Secretary of State, sa
it provides that...the Secretary of State can refuse the
registration if no valid sticker has been issued for the
vehicle.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EBUCE)

All right, then Sepator Jones noves the adoption of
Amendment No. 1. Discussion? Sepator...S€natcr Rock.
SENATCBR ROCK:

Well, as I indicated, I, frankly, am a little relactant
to =subscribe to this anendsent for the reason that a great
part of my district, frankly, people have clder autosmobiles,
and I would puch rather...this is the one that requires the
Secretary of State to refuse registration, is that «correct?
I would, frankly, rather have the people in =y district who,
unfortunately, can't afford a new automchile, they have the
right to be validly licensed and registered, and subject then
to whatever G[penalties there are for failure to bhave a
sticker, but to deny them the right to have a license plate
seems to mpe not in the best interest cf the people that I
represent; furthersore, as I'%a sure everybody here is aware,
some years ago we afforded the Office of the Secretary of
State the opportunity toc dispense license plates through the
financial institutions, and I think the latest figures ipdi-

cate that roughly forty percent of all the 1license plates
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that are distributed, and now stickers, are issued through
financial institutions. If we are to ask the financial
institutions and the currency exchanges now to reguire proof
of...compliance with emission testing, I would suggest if I
were a financial institution official or the owner of a cur-
rency exchange that I would gracefully ané graciously tLtack
out of the program, and them you've got a real mess on your
hands; because, as you kpow, in the County of Cook 1xe bave
but three Secretary of State facilities, and the lines there
are epormcus at the moment because of the nuster of people
that avail thesselves of those servicesa 1f we were to
embark on this, I think you're creating a bureaucratic sess,
and I aw opposed to Asendment No. 1.
" PEESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOB EEUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Coffey.
SENATCGB COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and scmbers of the Sepate. I
would like to object to this awmendment alsc alcng with Sena-
tor BRocke I think it®s...it?s going to be extremely costly.
It*s going to be hard tc reqgulate. I don®t think the Secre-
tary is prepared to...to take on this responsibility at this
tine. I don*t think he has the staff or the...as well as the
financial institutions, the problem it would cause thenm, and
1'd ask this side of the aisle to object tcCu..tq tbis Apend-
aent No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. As I...I don?®t have the text
of the amendwent, but 1 believe it does substantially what an
amendment that...that I also have filed is intended to do,
and that is basically to tie the auto emission prcgras to
vehicle registration. I think it does it in a slightly

different form, but I believe...if I pight first ask a ques-
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tion. Senator Jones, isn’t that the thrust of the amendment?
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE EBRUCE)
Senator Jones.
SENATCE JONES:
That's correct, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Netscha
SENATICR NEISCH:

A1l right, then it is consistent with an amendment that 1
also have filed which I believe is No. 10 and, ocbvicusly, 1
would...speak strongly in favor of Agendaent Bc. 1, as I %ill
of Amendment No. 10. I think that what we ought to recogmize
is that if we are serious about a vehicle emission progras,
and it would be nice to think that ue are sericus, nct cnly
because the Federal Government has a cne hundred amillicn
dollar hasmer held over our heads but because e ought toc ke
serious about wanting to cleam the air ug in cur majcr arban
centers in this State, then it seems to ge we need tc find an
enforcenent mechaniss that is going to wocrk. There are, as 1
understand it, about twenty-tuo vehicle egissioyg pro-
grams...inspection programs in the Onited States, and cf
these, only seven are enforced by a window sticker agproach.
The others are enforced by something that is comparable to
the vehicle registration. That is the omne way that you can
assure that those who are required tc akide by the standards
are going to do it. A window sticker program, for oame thing,
leaves enforcesent entirely to the 1local 1law enforcesent
people, basically, the police. H®bat it...tkey’re nct gcing
toc stop every car, heaven bhelp us, I hoge they’re not going
to stop every car to see whether it has the proper wipdow
sticker on it. That seans as a...abd...and they aren®t going
to knov whether the particular car case fror the area which
is subject to the autc emission requirement or not. It might

be a car that came from ancther state or another part of the
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State not subject to it, and the window sticker doesn?t
really give thes that kind of inforsation. The only say that
you can assure that those people who are required to abide by
the program are indeed baving their automokiles checked and
are meeting the autoc emission requiresents is through
desevehicle registration reguiremsent. Again, if we are
serious about this, apd I would hope we are, this is the only
vay in which it can be effectively enforced. The Federal
Government has told us thatee..the Pederal EPA has said AQee..a
vindow sticker progras is not effective, a vehicle registra-
tion is. I stromgly suspect that the State EEA feels the
same way, although under constraints frcm tbe Secretary of
State they are not permitted to say so and the experience in
all other states likewise indicates that if ycu are going to
do it effectively, you've got to do it througk registration
not through a window sticker programe. I xill hopefully have
additional conmments to make sben my own amendaent is up, but
I would strongly suppgrt the adopticn of Rmendment No. 1.
PBESIDING OFFICEE: {(SESATGR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senatcr Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President, I Jjust bhkave a question. Senator
Jones, how would this affect those pecple that buy, say,
1940, 1950 year vintage automchiles, restore them to drive
them around the streets, would they be 1licensed to drive
these vehicles? ¥ould they get licenses tc use‘these vehi-
cles on the streetsi
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEFATOR BEUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JCNES:

#ell, currently, most of those vebicles receive a special
license to0...to operate...you're talking abcut the antigue
vehicle, am I correct?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)
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Senator Savickas.
SERATOB SAVICKAS:

#ell, there are some that apply for antigue plates, but
there are a greater sajority of thes that cup these vehicles
that use regular 1license plates that are licensed to any
automobile. I guess the purpose is not...if +they apply for
antigue plates, they have anm obligation to use the vwehicles
in parades and wvhatnot, the others just use it for personal
use. Would they be able to use these vehiclesi?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCK)

Senator Jones.

SENBATOR JONES:

#ell, they would be able to use the vehicles if theyeo.if
they would pass the emission test, and 1*'nm guite certain that
if the vehicle has been restored and...and is not emitting
pollutions in the air, I'm quite certain that they could
qualify like any other webicle.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EBUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

¥ell, I thiok that's begging the gquestion, that's a lot
of baloney, and you know that and I Xxpow that. They
don*t...won*t have catalytic converters on, they have the
old...eguipnent that they had c¢n tefore. s¢, obviously,
you're =saying that they wculd oot be able to drive these
vehicles on the streets.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JGNES:

For those old vehicles, Senator Savickas, if I...if one
really going...going tc spend all that oomey tg restore that
vehicle to drive on our public streets apd highways, then I
don®t think there'd be toc much scney for also for bhim to put

that emission contrcl on that wvehicle wherein they could
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qualify.
PBESILCING OFFICER: {SENATGE EEUCE)

Further discussion? Sepator Egarne.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank ycu, Mr. President. Just iDe..iD...t0...e€plighten
me, Senator Coffey, ycu made some reference tao the Secretary
of State. This is not bis amendment, as I understand it, but
I would like to know if he has a position relative tc it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE EBUCK)

Senator Jonesa
SENATCR JOBES:

From what I understand, the Secretary of State is oppased
to the aszendment.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR BEUCE)

Senator EFgane.

SENATOR EGAN:

However, that's wbat you understand. l.es1l take your
word for your understanding, but I =till don"t know what the
Secretary of State's position is. 1Is there scmeone bere that
could eplighten me?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQR BEUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JORES:

Staff informs me that the Secretary of State is opposed
to this awmendment and I haven’t talked to the Secretary of
State personally, but I understand bhe is cprosed to the
apendment, but I can't see hgw he can be ip suppcrt of a
piece of legislation without any enforcesent mechanisp
whatsoever. If ve Aaree...sincere about...abcut EFA legis-
lation and concerned about those wmillions of dollars that
we're going lose and you want some decent legislation on the
books, then you would support this fparticular asendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGE EBUCE)

Senator Egan.
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SENATCR EGAK:

Yes, thank you, Senator Jones, and I agree with you. The
only problea that I bave is, if the Secretary of State
doesn't enforce this, through this anendment, and if he is
ogpposed, it's not up to him to cffer any alternative, but I
would like to know from those who are also opposed, what...a
satisfactory alterpative is. It seems toc se to be am easy,
logical, sisple way to enforce the...the...the e€mission stan-
dard test. If we, in fact, bhave an enissicp standard in
Illincis, thben we have to enforce it. leee.ite..it seems like
a simple say to do it. I'm curious toc know other than
the...the logic of the financial inpstituticns® objection,
gone oOof which I have heard, what is a bgtter way? 1t seeas
to me to be real sisple and real gocd.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATGR JONES:

Yeah, Senator Egan, you are absolutely right. As 1 ipdi-
cated, if se are really concerned about this legislation, if
we want strcng enforcement, this is the oply mechanism and in
other states where at least you have emission ccntrol 1legis-
lation, fifteen of those...of those states have the procedure
wherein one would bave to shgw froof of...cf passing the
emission test prior to getting registration for that vehicle
or license platesa. Now, and...in those states compliance
with the program is above ninety percent. So if the Secretary
of State is really sincere, then he should strcngly, strongly
support this piece of legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EEBUCE)

Further discussion? Senator lechowicz.
SENATOR LECEO8SIC2:

#ell, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I believe Sepate Bill 18€3 requires a great deal of

more work. This bill is in very pcor shape as it is being
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discussed nov. On the nineteen Floor amendments that are
going to be taking the time of the Sepate shcw that this bill
should probably te recosmitted to ccamittee, and I persomally
believe that this apendment that is being discussed today,
Amendment No. 1, does not strengthen this bill in one icta.
#hat you're doing is you're creating a very serious situation
in your major metropolitam areas as far as with the enforce-
ment of this bill. ®hat you're trying to do is to sell the
Secretary of States' Cffice and...bhave his as apn individual
require or to refuse registration on an naonccagliance of this
bill. Anybody with any degree of isagination sculd realize
the fact that there are a lot of older cars in this State due
to the higher cost of new autoncbiles and due to €comomic
downturn of our econosy within this State. Everyone doesn*t
drive a new car. First of all, yocu're asking for a twelve
dollar fee to test the automobile, and then jgu're stating
that in order to cogply you may bave to spend fifty, a bun-
dred or a hundred and fifty dollars to meet ccapliance, and
if you don't, the Secretary of State is sugp¢sed tc refuse
your registration. That is a very serious thing to —@any
working people ip this State. Some people just aren®t in the
econonic bracket to afford it, and 1 think this bill does not
achieve that purpose from anp eccmomic, realistic point of
view. I don't believe this anmendsment, and even though it may
be good in pnature, from a practical standpoint of administra-
tive ability is totally unfeasible and should ke defeated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATCR BEUCE)

Further discussicn? Further discussion? Senatcr Jones
nay close.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This asendsment has beem widely
discussed, the pros amd cons, and as I indicated in ny open-
ing remarks, if we are going to have a...an esission testing

program and want it t¢ work effectively, we've got tc have
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thes..nechanise to enforce it. Current...the current legis-
lation doesn't provide any enforcement mechanisa whatsoever.
I urge you, if ycu are concerned about the pcllution groblea,
if you are concerned ahout the legislaticb...working, then
you would support this asendwment and I solicit a Yea vote.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOB ERUCE)

The question is op the adopticn of Amendment fNo. 1 to
Senate Bill 1863. 1There's a...there’s heen a request for a
roll call. Those in favor will vote Aye. ‘Those opposed will
vote Nay. The voting is oped. Sepator Eock. Bave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
Oon that gquestion, the Ayes are 10, the Nays are 42. Amend-
ment No. 1 is not adopted. Aasendment No., 2, Senator Jone€s.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Hr. Fresident. I can understand why
Sepator Chew left. Agepndsment No. 2 deletes the hose rule
preepption and the State mandate®s reiskursegent exenption;
It noves the prograa up ohe year. Erovides that...provides
diesel powered vehicles and seccnd division vehicles cver
eight thousand pounds in the progras. It moves the...the year
up from 1-1-86 up to January 1, *85. I move its adoption.
PBESIDING OFFICEBR: {SEBATCE EERUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHORICZ:

Hell, Br. Fresident, I was seeking recognition before we
address Amendment NQ. 2. I sas going to mcwe to reccmmit
Senate Bill 1863 back tc committee, and at the appropriate
time, I*'d like to be recognized for that soticne.

PBESIDING OFEICEB: (SEBATCR BEUCE)

All right, we...we are on the copnsideration of Amendment

No. 2. Discussion of that motion? Sepator Coffey.
SENATOR CCFFEY:
Thank ycu, Mr. Eresident and mesbers of the Senate. I

would ask again that this Asendment Na. z be killed for the
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reasons that to speed this program up another year would make
it difficult for us to get this progras ready bty 1985. 1
think e npeed the additional tise to get the progras readye.
It*ll take several montbs to do so, and I think speeding it
up we would not do a good job in isplepenting this progras.
PBESILING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Jones pay clcsSe€.

SENATGR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. Fresident. In response to
the...Senator Coffey, I actually believe that we can do the
job and we can do the job Januvary 1 if you're really serious
about carrying out this emission testing progras. The Secre-
tary of State bas...at his disposal all the necessary staff
and perscnbnel to put this prograa into glace Ly January 1.
There is 1o need for wus to wait until Janvary 1, 1986 to
carry out an effective program as it relates to the eight
thousand pound vehicle, s¢ I move the adopticn Gf this amend-
mente.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBR EEUCE)

There's been a request for a roll call. (uestionh ODe..is
on the adoption of Asendment No. 2 to Senate Eill 1863. Those
in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Senator Bock. Have all wvcted whc wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that guestion, the Ayes
are 10, the Mays are 41, none voting Fresent. Amendment Hc.

2 is lost. Agendment No. 3 offered by Senator Jcnes.

END GF BHEEL
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BEEL #2

SENATOR JONES:

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, this is a very sieple
amendment. What the amendoent does is include L[uPage County
in the G[prograsn. Cne with all...if you lcok at the legis-
lation asz it is drafted you will assume that cmnly those per-
sons who reside withbin Cock County or the City of Chicago
drive vehicles, but a number of [persoms froe the =suburkan
counties also are driving in Chicago and polluting the air
and the air has no distinct boundaries, it gces from gne area
to the other. So, therefore, including DuFage County im this
legislation is a fair, just way of dealing with emission con-
trol, and 1 nmove the adcption of this amendment.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE EFRUCE)

Hearing po discussicn, the question...Sesator Philip, did
you wish to be heard on this amendment?
SENATOE FBILIE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As you knpnow, DuFage County is sest of the City of
Chicago and Cook County, no question about that. If I remen-
ber correctly, the Federal Government does test ozones and
I'a not sure bhovw ocften, I know the city tests it all the
time. To my knowledge, in DuFage Ccunty there is noc ozonme-
problen. lie don't have a problem and quite frankly we don°'t
think that we ought to be included, and 1 certainly would
resist this aeendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Collims.
SENATOB COLLINS:

fes, thank you, ¥r. Fresidente. I...l think that you smay
not have a problem, but what we are deciding t¢ do in the

City of Chicago and the County cf Cook is tc make sure that



Eage 42 - MAY 23, 1984

ve shift the wind sc that you will have sowe of our pollu-
tion; awnd for that reason, I think you Lketter be included in
this till.
PEESIDING GFFICER: {SESATOR EBRUCE)

Senator Coffey.
SENATCR COFFEY:

Thank you,...thank you, Mr. Eresident and sembers of the
Senate. I oppose also Agmendment No. 3 cn the basis that
according to the...for Federal approvement that DuFage
County is not mnecessary to be included and, therefore, I
would ask us to oppose this asendoent.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATCE EFUCE)

Senatcr Netsche
SENATOE NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. If Semator Fhilig is correct
that there is no ozome in LuFage County, it’s only because
they have already transported it to <Cock County. DuEage
County emits forty percent more hydrccarkons which are the
precursors of ozorme than does Lake County and ILake County is
included. There is absolutely no rational reason why Dufage
County should not be included in the ewmission requirement. I
would point out alsoc to some of the other smemblers of the
Legislature that if DuFage is included, it is very likely
that for those of us in the other included ccunties, Ccok,
Lake, and so forth, that the cost will ke cheaper; because
without DuPage, they will be forced to fail in a larger
nunber of the...those that are being tested than would be
true with the inclusion of DuFage which ckviously is a heavy
autogobile area. S¢ that...this is ip addition a way of
spreading the financial burdem, if you will, of the auto
emission standard. But I think even more impcrtant tham that
is that obviously DuFage County is with its encrmous nupber
of automobiles and its essentially automobile related method

of transportation contributes to the entire problem. There
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is no question that DuFage cught to be ipcluded im the
requiresent for aute esission testinga
PBESIDIKG OFFICER: {SEXATCE ERUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Fhiligp.
SENATOB PBILIP:

Thank you, Mr. Eresidemt. W®ill the lady answer a ques—-
tion?

PRESIDING CFFICEE: {SEKATOR BBRUCE)

-esShe is not offering the acendment, Senator Philip, and
she refuses. 311 right. Senator Fhilip.
SENATOR PHILI1E:

Yeah, Ie.s.I understand that, but she made a statement in
regard to the figures in DuPage County. Kow l...I have seen
vhat the Federal EFA says and the State, and 1*'d like to know
how she backs up her statepent in regard tc the ozone proklesn
in DuPage Ccubnty. I mean, she’s made a statesent...are there
any facts to it whatscever other than...fperkaps bher staff
person shispering 1in her ear? I mean, let®s have scme evi-
dence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ASENATCE BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Netsch.
SENAIGR NETSCH:

Well, Senator Philip, I would suggest I have as much evi-
dence for my statement as you have for yours. Eeyond that, 1
did not s=say that the ozone was in DuFage, I said that forty
percent sore hydrocacbons are esitted in [uFage than in Lake
County. They are very much related to ozope. 1 suspect you
do ship all of your ozome to Cook Ccunty, but you oughbt tc be
part of the enmissicn standard because LuFage is...this is not
a condeapation, I think it®s fine you®ve got 50 many autosoc-
biles. ke haven't given you as much of a puklic transporta-
tion system as we should have, that®s ome reason why you bave
to use your automobiles. But the fact that ycu have them and

use them in such large numbers means you are cootrikuting to
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the polluticn of air in that petropclitan arca; and for that
reason, you ought to be included.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR BEUCE)
Senator Fhilig.
SENATOR EBILIE:

Well, I...o0bviously the lady has no facts to back up her
statement. At least 1 have the Federal EE2 wbc will tell you
their only problem is in the City of Chicago and Cook County
and in...I believe Waukegan apnd East St. Icuis acd a few
other places. 1 rest DY CaS€e..Cl..-0D that, quite frankly,
and wve do have public traasportation in CuFage County, not to
any great extent; but I might suggest to you that the buses
are more of a problem thar the automcbile, amé se cugbt to
think, quite frankly, of doing away with the diesels c¢r gasc-
line and using electric which they did ip Chicago a long,
long time ago which was cheaper and such better all the way
around than worry about autcwmokiles.

PBESIDING OFFICERB: (SEBATCR BEUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Jones pmay clcse€.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thapk you, Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate.
In listening to the gentleman from [uFage County, ycu vwould
think thate..that...that the winds blow from the east to the
vest, but actually the winds blcw frcm the wecst to the east.
The weather that se receive in Chicago doesn't ccme from
Indiana amd Ohio, it coses from the western states. DuEagé
County, as jyou indicated, lies west of the City of Chicago,
lies west of Cook Ccunty. So, therefore, if ycur ozogpe level
is low, it's only because the winds bklew it tc Cook County.
Now, if you are really serious abcut a EFA...€missions pro-
gradee.then you will support this legislaticn. There is no
way on the God®s green earth to think that the emission that
is epitted in DuFage County <stays in CLCuFage County. The

western winds blows it to Lake, it blows it tc Cook, and when
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it hits the wall to Lake Michigan it stagpates and hangs over
the City cf Chicago. Eut the gemtlemap ip...ipn opposing this
legislation indicates that they don?t want any emissicns ccao-
trol program, all they want to do is try tc penalize certain
persons in certain areas to pay for the pollutapts that come
into the City of Chicago or Ccck County. Eerhaps whbat se
should dec in Cook County is pass legislaticn that vwehicles
vho do not have ar emission sticker on their automobile
should nct be permitted to drive the streets and bhighuays of
the city and Cock County. So if you're really sericus aktout
this matter, them you %ill support this legislaticn. 1f
you're not serious, you're only playing gases, thep opgose
ite

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBE EBUCE)

The question is, shall Amendmwent No. 3 be adopted. Those
in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. Tbe voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Hawe all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 29, the MNays
are 25. Apepdoment No. 3 is adopted. Further awepdments?
Senatoreea
SECEETAEX:

Anendesent Bo. 4, Ly Senatcr ¥atsco.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATCR EBUCE)

Senator lechowicz.

SENATOR IECHONICZ:

Hell, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, I believe that Bny opening stateaent in reference to
when we discussed Asendment Ko. 1 is recally...apprcpriate.
I'd like to move to0...t0 move to reccemit Senate Bill 1863
back to committee. #§e have apprcxisately fifteen nore amend-
ments to be considered. And umfortunately, this bill as it
is being presented...or in its present <cshape ¢m the Floor
does not even meet the Federal guidelines an the testing

procedures that they discussed with this State, and, for that
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reason, I make that motion at this tise.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCER EEUCE)

211 right. The motion is by Senator lechcwicz tc recom-
mit Senate Bill 1863 to the Committee on Transportaticn. And
that...the motion is debatable. Sepator Coffey.

SENATCH COFFEY:

Thank you, H¥r. Fresident and mesbers of the Senate. This
bill was introduced to protect scme Federal dollars, and I
think soae of those Federal dollars we're discussing and
those projects that are being discussed are from the area
within which we are trying to ieplement this legislaticn.
Apd I think we're...l don?t think this State after just pass-
ing a road program, I don’t think we want to ke in a gositicnp
to jeopardize a hundred million dcllars tc rcad comstructicn
in this State after thbis recent tax igcrease. 1 think it%s a
very necessary piece of legislation and I thick we need %o
deal with it. I think...I realize those specific grojects
that will be elininated will be within the arcas that we are
discussing here today. But if those revepues are lost within
the city and East St. louis and others, you can bet that that
means less wmoney for other rocads ip the State of Illincis,
and I think we ought tc object to this mcticn.

PEESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATCH EEUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATCR NETSCH:

Thank you, ¥r. Eresident. I rise alsc in cpposition to
the motion. &®e' ve been playing a...I guess a few gares bere
this worning up-to-date, and I think at this pcint we really
ought to stop and be very serious akout what w6 are doing.
There are at least two reasons why this bill should not be
recomnitted, why it has got to be passed in the bLest form
possible. One is the dollar impact which Sematcor Coffey bas
just referred to. There is no reascm at this pgint t¢ think

that the Federal Government is kidding USae They
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have...they've sort cf dallied arcumd for years and years but
I think at least the administration, the State administra-
tion, 1is persuaded that they now really, really mean it. We
are going to be pepalized. That's a fairly iampcrtant reascn,
I suppose particularly important to all cf ycu sho ate fron
downstate and...and outer suburban areas who are terribly
dependent on the rcad program. The second reason, +which 1
would like to underscore because it%s...it's much easier to
talk about the dcllar impact, is that we really cught to
cleanup the air in these metropolitanm areas. Sure, it wcould
be nice if the progras were Statewide but it does not appear
that it has to be enforced Statewide in crder to address the
problem of unacceptable pollutionm standards in these @metro-
politan arease. He are nuts if we do not recognize that no:
only are we penalizimng ourselves, we're penalizing future
generations and we're actually going .against cne of the few
issues and few areas on which a vast majority cf the Aperican
people really do feel very strongly; and that is, tbey will
not budge an inch on environmental issues. HKhatever the
conservative way that may be sweeping the <ccuntry in cther
areas, it is not affecting the cozmitment of American pecple
to wanting to cleanup all of those fparts of their environment
which can be cleaned up and, heaven knows, the air is one of
then. §e are strangling ourselves cn pglluted air apd auto-
mobiles are the number one source in an area like a metrogcl-
itan area. #e should address this probleg whether or not we
had a c¢ne hundred wmillion dcllar hamaser banging cver our
heads. We should address this probles, and I think we are
going +to regret the day if this bill is not allowed to sur-
vive, get cleaned up if necessary, and wultimately be passed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BBUCE)

All right. 1 bave Sepators Collins, Fhilip, WNedza and
Kustra. Senator Ccllins.

SENATOR COLLINS:
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I...l guess 1 would like to ask a question of the sponsor
although he's not the...the maker of this mgtion. And...and
I've heard all kinds of conflicting iofcimation as to
the.s.the actual deadline for this pncgras kefore we are
penalized...finally penalized by the Federal Government apd I
want a straight answer because I've heard that we bave ug
until &7 to put this program im place. Now, wherec...where
did you get your information from that this is something that
have to be done righbt mnow?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGCE EBUCE)

Hell, Senator Coffey, thew..the Chair wculd advise you
that...if pursued, I believe the question is grobably not in
order, but if you would keep your amswer as krief as you can,
we could get to the question. Okay. Senator Cgffeya
SENATCB CCFFEY:

Theaas.the Federal EEA has give us to July 1st, 1984, and
the sanctions are already...are starting tc...to Le put in
place for the enforcement. Then we will be given tiw€a...once
ve implement the legislation, tben we®1ll ke given until 1986
or %87 to get the thing in place because it does take some
time. W®e bave...we have to have...we have tc bave the prece-
dure pass the General Assembly by July 1st, 1964.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGE EEUCE)

Senator Collins. HNoWe...Senator Collins, this iSe...the
motion is to recommit.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yeah, but I.eel thivnkaaa
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE ERUCE)

Ande..and pakee~..the paker of the motign is Senator
Lechowicz, and if you have questions...Sepator Coffey is not
the Baker of the motion, the motion under coapsideration is
Senator lechowicz®. Senator Ccllins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

~ee0kay, then...point of personal privilege Gr...cr what-



Eage 49 - MAY 23, 1984

€Velawe
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEKATOR EEOCE)

All right.
SENATOR COLLINS:

--e-l€ans that I can express what I have tc say, because
this is...as Senator Netsch said, this is ap isportanmt issue
and we should take soge action to deal with it. However,
the...the form im which this bill is presented before this
Body most certainly can cause more grobleas than I think the
Federal pepalities for a lot cf people. Ke need to take time
and I think we bhave the time tc work om a kill that would
address this problem with the least hardship isfgcsed ¢n those
who cannot afford the...tc pay for the...the cost o¢f this
prograg. This bill does not address many issues that I feel
should be addressed. It has been throwm together. I under-
stand it bas provisicns for a DONOPCly ODeweClaeeOleveOReeeaCh
the running and ccanstruction of these testing centers. I
disagree with it. There are many of us feel that it should
be decentralized, and even though we fegl that way, we bpeed
time tc work out adeguate methods tc ensure that the pro-
gram...people are not...that the progran is not abused.
There are other...there are about thirty scme amendments
filed on this legislaticn. I don®t think at this tise in the
Session that we going to have a chance to wcrk cut the prob-
lems with this bill and do a good job op it. 1 think we
should 1let this bill stay until the fall and come tack here
and pass it, when we've had time to adeguately address this
issue.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EEUCE)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PBILIE:

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

Senate. I just might make this cosment, I%ve talked to ny

weatherman. The prevailing way...winds are southuest,
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although I notice you didn*t put 8ill County in. 1 Aaight
suggest this that +the suggesticp cb the areas that had the
ozone probless and what counties to include and exclude did
not come fros the State EPA or the Govermor®s Cffice or this
side of the aisle, it came from the Federal EEA, it®s their
suggestion to solve Illinois? problem. Kow, guite frankly,
you know, it became a political tbhings I ©mean, you people
over there decided that DuFage County ought tc be ip it like
everybody else. But it's not our idea, it*s their sugges-
tion. I happen to think they know more atcut it than anyltody
on the Floor of this Senate, and 1%p willing to take their
suggestion. Now, you know where the proklem is, get on the
southwest side or the west side of Chicagc and see those
smokers going down Congress Street or Lan Eyan. About every
half a mile you®ll see a car pulled over with three or four
red stickers on it, a flat tire apd the hood ug. I <call it
the copkat 20nme, that*s where the probles is. And most of
those people, guite framnkly, with those junk cars they gat
could never pass the test. So I'm suggesting, Senator
Lechowicz is prokably right, it ocught to go kack to coasit-
tee.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EERUCE)

Further discussion? Sepnator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, MNr. Fresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of the ©oticm tc¢ —recommit to
conmittee. #herever the winds blow, whichever direction they
do, the so-called experts would have to kasically show us
where they stop, where they start, wshere the accusulaticn
starts. And as Senator Fbhilir bas said that they’re the
experts and they know what it is. Eut appareptly that there
are many =menbers of this Body that feel that there is prob-
lems with it because there are some twenty plus amendsments to

this bill. Aand in order to have the bill and have tC...this



Fage 51 - MAY 23, 1984

Body and the House come to a fipal conclusicn, I think that
it should gc back to committee. There's a sunmer that they
can hold hearings fcr, it wouldn®t...when it ccases back to us
there would be no need for some twenty plus amendments to a
bill, it could be worked out, we're gaing t¢ be Lkack here in
the fall and if the Federal EEFA wants tc fut a gun to aur
head they better have good bullets ip it because we <can set
up some legislation tc get even with them also.
PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATCR EEUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KODSTEA:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and members of the Sepate. I
would be the first to admit that this piece of legislation as
far as the threatened Federal monies does not affect my dis-
trict the way it affects soume districts dounstate. And yet
as I've 1listened to this debate and I have listened to the
proponents and the opponents cf this 1legislation cwer the
last few weeks, I hear little specifics aktout wbat this fgro-
gram is really going to do to solve the prckles of air pollu-
tion in big cities, I wmean specifics, 1 &pean scientific
information. As a patter of fact, I have a letter bhere that
the director of the EPA for Illincis sent to the regicnal
administrator of the U. S. EFB and one of those sentences
says, "Many changes have occurred since the foraulation of
the original inspection maintenance plan in 1979 which affect
the projected cost and effectiveness of any garticular forn
of inspection paintepance prograsa. Most iaportant asong
these are the greatly diminished projected emissions in 1987
from the post-1981 segrent of the fleet.® 1 guess thatts
bureaucrates for saying that the probler ain't so Lkad tcday
as it was in 1979 and that it®s getting better, amnd 1 gquess
it*s getting better because the Federal Government has
cracked down in a number of significanmt ways on thcse autcmo-

biles. I don®t hear the Governcr or the EEA ¢r anyope else
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really detailing for us how puch cleapn air we're going to get
as a result of this. I hear everycme talking about hov many
Federal dollars we're going to save as a result of this bill.
If this State...if this State and our Fede¢ral Covernment was
truly serious about cutting down op air pcllution in the
cities and in the greater Chicago area, then all counties in
the greater Chicagc area would be ipcluded im this kill but
that has never bheen proposed. #e bhave all kinds cf
scientists coming forward telling us that we can limit it to
this county and that county for cbvicus pc¢litical reasons.
Senator Netsch, you cite a poll telling me that falks ocut
there are in favor of clean air, of course they; are but 1
think this Body ought to take a good lcok at a more specific
poll you might want to conduct on whether cr nct they want tc
run their cars through these inspection lanes, bow much it®s
going to cost them, what kind of...bureascratic entanglement
they®re going to become involved with as a result of this
prograna Tbis bill is not ready for passage in this General
Assembly and I don®'t think the pecple in the State of Illi-
nois are ready for this bill in its current fors. I think
Senator Lechowic2 has bit the nail right op the bead. I
agree with Semator Nedza, the Federal gun may ke to ocur head,
it*s time we tell the Federal Goverpment, we're going to do
this our way not it*s uway even if the mobmey ic at stake here.
I would vote to recospit this bill.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EEUCE)

Further discussion? Senator lLechowicz wmay close.

SENATOR IECHGNICZ:

Ladies and Gentlegen of the Senate and thank you, Mr.
President. This is a very serious satter. It's a matter
that, yes, there are Federal dollars involved, approximately
a hundred aillion dcllars. It's a sericus matter as far as
air pollution and the quality of air in this State. It*s a

matter of...quite a bit of ccncern as far as the number of
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counties that would be included under this fgroposal, but,
unfortunately, Semate Bill 1863 does not seet the require—
nents that were reconmended by the Federal Gcecvernment. 1
studied this propcsal, in fact, the Governor six years ago
created a task force because at this time this wmatter was
before discussion by the Federal Govermment. In fact the
chairnan cf the task force was the...cne ¢f the labor leaders
fros Peoria and alsc the cochairman of that sare task fcrce
was the president of John Deere, tsuc wery qualified capable
people who bhad hearings throughcut this State; and if you
recall, Kepresentative Ted Meyer had this till in the House a
nupber of years ago in a little bit of a different forsat.
Also presently pending in the House is a bkill af a similar
nature which would encompass the nunber ¢f counties that are
required...minimur requirement fcr ccpsideration. 1863
based on what's before us today and a pusker of amendments
does not really qualify for anyone®s fair consideration.
This matter should be referred back to cosxpmittee, and rest
assured, I, for one...and anycne who knows me realizes that
1'n very cognizant of the fact that Illincis should receive
every...Federal dollar that®s available for any specific
vorthwhile purpose. And in nc way would 1 jeopardize cne
penny of Federal money coming into this State for a good pur-
pose. This is a good purpose but unfortumately this bkill is
not constructed in the proper mamner for the consideration of
this Body and, for thbat reason, 1 mcve tc reccnsider and bhave
1863 be rereferred rack to the Transportation Copmitteec.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATCR EEUCE)

The motion is to recoamit Senate Bill 1863 to the Commit-
tee on Transportation. All right. Is there 2 request
for...the reguirement is for a thirty vote =majerity and is
there a request for a roll call? Eearing one, roll call is
required. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will

vote Nay. 9The voting is opemn. Thirty affirsative vctes are
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required for passage of this notiop. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted sho wish? Have all vcted whae wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 32, the Bays
are 21, 1 voting EFresent. The motion to reccamit frevails.
Would the sponsors of these amendsments...if you wish, the
Secretary will set them aside here for awhile, on this gar-
ticular piece of legislation. 7Thgse amendsents will not gc
back to compittee with that bill. So if you have thenm and
would like to have then conmsidered, you shculd pick thea up
from the Secretary before the clcse of tusiness or he s:ill
file thep. 1869, sSenator Etheredge. Sepatgr Etheredge.
1873, Senator Davidson. Bead the bill, Br. Secretary,
please.
SECBRETAEY:

Senate Eill 1873,

(Secretary reads title of Lill)

2nd reading of the bill. The Conmittee on Insurance and Li-
censed Activities offers one amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Lavidson.
SENATOB DAVILSCH:

Move the adaption of Comaittee Amendaent Bc. 1 to Senate
Bill 1873. This comnittee amendwent puts in the language in
correct form that...so that if a wcrker...a State worker had
a disputed workmen's cosp. claim and it bad spot...had been
held up that the disability funds they had received from the
retirement systes could be recovered if apd when the Indus-
trial Ccamission would wake a decision on their wcrkamen®s
comp. claim and did receive money through that purpose. This
is a amendment to give the retiresent systes a chance to keep
itself on a more financial need basis and keef the eoployce
from collecting twice.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENMUZ2IQ)

A1l right. Sepnator Davidson mpoves the adoption of
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Compittee Amendment Nc. 1 to Senate...Ccprittee Amendment No.
1 to Senate Bill 1873. 1Is there any discassion? 2Any discus-
sion? 1If not, those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes bave it. Compittee Amendment KNo. 1 is
adopted. Any further committee amendments?
SECEETAEY:

Bo further committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIC)

Any amendments fron the Floor?
SECEETAEY:

Amendsent Ne. 2, by Senator Eerszan.
PBESIDING OFFICEB: {SEBATOR LEMUZ2IC)

Senator Eerman.
SENATOE BEEBAN:

Thank you, Nra President. Coopitteca.I'm
€0rLY-...Amendment Noc. 2 is an amendment that prgvides for the
early opt cut retirement for the Chicage teachkers the sanme
provisions that we had adopted last year fcr the dcwnstate
teachers. I move the adortion cf Asendment Nc. 2.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LEMUZIC)

Senator Bersman sgves the adoption of Azendment
No...Apendment No. 2 to Senate Eill 1873. 1Is there any
discussicn? Any discussion? If not, those in favor signify
by saying Aye. Crposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Asendsent
Ho. 2 is adopted. Any further apmendments?

SECEETAEY:

Amendment Bo. 3, by Senator Davidsona
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator LCavidson.

SENATOR DAVILSON:

Mr. President, this is a technical ccrrection. This
apendaent...sinply...relocates the recovery language fron
paragraph 138.21 to paragraph 13€6. €4 of the

Workepen's...Worker's Conpensation Act. Move the adcption of
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the amendment.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LENUZIC)

All right. Senator Davidson moves the adoption of Amend-~
ment No. 3. Is there any discussion? 2py discussicn? 1f
not, those in favor siqunify by sayipg Aye. Oppcsed Kay. The
Ayes have it. Asendmenpt No. 3 is adopted. Any further
apendments?

SECHEETAEY:

No further asepdments.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR DENO02IC)

3rd reading. Sepate Bill 1906, Senatcr Bruce. Bead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, rlease. #hCOf...9hgop...take it ocut of
the record. With leave of the Body, we®ll take that kill out
of the record. leave granted? Leave is granted. Sebdate
Bill 1912, Senator Luft. 1925, Senator Blaor. Senator Blcoa
on the Floor? Sepate Bill 1938, Senatcr FEarovitz. All
right. Page 5, Senate Bill 1935, Senator Marovitz. BEead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, gleacse.
SECEETABRY:

Senate Eill 1935.

(Secretary reads title of till)

2nd reading of the bill., The Cogsittee on Fublic Bealth,
Nelfare and corrections offers five acendments.
PRESIDING OFFICEGR: {SENATOR CENUZIQ)

All right. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOE MABROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and mesbers of the Senate. At
this time, I would mgve to Table Ccamittee¢ RAaecndments No. 1,
2, 3, 4, and S.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEMUZIG)

Al]l right. Senator Marovitz has moved t¢ Table amend-
sents...Copnittee Apendaents 1, 2, 3...4 and E. 1Is there any
discussicn? Those in favor signify by sayieg Aye. Opposed

Naye The Ayes bave it. Coannittee Amendpsents 1, 2, 4 and
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Sare Tabled. All right, 1, 2, 3, 4 and & are Tabled. Fur-
ther amendaments?
SECEETAERY:
No further committee amendnments.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATCR LENUZIC)
Any amendments fros the Floor?
SECEETAEYs

Amendment No. 6 offered by Senator Marcvitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR LCEMUZIQG)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITIZ:

Thank you, very such Mr. Fresident and eembers of the
Senate. Asendoent No. 6 to Senate Eill 1935 is the coaki-
nation of extensive discussions with a variety of interests
throughout the State on the issues of pursing home reform.
#e have had meetings for weeks and veehs and vweeks with
providers,vith advocates with the government®s pecple, the
Department of Public Health, the Lepartment c¢f Fublic Aid.
This apendment incorporates the intent, if nct the language,
of the first five anendments and other technical and substan-
tive languages as a result of the discussions that we?ve bad.
We believe that the bill with this amendment will provide for
the kind of oursing hgme programs that se want in this State
and one which mandates a tough enforcement on those who wculd
give poor quality care and yet fair to the good cperators who
form the vast majority of nursing home froviders today. 2nd
I want to make that very clear that we're...se're airing at
getting at those few people who give the entire industry a
bad image. Briefly, this amendsent allows resident funds to
be turned over to the executcr of the estate when a resident
dies in a nursing home. It adds a secticn tc provide for
additional contract requiresents cobncerning Medicaid resi-
dents in a pnursing home. It clarifies the T[Lepartment of

Public Health's rigbt of entry authority for unlicensed
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homes, this was modeled after the Child Akuse Statute passed
in the State of Illincis. It clarifies the right cf access
of facilities for state's attorneys and Attorney Generals and
other las enforcement agencies. It clarifies the npotifica-
tion section tc stigulate that such notice in itself...when
there is @...a problem in a home of a Rajor...of a a@ajor
nature, it will not bring about enforcesent action in and of
itself. Specifically authorizes the departsent to [fartici-
pate in Federal [prograns. It provides for five thousand
dollar a day fine for the operaticn of wunlicensed, upli-
censed, bores. The bill itself clarifies the department's
authority to issue vaivers and the asendment further clari-
fies the status of existing waivers to...states that those
waivers can be vithdrauwn for cause. The intent of the amend-
ment is to say that these waivers are not to be jecpardized
by this bill itself but it is not intended that the existing
waivers are to be exempt frcm future pILGggramatic or
situational changes which may cone up...these sust be dealt
with by the department on a individual nature. The asendment
also clarifies and fine-tunes the process of assessing fines
and penalties including those fcr repeat qr coptinuving
violations. 1t changes the penmalties from a Class A @mis-
demeanor to a business offense with a fipe of up to ten thou-
sand dollars and stipulates that the directcr nmust refer,
must refer, potential criwminal cases to the estate’s attorney
or Attormey General for prosecution. In this azendmept we're
stating that hearings om A violations, those are life threat-
ening violations, will commence within seven days of —reguest
and conclude within thirty days of commencement. We further
stipulate that coropers and medical examiners should conduct
an 1inquest im cases of suspicious deaths io pursing boses.
Finally, the Criminal Code is anmended to strengthem the
State’s position regarding abuse and peglect cases, and where

there is intentional abuse and neglect thcse will be Class 3
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and Class 4 penalties. We have dealt with the state’s attor-
neys throughout this State and this is the laomguage that they
feel is necessary tc prosecute these very sericus violations
in nursing bomes. Overall this asendoment will address mest
concerns raised by interested parties but we*ll never be atle
to have everything for everyone. I wmust say that I want to
comsmend those people from the department, frcs the Illinais
Citizens for EBetter Care, the State®s Attcrneys Office, the
Attorney General's Cffice, the Gouvernor®s Office, the
providers for vorking with us for weeks and veeks and weeks
to draft this asendment which I think now has just about
everyone®s agreement, in fact, all the mexters gf the Sepate
will be receiving letters from...fros sany cf those parties
over the next couple of days about their agreement and co-
operation on this landmark legislation. Ffor the record, 1'4d
like to clarify what our intent is iw relatice tao Section
3304 of tbe Nursing Hcme Care Reform Act that®s teing amended
by this amendment, Azendment RNo. €, to Senate Bill 1935.
Secticn 3304 is being azended to streamline the reporting
process so that the Lepartment of Public Eealth can putlish a
guarterly 1list to help the general public whken they need to
select a nursing home for their family, friends or pmembers.
The conditions and regquirements in this change suggested in
3304 are minimuns only. In no way do we aeap to 1limit or
prevent the departsent from publishing octher 1lists of
information. Amended Section 3304 is a pininum cf whkat and
by vhen information shculd be prepared. The amended section
is not meant to limit the department te greparing Jjust the
information contained im the nes language ¢f Senate EBill
1935. 1The department may certainly €xceed thesg¢ minimums and
may prepare other information and lists it believes helgful
to the public, and sost isportantly, when SQEEODE iSee.is
requiring information and they have to send a fawmily =aember

or a friend to a pursing hcome, the departgent bas proniéed
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that they will...and of course the CLepartzent of Aging is
also gcing to be doing this, pregaring a list that will make
it easier for the consumer and family pmembers +to find out
which homes are guality homes and are best to Le referred for
their fasily weembers and friends. Basically this is Amend-
ment 6, it is the...the result of weehs and seeks of neqo-
tiation with everybody, and I really thack everybody for
their ccoperation on this landmark legislatiorn.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LENUZIC)

All right. Senator Marovitz has moved the adoption of
Anendnent No. 6 to Senate Bill 1935. 1s there any discus-
sion? Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Sepnator Marowvitz, jou®ve dome an
excellent job of explaining the anmendment, I think. 1This is
the first time that...that I%ve seen it, 1 will admit toc you
and I...I don't really bhave @...a breakdoun. You ipdicated
the...the people whbo have been involved in the negctiation
and the discussions and I...I believe that ycu dimplied that
everyone 1is signed off. Is this...does this mean the...the
Nursing Home Asscciation, everyone has said this is Qee..a
great asendpent and we are accepting it? I happen tc be ome
who has subscribed to the theory that...that the original
Refora Act that we passed out of this Eody scae years ago had
the necessary teeth in it, all swe bad tc dg was enfcrce it.
And I...I as concerned from time to time as we€ <continue to
sove and adjust that Act. And »y question to you is, has
everyone signed off, is everycne imn «cogplete agreesent on
this amendment?

PBESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR LCENUZICQ)

a1l right. Spensor indicates he will yield. Senator

Maccvitza.

SENATOR MARGVITZ:
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I'n not sure that you're going to find everyone in con-
plete agreenent on anything in life, tut 1 think that every-
one is ip as much agreeeent as could possibly be...be con-
cluded on this asendsent and that includes the providers.
You will te getting a letter from sany of thcose providers,
particularly the 1Illinois Association...on Long-term Care
which Pete Peters lckbys for. I have talked with their
group, I've talked with Tcrx Cuffy and Chuck Schrader and
their group, and Homes for the Aged, Dave kard and his group,
they have all cocperated in putting this till together and
their concerns have beep met by this amendsent. They agree
that their concerns have been met by this amendment. The
Department of Public Health bas helped draft this amendment.
I®ve talked to the Gowerncr®s Cffice as well as the advocates
from the Attorney General, the state's attcrmeys, the 1I1l1i-
nois Citizen's for Better Care, and 1 think that...that this
amendment does, in fact, indicate the cooperation and agree-
ment, substantial agreement of all farties tc...to Amendment
No. 6.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATCR DEMUZIC)

A11 right. Further discussion? Senator Maitland. Fur-
ther discussion? Senatcr Geo-Karis.
SENRATOR GEC-KAKIS:

Mr. President apd Ladies and Gegtlemen cof the Sepate, 1
believe that this asendment reflected all of our concerns
that wve expressed in the neeting, and I am speaking in favor
of it.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATCR DEMUZIG)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Marovitz moves the adoption cf Senate...Amepdment KBo. 6 to
Senate Bill 1935. Those in favor =signify by saying Aye.
Opposed Baye. The Ayes have it. Anendment Nc. 6 is adopted.
Any further amendments?

SECEETAEY:
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No further azendpents.

PRESIDING OFFICERE: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

3rd reading. ®ith leave of the Body, Sepator Blcom was
off the Floor, we®ll go back to Semate Eill 1925. 1Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of 2nd Eeading,
Senate Bill 1925, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETAEY:
Senate Eill 1925.
(Secretary reads title of Lkill)
2nd reading of the bill. No connittee amendpents.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR LEMUZIC)
Any asendaents fros the Floor?
SECEETAEY:

Amendment No. 1 cffered by Senmatcr Blocem.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATCE LEMUZIQ)

Senator Eloos.

SENATOR ELCCH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and fellow Senators. Back-
ground, Senate Bill 192f% is to a degree an osnibus...kill
that results fros the five-year review gf...the¢ sunset review
of the Joint Conmittee on Administrative Fules for various
agencies. Amendment Bo. 1 comes frem the Lepartment of Law
Enforcement and it authorizes them to set and establish fees
for access to their comguterized criminal history records.
It's the statutory responsibility of the Cripinal Justice
Information Authority and is dealt with in another bill,
3103, but their part of it is this asendment.

PBESIDING QOFFICERE: (SENATOR LDEMUZIC)

All right. Senator Bloom moves the adcption of Apmendsent
No. 1 to Senate Bill 1925. 1s tbere apy discussicn? Any
discussion? If not, those in favor sigmify by saying Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Apendsent Nc. 1 is adopted.
Any further amendments?

SECEETAFI:
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Amendment No. 2, by Senator Elocn.
PBESILING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Senator Eloos.

SENATOR ELOGH:

This comes from the Department of Agriculture. It clari-
fies the department's autbhority to charge a fee tc 1losing
complainant wunder the Motor Fuel Standards Act for adminis-
trative costs.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCB LENMUZIC)

Senator Blood..-.Elcom woves for the adoption of
Senate...Apendment ¥g. 2 to Senmate Eill 19z%5. Any discus-
sion? 1If not, those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Any
further asendaents?

SECEETABY:

Amendment No. 3, Ly Senatcr Elccma
PBRESIDING OFEFICER: (SERATCR LEMUZIC)

Senator Eloon.

SENATOR ELGCA:

This clarifies the rule wmaking cf tuc agencies, the
Department ¢f Public Health, which is required toc proamulgate
rules regarding types of records which alcchclisp facilities
and programs sust provide and the fees are made applicable to
such programs. The second agency is the State...Fire Marshal
and this permits him tc promulgate fees reguiring tank repair
caontractors to file certificates of imsurance agd rules gov-
erning the dismantling of abandoned bulk storage plants.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOE DENUZIG)

Senator Eloom scves the...adoption cf dpendment Nc. 3 to
Senate Bill 1925. Boy discussion? 1If nct, those ip favcr
signify by saying Aye. Cpposed ©Nay. Tbe Ayes bave it.
Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Any further asendments?
SECRETAEY:

No further asendments.
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PBESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOR LEMNUZIC)

3rd reading. Al11 right. Ssenate EBill 1942, Senator
Marovitz. Senator Marovitz, 1942. FPage 5, all right. 1947,
Senator WNelch. Senator #%elch or the Flocor? Senate Eill
1947...a11 «right, read the bill, MNr. Secre¢tary, please
Ol.sa 1947,
SECREIABY:

Senate Bill 1947.

(Secretary reads title of Lkill)

2nd reading of the bill. The Coasmittee on Agriculture,
Ccnservaticn and Energy offers one ascndoent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LDEMUZIC)

Senator Welch.
SENATOE WELCH:

This is...this is the coonpittee asmendment? Bight. I
would neve to jable the cComRittee agendment.
There®se..there's alsc a Floor amendpent.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator WRelch moves tc Table Cosgittee Amendment No. 1.
Those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Comnittee Apendment No. 1 is Tabled. Any furtker
ccopittee apmendpents?

SECEETARY:

NO...no further comsittee amendments.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIG)

Any asendments fros the Floor?
SECEETARY:

Amendment Nc. 2, and this bill did have a request fcr a
fiscal note which bhas been answered...ty Senator Relch,
Apendoent bNo. 2.

PEESIDING QFFICEE: (SERATOB LCEMUZIC)

Senator ¥elch is recognized on Anendment Z.

SENATCE WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment tgtally changes
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the bill. The bill as introduced was a ope-cent per gallon
tax on generaters <¢f hazardous saste. The fpurgose of the
initial bill was to raise some 6.2 @million dgllarse This
amendeent, if adopted, will raise a much lesser suz of 4.4
million dollars. What we have dope ics used brackets instead
of a penny a gallon on generators. &€ bave divided thke types
of wsaste that shculd be taxed and to thcse we want to dis-
courage mpore than others; in particular, apy bazardous waste
which is recycled will not be tazed at all. Eazardous waste
whick is treated on—site which remaims hazardcus waste even
though it is treated shall not be subject...shall be subject
to a tazx at half the rate of waste which regains bazardous
and being not treated. Hazardous waste which is treated op-
site and then does not becowme hazardcus waste will not ke
subject to the tax. So we are emccuraging people to treat
hazardous waste and...and render it nonhazardous. We have
put in a category of acutely hazardcus wastes which shkall be
subject to a different tax than the otber categories. The
sain difference is that under one thousand gallgns of acutely
hazardous waste will be taxed at five hundred dollars.
Apother category of hazardous waste which is treated cn-site
but is still hazardous sill have brackets going from two hun-
dred and fifty dollars up to forty thcusand dollars. The
first one thousand gallons will =nct be tazed. Bazardous
waste which is not treated or is treated off-site will be
subject to a tax that would be double the tax on bazardous
waste which is treated on-site bLut is =still copsidered
hazardous. In addition, what ve have dope is gut a fee in
for eache..special waste streas applicaticn ¢f tuenty-five
dollars and a two hupdred amrd fifty dcllar fee for each spe-
cial waste bhauling permit. That is tasically whkat this
amendment does.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATCR LEMUZIC)

All right. Senator Helch moves the adcption of Azendment
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Ho. 2 to Senate Bill 1947. 1Is there any discussion? Senator
Grotherg.
SENATOR GRQTIEEEG:

Thank you, ¥1. Fresident. Sepator, se’re just going over
the amendmeat and if ycu would yield, who gets bhurt Lty this
agendment and who gets helped? Iet's get it down to where
it's at.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOE LDENMUZIC)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Selch.
SENATCE SELCH:

Well, one of the problems in a penny a gallen tax is that
those at the higher...highest end of the scale would have
ended wup paying perhaps a million dcllars. Cne £irs I think
would have paid that much. So we didn*t want tg drive then
out of the State of Illinois, that was ¢ne cf our concerms.
PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOSF LENU2IC)

Senator Grotlerga.

SENATCE GECIEEEG:

Well, I...I appreciate the responsea You®re talking
about the deep well people who [fuap ip the hundreds of
millions of...gallons are graduated to what? Let me Jjust
take a peek. You gct an eighty thousand dellar cap op a deep
well and 1it's essentially the deep well fecgple that this
amendment affects?

PRESIDING CFFICEE: (SENATCB DEMUZIQ)

Senator Helch.

SEBATCR &ELCH:

The...Senator, in part that is correct, Lut the major
thrust of the apendment is to emcourage recycling apd treat-
ment of w¥aste, that's why we developed several different
categories instead of lunping everybody together in a penny a
gallon., But, yes, the...the deep wellers sould end up haviag
a cap of eighty thousand dollars, sc it does tenefit then.

PEESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
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Senator Grotberg. 211 righte. Further discussion? Fur-
ther discussion? Senator Welch pgves the adgpticn of Amend-
ment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1947. Those in faver signify by
saying Aye. Opposed Bay. The Ayes have it. Bsendment No. 2
is adopted. Any further amendments?

SECEETABY:

No further axendments.

PEESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIC)

3rd reading. With leave of the Body, ue'll go back
to...uwith leave of the Body, we will gc Lack to Sepate EBill
1942. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Cp the CGrxder of
2nd Reading, Senate Fill 1942, Sepator Marovit2z on the
Floor? Sepnator Marovitz on the Floor? Senator Marowvitz on
the Floor? Senate Bill 1942, read the till, Mr. Secretary,
please.

SECEETIAEY:
Senate Eill 194z,
(Secretary reads title cof Ltill)
2nd reading of the bill. No committee amendmsents.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB CENMUZIC)
Any asendments froe the Floor?
SECBETAEY:

Apmendment Bo. 1 cffered by Senatcr Marcvitz.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE DEMUZIC)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOF BAROVITZ:
Table Amendment Nca 1.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LDEMUZ2IC)

All right. Sepator Marovitz seeks leave of the Eody to
withdraw Asendment Koo 1. Is 1leave granted? leave is
granted. The amendment is withdrawn. Further amendments?
SECBETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Marcvitz.

PBESIDIBG OFFICEE: (SESATOE CEMUZICG)
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Senator Marovita.
SENATOE MARCVITZ:

I think that's the one we just sithdrew, isn®t it3
PBESIDING OFFICEE: {SEMATOR LCEMUZIC)

Senator Marovitz. Senator Marovitza.

SENATOR PAROVITIZ:

Withdrav this asendsent.
PRESIDING CFFICEE: (SENATOR LENUZIC)

Senator Marovitza.

SENATOB MAROVIIZ:

Okay, this amendment requires that the alghabetical 1list
of substances cospliede..cospiled from the material safety
data sheets which we fassed last year on the Wcorker Fight to
Know legislation ke submitted to the local recggnized health
department or if there is no health department tc the county
clerk. It requires that the Department cf Labor provide
postcards to the health department or county clerk to be used
for citizen requests for the material safety data sheets and
also includes a retail exemption as requested by the Eetail
Merchants® Association. This would...this wcold sake the
inforsation available on the paterial safety data sheets
about carcinogenics and...toxic substances in the «ccomupity
available tc¢ consumers and citizens across the State of I1l1i-
nois uporn request. Apd I would ask for adcption of Asendament
No. 1 to Sepate Eill 1942,

PEESIDING OFFICEE: (SESATCR CEMUZIC)

All right. Is there any discussion or this amendment?
All right. Senator Marcvitz moves the adoptiocr ¢f Apendnment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 1942, If not, thgse in favor signify
by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bhave it. Apendoent
No. 1 is adopted. Any further asmendsents?

SFCEBETAEY:
No further asendments.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATGB LENUZIC)
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3rd reading. Senator Vadalabeme, for what purpose do you
arise?

SE&ATOE VACALAEERE:

Yes, thapk you, F¥r. President. It sas =y opinion that
you're supposed to preside np there and keep things rolling,
and I don't think you should be up there hardpicking these
Senators vho are not in their seats. If they®re not im their
seats, we who sit io our seats copstantly day in and day out
have to listen to where is Senator Marowitz cr where's this
Senator, where's that Senator and you wait ubntil they
are...are called I don®t think is right. Keep them rolling,
you’re a good administrator, you®re a good presider, so keep
thens rolling.

PRESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOR LCENUZIC)

Thank you, very much, Sebator Vadalakene. The€a...tbe
Chair and the membershif are cognizant ¢f yQure...of your
admnonishment and we?ll ipn facte...do just that. A1l right.
Senator Marovitz for...what purpose do ycu arise?

SENATOR MAECVITZ:

#ell, just on the poipt of persopal gpivilege.
PRESIDIKG OFFICEE: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

State your point.

SENATOBR MARCVITZ:

I hate to respond, but I don®t igpore <school <children
when they come from...on busses from ny district and that's
where I was, and perhaps if ycu igncre thea, Senator Sas,
that*s your probles, I don®t, I apclcgize.

PEESIDIBG CFFICER: (SEKATOB LENUZIC)

All right. Senator Vadalabene, for what furpos¢ do you

arise?
SENRATOR VADALABENE:

Cpn a point of persopal privilege.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZICQ)

State your pcint.
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SENATOR VAGALABEXNE:

Senator Marovitz cam enjoy schocl children just as auch
as anyone else and o do I but we got a jcb tc do. 1 missed
a lot of hgsgpital pfpeople here yesterday and I enjoy the
hospital peofplea
PRESIDING CGEFICER: {SENATOH CEMUZIC)

All right. Fage 5, Senate Bill 1952, Sepator Bock.
1955, Senator Egan. Senator Eock.

SENATOR BGCK:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I have discussed the matter
with Senator Philip and it apfears to ke getting awfully late
in June here ip May early. W®e will begin cn page 11 where we
left off with Senate Bill 1673 on the Order of Senate Eills
3rd Reading when we return froa luoch. I wculd move that we
stand in Becess for coe hour and at ope-fifteern we will start
with Senate Bill 1673, the mandatory seat Lelt bill. Move ue
stand in Eecess for one hour.

PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SENAICR LEMO0OZIC)
All right. Senator Bock moves that the Senate stand in

Recess tc the hour of one-fifteena

RECESS

AFTEE BRECESS

PBESIDENT:

The Sepate will come to order. ®8ith leave of the Ecdy,
we'll move to the Order of House Bills ist Eeading an Gfage
21. House Eills 1st, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNAKNDES)
House Bill 338, Senator Eruce.
{Secretary reads title of Lbill)
House Bill 1448, Senator [Legnan.
(Secretary reads title of Ltill)

House Eill 1573, Senator Eruce.
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{Secretary reads title of tkill)
2253, Senator Eerman.
(Secretary reads title of Lbill)
House Bill 2398, Sebator [aIrGu.
(Secretary reads title of till)
2512, by Senator Earkbhausen.
(Secretary reads title of till)
2684, Senator [C'Arco.
(Secretary reads title of till)
House Bill 2783, ty Senator Nedza.
(Secretary reads title cf till)
House Bill 2804, bty Senators Egan and LeAngelis.
{Secretary reads title of Lkill)
House Eill 2869, Senator Schaffer.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2926, by Senator Chewa
{Secretary reads title of till)
House Bill 3050, Lty Senator Nedza.
(Secretary reads title of kill)
House Bill 3052, ty Senator Eermap.
(Secretary reads title of kill)
House Bill 3067, ty Senators...Schunesan and Nedza.
{Secretary reads title of till)
House Bill 3070, Lty Senator Jeremiab Jdcyce.
(Secretary reads title of Lkill)
House Eill 3102, ky Senator EloGha
{Secretary reads title of Lill)
House Bill 3144, Senator Keats.
{Secretary reads title of till)
House Bill 2934, Senator Lavidson.
{Secretary reads title of Lkill)
House Bill 2536, Senator [avidscr.
(Secretary reads title of kill)

House Bill 2937, Senator Cavidscrha
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{Secretary reads title of tkill)

House Bill 2638, Lty Senator Lavidsona.

{(Secretary reads title of till)
House Bill 3120, ky Senator Nedzaa.
(Secretary reads title of Lill),
1st reading of the Lkills.
House Bill 3197, by Senator Schaffer.s
{Secretary reads title of till)
1st reading of the Lill.
PBESIDERT:

Senator Gec—-Karis, for what purpcse do ycu arise?
SENMATOR GEC-RBEIS:

¥r. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
would like to add as a hyphenated ccspoensgr tc Ee€ cb Bouse
Bill 3098, Senator JercEe Jgyce.

PBESIDENT:

3098, the 1lady asks leave to have Senatcr Jercme Jcyce
shown as the hyphenated cosponsor. Lleave granted? Leave is
granted. A1l right, if you*ll turn to page 11 on the Calen-
dar, we will continue where we left off. 1673, Senator Chev.
1685, Senator Savickas. €n the Crdexr of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading, Sepate Bill 1685. Eead the till, Mz. Secretarya.
SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 1685,

{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
FPBEESIDENT:
Senatcr Savickas.
SENATCR SAVICKAS:

I just got an cffer for a deal here frcs Senator Netsch.
Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate, Senate Eill 1685 is
a permissive bill, it applies both to Chicagc and downstate
schools. It allows that when a schcol year extended due tc a

teachers® strike, for example, the date of high schocl grad-
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uation is also delayed. If the extended graduation date is
June 20th, this is an ezxample, it may preclude high schcol
seniors from enrolleent in suemer schocl or reportedly in
some service academies shich begin their classes igp early
June or Julye It also would allow those children in the
Chicago high schools toc get cut and compete yith other grad-
vates in the job market. It®s a sisple Lill, it's permis-
sive, it allows the district to set the pglicy to do this and
I would ask its favcrakle adogticn.

PHESIDERT:

Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? 1f oc¢t, the
question is, shall Senate EBill 1685 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Thaseee.I beg your pardon, Senator Maitland.
SENAICE MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident, Ladies and Gentlemenp of the
Senate. This bill was debated in...ip Education Ccamittee
and a opusber of gquestions were brougbt ug. But I think,
Senator savickas, I...I an concerned about what seems to &me
to be the possibility of...of people getting a...an advantage
ONeweOlawaONeaeOn other individuals for...for Jjoks amd it
almnost breaks down the competition. 1 guess 1I%'a a it con-
cerned about...you mentioned about sumner schgol enrcllpent
in other wuniversities and...and things 1like this. i'n
wonderingeeeis that really...is that really @...a pe¢ssikil-
ity? Would that...could wve extend it =so0...sc far that it
could interfere with summer school? There®s always a delay,
alvays a time lag here. There®s a time 1lag before sumber
school starts at the universities, and 1%a wondering why that
really is necessary.

PEESIDENT:

Senator Savickase
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

#ell, Senator, it®s...necessary because 1°ve had constit-

uents that were cconcerned, especially with the financial
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conditions cf all of our school districts, not only in
Chicago but throughout the State of Illimois, that if there
are concerns and teacher's strikes andae..graduation is
delayed that the ones that suffer are the students themselves
who do not bave in any way participate ir these rroblens.
It's a pernissive...if you read the legislatico it says, "The
school board may adopt the policies which permits high scheol
seniors who othervise meet graduaticn credits and so op to
graduate.® It*s a permissive piece, it's hopefully to allay
the fears of scme Of our students and parents that they wmay
not graduate if there is a fimancial probles and tbe strike
is...by the teachers cccurs. 1It®s a simple piece of legis-
lation. 1 think it solved their fears, and tc have continu-
ity we should pass it.
FBESIDENT:

Sepator Maitlangda.
SENATOB MAITLAND:

#ell,...and, yes, lee.I wculd be very willing tO0e...to
help you with the...with the area of ccncern tut, you know,
there are gquestions like would there, in fact, be more than
one graduation? ¥ould...would you have to prgvide secparate
graduation ceremonies?

PEESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOE SAVICKAS:

Hell, I...I can't see where there would ke two or more
graduvations, it would be once the student is graduated and he
meets the criteria and the principal allows thes to g:aduate,
be®s gobea 1 nmean, that®s...whatever the ceremomy is, he
would receive a certificate and that would be it. Or if they
vant to...finally when it*'s set up to have a...a show grad-
uation for everybcdy they can attend and jciw. There's nc
separate graduation, after all the graduation show that they

put on is for all the family and everykody to be there to
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participate in this great day for the <child. But just tc
allow bhig to have the certificate and to ke akle to use that
to0...to get into otber schools or tc get his job thing,
there®s no need for a ceremony.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.
SENATCE MAITLAND:

IDeeeiNeeesin the worst of all cases, is it possille that
nineteen thousand City of Chicago District 259 seniors ccguld
be involved?

PEESIDERI:

Senator Savickase.
SENATOR SAVICKEAS:

Well, Senator, ay staff directoxr here, Sepator Kelly, has
told me that in the worst possible case, if this bapgened in
Chicago with the nineteen thcousand students, ygu'd bhave it
all on one day and it would be all ope graduatiop and it
would solve that problem. But, Senator DenUZ2iCee.but JTeo.ol
can't £e€e at the worst possible that this woulde..we're
talking about those students that bave legitimsate claims,
fair claims to employment or to cther educational insti-
tutionsa Let ne read part of the bill, they
would..."Graduation...requiresents +to graduate within thirty
days prior to the extended graduaticn date if a student docu-
ments that the extended graduaticn date %ill cause undue
hardship for the student ip relaticn to employment or admis-
sion to a university, college, acadesy or other institutican
and provided that the principal of the schccl in which the
student is currently enrolled verifies that the student has
successfully coumpleted his or her courses of instruction due
t0...individualized or specially planned studi€s oOr...that
student bhas deponstzated proficiency ip such courses.® So
the student would have to show...these nigetee¢n thousand stu-

dents would have to tshow that they bhave e¢iployment ready
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available, that they are entering higber schccls of learping
and they are being accepted waiting for this certificate.
They*d bave to demcnstrate that; so, ckvicusly, the gues-
tioh...the answer is, no, ninetecen thousand =students could
never...apply for that cne time.
PBESILENT:

Further discussion? Senator Kaitland.
SENATOR SAITLAND:z

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Savickas, could they
not now do that? 1Is there anmything in the...in the <existing
lav that FEprobibits...that prohibits +the G[principal and/or
superintendent from singling out these individuals and allou-
ing thes to graduvate early to acccamodate their working
schedule or their...their suamer schcol or what have .you2
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I don't think there is any prohibiticp tut there is po
authorization, and you and I kpow that these appointed or in
some cases elected bcards unless there is specific authoriza-
tion do not wish tc carry the burden of dictating new proce-
dure and new policy. All this allows is the kcard...it fper—
mits the board to adopt this policy. 1t dcesn't say they
have to do it, it peraits them to adopt the pclicy.
PHESILCENT:

Further discussion? Senator Maitlanda
SERATOE MAITLAND:

Well, iteeeites.just finally I...I want to accgmsmodate
those same people and...and I would sutait to you, I wculd
submit to the Body that thate...that is...is npow permitted,
that*s what seems to se local control is all about, that
Ve...that se...we can now. There?'s p5c probitition against
that, and I would simply say this legislaticn isn't necessary

and would...%ould suggest a NC vote.
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PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Smith.
SENATCE SMITB:

Mr. Fresident, 1 stand on a point of persopal privilege,
if 1 may.
PRESIDENT:

fell, we're in the gmiddle of a debatea
SENATOR SHITH:

A debate? 1%11 wait then.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Kelly, on this...on Senate Bill 1€£52
SENATCR KELLY:

Yes, Mr. Fresident, briefly, I'd just like to say that 1I
will support this bill. It was pointed cut that there might
have to be two graduation ceremonies. There are mapy uni-
versities right now and possibly cther schcols that oply have
one graduation a year. No patter when you firish or complete
your requirements, you go im in Jume and you g€t your...jyour
diploma, your bachelcr®s degree or cther .degree. So, that
would be no problem in having the students go tack after...at
a certain specific time with their fellow students which 1°n
sure they'd like to do anyway. So, this is shat 1 consider a
fair bill. I suppose as a suburbanite I would not 1like to
have coppetition with my...with oy ycung feople. But I think
at the same time there is a certain degree of fairness that's
entitled, and I Lelieve that fairness belongs tc¢ Senator
Savickas and I'a prcud to suggort his bill.

PBESIDERT:

Further discussion? Further discussign? Senator
Savickas, you wish tc close?

SENATOR SAVICERAS:

Yes. Ope of the fpoints that I think should be made clear
that the State Board of Education regquires attendance of so

many days for graduation. And part of the ccpcern of the
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students and parents I talked to is that with this mandated
days that the boards are reluctant upless there is a law
stating the intent and the directicn that they are upwilling
to do this. 211 this dces is put inrto State 1law that the
boards may, may, grant this certificate when the children
meet these requiremepts. It protects the toard, it takes the
State Board of Educationm off their back from...their mandated
days of attendance and gives the children a Lreak in case
there is a prcblem that they are not part of. I wculd
solicit a favoraktle vcte.

PRESIDENI:

The questionm is, =hall Senate Bill .16€% gpass. Those in
favor will vote 2jye. Thcse opposed %ill vcte Bay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all woted who wish? Take the record. Cn that
question, there are 38 A%s...Ayes, 17 WNces, nopne voting
Present. Senate Bill 1€85 having received the required con-
stitutional najority is declared passed. If I can have jour
attention, approgriately enough after considering a scheol
related bill, we are visited tcday ie the Chamber with a
nupnber of the members of the School Livision of the 1llinais
Catholic Conference. That divisiop as you know bLrings
together paremts, teachers and adainistratcrs c¢f the Cathclic
school system throughqut the State of 1Illincis. In the
President®s Gallery are Sister Deanbe Stratmam cf the Diocese
of Belleville, Sister Brian Costello cof the Archdiocese of
Chicago, Father Niles Gillin cf the liccese of Joliet, Sister
Patricia Mulcahey of the Diocese <c¢f Peoria, Sister Karen
0*'Kelly of the Diccese of Fockford and Sister Jeremiah
Sullivan of the Diccese of Springfield. ®culd qur guests in
the gallery please rise and be recognized. Welcone to
Springfield. Sepator Smith, for what purgcse do you arise?
SENATOR SHMITH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I stand ob 8...a point of per-
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sonal privilege.
PEESIDENT:

State your point.
SENATCR SHITH:

I'm very pleased to presenmt to gur auqust Eody the
Mollison School that®s in amy district, and they are accompa-
nied by their superviscr, Mr. Loftom. Will yocu please stand.
PBESICENT:

Will our guests in the gallery please stand and ke recog-—
nized. Relcome  toc Springfield. 211 right, the top of page
12 on the Calendar, 1691, Senator Desuzic. Cb the OCrder of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Eill 1691. Eead the Lill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECBEETAEY: =

Senate Eill 1691.

(Secretary begins reading title cf till)
PEESIDENT:

Senator® Savickasa

SECBETAE1:
(Secretary reads title of tkill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lemuzioc.
SENATOR LEBOZIOQ

Thank you, very wmuch, Mr. President and ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Senate Eill 1691 is a bill that
will allov the Departgzent of Financial Institutions Credit
Onion Division to...the regulatory authority tc detersine the
nature and content of bond coverage for State credit unions
and is consistent with the proposed chapges tc¢ the Federal
Credit Onion Act and rules and regulations for federally
charted credit unions. JT...I don®t know of any kpown OfgGsi-
tion to this bill, and I would ask fcr its favcrable support.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)
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Is there any discussion? If not, the guesticn is, shall
Senate Eill 1691 pass. Those in favor will vcte Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. BHave all vocted who
wish? Bave all voted who wish? 1Take the record. OCn that
question, the Ayes are 55, the Bays are none, none voting
Present. Sepate Bill 1691 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Eill 1692, Senator EKock.
Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETAEY:

Senate Eill 1692,

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

Senator Fock.

SENATOR BGCK:

Thank you, Mr. EFresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1692, as amended, is the amendment +to
the Revenue Act which will provide effectively for a third
member to be seated as the Cook...in the Cook Ccunty Board of
Tax Appeals. As you know, the Coumty of Cock by ordinance
provided for a.third seat and that vacancy was to ke £filled
in the November 1984 election. The Primary wsas held, tuo
candidates were selected of the respective pclitical parties
and the...by court action it was declared that the County of
Cook had, in fact, exceeded its home rule authority since
this office was provided for by State law. §hat 1692 as
amended does or attempts to do is validate what the county
did by ordinance and in fact create a third seat, which seat
will be filled in the Fovenmber 198Z...%84 election. It will
also permit the county toard to make a decision as they see
fit for the wuse of districts, whether ¢r not it will te
countywide, cityvide or a combination thereof; the manner of
filling vacancies, how the board will ke orcanized and the

use of staggered terms. What it does effectively is create a
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third seat for this November's electiom, and 1 would urge an
Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator Pabhar.
SENATOER MAHABR:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. Will the spcnsgr yield for a
question?

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCBR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR MABAE:

Senator, the bill as amended calls fo¢r ts¢ wmethods of
£filling vacancies, one by the county bcard and ope by the
chief judge of the court. Ncw hos's that qoing to work2?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Bock.

SENATOE ECCK:

§ell, can you point out where the chief Judge is
involved?

PRESIDING CGFFICEE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar. Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAE:

On line 20...25, "The chief judge of the circuit court or
any judge of that circuit court designated by the chief judge
shall appoint sose person to fill such vacancy until the next
election.” Or isn't that...

PEESIDING QOFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Back.

END CF BEEL
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BEEL 43

SENATOR EKCCK:

Jeeel thinke.o.I think, as I indicated, iteeeite.esthe
amend...as amended it would permit the county Lcard tc decide
the following. It dces not mandate it, apd ycu are correct,
there apgears to be in this instance a...2 frovision for a
filling of a vacancy by the chief judge o¢f the «circuit
Courtee.and Aa...and ae...permission to the county board to
decide if they wish tc do it otherwise. ‘They don®t bave to
decide.

PHESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mabar.

SENATCR MAHAE:

Well, then would that @mean that if the county board
decided to £fill a vacancy, the chief judge could then over-
rule that vacancy and be the final authority? This
seemned...seens awkward to me because this is the only area
that I know of where vacancies are filled Ly more than cne
seans. Usually there is a sgecific seans to fill a vacancy
of the governmental bcdy and that®s it.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKRAS)

Senator Fock.

SENATOR EOCK:

ExCefte-..and again I paint cut cp line 11, it says, "“may
by county ordinance.® They don’t have tc do apything. The
current law is that it can be filled...will be filled by the
chief judge, and I assume if by county ordipapce they want to
provide for amcther method of filling that vacancy, they're
going to do it.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOBR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:
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Thank you. Ieeel had...¥as going tc ask Senator Rock a
gquestion, which I will in a minute, but J...] vanted to nake
a comment om Senator Mahar's points I1If I am not amistaken,
Senator Mahar, this say be one of the...ome cf the places,
and I hope the only one, where vwe opissed remcving the
appointing authority of judges to otherwise adginistrative or
executive agencies. 1The new...the 1970 Ccnstitution wmakes it
quite clear that judges are not tc continue to have that
role, and there have been bills, several over the years, to
try to pull all of those out of the Statutes. I
believe...I'n just seeing this one for the first time but I
believe this is cne probakly that is inapprcpriate in the
light of that constitutional directive tc get judges out of
anything other than the Judiciary Bragch, and I bad siaoply
never noticed it before. I suspect we proktakly cught te ge¢
back and address that, but that has..<that has pothing to do
even with this particular bill, that is just sinply a sep-
arate issue. If I might address a...one question to Senator
Rocke. Bould you xTefresh mise and gerhags some cther
recollection on the affect of this till with resgect to those
who have already been nominated in the HMarch primary? 1s
it...does it purport to, in effect, put them back into the
process for that third seat if it is tc gc aheac as an elec-
tion, or does that become mcot because there will be ancther
way of filling that office nou? I*8...1*ns just ¢tryimg to
figure out the ippact on the...thcse whc were nominated in
March and would otherwise have been up f£cr election in Noven-
ber.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE SAVICKAS)

Senator Eocke
SENATOR ECCK:

Well, whate...what this attempts ta do, and this dis in
response to that «circuit court ruling whichk overturned

the...the county board crdinance. %®hat this purgorts tc do



Fage 84 - MAY 23, 1984

is to establish a third office in that cffice which will be
effective December 3rd, 1984. Then, it secemns tg ae, it is
incunbent...once the office is estaklished, it is incumbent
upon the respective political parties tc f£ill the vacancy
that will exist for the November election fcr this office;
and I am assuming, and I thiok with soge justificaticm, that
those candidates who, in fact, prevailed on tebalf of their
respective political parties in the March prisary will be the
candidate selected to engage in tbe Noveamker election.
PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SEBATCE SAVICKAS)

Senatcr Netsch.
SENATOB NETSCH:

So that the bill is writtem in a way that they can then
be certified onto the ballot and in effect compete im the
November election. Is...is that correct?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBE SAVICKAS)

Senator Eocka
SENATOR BOCK:

That is ny intent. That is correct.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Sepator Kustra.
SENATOE KUSTIEA:

Thank you, Mre. Eresident and mesbers cf the Senate. It's
with reluctance that I rise tc support this fpiece of legis-
lation for the following reason. This agency is, 1 thinok,
without a doubt the nost scandal-ridden agency ip the history
of State Government and 1local governrent. §e've probakly
sent nmore people tc the Federal penitentiary swbo have either
practiced before this bcdy or who have served on this lLody
than any cther agency. Every time s€ have tried to deal with
the problem of adding a meaber to the Ccok Ccunty Eoard of
Appeals, which I think is a good idea, menkers gn +this side
of the aisle tried to get a sgecific arrangement so one

penber would be elected at large, one menmker wculd ke elected
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fron the City of Chicago and one peaber wguld be elected from
the area outside the City of Chicage. My Lill did just that
and passed this Body almost unanimously, unf¢rtunately not
with Senator Rock®s vote, but alsost unanimously and sas sent
to the House where it lanqguished and is still over there
someplace. My point is that by adding a third mesber and
allowing that member to come from the suburks, we at least
provide somre checks and balances for an agency that kas such
an undistinguished record of fpublic service. 1t is true that
that suburban member would protably be a Eepublican, Eut
again, I would argue that we need that system of checks and
balances. I'm concerned that bty addinpg & third megber at
large froe Cocok County, we're going tc add one more foi to
the chicken coop and that concerns me someshat Lut nct encugh
to vote against the bill, because I agree that a twvc-mesber
body doesn®t make a lot of sense to begim with. We ocught %o
have a third voting member. I sculd hcfe, though, that tke
Democratic leadership of this Ecdy and the Ecuse would take
another locok at this issue next Session when we come :tack and
recognize that if you really want to provide checks apd tal-
ances, if you want to make sure that the kind of nonsense ang
corruption that has been characterized by this kody, the Ccck
County Board of Appeals, is tc be stopped, it%s going te ke
stopped only when the two-party systes in this State is
allowed to operate. Again, reluctantly, 1 will suppcrt this
piece of legislaticr.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SEBATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator BEeck pay
close.
SENATCQR EOCK:

Thank you, Mre Fresident. Very briefly in...ip direct
response to Senator Betsch's ingquiry. Theeeathe Lill as
anended does...does state that the first election of the

third copmissioner toc the board of tax appeals shall ke held
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at the...November 1964 General Election, and the nonminees at
such elections shall be those persons nosinated ty the estab-
lished pclitical parties at the 1984 Genmeral Frimary or their
replacements in the event of a vacancy, if =scpebody dies
between noOW...it does say that, and I did nct in any intent
mean to overlcok that. This is a respomse to @ court ruling
with which I, frankly, bave some disagreement. The fact of
the matter is, I didn*t vote for Senator KRustra®s bill
because I didn*t 1like the district setug, gqbviously, for
obvious political reasoms. I, too, agree that there ocught tc
be a third mesber. I wholeheartedly concur that a two-mesber
board, in By judgment, does not make an awful lot cf sepse.
It was held in the House, 1 can say umnequivccally, at the
request of the county board members of both pclitical parties
who really vanted to test, if you will, their home rule
authority in this area. It has been tested and has Leen
found wanting, apparently, and that®s why this bill is here.
It will establisbh that third smember and it will afford to
that home rule board the opportunity to determine thaose
future questions, like what district, if acy, and +wbat tkhe
terms are. I urge a favorable vcted

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1692 pass. 1Those in favor
will vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The woting is ofen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted wko wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 46, the Nays are 3, 1 voting Fresemt. Senate EFill 1692
having received the constituticnal anajority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1705, Sepator Vadalakep€e..ch, 1I°p
sorry, for shbat purgcse...does our illustrious Senator fronm
Cook, Senator 2ito, arise?

SENATOR Z217TC:
Thank ycu, ¥r. Fresident. A...gcint cf...rersomal privi-

lege, please.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

State your point, Senator Zitc.
SENATOE 211IGC:

Yes, I would ask sy colleagues in the Sepate to help join
and welcome a group from my district, the Jace Adams School
District No. 89. They*re dcwn ip Springfield tcday and
they're seated in the gallery.

PBESIDIHG OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

#ould they rplease rise and be recognized. Senate Eill
1705, Senator Vadalabkene. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECBETAEY:

Senate Eill 170S.

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

Senator Vadalakene.

SENATOR VALALAEEKE:

Yes, thank you, Br. President and menbers c¢f the Senate.
Senate Eill 1705 makes a change in the funding mechanisz in
the Illincis Coal Technology LDevelcgment Assistant Act. This
is an Act that provides a source of support fcr a basic coal
research and for...the operation c¢f experimental coal util-
ization projects. 1If you recall, I sas the spcnsor ocf this
measure which passed the General Assembly last year, and when
the bill wsas sent to the Governor, a cap of twenty wmillion
for the fund was included. 1The Governcr prcgcsed that this
cap be set at five million and that the scnthly transfers
also be reduced, and if you recall, we accepted those
changes; and since going inta effect, the five milliog cap on
the fund bhas been interpreted tc be ar aksclute limit on
thes..on the annual amcunt going into the funda Cur under-
standing was that revenues sculd flow intc the fund whenever
it was drawn below the five million and this bPill clearly

ipposes such a mechaniss. Senate Bill 1705 sculd mak€...ROLE€
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money available to coal developzent only if the General
Assenbly and the Governcr chose to =make and apprcve such
appropriations. The endorsements fcor this 1705 are bhe I1li-
nois BEpnergy BResource Commission, the United Kine Norkers of
America and the Illincis Cocal Association, and 1 would
appreciate a favoratle vote.
PBESIDIKG COFFICER:z (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Jchns.
SENATCR JOBNS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. As the cosponsor with Senator
Vadalabene on this particular bill, let ge tell you that I,
Senator Gemne Johns, as chairman of the EFnerqgy Fesource
Conpission, am the cnly representative on the Ccal Eesearch
Board for the General Asseably. Xe need this woney for the
continued research cf ccal and the desulfurization. 1Illinois
has prcbably more at stake than anybody else. 1 guess 1I°n
prejudice in saying that, and thrcugh this furnding this ipfu-
sion of poney, and...into what I call a sensikle cap of five
@illion, we can continue to do even more than the Federal
Government is doing at this tise. Wouwld ycu believe that
Illinois is spending mcre omn research for coal at this tipe
than the United State's Government? And it strikes me that
we've got tc be the leader and if e bave this wmomey, and it
comes from this fund, and it doesn*t strike a...a real defi-
cit into the...to the kalance of the tudget, and 1 urge that
you give this a favcrable rocll call.

PRBESIDING OFFICEK: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If pot, Senator Vadalabene
may c¢lose. (Cuesticn is, shall Senate Bill 1705 pass. Those
in favor will vote Aye. Those oppgsed vote Nay. 1he woting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all wvcted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that gquestion,
the Ayes are 56, the Bays are none, onoge vcting Fresent.

Senate Bill 1705 having received the constituticnal majority
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is declared passed. Sepate Bill 17C7, Sepator D%Arco. Fead
the bill, Er...{(machine cutoff).
SECEETAEY:

Senate Eill 1707.

(Secretary reads title of till)

3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator L[*'Arco.
SENATOR L'AECC:

Thank you, HNr. Eresident. Before 1 address the bill, I
would like to make a point of persoral privilege, if 1 might.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator [*3Arco, state your pcint.

SENATOR D*AECQ:

aeeYesterday in...in ﬁeated debate I sade scme comnents
of a personal nature concerning one of cur colleagues, Sena-
tor Grotberg, and they were pade in the heat cf debate and,
unfortunately, they were derogatcry ccanents of a ferscnal
nature; and it is not sy dispcsition to make such comments
ordinarily, amd I ©oow® would apolagize publicly before this
Body to Senator Grotberg for making those comments.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOBR SAVICKAS)

Senator Grotlerga
SENATCB GECTEEEG:

Well, thank you, Mr. President and thank you, Sena-
tor...D*Arco, for...it®s the neasure of a san who can stand
up before this Body and recant our transqgressioms. FHule 26
binds us rather carefully to each other, and 1 would pray, as
you prayed f£for me tc go to Fashingtom, that I will pray for
forgiveness for you and that you say have your cpportunity to
stay where the hell ever yom want to stay, John. I felt
almost as badly at the moaent...that the Fresident, in the
heat of the battle, protably did the right thing and gaveled

us down or we'd have been here all night, but we were depgied
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access to the...to recounting the vote on your bill and
verifying it and several other little things; but rather thanm
start out today ip a...with more animosity, I do accept and
thank you, Jchn.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco, that was a good move simce your bill is
Dext.

SENATOR D*ABCC:

Oh, yes, my bill is pext...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senate Eill 1707, Senator D*Arco.
SENATOR D*AECO:

Mr. Fresident, Senate Bill 1707 concerns itself sith the
distribution of income of trust funds; apd the cther day, a
statement of sponsors regarding Senate Eill 17€7 was distrit—
uted to the Bcecdy, and I would ask leave of the Bady to
incorporate that statement within the record ca this kill, if
that is permissille?

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SERATOE SAVICKAS)

Is there leave cf the Body? Senator T[*Rrco wishes to
incorporate the stategsent that bhe distrituted to each and
every Senator imto the body of the till...into the
record...into the recgrd. Leave is granted. <Senator DYArCG.
SENATCE D®*AECC:

Ladies and Gentlemen, I would like tc read some lamguage
that is necessary tc make the record opn this bill, if 1I
might. "Senate Bill 1707 makes substantive cbange in Illi-
nois statutory law concerning the investment of trust funds
awaiting investment or distribution. A ccmmcrc~law tank act-
ing as trustee had nc authority toc invest trust income which
was distributable to a beneficiary, and was gprohibited fros
profitting by depositing trust funds in its cwn bank. Many
feel that the settlcr by selecting the bank as trustee

inpliedly consented to a self-deposit of trust...trust cash
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in a checking account the of trustees bapk. In Illinois,
statutory authorization for suych self-dealing was granted in
1934, Ly awmendment, tc Sectionm 3 of the Trust Coapany*s Act
with respect to trust cash awsaiting investEent or distri-
bution. The bank +~as authorized to carry such funds in a
separate checking account and to comingle and use those funds
in the conduct of its business and retain all ppofits result-
ing therefrom, provided it first fully...collateralized +the
funds. Senate Bill 1707 changes the law ic 1llinois toc now
require that cash awaiting investment or distrikution and not
otherwise subject to direction regarding iovestszent or
noninvestment Le prudently invested tc the extent reasonmable
under existing conditions for the beveficiaries at a rate of
retura <cospensurate with that availakle <c¢o trust guality
investments, and if so invested tesporparily in ité own
C.D.'s, such funds nust be opé€ burpdred percent
collateralized. The bill also repealaed Secticn 4 which bhas
been in the Trust Ccmgany®s Act since 1879 and is ocutdated.
That section predated the enactment in 1945 cf...of the pru-
dent man rule and provided that interest shculd be paid on
trust funds as agreed by the parties or bty court order.® The
substance of the bill 1is tc provide tbat cash awaiting
distribution of trust funds held by a bank, the interest
generated from that cash must be paid kack tc the beneficiary
who, in fact, is the rightful csmer cf that interest wmoney,
and it cannot be put into the bank deposits for the bank?s
profit. I wsould ask a favorable votea
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussicn? Senatcr Gec-Karisa
SENATOE GEC-KAEIS:

Will the spomsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATQR GEC-KAEFIS:
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There was an Apmendment 1 to your bill sbhich provided that
principle and income avaiting investaent may Lte temporarily
invested in the deposit accounts of the trust company ,pro-
vided that such investaments are first fully collateralized.
Is that asendaent still in your Lill?

PEESIDING CFEFICER: {SENATOE SAVICKAS)

Senator [*Arco.

SENATOR L'ARCO:

Yes, the...the question there ¥as whether the
collateralization would be of a...of the...a hundred percent
value of whatever it is that would be the ccllateralization
utilized or the face walue of such collateralization, and it
WaS...the bank commissioner said, you've got tc use the tctal
value of the collateralization, SO %€...u¢ did that.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo—-Raris.

SENATOR GEC—-EKEAEBIS:

You &=mean by the total value of...of ccllateralization,
let's say if it's a hundred thousand dcllars that they®ve got
to invest that they hbave to ccollateralize that uith a hundred
thousand dollars, is that what you're sayinog?

PBESIDIKRG OFFICEB: (SEKRATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator ['Arco.

SENATOR L'AERCC:

Yes, that's one exasple. Yes.
PEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOE SAVICERAS)

Further discussion? Senator Elcom. Sepator Blcom, do
you wish tGe..

SENATOH BLOONM:

Just to add my support. Thank ycu.
PHESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1207 pass. those in favor
uil; vote Aye. 1Those oppoesed vote Nay. The voting is opena

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Eave all
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voted who wish? 7Take the record. ©On that question, the Ayes
are 55, the Nays are none, ncpe voting Fresept. Senate Eill
1707 having received the comstitutiopal majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1768, Senator Eruce. Bead the bill, Nra.
Secretary.
SECEETABY:

Senate Bill...excuse me, Senate Eill 1708.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESEATQOB SAVICEAS)

Senatcr Eruce.
SENATCB EBRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and menbers of the Senate. This
bill relates tc¢ the additional duties that swe have placed
upon the circuit clerks around the State ¢f 1llinois as it
relates to three specific pieces of legislation. We have
passed in the last two years a change in the Upnified Code «cf
Corrections which 1requires the circuit clerk to add a fine
egual to the street value of cannabis of <controlled sukb-
stances, and then he sust psake a transmittal of that fee to
the Illincis Law Enforcement Agency shich filed the charge,
and if @pore than one agency was invclwed, they divided
equally according to the ampount of sork tbat they place on
that and that goes to a State Treasury fund called ths brug
Traffic Prevention Fund. Additiomally, we have put upom the
circuit clerks the requirement of a transsittal of fees under
the Violent Crimes Victims® Assistapce Act. As ycu know,
ve've tried to fund that Act through gemeral revenue and
other Acts, and when G[feople perpetrate vioclent crises and
they are, in fact, convicted ¢f thcse «crimes, the «circuit
clerk adds on an additicnal fee and finme which is then trans-
mitted to the Vioclent Crimes Victims® Cospensation Act. &e
passed a third Act relating to the I1linocis Vebicle Ccde shen

we had the problem with drivers education, and now the «clerk
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must add on five dollars for every forty dcllars of a finme or
any part thereof, cospute the four-fifths of that ascunt and
remit it to the State Treasury where it gces into the
Driver®s Education Fand for compensation to school districts
throughout the State cf Illinois. As...they <chowed ne a
chart in one of the circuit clerk's office, there is mcre
than sixteen possible fines and variation of compution cf
fines. This is a flat fee to the clerk®s cffice to belp thea
in the adsinistration of the Act, very much as we did when
the...had the Unified Election Cod€...de gave an additicnal
thirty-five hundred dcllars to the county clerks. Ask for
your favorable consideration.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Sepnator Mabar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President. W®ould the spobsar yield for a
question? Yes, Senator Bruce, is this a cpe-tine cffering?
There®s going to b€a.aa
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATGB SAVICKAS)

Senator Epuce.

SENATOE EBUCE:

No, this would...this would continue.
PRESIDING CFFICEE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAE:

Well, I voted against the bill in ccmaittee and for a
nunber of reasons, and one was that it seems tc me this is a
awkvard way of asarding people by wmaking the appropriate
awards from the State to the Office of the Illincis Ccourt
System and then they have to send the money c¢pb tc the circuit
court of clerks. Ancther reasom is that here @ year or tsc
ago we did this for the local clerks because of the consoli-
dation of elections was a heavy lcad on them, sc we give thenm

an award. Now, here we?re going to give arcther award to the
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circuit court clerks and we®re doing it across the...bundred
and two counties in the State of I1llincis, swhich means that
Morgan Findley will get thirty-five hundred dcllars, and I
think his =salary is bigh enough and he has a large enough
staff to whereby be cught to be able to akscrk additional
duties that might be glaced on his ty the General Assesbly or
others. It just seems to me that while 1 bave no great feel-
ing about wbat «circuit court clerks should get and whetber
they are being overpaid or underpaid that this is really nct
the right way to gc about rewardimg thea fcr any extra work
that they miéht do, and for reasom, I think we ought to take
a good lcok at it.

PHESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If net, the guestion is,
shall Sepate Bill...Sepator EBrucea
SENATOE EBUCE:

I...l just wanted tc say, Senator Mahar, I think it is
cumbersone. That was the way the clerks and...they...as know,
they're neitber fish nor fowl. They're nct ccumty officials
anymore, they*re officers of the ccurta. The court has a
great deal of sepsitivity about that and sc I agreed with
then that the money cught to go to the adsinistrator of the
court systes, and I...I agree with you, it®s a little cunmkber-
some. The other thing of it is, we have bhad dekate here on
the State Mandate®s Act. These peaple are now collecting
fees in excess of more than ten aillign d¢llars for the State
of Illinois, it gges to the State Treasury, distrikuted to
the State agencies and lav enforcesent, to victip's copgen-
sation, a program that we started. It secms tc me that wse
ought to get about the...the thing we said W€ are interested
in the Mandate's Act that says, if they're doing a service
for us, let®s...let’s pay them for ita Ther€..-they're now
paying...even the lcwly guy that collects our sales tax picks

up on€e percent, we give them something, the lcmly clerk, if
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M€e.ee.if ¥We say to the circuit clerks, collect all...all of
these, apnd it is a ccemglicated system, we ought to send thea
thirty-five bundred a year. It's...it's a hundred or
SO...COUple a hundred bucks a month, and you can®t kuy..o.buy
or hire very many personnel fcor that. Iee.1 thigk it's
reasonable. I talked them down to this figure. They do col-
lect a lot of money for us. We ought tc ship them back scoe-
thing.

PRESIDING CFEICER: (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Sepate Bill 1708 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. 1Those opposed vote Bay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all wvcted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recc¢rd. On that gques-—
tion, the Ayes are 50, the Hays are 6, 1 vcting Fresent.
Senate Bill 170€ having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. Semate Bill 1714, Senator Degnana Bead
the bill, Mr. Secretarnya.

SECEETIABY:

Senate Eill 1714,

{Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR SAVICK2S)

Senator [Cegnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, HNr. Fresident. Sepnate Eill 1714 addresses
some probleas we have had in Cook Ccupty with imdividuals and
companies who are under contract to grovide schgol busing and
also employing incomgetent, and in sgmeplaces, unlicegsed
school bus drivers. The bill dces exactly as stated in the
Digest, provides and establishes penalties fcr viclations.
Absent any guestions, 1I°d move its adQpticnN...its agproval.
PEESIDING QFFICER: {SESATOR SAVICKAS)

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

Senate Eill 1714 ppass. Those in .fawvor wgte Aye. Those
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opposed vote Nays The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all voted wko wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 5S4, the BMays
are none, nome voting Present. Senate Eill 1714 having
received the ccnstitutional wmajority is declared passed.
" Senate Bill 1727, Senator Marovitz. Bead the bill, ¥Mr.
Secretarye
SECEETIABY:
Senate Eill 1727.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Margvitz.
SENATOR MAEQVITIZ:

Thank you, very auch, Br. Eresident and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1727 amends the State Cccupational [Use
Tax to exenpt from such tax 1legal tender, currency,
medallions, gold or silver coinage and kuollion, and the
exemption applies to tender, currepcy cr coibage issued Ly
the State, the U.S. cr a foreign governmept. Theére is esti-
mated to be over twc billicm dcllars leawving the State cf
Illinois to purchase physical legal tender and tLtullion fros
outside firms to avoid paying Illiocis Sales Tax. 1Illinois
currently has approximately two hundred dealers buying and
selling precious metal and legal tender; shereas, California
and Florida alone esploy an estimated twenty~five thousand
dealers in precious nmetals and bullion. The Illinocis Degart-
ment of Bevenue has testified that there is less than ninety
thousand dollars or a negligible amount of sales tax being
collected annually. They testified last year at a hearing on
this legislation. If five thousand ves joks cculd ke created
in Illincis in the precious mnmetal field with an average
annual salary of fifteen thousand dcllars each, seventy-five

aillion dollars would be paid out in wages alone. 1If a cos-
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bined tax rate of eight and a half fpercent, that's twc and a
half percent State Income Tax and six percent State Sales Tax
where applied, six aillion three hundred and seventy-;ive
thousand dollars in nev revenue wculd ke aédeé to the State
coffers. A1l that fcr a mere ninety thousand dcllars forfeit
in State Sales Tax. By inposing State Sales Tax on the sale
of legal tender and bullion, Illincis is forcing its resi-
dents to contract with out-of-state firms tc purchase legal
tender and bullion; and having done this recently, =xany of
our Illinois residents bhave been subject tc scams in cther
states; suoch as, California and Florida. 1In the 1last year
the State of 1Illincgis lost in e€xcess cf tbree humndred and
fifteen thousand dollars im income tax revenue alone, as a
result in losses of Illincis residents doing busibess with
two fraudulent firms, one in Califormia and cne in Florida.
The average investment by these peofle was cnly fourteen
thousand dollars, sC...¥We're pot talking akout big <spenders
or get-rich-people, we're talking akout average investment of
fourteen hundred dollars, pot thousand, fcurteen hundred
dollars. These peofple swent aut cf state fer a sinmple reasca;
why should they pay ten dcllars and €ighty cents per ounce
for silver in Chicago when they cas buy the sape silver in,
let*s say, Delaware for ten dcllars? §hy =sbculd they pay
four hucrdred and thirty-twc dcllars an cunce for gold in
Chicago when they can buy the same gold in Utak for fcur bun-
dred dcllars? The average investement for the...for the
people previously mentioned, again, was only fcurteen hundred
dollars, so this is not the super rich tkat go out ¢f State
but the aiddle imcome individval. 1Tbe State cf 1Illinois is
ccllecting one percent of the revenuve but losing ninety-nine
percent of the jobs. It's cost the State c¢f 11linais three
hundred and fifteen thousand dollars in dgpcoge tax to collect
ninety thousand dcllars in sales tax. The fcllowing states

have excmpted sales tax on one cor mcre of the fcllowing legal
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tender, currency, gold and bullion; Alakapa, Arizona,
Arkansas, California, Delaware, Florida, Eawaii, Idahbc, Iowa,
Louisiana, B8ontana, MNew Haspshire, North [Lakota, Oregon,
Bhode Island, Texzas, Utah, Connecticut and Parylanda. In
short, we will have thousands and thcusands of new jobs
created if this legislation is...is passed. 1cday, anybody
can go into a broker and buy gold and silver, not pay sales
tax, and the State lcses that money, but cur fecple sho are
in business today selling gold and silver ar€...are being
hurt terribly and woving out of =state, nc new Jjobs are
created because they are the oply ones being charged sales
tax. The Board c¢f Trade pays no sales tax on these cgamodity
transactions. I would ask for your Aye vote.
PHESILDING CFFICER: (SERATOE SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Lechowicza.
SENATOR LECECKICZ:

Thank ycu, Mr. Fresident and Ladies agd Gentlemen of the
House...ladies and Gentlemen cf the Senate. §ill the spomsor
yield tc sope questicps?

PEESIDING CEFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SEBATOR LECBGRICZ:

$hat®s the <fiscal impact to 1local government on this
bill?

PRESIDING COFFICER: {SEPATCOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karcvitz.

SENATOE MARCVITZ2:

The fiscal impact to local goverosent opn this Lkill is
extremely negligible because we're talking akcut ninety thou-
sand dollars in sales tax revenue, apd iDe.a..in terms of local
sharing, it*s only a small percentage cf that, kut in terss
of revenue that will be created as a result of income tax and
new jobS...aSe...newv jobs drawing more gecple and...and gore

income tax, I think 1local government will...will actually
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gain as a result of this legislaticn as cpposed to losing any
dollars.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR I1ECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mi. EFresident. Well, there?s a...a matter of
interpretaticn as far as the revenue lost. The figures that
I seen were three hundred and eighty—five thousand dcllars tc
the State. I don®t koow where...Senator Marcvitz came up
with ?ninety or ninety-five thousand. Does the L[epartment of
Bevenue support this Lillz
PBESIDING QFFICEE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARCVITZ:

The...the Department of Bevenue is not in support of the
legislation. They testified tbat the...they testified when
the bill was up last year that there sas a vninety thousand
doliars or a negligikle awount being ccllected on sales tax
of these type from transactions, only ningty thousand
dollars. Tbhat was their testicopy alope. ADnd...and I might
add...and I might add that the figure of three bhundred and
fifteen thousand dollars has to do with the bill that we
passed last year, Senate EFill 1599...I°n sorry, it was passed
in 1982, that vas a new lav that we passed that said that no
local...there could be no 1local tax cn a ccamodity. The
fiscal iopact of that bill, having nothing !toc do with this
bill, +that bill wsas three bhundred and fifteen thousand
dollars so that local governsents cculd not put a tax om a
compodity. That was Senate Eill 1599 passed in 1982.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATQR SAVICKAS)

Senator Iechowicz.

SENATOR LECHGCWICZ:
Well, Mr. [Fresident, I'd 1like to fut into the record,

according to our staff analysis, the fiscal impact
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Ob...Senate Bill 1727 would reduce State Sales Tax receipts
by an undetermined amount in Fiscal 1985. The staff couldn®t
make an analysis on this bill. Based on audited informatioa,
the Department of Eevenue estisates that re¢ceipts would
be...receipts wculd ke reduced by cme tc two gillion dcllars
on a fiscal year basis; however, no data are available to
confirm this estimate. By resoving such sales tax fros the
tax base, Senate Bill 1727 would also reduce local government
sales tax collections. Now, I don®t mind helping industry
come into this State, but when you’re talking akout a special
provision that is ccntaiped in Senate Eill 17z7 for a certain
segment apnd in turn say that you're going to reduce the
amount of sales tax by two millicn dcllars witk no replace-
ment factor, or in tu:n~ that yocu're waandating to lacal
governments that you®re going to have a loss in local revebnue
coming back from the State with no replacement factor, at
this time, in this critical period, I thisk that's srong. 1
don't see any emergency nature of this btill, mayke some other
people do, but I strongly encourage a NG wete.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there furtber discussion? Sepatcr Ieuke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

The question is, I think, the Kules Committee has sligped
on this matter. I don't see anything enmergency about taking
a loss of revenue from local governzepts. I dop't Xknow hos
this...bill got ocut of Eules Cosnittee. What"s the emergency
about a bill taking the tax off of gold ccins? Can®t...can't
it wait wuntil next year so we can look this thing gver and
see what we get a fiscal impact cp lccal gcvernments and on
the State? 1 seap, 1 don"t think this is isportant to call
this year. ®hy don®t we hold it until pext jyear? 1It's bLkeen
around bere for six years. 211 of a2 sudden se got tc get it
out of Rules and pass it out and #e...I have a lct of imgor-

tant bills in py district that were tied ur io Bul€S...more
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ispcrtant than this, and I'11 go alcng witb the system, bLut
when I see a stupid bill like this get out ¢f Bules as an
emergency matter, scmething is wrong. Where it's gcing to
cost our local governEent scse soney and cost the State sose
money, I think it*s ccospletely stupida
PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATGB SAVICEAS)

Is there further discussicn? If pnot, Senator Parovitz
may close.
SENATOE MARCVITZ:

Thank you, very such, Mr. Fresident and sembers of the
Senate. Well, I hate to disagree with the distinguished pre-
vious speaker, but this bill is a...a very isportant kill to
an awful 1ot of fpeople who are being treated unequally. 1If
people go to the Board of Trade today to Luy gcld, silver, if
people go to a broker tc buy gold and silver, they do not get
charged =ales tai, but if you go to a...a dealen, a Lusiness—
BaN... 3@ small businessman tcday, they get charged sales tax.
In fact, testimony was that if this bill fpasses, there will
more wmomey in the State coffers via ibccme tax, more money
for local governments...via the piggyback, more jobs created
in the State of Illincis. We're only talking aktout a ninety
thousand dollar ispact, that's the...the Tepartoent of
Bevenue®s own testimopy and there®s no reascr that the...the
people in this State...businessmen in this State wbo sell
rare coims, the coin dealers, should ke payipg sales tax shen
people goOe...can go to brokers like A.G. Edwards in the bank
building right bhere in Springfield, and pecple can go to the
Board of Trade and pay DO...no sales tax whatscever. 1 would
solicit your Aye vote. I think this is...this is an ispcr-
tant bill and corrects a...a terrible ineqguity in our systes.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE SAVICKZS)

Question is, shall Sepate Bill 1727 pass. 1Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The vgting is cpep. BHave

all voted who wish? BHave all voted who wish? Eave all voted
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who wish? Take the record. Gnm that guestion, the Ayes are
49, the MNays are 3, 1 voting Fresent. Senate Eill 1727 hav-
ing received the...comstitutional wmajority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1728, Senater Ftheredge. Bead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETAEY:

Senate Eill 1728.

(Secretary reads title of kill)

3rd reading of the till.
PBESIDING OCFFICER: (SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.
SENATOE ETHEBELGE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and ladies and Gentlemen of tbhe
Senate. This is basically a cleanup bill. 1l1t...affects ome
park district in the State of Illincis and it bagpens to be a
park district within way senatorial district. Bcst of
the...the law in regard to park districts sets a standard for
the presentation c¢f nmatters to the fublic at the tine of a
referendum, and it*s based upcon a [percentage c¢f the voter
turnout inm the last election for park district trustees.
Well, I happen to bave a park district which is organ-
ized...the only park district in the State cf 1llincis organ-
ized under that pcrtion of the Code which fprovides for an
appointed park...district trustees; therefcre, there is no
standard set for presenting public...or gquestions to the
public, that®s what By bill dces. 1 would ke very happy tc
respond to amy questicus.

PBESIDING QFFICEE: (SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? 1If nct, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1728 pass. Those in faver vcte Aye. Those
opposed vote Naye. 1be voting is open. Bave all vcted skho
wish? Have all voted who wish? BHave all scted who wish?
Take the record. OCn that gquestion, the Ayes are 51, the MNays

are none, none vcting Present. Senate Eill 172€ having
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received the constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1732, Senator Fhilig. Sepator Ehilip, 1732.
1734, Senator Bloom. Eead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 1734,

(Secretary reads title of hillf'

3rd reading of the kill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eloos.
SENATOR BLCCN:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and fellow Senatcise. This is
minor bill. What it does is allow for the Cossunity Devel-
oped Finance Corporation to Lasically do intergovernmental
contractual agreemepts with the Illincis Leveloppent Finance
Authority and DCCA to finance projects. 1It*s one of those
technical things. Ansver questions; cthetrwise, seek its pas-
sage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKAS)

'1s there any discussion? Sepator Nevwhouse. ADYe-eany
fprthet discussion? The gquestion is, shall Sepate Bill 1734
pass. Those in favcr will vote Aye. Thcse cpposed vote Haya
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? EHave all voted
who wish? W®Rould ycu press Senator LCemuzig®s buttom, [flease.

Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. On that ques-
tion, the Ayes are 53, the MNays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1734 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Sepate Eill 1735, Senator
Berman. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretarya.

SECEETAEY: i
~esS€nate Eill 17235,
{Secretary reads title af bill)
3rd reading of the till.
PBESIDING OFFICER:z {(SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eersan.
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SENATOF EEEMAN:

fhank you, Mr. Fresident and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1735 is a bill that applies only to the
Chicago Board of Education and the Chicago School Finance
Authority. It increases their bcnd authorizaticn and author-
izes the issuance of pipety-five pillion dollars of tonds for
school building rebakbilitation. 1Ip compittec some questicas
were raised as to scpe technical language that was in the
bill. Welve been +trying tc work it out...get some answers
from the Bond Counsel and attorneys for the firance authority
and the school board which I mish tc candidly say...have not
answered the guestions that I have raised. 1 have a commit-
ment that this bill will be amended in the Eouse uhen we
get...when we bave some time to address those technical gques-
tions that were raised, so the bill will ke kack before it
leaves the General Assembly. 1I%'d be glad toc respond to any
guestions and ask for your Aye vote.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? 1If nct, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1735 pass. Those ip favcr will vcte Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all wvcted who
wish? Have all voted wvho wish? Take the 1record. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 53, the DMNays are ncne, 1 voting
Present. Sepate Bill 1735 having received the constituticnal
majority is declared passed. For what purpose does Senator
Newhouse arise?

SENATGR KEWEQUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I%d like the record to show
that on Senate Bill 1727 1 was registered as Ayea That
should have keen a Nc vote.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

The record will sc indicate.
SENATOR NEWEGUSE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident.
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PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate Bill 174C, Senator Sszith. Fead the bill, Mr.

Secretary.
SECHETAEY:

Senate Eill 1740.

{Secretary reads title of Pkill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Snmithe.

SENATOR SMI1B:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and nepbers...Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate...Senate Eill...1740 exempts a child
with a physical bhandicap f£frowm being secured im & «child
restraint system provided that such a handicap is documented
5y a physician who shall describe the nature cf the handicap
and the reason whby the restraint is ipappoopriate. Currently
there is a House bill that was handled by one of the legis-
lators over in the Hcuse that the Child...Erctection 2ct, it
did not take iwbto consideration the problen that a physically
handicapped child wmight have been...might have. There are
certain peurclogical...conditions that would aggravate the
consideration of which should take pricrity cver any supposed
benefits that such restraints might grovide. Fgr an exanmple,
a child with wultiple sclerosis, chiefly cf young adults,
characterized by speech disturbances, muscular incoordipation
and muscular weakness, these restraints sculd net allos bhin
the freedom of that aknormal motion; but with the cooreration
of their doctor and the support of their parents, it wculd
reasonably be expected that the parent or custgdian of the
child would carry cut the instructions c¢f their doctor,
thereby providing adequate care and, at the same time, ade-
quate safeguards as this law is intended tc provide. Mr.
President and member; of the Senate, I ask for your favorable

vote.
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PRéSIDING CEFICEE: (SENEATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
Senate Eill 1740 f[fass. Those in favcr vcte Aye. Thcse
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde Cn
thate..on that gquestion, the dyes are 51, the Bays are none,
none voting Presenta Senate Bill 1740 baving received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1746, Senator Davidson. Fead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETIAEY:

Senate Eill 1746.

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

Senator Lavidsorn.

SENATORE LAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this bill does
exactly what it says cn the Calendar and ite...this really is
to correct a coversight we did 1last year. Last year the
Legislature passed that unit and dual districts +would bave
this authority and we left out there®s twelve special charter
districts in the State, Bost of them...the kig pcpulation
centers of the State. Appreciate a favorakle 1cll call.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there amy discussion? If not, the question is, sbhall
Senate Bill 1746 pass. Those in favor will vcte Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are nome, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1746 having received the constituticnal
majority is declared passed. Senate EFill..fcr what...Senator
Hall, for what purfose do youa..Senate Bill 1747, Senatocr
Davidson. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBEETAEY:
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Senate Eill 1747.
{Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator lavidson.

SENATOR CAVIDSCN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this bill is

exactly as on the Calendar, same as tbe opricr

kill.

Is...last yeanp in the cversight we...when ve tcok care of the

opit and dual districts we left out the...special charter.

This does the same thing. The amendment that was added ocnto

the Floor was to correct relation to Chapran and Cutler

kcnd

ruling on those twelve districts who had thkeir things all

ready to go last year before this bill fessedaaal
before a court ruling came dcun and were hung out in
and this will correct that...that 1ligbo status for
selves. Appreciate a favorable roll call.
PHEESIDING GEFICER: {SESATICE SAVICK2S)

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

Senate Bill 1747 pass. Those in favor will wcte Aye.

mgan,
linko

thes-

shall

Those

opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? fake the reccrd. Cn

that

question, the Ayes are 53, the Bays are ncne, none voting

Present. Senate Bill 1747 having received the ccostitu-

tional wmajority is declared passed. Senate Eill 1752,
tor Welch. ©F5ead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECBETAEY:

Senate Eill 175%.

{Secretary reads title of till)

3rd reading of the Lill.
PEESIDING OFFEICEE: {SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator %elch.
SENATOR RELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. The purpcse of this bill

Sepa-
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amend the Consuser Fraud and Deceptive Business Fractice Act
by including as a deceptive practice ¢the offering of
merchandises free without conditicen or otligation «wken, in
fact, it is not without any conditicn or ctligation. We have
included an asendment tao the bill which takes care of some of
the objections raised to the bill. Basically the purpose of
the bill is to take care of situaticns where trips to various
states are offered as free when, in fact, you have tc go and
there is an obligaticn of viewing filss cr seeing lots or
being taken through various facilities, and I sguld mcve for
a favoraktle vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENBATOE SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? 1If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 1752 pass. Those in faver will wcte Aye. Thcse
opposed wote DNay. The voting is cpen. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? 1Take the reccrde Cn that
guestion, the Ayes are 5z, the Bays are nong, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1752 having received the coenstitu-
tional majority is declared fpassed. Senate Eill 1754, Sena-
tor ¥elch. Senate Eill 1755. BRead the Lkill, r. Secretary.
SECBRETAEY:

Senate Eill 175¢.

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

Senator Welch.

SENATCGR SELCH:

Thank you, Br. President. After amending this bill, the
bill has been toned down to basically deal with the prcce-
dures to be taken by a judge issuing a restraining ¢rder or
injunction and bow a hearing will ke held pricr to a lien
being issued pursuant tc potential crimes ccamitted under the
Narcotics Profit Forfeiture Act. I wculd ask for adoption of

this kill.



Fage 110 - MAY 23, 1984

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 1755 pass. Those in favor will vcte Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting i=s open. BHave all woted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. ¢n  that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Bays are pone, none voting
Present. Sepate Bill 1755 bhaving received the copstitu—
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Eill 1756, Sena-
tor Helch. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretarye.

SECEETAEY:

Senate Eill 1756.

(Secretary reads title of Lkill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OEFICER: {SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator kelch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This is a Lkill that is similar
to one we passed out of here last Session. 1Thbe bill passed
out of the Senate nearly upanimously. It ram intc a rccky
road in the House. It's back once again. Gpe of the pur-
poses...the main purpose of the bill is tc ccwer an area that
is not covered by the Business Franchise Act. M@Hbat those
were called a business opportunities, you don*t actually have
a franchice, what you have is an opportunity. Cne of the
particular problems that has arisen is where individoals cone
out and sell a business copportunity such as buying intc a
worn farm and then they agree to come back and kuy the Ero-
duction of the farm back frosm the consumer and they don't.
So, I would move for the fassage of this kill.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKAS)
Is there any discussion? Senatcr Fasell.
SENATOBR FAWELL:
Thank ycu, Mr. Fresident. Would the sgcpscr yield fer a

question?



Fage 111 - MAY 23, 1984

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENKATOR SAVICKAS)

He ipdicates he®'1l yield.

SENATOR FAKELL:

According toc our analysis, the Legpartsent cf Commerce and
Community Affair is ocpposed to this bill. Are we gocing to
burden our businesses again with...with ¢ne more restraint
that®s qgoing to cause problems later with this rill?
PRESIDING GFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR KELCBH:

®hat we are trying to do is to make sure that cur con-
sumers in the State are taken care cf. 1legitigate kusinesses
certainly need not fear this bill. What we are trying to do
is make sure that these opportunities which bappen to arise
in the course of business are fully disclosed. The purpose
being...to make sure cobsumers are asare of what they're get-
ting into, that there are certain reporting requirements on
the businesses. As far as Department of Cosmerce and Coa-
aunity Affaips being opposed, I don%t recall them appearing
in the committee in cgpcsition, Senator, and 1 have...I have
not bad anything din writing from thes as to their exact
opposition, so I don®t know what their cosglaint is.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senatgr Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Then this is not 1like the...the bill Ve passed
yesterdaye...the rocfing bill that...that %ill ask people
tO0...t0 come up with a license c¢r come uf with...with prcof,
and we're @not going to go thrcugh all this? I pean, if
somebody wants to start a business, isn*t there scaething
called, buyer beware? You kmow, I sometimes think e get to
the point where se are trying to protect sc macy peofple, in
the...in the long-rup shat we do iS...is basstring thenm.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Nelches
SENATOE ®ELCH:

Well, Senator Fawell, 1let the buyer teware has bedan a
often invoked phrase, but the questiony is whether there is
equal bargaining [fower on both sides, and you dog't have
egual bargaining power where cne side is being deceptive or
not telling the person all of the facts invclved in pegotia-
tions, and so that is ome of the reasons why...ue are trying
to enact this bill so that iwdividuals, sc that they can
beware, first are agpprised of what they are getting into.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not,...if not, the ques-
tion is, shall Senate Eill 1756 pass. 1bcse in faver will
vote Aye. Those oprosed vote Nay. The vctipg is cpen. Bave
all voted who wish? Have all voted whbo wish? EHave all voted
who wish? Take the record. O©On that gquestion, the Ayes are
39, the ©DNays are 13, none voting Fresent. Sepate Bill 1756
having received the constituticnal wmajcrity is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1767, Senator Schaffer. Bead the bill,
¥r. Secretarye.

SECBEETAERY:

Senate Eill 1767.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Ekill.
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATGR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffera
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. EFresident and pembers of the Senate, this is a admin-
istration bill also sugported by the Tosunship Cfficials Asso-
ciation that provides thkat at lecast one memkter of the Public
Aid Compittee of a county under township organizatign shall
be a person knowledgeable in the area cf geperal assistance
and the regulations of the Department of Fublic Aid and pro-

vides that if no such person is availaktle ¢n the ccsmittee,
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that the departsent =shall...designate an esmployee of the
department to be...preésent at the ccaBittec...meetings to
give advice. In the o0ld days, in the cld ccunty Loard of
supervisors days, all the county board mexkters, or at least
msost of +them, wvwere also supervisors on handling general
assistance. Since we nc lgnger elect ccunty bkocard wmenkers
with that criteria, we are starting to find these puklic aid
committees at the county level comprised cf pecple that bave
no knouledge at all of public aid policy amd, consegquently,
the township officials and the department feel that we nDpeed
to have some expertise available tc that copnrittee to inter-
pret the rather volumincus regulaticns and laws now imvolving
general assistance and public aid in general. 1 know of no
gpposition to the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER:s (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 1767 pass. Those in favor will vcte Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all vcted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 1. <Senate Eill 1767
having received the constituticnal wmajority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1781, Senator Ccllirs. Eead the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECEETAFY:

Senate Eill 1781.

(Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the till.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEFATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank ycu, Mr. President and menbers ¢f the Senate.
Senate Eill 1781 is the Job Training Cccrdipating Council.
The bill simply gives statutory authopity to the Govermor’s

Executive Order No. 6. The bill passed thkis Ecdy last year,
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both Houses, and was amendatorily vetoed by the Governor,
passed the Senate and then schehow got caught up in...in the
log jam in the House last year and it died on the Calendar.
There...there®s no...I don*t think any chbjection at all to
the bill, DCCA, the...the council itself. %¥e...we bhave pat
in the Governor®s awsendatorily veto lamguage, and I think
everyone is happy and I would ask fcr an affirmative vote.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SESATOR SAVICKAS) l

Is there any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATCR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I've been working with Senator Collins on this bill.
It came out of Sepate Labor and Ccmmerce unanimously. 1It's
not that it®s totally without contrcversy, but we have okayed
it in the past. It does basically recreate an e€xisting
system, but I thirk if you lock it over, we®ll grobakbly
recreate the system in a little better £fors, and 1 would
solicit the support of my Bepublican cclleagues.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Sebpator Eecker.
SENATOR EECKER:

Thank you, H#r. Eresident. I rise in sugpcrt of this bill
for omne reason and one reason only. In the Sunkelt States
today, an industry that decides to move fros the State of
Illinois into one of the Sunbelt States contacts this council
in that state. They immediately start retraining people
before the industry leaves Illincis, moves tc that Sunbelt
State, they open the dcors, they have the trained helgp. 1It®s
about time the State of Illinois does sake up. let's see
this bill £fl1ly, get it over to the House and let it f£fly and
let the Governor get a prograsm such as this started in cur
State, because God kncus we peed it; and after listening to
the President of the Senate say yesterday, there®s a pos-

sibility of picking ur a hundred to four hundred weillion
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dollars in lost tazes, this is cme sway toc put it to good use.
I rise ip support of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE EEUCE)
Further discussion? Senatcor Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. A gquestion of the sponsor.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SESNATOE ERUOCE)

Indicates she will yield. Senatcr Maitlanda
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Collins, I...I agree with the statemegts sade
by...by Senator Becker, but it’s...as I recall, you and 1
serve on d..-o0n a particular council called the Statewide Co-
ordinatipg Council, and I...I's scgdering bcw this differs
fron the council that you and I both serve on.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EKUCE)

Senator Collips.

SENAIOB CGCLLINS:

I..sI'm sure, as you know, the...the...the council ¢that
We serve on has no statutory authority. It dcesn®t have any
teeth at all. Through this particular prcpcsal, there's
legislative oversight, the...the reporting dates have changed
in this bill so that the Legislature can have an opportugity
to review the prcgrams that comes in frgn the lccal EI1C, and
the budgets are all subject to the approgrriation process
through the lLegislature. I...I think it's gocing to give more
strength to the extisting council. Many pecgle on the coun-~-
cil feel that it®s just a rubber stamp.

PHESIDING OFFICEER: {SENATOBR EBUCE)

All right, further discussion? Sebatcr Grctterg.
SENATCBR GECTIEEEG:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and fellow mepkers. I think 1
am going nmuts or deja vuo or shat in heavens pame is going
on? Half of cur time has been spent arcund here, and the

next twc weeks will be spent, chcopping every ccpmission se
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can find or trying to salvage a fewv worthwhile existing
comnissions, and I see a forty-five member bocndoggle lacking
at us from the Governdr®s shop of...of new...ard as you Just
suggested, jyou've already got one. Cculdn®t you just legal-
ize the cone you've gat? That would ke a start, but this is
something new, Senators, amd it worries me. It may be an
adninistration bill and it may have all the gentle effects
and all of the deals may be made, but to se, nct today, given
the things se've been talking about around here. 1'd like to
see it taken cut of the record befgre 1...if it's that
good,...really not trying toc make anymore epesigs today than
I wmade yesterday, but explain +to us wby we shouldn®t all
think we've gone puts.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR EBUCE)

Serator Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, Senator, 1%p like Senator D%Arcc, I think you should
go on to Congress. This...and read a little tetter when you
get up there. This ic a manned Federal mandate and it is, in
fact, codifying the existing ccumcil. The ccuncil already
exists. All we're doing is really giving it ocre teeth. We
have to do this ctherwise we will forfeit the job training
and partnership Federal monies that come to the Statea
PBEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE EBUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Maitlaode.

SESATCR HAITIAND:

Well, I apologize, Mr. President, for rising the second
time. Much of what..what Senator Grotlerg says is very true.
What...what this is, quite frankly, it's a...it?s a turf
problem betuween the...the Govermor's 0Office and...and the
General Assenbly. The...the Statewide Coordinating Council is
working. It's been working ncw for over a year. 1 happep to
serve on that council. The...the Federal Act...the Federal

Act clearly says that...the Statewide Cocrdinating Coupgcil
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will be picked by the Governor, but this, as Sepnator Collims
says, may give it mcre...more strength apd it will on go...ke
ongoing just like it is now, and I would suggest that we pass
the bill out of here and...and be akout our task.
PBESILCING OFFICER: (SENATCE EBUCEF)

Further discussico? Sepmator Euzkee.
SENATCE EUZEEE:

%ell, as...Senator Maitland, I"De..I?s a little surprised
at how quickly you capitulate, because as...as 1 understand
it, wunder the Federal legislation, the Governor is the one
that's suppose to apfpcint this board, and 1 have always been
one that bas stocd up in favor of legislative equity sith
that of the Executive, but I thipk this is a situation where
d..s.the Chief Executive Officer of this State, the Governcr,
should be the one tc appoint this council, aud I think that
he ought +to appoint it the way that he wants to agpoint it
under the aegis of the Federal 1law, and 1 <sc€e€ nc reason
whatsoever to pass this bill.

PBESIDING CFFICERB: (SEBATGR BBUCE)

Further discussiop? Further discussion? Senator Collins
may close.
SENATOR CCLLINS:

Well, let...let ae respond tc Senatcr Euzbee. Senator
Buzbee, this legislation does not take the authority away
from the Governor to apfpoint the menbers of the council. They
will still be agpointed by the Governcr, ané Lty the way, I'=z
sure that the Governor'*s Gffice has siqned off ¢n this Lill.
The existing ccuncil has sigoed off cn this bill, and I
understand LECCA has signed off opn this bill. ke will select
the nmembers and they will come before the Sepmate for con-
firmation. That process will not chagge. I sculd ask for an
affirmative vote.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SEEATCR EEUCE)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1781 pass. Those im favor
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vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. 1he vcting is open. Have
all voted whbo wish? Have all vcted whc wish? 9Take tbhe
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes 46, the Nays are 7, 1
voting [Freseat. Sepate Bill 17€1 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1787, Sepatcr Ebilipg. 1790, Senator [L[arrow. 17291,
Senator Luft. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, flease.
SECBETAEY:

Senate Eill 1791.

{Secretary reads title of Lill)

3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator ILuft.
SENATOB 1UFT:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Could I start, please, by ask-
ing leave to ask...add Senator Kustra as a hyphenated
sponsor?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEEATCR EEUCE)

Is there leave? Lleave is granteda
SENAICE LUET:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. Currently, the 1llinois Incoame
Tax Act treats each taxpayer of a unitary Lusiness grcup as a
separate entity for the purpcses of assessing and collecting
tax 1liabilities, creditipg payments and refund overpayments.
This approach apparently creates an adsinistrative burden on
the Department of Bevenue personnel acd inccnveniences tax-
payers filing returns o¢n a combined agpforticnment basis.
What we're trying tc do with Senate Pill 1791, &€ would allcw
menbers of a unitary busibess group to elect to be traded as
a single taxable entity for the purpcses ¢f returns, exten-
sions, refunds, assessments, ccllectiogs and payaents. It
also persits menbers of a unitary busigess grcup tc agply
overpayments to the liabilities of each semkters of the saane

unitary business grcup for the same taxaktle year. The sug~-
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porters of the bill believe this elisinates many of the
adninistrative problens with the upitary tax law. 1 would
attempt to answer any questicns. If there are none, I wculd
move for the passage of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGRB EEUCE)

Is there discussion? Senmator L[elngelis.
SENATOR L[eANGELIS:

Thank you, #r. Eresident. I <rise in <support as the
hyphenated sponsor cf this. It does make it a lot easier to,
in fact, do your income tax return. 1t has aksolutely no
impact op unitary. It's just a patter cf...the wmanner in
which the return in pregared. 1 urge its suppcrt.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussicn? Semator Gec-Karis.
SENATOR GEC—KAEBIS:

Eili the spopsor yield for a question?
PBESIDING OFEFICER: (SENATCE EEUCE)

Indicates be will yield. Senator Gec-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KABIS:

About two years ago we did pass a bill covering the uni-
tary tax. Now, does your bill change any cf tke basic struc-
tures of that Ltil1lz?

PBEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Luft.

SENATORE LUFT:

Noe
PBESIDING CFFICER: {SENATCB EEUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEG-KAEIS:

Then am I to understand that the c¢pnly thing that your
bill does 1is give an election to the unitary lusiness groug
to file comkined return in order to pay the taxes payable by
all pembers of the grgup?

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR ERUCE)
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Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

That's my understanding.
PBESIDING OFFICERBR: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KAEIS:

Then wculd you flease explain tc me...well, one guesticn
and maybe you can answer it, I*n not sure 1 can understand
thiss Are you saying then that basically the way we passed
the bill two or three years ago, it still stands...shat is
this, just a convenience of...of return or does it transglant
where the taxes are tc ke attributed?

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOE EEOCE)

Senator Luft.

SENATCR LUFT:

Shat it does is allcw a unitary business tc file a return
as a single entity. It changes nothing else cther than that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Further discussicn? Further discussion? Serator Luft
may closea
SENATOBR LUFI:

Favorable roll call, please.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE EEUCE)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1791 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The vcting is opegn. EHave
all voted who wish? Have all voted whe wish? Take the
record. On that gquesticn, the 2Ayes are £S5, the KNays are
none, none voting Present. Sepnate Eill 1791 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1793, Sematcr Blcom. Bead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary, please.

SECEETAEY:
Senate Eill 1793,

{Secretary reads title of kill)
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3rd reading of the till.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Eloosn.

SENATOR ELGCH:

Well, thank you, very much, PMr. Eresident and fellow
Senators. This bill does exactly what the syncpsis says it
does, comes out of our work sith the Sentencing Ccmmission
and provides an cppertunity for the victims tc bave their say
at both the sentencing and parole level. Essentially, too
Buch in this Body and cther bodies we focus cn the rights of
the defendant and sometimes forget akout thke victiam, and s¢
Sepator Sangmeister and I would urge the passage of this.
Answer any questions; ctherwise, seek a favorakle roll call.
PRESIDING COFEICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Liscussion? Guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1793 pass. Those imn favcr vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? EBave
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guesticam, the
Ayes are 57, the Nays are nome, nohe voting Frgsent. Senate
Bill 1793 having received the required copstitutional major-
ity 1is declared [passeda Senate Eill 1794, Senator Blcom.
Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECEETAEY:
Senate Eill 1794.
{Secretary reads title of tkill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: §SENATOR EBUCE)
. Senator Eloom.
SENATCE ELCCHM:

Thank you, very much, Mr. Fresident and fellow Senators.
This bill comes from the State poclice, and basically it
addresses a problen you...you see more oftem in the rural
parts of +the States than in the urban fparts of the State.

Essentially, the bill as amended enhances the penalty fcr
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fleeing and eluding. The elements of the cffense are that
there is property damage in excess of thrge bundred dcllars,
that there is a personal injury or death involved.
What...what se have is that some of cur pglice officers are
at risk when people flee and elude and there bave Leen sope
fairly sericus accidents, and so the State pclice feel that
this would serve as a...a safequard against thbat. Answer any
questions; ctherwise, seek a favoratle rcll call.

PEESIDIKG QFFICEF: (SENATICR BEUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall Sepate
Bill 1794 Gpass. Those in...Senator Netsch, did you seek
recognition?

SENATGR NETSCH:

Yes, I did. Not really having to do with the =substance
of the bill, but I think some of us are a little bit confused
about the policy. W®e thought we recalled that there had been
a determination made that...increases and penalties and the
addition of new fenalties and all, that kills c¢f +that sort
were not to be coming to the Floor of the Semate until the
problem cf prison overcrowding mas either resclved oI there
was a general look at the whole structure cf sentences, and I
quess we just sipply dcn®t know why this till and not others
that we helieve' were held up in committee cr subccmmittee.
Can Senator Eloon answer that gquesticon?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCOE EBUCE)

Senator Elcos. .
SENATOR ELGCH:

Partially. The...last year we did say Dno...no pore
enhancesments for that year and indeed did not...enhance gen-
alties outside of perhaps House Eill 606, Lut that®s ancther
story. However, this year, I think Senator Jderemiah Jcyce
had a bill and there are a couple of other kills tbat address
very pressing prchlems. As a matter of fact, 1 had this

identical bill last year and held it ip ccrmaittee for that
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reason; hovever, the Sentencing Cossissiop and the Departaent
of Corrections are€...have wsade =some [grogress sc ites
not...the situation is not at quite the crisis proporticn
that perhaps it was a year ago. Maybe <Senatcr Sangmeister
could add toc those ccnoents.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATCB EEUCE)

Is there further discussion? Senator Sanqggeister.
SENATCBR SANGMEISTEE:

Well, a little bit of further clarification. Every till
that came out of the Rules Ccomittee that...that a mesber of
this Bcdy vwent in and asked for a ccpsideration frosm the
Bules Cospittee and that the Fules Coanrittee felt ought to te
considered was considered on its perit this tigme. Bcw  Lketh
of youare wmembers of...of oy committee and sat there when
these bills were presented. HWe did not hase a zule in this
last Session that every single pernalty ephancenment kill was
going to go to a sukccapittee.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Egacr.
SENATCB EGAN:

Well, yes, Nr. Eresident and metbers of ?he Senate, I...1
thoroughly appreciate the attitude of bctbl 8y colleaques,
Senator Bloom and Senator Sangmeister, Lut the fact is that
se have not beem totally comsistent. I kncw Senator Collias
and...there was ancther bill frcm Sepator, l...] think, Geo-
Karis and also Senator Fawell, I believe, had bills that, at
By insistence, went tc a subconmitteg because they needed an
awful lot of work to make a determinaticn on how they
affected the whole system. DNow, I don't think yours has any
earthshaking problen like I did with theirs, but the fact is,
just in defense of those purists here that tbick that every-
thing should be one hundred percent in gne directicg or the
other, we have not been totally uniforw, and 1 confess, as a

matter of...as a measber of the coamittee, that that isn't
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necessarily bade I just suggest that...that it shculd be
explained, and I'p...I'D...fcr your kill. 1%n going to vote
Aye, and l...I just swanted that explaineda

PBESIDING GFFICEE: {SEKATCR EEFUCE)

«eeS€nator Sangmeister.

END OF BEEL
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REEL #4
SENATOBR SANGMEISTER:

Machine cutoff...the second time for which I agpclogize.
This is the only bill that I can think of that that gossibly
happened. On the other bills, Senatcr Egas, ycu're referring
to vere referred to subcommittee fcxr cther...for cther
reasons then the fact that the enhanced Efenalties. You're
right, they needed study in a lot of other different areas,
but this is the cmply one that I know of with enhancesent of
penalties that went through. The State folice were ccncerned
about it. It came cut of the Bules Committee and, ycu kgow,
you sit omn that cospittee, I don®t know shether jou wmere
there that day or not that wemt it through, ©Lut ckviously
there was no cobjection at that time, sc if there¢ is any
inconsistency, I certainly want to apclogize fcr it.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EBEUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Alright, may wue
have some order. Sepator Elcom, ycu may close.

SENATOE ELOGHM:

Well, thank you, very wmuch. Eriefly, the cogcergs 1
appreciat€...

PRESIDING QFFICEE: (SEFNATCR BEUCE)

«asS€nator Bloos, if you®ll wait just a second. &CIA is
seeking persission to videotape the proceedings, and without
leaveesbith leaves..is there leave? lLecave is granted. Dbow,
if you®ll start again, Senmator Elcoa.

SENATCR ELCCH:

Alright. ®ell, thank you. I'd...I'd just briefly closing,
We...Senator Joyce had a bill that came through our ccomittece
thate...enhanced penalties for driving school tuses under the
influence and that...tc address specific target areas. 1This,
we voluntarily held 1last year and 1 believe that it's gcod
policy. I believe cutside of the questions raised, not focus-

ing on the bill itself, that it merits your <support, and I
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would seek a favorable roll call. Thank ygu, very nuch.
PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATQGR BERUCE)

Question 1is, shall Senate Bill 1794 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those oppcsed vote Nay. The voting is open. Eave
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questiom, the Ayes are 57, the Kays are none, pone
voting Present. Semate Bill 1794 baving received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1797,
Senator Newhouse. Fead the bill, Mr. Secretary, fglease.
SECBRETAEY:

Senate Eill 1797.

(Secretary reads title of Lkill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PREESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATCR EEBUCE)
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR KNEWHGQUSE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Mr. Fresident, Senators, this
bill authorizes the Department of Fublic 2id tc coniract with
coamunity based organizatioms to provide demomstration health
care programs for 1lo® imccme cospunities fcr threeé years.
It's a voluntary programe It's sugported by the Department of
Public Aid. I know cf no objection. I1°d ask fcr a favoraktle
roll call.

PBESIDIBG OFFICEE: (SENATCRE EBOCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
Senate Eill 1797 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppgsed
vote Nay. Senator Marovitz, did you bave a question? Senator
Marovitz.

SENATOE MAROVITZ:

I was just going to rise in support of the legislation.
It*s good legislatice, but I think everybody will know it by
all the greenm lights you'll sece.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Alright. The question is, shall Sepate Eill 1797 pass.
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Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed uwcte Naye. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? BHave all voted sho wish?
Take éhe record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are 1, none voting Fresent. Sepate Eill 1797 baving received
the required constitutional nmajority is declared passed.
Senate Eill 1798, Senator Jercme Joyce. Bead the bill, Mr.
Secretary, please.
SECEETABY:

Senate Eill 1798.

{Secretary reads title of Lill)

3rd reading of the Ltill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: ([SENATGR EEBUCE)

Senator Jercgse JcycCe€.
SENATICE JERCHE JCICE:

Thank you, 8r. President. This does eiactly that, it con-
veys three hundred and twenty acres that is c¢n the Manteno
Hospital grounds tc the City of Mantenc for pqssible use of
locating an industrial firm. They bave one ig sind. The prob-
len they have is that...if the tine comes +when this firo
could 1locate there, to be eligible fcr gramts and sc fortkh
they would neede...to be able tc mcve faster tham se€ cculd
here if we're not in Session. That®s why 1I*s cgnveying it to
the City of Mantenc. It has a reverter clause, that if this
does not happen, it comes back in five years, it goes back to
the University of Illincis. The U cf I doesp®t have any prokt-
len with this with the reverter clause in it, sc I sculd ask
JOUI SUPEOCIt.

PBESICING QFFICEE: (SENARTCR EBRUCE)

Is there discussicn? Senator Fasell.
SENATOBR EFAWELL:

Thaok you, Hr. President. Would the...spcnsor yield for
som€ gquestions?

PEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR EFBUCE)

Indicates he will yield.
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SENATOR FANELL:

Senator, I have some information that 1 received fros the
University of Illincis Governmental Felaticns L[e¢partment that
I reqguested, and I understand that this Frcgperty is worth
approxinately twenty-four hundred dcllars ar acre, which
brings the total vworth of that property soxewhere Letween
eight hundred thousand and a million dgllars. 3IS...aLe you
aware of that?

PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SEBATCR EERUCE)

May we bave some crder, please. We wuould take our confer-
ences off the FloOre...Se€nator Jercse Joycea
SENATOR JEROME JCGYCE:

¥es. I would 1like to ask ycu, Semator, are you aware
what the University of Illimcis paid for this property?
PRESIDING OFFICEE:z {SENATCR REUCE)

Senatcr Fawell.

SENATOR FAWEILIL:

I understand it was conveyed to them cm a guictclaim deed
fros Manteno. My assumption is that somewhere along the line
the State of Illinois taxpayers did epd up tuying it frox
someone somewhere along the line.

PEESIDING GFEICER: (SEBATCR EERUCE)

Senator Jeroge JOYCEa
SENATOBR JEEOME JCYCE:

That®s correct. In about 19, 1 thimk it was, 20.
PBESIDING OFFICEBR: (SENATGB EEUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOER FASELL:

Ckay. I alsc have been told that right ncw we are gener-
ating approximately fifty thousand docllars Ly leasing this
land to a farmer and that fifty thousand dcllars is gcing
into the Genepal Fevenue Fund. Is that truez?

PHBESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATCE BEUCE)

Senatcr Jerompe Joyce.
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SENATOB JERGME JCYCE:

I'm not avare of what that...sould gencrate, that could
be.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BEUCE)

Senatcr Fawell.

SENATOR FARELL:

It alsc says in your asendsent that you are willing to
convey the...the property back if the City of PRantenc fails
to use the property for industrial develcgment purgcses
within five years, cosmma, fail to isprove the property wvithin
five years, coama, o1 attempt to sell the propertye.
NOoWw,.e.when you talk about improvimg the prcgsrty, what are
you talking about? I mean, what would ygu say apn improverent
to a property was? .

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE EFRUCE)

Senator Jerome Joycea.

SENATCE JEBGREE JCYCE:

Well, what they're trying toc do with this progerty is
that there is a concern that the Lepartmept ¢f Commerce and
Community Affairs is working with a task force from Manteno
to get a firs to move intc this locality. This fira woculd
employ some four tc five hundred people the first year and
after that could employ ug tc seven or eight thocusand people.
Now, I don®t know if you’re avare of what®s bhappening at
Manteno, but the Governor has decided and the Lepartment of
Bental Health have decided to close the facility that is
there, and there are scme nine hundred fpecple who are out of
a job. Now, what we are trying toc dc and sbhat this task force
is trying to do is proscte some kiond of private industry to
come in there and pick up these pnine bundred fpeople whc are
going to be on the publice..on public aid cr shat bhave you,
if we don*t do that. So, I think that fcr five years if the
State of Illinois could transfer this property to the City of

Manteno for them to try and promote some type cf industry tc
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come into the State of Illincis, to provide jobs for people
that are going to ke cut of a job within the next year seepms
a very laudable cause, and it scegs WOCthao.the riske..for
five years to see if this could not do that. NOW, ifaaeeif
you're not in favor of that, I...I'd...what do ycu prcpose to
do with the nine hundred people who are being kicked cut cf a
job?
PEESILDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR EEUCE)

Senator Fawell.
SENATOE EFASELL:

I have no guarrel with...with ap industry coming in and
picking uf the nine bundred jobs. What ay question is, that
A, if such an industry does come in apd...and build a plant
on that piece c¢f property, at that pcimt ~ill the <City of
Mantenc rent? sell? convey? Hhat are they are doigg te do
that land? 2nd if it is...belongs tc...the tazxpayers of the
State of 1Illinois, will you in turn then reimkturse us which
is what every other city has beenr dcing since 19782 ¥Ycu tcok
sevel...67.7 acres last year for a dcllar frcm the Stats cf
Illinois, you are ncw wanting ancther three hundred and
twenty acres of...cf good farm land fcr ancther dcllar for
the city. You know, I agree with what ycu're +trying to dc,
but I...first of all, I cbject to the language uhere you say
ipproved and you dop®t...you could put a suing set up there
or name it as a park ande...and might consider that as an
improvement. I dcn't think the State ¢f Illincis is in the
business of allowing a city to wsalk off with a millicn
dollars worth of property . unless there is gcod use for it,
and it seens to me that what you shculd de¢ is bring it lback
to 2nd, put it just...cut out all the rest of it and just say
industrial land, number opbe; and number tsc, if some industry
comes in and buys that land, then the mobey ought tc go to
the State of Illinois. It shouldn®t ke given tc the city.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATGR EEUCE)
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Senator Jerose JOyCe€.
SENATCE JERCME JOYCE:

Thank you. The reason we are decing this is we are trying
to attract this industry. Bow, if we get this industry alkocut
to come to the State o¢f Illincis and we®re pot in Session and
ve can't use this land for some tyfe...ib cgnjucticm with
some kind of a bond, if we're not ip Sessicn, then what are
We are going to do? That®s why we want it cqgnveyed to the
City of Mantenc =sc they are im a pcsition to thate.
They...Manteno doesn®t want to go into tbe farming kusibness.
If this does not work, then se€®re...it's gcing to revert back
to the Ubpiversity of Illinois. The University cf Illinois bas
plans for this propexty or property...cigilar to it arocund
it. There®s twvelve hundred acres there that the State cf
Illinois ocsns. When this mental bealth facility back in...in
the forties bad eight thcusand peogle€...eight thousand resi-
dents there, it...it sas self-sufficient. They farmed that
property themselves. Ncw, they dcn®t do it, kut the State of
Illinois bas held omtc the property. &hat tLetter use for
property, that the State of Illincis has rather than in this
kind of an economic clisate to try and attract industry, pri-
vate industry, that will gay tazes? It will put pecple to
work, DnoOt...not public enmployees but private emplcyees. I
thought that®s what ygur side of the aisle sas all about,
Senator.

PEESILCING OFFICEE: (SENATOR BEUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATCB EANELL:

Not...not to belabor the point, all 1°a3 asking is, wculd
you be willing in the House +to fut an agendment on that
limits it to the industrial park not just general isprove-
aent, and would you be ©illing to also say thkat if you do
sell the land to a private industry that imstead of the City

of Manteno walking off with the money that it wculd be given
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back to the State, since it®s State property?
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR EEUCE)
Senator Jerome JCYCE.
SERATOE JEEOBE JGYCE:
Absolutely.
PERESIDING OFFICEBR: (SEBATGR BEUCE)

Alright. Senator Larrow. Sepator...Senatcx Grctherg.
SENATCB GECTEEEG:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and fellow aegbers. Senator
Joyce, it would be great if ycu can do it. We'we all tried
and it seems like I've always gotten py fingers caught in the
edge of the <cookie Jjar every tise I®ve tried it eveg in
Committee. And I can think of everybcdy e€lse c¢n the Flcor
that®s tried and failed. I think your cause is so just that
if you*d gproperly scrded it and put the State cf Illibois in
that business instead c¢f going through with the transfere..I
realize your negctiations are going -cm with the «city Lkut
there 1is nc consideration. Hell, I%ve triede.-l've tried to
get away with the Geneva Girls schocl apd Johm Friedland has
tried to get away with the Elgin*s...Mental...Mental Hospital
and we just don't let each other get away with that arcusd
here up till pow, last year. Eut what cam e do to belp you
in a different way? 1 would be pleased to do it, but 1 see no
reason shy the bill couldn®t be broughbt back and put forth
the proposition in bcndable lanuage, secure larguage, that if
and when the City of Manteno negotiates fQrL...the yes...as to
whether se®re in Session or out of Sessiop fcr a consider-
ation of certainly scmewhat sore tham a dcllar along the uay
that something cculd be dome, because you're gcing tc locse my
vote and I°d like tc give it to ycu.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATCR EEUCE)

Further discussion? Senatcr Elocs.
SENATOR ELCCH:

I fail to see what all the controversy is generating
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around this bill. We all have...those cf us sho have mental
health centers in our districts, the state is closing then
down. Espty buildings, unused land bas a wery distinct eco-
nomic impact on the communities in our district, amd sbhat
we're about 1is tc try and if Springfield gives you lemdns,
then you try and sake lenonade and 1 see wmethicg wrcng with
this. I respectfully disagree sith scome cof the prior speak-
ers. Thank you.
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR FEUCE)

Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KAERIS:

Mr. Eresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Semate, I rise
and speak in favor of the bill. There®s nc¢ gquestion that
there is a distressed situation when there is a facility
closed leaving people ocut of a Jjcb. Incidentally, im the
amendment to this bill it says to very definitely that if the
city atteppts to sell the PIOEE€Lty, the prop-
ertye..refers...returns back to the Board cf 1rustees of the
University of 1Illindis. So, 1 don't see that there is any
harm to be dome. It's goiang from one govergsental body to
another. It will...bas to be used for a gccd rungose. I sgeak
in favor of the Lill.

PBEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCE EERUCE)

Further discussion? Senatcr Vadalakene.
SENATCR VALDALAERENE:

Yes, just briefly, Mr. Fresident, and menbers of the
Senate, I think it was in the 1966 c¢r '6€9, I had bill...that
the Department of Mental Health conveyed seven hundred acres
of land to the City of Alton for free. Now, this is sixteen
years ago, and it's cne of the most beautiful farks downstate
Illinois, amd 1 tbink these kind of tills can ke put to
proper use and I think this is the time tg do it for Senator
Joyce.

PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATCR BEUCE)
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Senator Eock.
SENATCR EKCCK:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of Senate Eill 1798 and would 1like
to point out to the nembers, this discussion tock place
frankly in the Executive Committee. That all we¢ are deging, is
authorizing the Eocard of Trustee of the Upiversity cf I1l1i-
nois to pake this conveyance whep and if they are satisfied,
that in fact this company is ready to land bhere. We're not
giving anything avay. And when the U ¢f I Eocard is satisfied,
then they canm comvey; and if for sose reascn, like financinmg,
the industrial develcpment doesn’t take place, the property
reverts kack. 1 see notbing at all wrong sith this apd I urge
an Aye vcte.

PBEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATGRE BEUCE)

Further discussion? Senatcor Joyce mpay closea
SENATOB JEBOME JCYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...what we are asking for
iS...is s=ome relief here to a problem that was created when
the mental health facility in our...my district 4is closing.
It is...it is trying to shift the esphasis back on private
enterprise and wée...believe pe, we are nct trying to raid the
treasury or steal the State's land, that®s pct vwe're abagut.
As I said before, uc’re...the City of Mantenc is not about to
go into the farming business. If this ipdustrial thing does
not come through, it goes back to the Upiversity of Illincis,
and a few years down the road, they have plans for it. In the
meantime, we have other property there that they will gladly
let thews build the facility they wanted tc opn that. S¢, Ia..I
see no real problem with this. Nc cpe is trying to...to make
off with the State property, and I swould ask for yocur suf-
port.

PEESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATCR EEUCE)

The gquestion is, shall Semate Bill 1798 pass. fThose in
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favor vote Aye. Those cpposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted whc wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 51, the ¥ays are...52<,
the Nays are 3, none voting Present. Senate Eill 179€ having
received the required constituticnal smajority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1801, Sepator Kock. Bead the bill, 2r.
Secretary, please€.
SECEETAR1:

Senate Eill 1801,

(Secretary reads title of till)

3rd reading of the till.
PRESIDING OFFICEB: {(SENATCB ERUCE)

Senator Eocka
SENATOR ECCK:

Thank you, MHNr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1801 is an asendxent tc the Fuklic Utili-
ties Chapter of the Illinois Eevised Statutes, and it con-
cerns itself with the trasnsmission of gas. It bhas come to our
attention that we have landfills froam which we can produce or
the landfill operator can produce methare. 2nd the proklen
with producing the metbane is that how doc you distrikute it?
What this bill will do is wsould allow prcducers of landfill
gas to interconnect with existing r[pipelices to distritute
this gas. The point of it is that lardfills are with us
whether we like it or not. There are twc existing where they
feel they have the technoclogy ncw tc produce gas, partic-
ularly at Blue Island and at Calumet City; and shen the gas
is then transported it can be so0ld tc the ultipate consumer
at ouch less cost than is currently forced wugon tke con-
sumers, and with the skyrocketing cost of natural gas, little
has been accooplished, frankly, to provide any relief for the
consumer. It has been estimated that Illincis through its
Jandfill with the proper technology could produce enough gas

to heat forty-five thousand homes per year from landfill
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recovery methods. It is a remevable rescurce that concerns
itself +with the [froper ultimate use of sunicipal refuse. I
know of no objection. It is under the care and custody of
the 1Illinmois Ccomerce Conmission ig terms c¢f bow it cabn be
distributed, when it cam be distributed and it®s all dcne
pursvant to their rules and regulatiops. I urge a favorakle
vote.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATGCR EEFUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall Senate
Bill 1801 pass. Those in favor wote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is cpen. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted wvho wish? Take the record. Opn that guestion, the Ayes
are 57, the Bays are none, none voting Present. Senate BEBill
1801 having received the required cogstituticmal majcrity is
declared passed. Sevnate Bill 1802, Senatar Schuneman. Bead
the bill, ¥r. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECEETAEY: (MB. FERNANLES)
Senate Eill...Senate Eill 1802z,
(Secretary read title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)
Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Sepate Bill 1€0Z is a bill that sould grohibit exit
polls from being conducted within one hundred feet of a pcll-
ing place. 1There has been scme editorial cgaaent akcut this
bill around the State, and in some instances, newspagers in
particular have ipdicated that we would stcfp Fe€oplé€cuoncus
reporters from entering polling places and that they couldn't
ask questioans and all that sort of thing and...and that's
simply not true. S§bat the bill says is that nc¢ perscn shall
question or approach for the purpose of gquestioning amy indi-

vidual within one hundred feet of any polling place for the



Page 137 - MAY 23, 1984

purpose of deternining the candidates for whca or the public
guestions fer or against which the individval intends +to
vote, 1is voting or bas voted. So, repcrters cam still go
ON...go into polling places. They cap ask the questions akout
hov heavy the vote is, what the...turn...vcter turnout is and
that sort of thing, but they sisply can't apprcach vcters in
and around the polling place to ask peogle how they voted.
The television networks have been in...in a great comgetiticn
in the last few years trying to see which cne can outdo the
other in predicting who is going to win our election contest.
That cospetition was carried to thbe ridiculous extreme in the
last presidential election whep several of the netucrks
predicted the outcome of the election before the polls were
even closed in the Western States. Now the argument was made
in those states that kecause cf that predicticn, many pecple
figured there was nc point in their going tc vote since the
outcome had already been decided; therefore, people =stayed
away froan the polls, consequeptly, 1local elections were
affected. Now, I don®t know the extent tc¢ which tkat was
true« I understand that in California in garticular scme of
the Democrats said that they lost because of that...cf that
issue, and I can see thate..this is not a...a gactisag thing,
it could bappen the other way bext time, Cod forkid. Eut,
anyway, it might happen, and so I thipk that this is an issue
that we ought to take scme action op. Cther states bhave taken
action; for exasple, Alaska, Arkansas, Colcrado, Florida,
Hawaii, Kansas, Massachusetts, Rashingtcn and Wyoming have
already enacted Statutes of this kind, and sose of them wBuch
mor¢ restrictive than ours. Hawaii, for example, says that
you can®t conduct exit polling within a thcusand feet of the
polling place. All «se're doing here is suggesting that we
eliminate it within the one hundred fcot radius which is the
same restriction that applies to electicneering by capdidates

and that sort of thimg. So, I...I would ask your sugport of
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the bill. The bill passed out of the Executive Committee aon a
unanimous vote. B similar bill has already passed the House
and 1 solicit your sugport.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR CEMUZIOQ)
Alright. Discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:
I...I have a gquestion of the spcoscr.
PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR DEMUZ10Q)
Indicates he will yield. Senator WNelch.
SENATGR WELCH:

Senator Schuneman, your sain purpcse he€re is DOte..is
your sain purpose to discourage any polling at all or Just
the reporting of poll results prior to election...€lection
golls closing?

PBEESIDING QFFICEE: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Senﬁtor Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMNAN:

Well, my main purpcse is to protect the fgrivacy of the
voter im and around the polling place and stop the extenmt to
which voters are harassed bty being asked bcw tbey have vated
at the G[folling Fplace. Now, if they want to call them up in
their home afterward, I don't have any [proklem with that.
But, I think that...that we?ve tried tc protect the privacy
and the secrecy of the ballot and that this is sixply cne
more attempt to protect that.

PBRESIDING OFFICEE: (SEBATOR DENMUZIOQ)

Senator W®elch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Well, the...the example that®s cften used, the 1960 elec-
tion and the Califcrmia election results, was not really due
to early reporting of...projections...vhat it yas tasically
due to wsas President Carter comceding the election at atout
six o'clock Washington D.C. time, shich was about three

o'clock California time. Now, that =may bave beer a Lome
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—headed nove on his part, but I don®t thipk it bhad anything
to do with exit polling and reporting io irfluencing elec~-
tions. 1 think that there is a big problem btere with the
first amendment gquestion on two parts. Numker one, ycCuU...are,
first of all, interferring with the freedca of spcech of
voters, whether they want to talk tc a perscs or =nct; apd
npumber two, you®'re interferring «&ith the freedom of the
press, whether they can ask questions or nct. It sceps tc ne,
number one, you're getting us into a poteptial lawsuit here
in the State. 1%z certain that the gress is prctably going to
pursue this. Have you bhad any cases? Eave you done any
research on whether there is a freedom gf speech or freedon
of press prcblem and what was the result?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

tSenator Schuneszan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, Senator, as you know, freedom cf spe¢ech is a con-
stitutional guarantee, and your opinion akcut the constitu-
tionality of an issue is probably just as valid as pine until
the court bhas decided that issue. As far as freedcs of the
speech is...is ccncerned, the only freedcm that is restricted
here at all is the freedozm of question. Apy vcter wha wants
to ccme out of...dancing out of a...a polling place announc—
ing how he voted can do that. We're not re¢stricting that at
all. What we're 1estricting is the right c¢f pollsters to
approach voters and ask them how they voted. 7That's the only
restriction we®re making. I think it®*s a reascmatle c¢ne. We
make other restrictiocns of...of a sipilar pature. You can
not...your freedom of speech is restricted under the current
election laws in tbat you camnot enter the pclling place and
tell ﬁeople what a wonderful person you are and they ocught to
vote for you. And, so, you kncw, ¥e€...¥e have don€e..and 1
don*t mean that facetiously, but we have done similar things

in the past.
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PRESIDING QFFICEE: {(SENATOR LDEMDZ1Q)

Alright. Further discussicn? Sepator Eelch.
SENAICR GKELCH:

Well, the...the difference though is that ygu®re talking
about electioneering oo the part of caomdidates as ofpfosed to
questions of...public questions as tc whether fpecople ,feecl one
vay or another which I think is a 1legitisate right of tbhe
press to ask. You're combining freedom of sgeech and freedoa
of the press arquments here together, and I think that you're
treading oB...to very sacrosanct principles c¢f cur Cconstitu—
tion amd I don't think that we should dc this. I think the
better method would be to encourage the m¢dia ngt to regport
results of their pclling until after the gclls are closed but
to do that within the media structure with their own assccia-
tions. I don*t think se need to put a Statute cn the books,
and some other states may have dome so, tkut 1 don*t thipnk
that that was toc wise. Sc, I oppose this rill.

PBESILING CFFICEE: {SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Alright. Further discussion? Sepator Eall.
SENATCR HALL:

Would tbe spcmsor yield for a guestiog?
PRESIDING OFFICEER: (SENATCR DEMUZIOQ)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR EALL:

There®s some «cities that have boapds of elections. What
affect would this have on thes?
PRESIDING CFFICEE: (SENATOR LCENUZIO)

Senator Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I think...the affect would be the sanme all cover the
State, Senatore. Thees..there’s soze questian, frankly,
wvhether this bill is even needed, because cur current Statute
says that there shall nct be any electioneering or scliciting

of votes or engage im any political discussico with any pell-
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ing place. No perscn shall interrupt, hinder or ogpose any
voter while approaching withio one bundred feet of a polling
place. Now, I think that could be...could Le intergreted as
outlawing this activity oow, but I simply seek to put that
specific prohibiticn into cur las, and...ané the agswer to
your question I think is that it would apply equally to
comgissions as well acsa..
PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Senator Balle.
SENATCR EALL:

f§iell, I...according to what I understaod is that the
county clerks are cppesed to this, but ,[im places where you
have boards of elections, the county clerk doesn®t apgcint
these peofplea
PEESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Schunesabne.

SENATOR SCHUNERAN:

The Illinois Association cf County Clerks is in support
of this bill, and in fact, they were resyomsible for the
introduction of the cespanion bill in the Eouse.

PEESIDING OFFICEB: (SEEATGRE CENUZIOQ)

Furthere..Senator...Senator Hall.

SENATCB EALL:

Hell, Senator, by your oxb admission you said the bill is
not needed, so...why ar€ we progressing with it2
PRESILCING OFFICEBR: {SENATOR CENUZIQ)

Senator Schunesan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, J...I said that I...wbhat I wanted to do was nake
the prohibition specific. It's a matter of interpretation as
to whether it's peeded or not.

PBEESIDING QFFICEE: (SENATCOHK CEMUZIQ)

Senator Halla

SENATOB BHALIL:
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Bell, cne more question is, the etermal guestion, is who
wants it besides you?

PBESIDING CFFICEE: (SENATCE LCENUZIOG)

Senator Schunemana
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, we®ll scoon find out, Mr. EFresidept, I1°md...1'n not
sure...wvho wants it besides me, but we're going tc vote on it
VEry SOCh DCW.

PRESIDING OFFICEF: (SENATOR LEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Geo~Karisa.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Mr. Fresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, when
this bill first case about I had mizxed esotions, but I can
tell you, as a precinct committeewoman, Feople were asking
me, why are these people asking us .sbo ye wocted for and why
right bere in the polls? Isn®t that a fors of electiopeering?
Actually, from the present law that we d¢ have, when you ask
someone shat their vote is, you are engaging iD...ipg a par-
ticular type of golitical discussion. Se, as 1long as they
aree...the fpress is not prohibited from asking any voter a
hundred feet away from the polls how they voted, discuss any-
thing they sish, what®s wrong with it2 I +think the bill
simply clarifies it and clarifies the existing law shcuing
wvhere they can ask the guestions. 1f Jcu live in
rural...smaller areas like I do, 1 can assur€ ygu, the pecple
are very such affected by the questicns right io the folls. I
mean, I've seen it done. Sc, I thipk it®s wcrth a try agd 1
speak in favor of the Lill.

-PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOE DEMUZIQ)

Alright. Furtber discussion? Senator Ercce. Senator

Macdonald.
SENATOR MACCUONALD:
Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I rise in stricng support of

this bill and to bring up an aspect that is ©5pot yet Leen
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touched upon. This bill came out of cur cosmittee¢ unanimously,
and I want tc say that particularly in Ccok County frecinct
places, for those of us who are candidates, se are often
denied in...because of the...overcrowding and the nusher of
candidates, we are denied to have watchers...urless we cope
personally, or poll watchers or challengers in the polling
place because the pclling places sinply beccse t6o ccngested.
1 see no reason to allow exit pcllsters tc further confuse,
at peak hours, the...the voting pracess and cause the confu-
sion that such exit polling often causes. 1 think that it is
an excellent idea. It is not without precedent, we do already
have thke hundred yard...or bundred foot restriction ip many
other instances, particularly in electioneering, and I...I
feel that this is a fair bill. It iS 3.e.d8 NONFArtiSaD...GI a
bipartisan bill tc fprotect both parties and particularly to
protect the public ip their vcting and the privacy of their
votes, and 1 would ask for your sufppcrt of this kill.
PEESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senatcr Vadalakene.
SENATOR VADALAEEBE:

Yes, Senator Schuneman, I happened tao witness sqme exit
polling in...ip wy county where this couple was...I ask tkesm
where they wvere fros and they were...said they were fros
South Carolina, and they were within thirty feet frcn the
polling inside of a...of a restaurant and about ten feet froas
a telephone booth; and I stayed there about an bour and after
they got so many peofple tO.c..tO...that they interviewed, then
they call a certain base and give the results cf the electicn
up until that point. 1 think it was around two, two—thirty,
the polls don*t close till six or <seven, and they already
hade...advance information. My guestion to you is would this
prohibit this type of...of...cf repcrting?

PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schumneman.
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SENATOR SCHONEMAK:

Senator, it would prohibit their asking the guestion
within one hundred feet of the polling place, it would. The
enforcement of that law would be up to the election Jjudges,
and it would be at their discreticn as tc shether or not they
propose to bring charges against the wiclatcrs of that law.
PRESIDING OFFICEHR: (SENATOR CENUZ10)

Senator Vadalakene.

SENATOR VALALABENE:

Yes, I rise in sugport of this bill. This is a good bill.
You couldn®t hardly get into the pclling place because of
these [follsters...exit fpollsters, and 1 kelieve a hundred
feet away would be a legitisate place and ther, of course,
they would have to goc back to the teleghcne and make their
calls, but I think you have a good till bhere, Senator
Schunenan.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR DENUZIQ)

Purther discussion? Senatcr Fhilig.
SENATOR FHILIE:

Thank you, MNr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. 1 rise to sugpport Sepate Eill 180z fcr two reaschb.
Number one, as you koow, if you're a candidate or a person
campaigning for a candidate, you're not allowed within a bupn-
dred feet of the pclling place. Why we shculd sake an excep-
tion to the media or T.V. or the press is beyond nea
Secondly, one of the most distastful things toc gme is gging
home and turning on the boobtube about six c?clock at night
and looking at the news where they®re prcjecting a candi-
dates..as a winner when the pclls are still cpen for cme
hour. Now, if that dces any candidate either ycur party or ay
party any good, I sceehow don?t...don®t see thkat at all. 1
don*t like all these guesstigates. I don®t think we cgught to
allow them to do it, if I had anything tc say abcut it. It's

a good bill and we cught to suppcrt it.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator, did...did you have very many conmplaints from
election Jjudges as to this type of activities inside of the
polling place? ‘

PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Schupeman.

SENATOR SCHUFEHAN:

I...I know of...of some polling places in some of the
suburbapn counties where it was a problem, Senator. I don**:
think that it vas...to ay knovledge, the exit polling was
done in véry...feu places in amy own home district.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Purther .discussion? Senator Bock...further discussion?
Senator Schuneman may close. )
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. The heads of all three major
television networks have already announced that they will do
exit polling again in the presidential election of 1984, and
I'm sure that...that they have a right to do some of
those...some of those things, but it seems to me that in the
minds of mnmost reasonable people, they have to some extent
exceeded the bounds of propriety by announcing the results of
their polling prior to the close of elections. We have enough
trouble gettihg people to go to the polls now, and to the
extent. that - those people stay away because of the possible
harassment by other people approaching them, asking tbem bhow
they vbtéd, why they voted that way, what their income is,
these sorts of questions, I think ué ought to stop it within

L
)
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a hundred feet of the polling place. And I ask for your suap-
port. :
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1802 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave
all voted who wish? Take the reqord. On that guestion, the
Ayes are 39, the DNays are 13, none voting Present. Senate
Bill 1802 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. 1811, Senator Luft. Sepate Bill 1811,
Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEBRNANDES)
Senate Bill 1811,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUEFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Semate Bill 1811 is designed to
serve as a safety net for school districts whose property tax
base is dominated by a single taxpayer. I feel the safety net
is needed when a reassessment of that single properiy tax-
payer reduces the EAV to a point of bankruptcy.to the school
district. To prevent this, Senate Eill 1811 provides that if
any school district®s, 1983 EAV is at least six pefcent less
than its 1982 AV as a result of a reassesssent in a single
taxpayer's property, then the 1984-85 State aid of such dis-~-
tricts shall be computed using its 1983 av, and
such...taxpayer's property must constitute at least tienty—
five percent of a district's taxable property. Be glad to
ansver. any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Is there any discussion? Senator Bloosm.

SENATOR BLOOMH:
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Yes, thank you. I am a joint sponsor of this and although
my district IVC was cut out of the safety net, it is a prob-
lem, and I would remind my fellow sponsor that his party is
county chairman in Peoria County and ay personal friend and
the only county chairman wvho was an early supporter of Sena-
tor Rock's efforts of this fall is very concerned about 1IVC,
and I would hope that you would work together with us to try
and solve their problew. It is a problem where you have one
operation in the «county that accounts for a third of the
base, and we do owe it to these districts to provide a safety
net; and even though IVC has somehow been moved outside this
safety net, I would still support this bill.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENU2IO0)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1811 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?...have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 54, the
Nays are 1, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1811 baving
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1812, Senator Carroll. Senator Carroll on the Floor?
Middle of page 14, Senate Bill 1812, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1812.

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

Senator...Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARRCLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1812 is a request from the Northeastern
Illinois Planning <Comnission. They had always done interin

short-term borrowings based on revenues they were about to
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receive. It wvas indicated to them by counsel that there was
nothing in the Act specifically allowing it and, therefore,
several of the banks suggested the amendatory language change
so that we statutorily do say that they have this power, and
I would ask...be willing to answver guestions and ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall Serate Bill 1812 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who vish?. Take
the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are
none, none voting Presenmt. Senate Bill 1812 having received
the required constitutiomal wmajority is declared passed.
1821, sSenator Egan. 1824, Senator Newhouse. H#Hiddle of page
14. Senator MNewhouse, 1824. Alright. BRead...read the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 1824,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amends the Revenue Code
and what it does is this, in 1978 we passed a bill which
would relieve municipalities in counties of the obligation of
settling taxes on land that it acquired. The bill, bhowever,
did not grandfather in those properties that have been
acquired before that time. What this does is clarify that and
bring it under it's provisions those properties...acquired
before that time. I would ask a favorahle roll call.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? Senator Keats.
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SENATOR KEATS:

I just rise to amnounce I have a significant conflict on
this bill and just vanted to make it known kefore I voted.
Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Any further discussion? Any further discussion? (Guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1824 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is opem. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the HBays
are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1824 having
received the required constitutional wmajority is declared
passed. 1839, Senator Egan. Senate Bill 1839. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1839.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, members of the...Mr. President and men-
bers of the Sepate. The...the Calendar is quite correct but
not totally inclusive. What the report is, it is...is bheing
amended as a part of the commission’s activity which has just
last fall been imposed upon them to report on the Statewide
probation system, and '85 was the incorrect year, it should
have been *86. It's sioply nothing more than correcting that
mistake and I know of no controversy. 1 ask for your favor-
able consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, those in favor of

Senate Bill 1839 will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.

The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
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wvho wish? Have all voted vho wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 48, the Nays are 5, 2 voting Fresent.
Senate Bill 1839 having received the required comstitutional
majority is declared passed. 1840, Senator Sangmeister. On
the Order of 3rd Reading, Semate Bill 1840. Mr. Secretary,
read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1840.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, Semate Bill 1840
just adds two words. After the wvord “money® it says “Wor
vendor payment."” There seems to be some confusion out in the
various townships that work the...the workfare program that
if they give the rent, for example, rather than cash that
therefore the recipient does not have to sign up for
workfare. This clarifies that situationr, that's all it does.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall Sepate Bill 1840 pass. Those in favor vote Aaye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take
the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. Senmate Bill 1840 having rteceived
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
1841, Senator Degnan. Bottom of page 14, Order of 3rd
BReading, Senate Bill 1841, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1841, !

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZ2IO0)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1841 amends the
Onified Code of Corrections with respect +to the Prisoner
Review Board and does four things; provides that a majority
vote of the full ten-member Prisoner Beview Board is neces-
sary to parole any prisoner convicted of murder or who is
sentenced to tventy years or more under the law before Class
X. Secondly, it permits the victim or family member to
present testimony or material evidence at a parole hearing im
addition to the state's attorney. Third, it provides the
victim or family member of the victim the ability to receive
at least fifteen days notice prior to the parole hearing. I
think that was embodied in Senator Bloom and Sangmeister®s
Senate Bill 1793 that was just passed today. And fourth, it
establishes a registry of decisions in which the ubolelvote
of the Prisoner Beview Board is recorded for public scrutiny.
Be happy to ansver any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER (SENATOR DEHUZId)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? Ifn not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1841 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
vish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the
Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 18&1‘having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1844, Sepator Jones. Mr. Secretary, bottom of page
14, Order of 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1844. BRead the bill,
Please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)

Senate Bill 1844.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Yeahk, thank you, Br. President. last year, when we passed
the extension tax for the Chicago Board of Education, it...it
included in there a flaw which...which was interpreted by the
School Finance Authority that the taxes were for that one
year, 1983, only and that provision which...which the...we
put the speed up which is the accelerated provision of the
tax 1983, it was intended to be for *84 and thereafter, and
this...this amendment has...has...this bill as recommended by
the School Finance Authority clears up that particular por-
tion of the law whereir the taxes will be applicable ﬁor 1984
and thereafter, and I move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not,
the question is, shall Senate Bill 1844 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 50,
the Nays are 1, 1 voting Present. Senate Eill 1844 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Top of page 15, Senate Bill 1845, Senator Jeremiah
Joyce. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please. 1845.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEBRNANDES)
Senate Bill 1845,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Semate. This

bill would place the Chicago Fire Department under workmen's

compensation. The bill as amended had the Chicago Police
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Department in it. We took that back and took that amendment
off, it now applies only to Chicago Fire Departaent. It
places the Chicago...the men who work in the Chicago Fire
Department in the same situation as firefighters all over the
rest of the State of Illimois. This bill probably will apply
to three or four firefighters per year. We are talking about
those firefighters vho are injured in a way that does pot
disable them but never the less entitles them to some compen-
sation. Someone who is burned or disfigured on his face, bhe
is still able to perform his duties, so he does not go on
disability but he is and should be...he is not now but should
be entitled to some compensation for that injury. Those of
you who are familiar with this, those of you...from outside
of the City of Chicago, know that it applies to a very few
limited situations; probably in each Senate district
downstate you don't have one case a year like this. This
situation...that situation would be the same in the City of
Chicago. With respect to the concerns about the State
mandates, I have told those who have a concern about that,
that before this bill will move out of the House we will
offer in comnittee an amendment to clear that probles up. If
that amendment does not go on, then I give you @y word that
the bill will not wmove...will not go to the Floor of the
House. I ask for your support. I think it is fair and we bad
support in committee, and I think the firefighters of the
City of Chicago are entitled to this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill...if I understand
this bill and the Department of Community Affairs has indi-
cated that it would cost Chicago a substantial awmount of
money if this bill becomes law, and the City of Chicago is

saying that they don®t have the additional «cost in their
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corporate funds to pick up the increased amount of momey that
they bhave to pay into the pension fund of the firefighters.
The fact of the matter is that this bill would allow firemen
to apply for workmen compensation under the laws of the State
of Illinois and obtain lump sum benefit paysents in lieu of
their disability benefit payments. It could be a substantial
increase to the cost to the pension fund of the firefighters
in...in the City of Chicago. This bill is a tax increase bill
to the City of Chicago, make no mistake about it. We don*t
have the money in the city to pay for this till, and we're
going to have to increase taxes to pay for this bill. Cer-
tain Senators are supported by firefighters in the City of
Chicago, and that's fine and dandy and they should vote for
this bill, because they go out and they campaign for them and
they do a 1lot crazy things for them in their districts and
that's great; but we got to think about the city as a whole,
and this bill would be a bad bill for the city as a whole.
There's no way we should pass this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Alright. Further discussion? Sebator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I'm...as minority spokesman on the committee, we
worked with this bill and I...I bave to laugh, we've worked
with this bill before, and I...some of the bkiggest supporters
today wvwere the ones who used to twist oy arme to kill it and
nov some of the onmes who want to pass it are...you know, I
haven't figured this one out yet; but I want to stress one
thing that really did irritate a lot of us is we thought
there was agreement worked out, this is not a reflection of
the sponsor who lived up to exactly what be said he was going
to do, but firefighters®' union agreed to our people that this
bill, the cost would be covered by the City of Chicago. Then

when they cleaned up the amendment where the policemen were
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added, it suddenly was part of the State. Now the sponsor, as
good to his word has said, hey, I...it was not =ny agreement
and he will have it corrected in the House; but as
Republicans, when you're trying to ke helpful working on a
bill, we just like to be kept informed and I really felt, and
our leader who has been beating me over the head to remind me
to say this, we really feel we have have been misinformed.
The Governor's Office has had the same problem. They...they
were opposed to the bill, now they're neutral on the bill and
so, we're not rising as much to say we're against the bill,
but we're saying wvhen we're working on a bill of this
magnitude that is awfully iamportant to some working p€dple in
the City of Chicago, I*d like it, and I know my Republican
leadership would like it, that we be kept a 1little better
informed and +that when we agree om something, we don't then
have to come back to Jereniah and say, Jeremiah, we agreed to
this, but those guys didn't do what the rest of us agreed to.
To the credit of the sponsor, he's cleaning it wup, but it
does put all of us in a difficult position and it puts the
credibility sometimes of those who push for legislation 1like
this puts their credibility on the line. This is going to
cost the City of Chicago money. Now in the past some people
who are now in favor did oppose it, cause it was going to
cost money, now with different Mayors, and if I might say
kiddingly, depending upon which mayor it is today, we're not
sure which side some people are on. Eut, the point is, if you
expect Republican support and cooperation, to those who had
asked for this bill next time, make sure you do what you told
the Republican leadership you are going to do and don't sud-
denly start including State costs, et cetera when you spe-
cifically said you weren't going to do things like that.
With that, my position on the bill is...is...is...is sort of
up in the air, but there's no longer techni-

cally...gubernatorial opposition but there certainly is
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Republican leadership opposition based upon the fact that the
bill was wmisrepresented, not by the sponsor but by other
groups.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
This issue really came before our...our cosmittee at the last
hour, the last day of our meeting, and to be honest, neither
side, the...the propoments or the opponents of this bill,
presented any real evidence at the time to support
their...their case. Those who voted for some of us voted
Present at the time and...and...and that Present vote for ae
was that I hoped that they would get together and work out
the differences betveen the two groups and if all possible
that they would have come to some kind of agreement hy now on
this bill. I support the fundamental rights of the firemens
to hbave equal protection under the law and that is the right
to have workmen's compensation as any other employees in this
State and throughout this country. However, we have to look
at the basic facts. What will this bill do in terms of costs
to the already over-burdened budget of the City of cChicago,
and +then wvhat will it do to the taxpayers who have Leen the
last five or ten years taxed over and beyond their 1limit to
pay? And I*m afraid that if we pass this bill before working
out those problems, that we're going to do more harm to more
people than ve would allow do to the firemen by...allowing
them to continue on the progras that they are on
under...through their pension fund and then trying to work on
this bill for either the fall or next year, that's a little
time, and so that the city would have an opportunity to plan
within its budget the necessary funds to fund this program. I
think that would be the nost sensible and the most respon-

sible thing to do under the circumstances.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

«eo.derry, doesS...does...has the city admiﬁist:a-
tion...taken a look at this bill? Do they approve the bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

ny understanding is that *the City of Chicago is opposed
to this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

One more guestion. I noted in the Digest that there was
not a...the time that this Digest was written no cost esti-
mate available, but that the National Conference of Compen-
sation Insurers vas developing the estimate. Dc we have that
now?

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

No. The...we do not, to my knowledge, have an estimate of
the cost. Bhat we do have is a guesstimate of how many cases
this will apply to and that is three or four a year. UHNow,
what someone will be awvarded for having their hand blown off
or having their face burned, I don't know. Those...all of you
people who live outside of the City of Chicago are probably
better judges of what this will cost the City of Chicago than
we are, because you have it in your own districts. The answer
to your gquestion is, we do not have that number.

PRESIDING QFFICEE: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Further discussion? UPI has requested permission

to take still photos. 1Isileave granted? Leave is granted.

Purther discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce may close.
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SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, before I close, I'd like to address Senator D*Arco.
This is the Illinois Senate, this is...is not a pool hall on
Taylor Street. For you to stand up every time and impute
various reasons to various members for why they are handling
legislation, I find offensive. The fact that I have a lot of
firefighters in my district, the fact that you may not have a
lot of firefighters in your district does not go to the ner-
its of this bill. VWe're talking about men who are hurt every
year, who have no redress, who are walking around trying to
support families, ~ho are burnt, who are injured or
disfigured, and that's what this bill addresses. With respect
to the...whatever confusions there were on the State
mandates, I will clear those up. These men are entifled to
the same type of relief available outside the City of
Chicago, and I ask for your support.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Question is, shall Semate Bill 1845 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted wvho wish? Bave all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 44, the Nays are 9, 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1845 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. 1848, Senator
Etheredge. Top of page 15, Senate EBill 1848, Nr. Secretary,
read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1848.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,



Page 159 - MAY 23, 1984

this bill amends the Unemployment Insurance Act. What it says
is that school bus drivers who are employed by private con-
tractors, who move children back and forthk to school under a
contract with a school district will henceforth, be ineli-
gible for unemployment benefits during the Christmas vacation
and during summer vacations when there is a reasonable expec-
tation that they will resume their employment when school
begins again. I would be very happy to respond to any ques—-
tions; if there are none, I would ask for a favorable roll
call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Eruce.
SENATOR BFRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in opposition to this particular piece of legislation. A
year ago, we passed legislation which I objected to which
dealt with public employees and those nonacademic employees
located at universities throughout the State of 1Illinois
saying that they...particularly in the food service individu-
als who are paid wminimum wage were imeligible for unemploy-
ment coppensation benefits during the summer terms and during
the Easter break and all the other breaks that occur at
a...at a university. Because of Federal compulsion, I'm told
that that was one of the problems we had and we bhad to do
that, I'm still not convinced. But this bill goes very much
beyond, that and for the first time we are notching out a
particular segment of privately owned bus operators and their
employees. Now these are not public employees, these are not:
people that work for the school district, these are people
that vork for a privately owned, profit making, chartered bus
company. And we're saying that those employees are different
than any other employee in the State of Illinois, by saying
that during the summer term when these guys are laid off,

they're not laid off. Now, they are laid off, they are not
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getting a check, they are not being paid and they're unen-
ployed; and to say to that specific, small segment of our
population that those people are...are not employed and not
eligible for unemployment benefits, I think flys in the face
of the 1logic of the system. They charge us based on all the
costs that they have. Senator Davidson and the Education
Committee and the School Probless Comnittee comes through
this legislative Body every Session with ten thousand changes
on how we're going to help the privately chartered, privately
owned bus companies handle all the costs, and then to say
that these guys are not unemployed during the suomer is
illogical, and we ought to say to them, if you're unemployed,
you're entitled to unemployment compensation benefits.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

Would the sponsor yield for a gquestion.
PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

-+.+.d0 schoolteachers get unemployment compensation during
the suomer?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator -Etheredge. .

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOUZIQ)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOE GEO-KARIS:

Well, I rise in support of this bill, Mr. President and
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. When @By...in my legis-
lative district one of my school districts owns the bus
company. Alright. Now, I don't think there's anything differ-

ent here than the schoolteachers, and certainly it's under-
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standable that they shouldn®t get unemployment comp. in
the...in the summer months and between the semesters. If we
can't do it for the teachers, why do we have to do it for the
bus drivers? I rise in support of yocur bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO0)

Purther discussion? Semator Collins. Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Indicates he will yield. Semator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

What happens if the person during that suymmer...during
that period when they’re not working, the person assume that
they have a job at...at the beginning of the new season, and
for whatever reason, they...the company can't afford to...to
take them on so they're going to cut back? @hat happens to
all of that period in between that they were really laid off
vhen...at the date that the service was terminated for that
sunmer period? And you're saying that they vwere...would ke
ineligible to draw unemployment compensation for those back
veeks.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

No, No. ©No, I did not...did not mean to imply that at
all. They would be eligible for retroactive benefits for
those wveeks.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

«e..but see, under the present law, they would of have to
had...have filed a timely claim, weekly claim, for all of
those weeks that they were waiting to see whether or not they

would be starting back to work again under that season. Now,
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if you could put something in your bill to guarantee that if
the company don®*t accept that person that they can in turn be
eligible for unemployment compensation from the...week that
they were laid off for that season, the period that they uecre
off, then that would be fair; otherwise, it's just unfair
what you're trying to do.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Alright. Purther discussion? Purther discussion? Senator
Btheredge may close. Whoop, wait a minute. Is that...Senator
Collins, is that a question? Sorry. Senator Etheredge. Sena-
tor Etheredge, Semator Collins apparently had asked you a
question.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes. Senator Collins, I agree with you a hundred percent.
MY...they...they should be covered in that...in an instance
such as the ome you cite, and I believe that the way this
bill is written they would be so covered.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

«..but your bill don't cover that. It does not in...cover
it at all. You would have to...amend the existing laws so
that they would no longer have to file a claim on a timely,
veekly basis. Now, if you have not done that, they voﬁld not
be eligible to recoop that poney.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Well, 1I°'m looking at Section C on page 3 of the...of the
bill, ard let's see, let me find the <right 1line here for
you...lines 23, 24 in particular contain the language where
it says, beginning on line 23...or picking up in the niddle
of that. "Such individual shall be entitled to a retroactive

payment of bemefits for each week for which the individual
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filed a...a timely claim for benefits as determined by the
rules and regulations issued by the director." JI...1 believe
that those words cover the instance that you «cite, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

How can you assume that...that you're not going to be
rehired when you're told that you have a job? And then why
would you go to the unemployment office and say that I'm
filing this...this claia every week, I assume 1I'm going to
get hired but I may be laid off?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUOZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

That's the reason we've...we've written it in this way,
so that the rules can cover an instance such as the one you
cite.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

««.further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Bruce,
for a second tinme.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, Senator Etheredge, you tell me what happens. Bruce
the bus driver leaves in Junme; he's told, you'll have a job
in September. Gbviously, Bruce the...bus driver doesn't go
down in June, July, RAugust and file claims for umenmployment
compensation because they've told nme I have a job, right?
Alright. September they...they come up and say, Bruce the bus
driver, you don't have a job, doesn't matter public or pri-
vate now, we're talking abou:t the question of a bus driver.
How do I file a claim for unemployment comp. =since I've not
filed a...a timely claimp in the quarter in which I*m going to
clain bepefits? Second quarter, quarter is over, September 1,
no eligibility. Am I eligible for unemployment comp. for

June, July and Augqust when I wasn't unemployed? The answer is
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no, and your bill doesn't improve it, it only makes it wvorse
for a second group. Now, ask your staff guy, am I eligible or
not? I think he*ll tell you the answer is, you're not eli-
gible in Septenber.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Etheredge may close.
SENATOB ETHEREDGE:

Well, it's =y understanding, Senator Bruce, tO...%to0
respond to your...your question that the...the rules would
make it possible for you to claim retroactive Lenefits
in...in that situation. And now in...in closing, let me say
that this bill would...reinstate some fairness and sone
equity into a system where there is pot that fairness and
equity at the present time. This bill would impact Aschool
bus drivers who are in the employ of private contractors.
They would not be eligible to receive unepploymen:t benefits
during Christmas vacation and during summer vacations when
they have a job when school resumes. That is exactly
the...the kinds of provisions that now apply to bus drivers
who are employed by school districts. I believe that we
should treat...school bus drivers employed by private con-
tractors on the same basis on which we presently treat bus
drivers enployed by the school districts. I would ask for
your support of this bill. Thank you.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1848 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Senator Johns. Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 37, the Nays are 16,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 1848 having received the
reqﬁired constitutional majority is declared passed. 1850,
Senator Rock. MNiddle of page 15, Senate Bill 1853, Senator

Becker. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)
Senate Bill 1853,
(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.

END OF REEL
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REEL #5

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Newhouse, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Mr...Mr. President, I...I rise to regquest the sponsor
just would...would hold this bill. As a joint cosponsor,
I'm not prepared to move on it today and I would apgpreciate
the courtesy of you holding it. There's some serious gques-
tions...aren't ansvered.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well, Senator Becker.

SENATOR EECKER:

I...I am prepared, Senator Newhouse to, move on the bill
at the present tinme.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWBOUSE:

Mr. Chairman...Br. President, I...I'd like to be removed
as a joint cosponsor of this bill in its present fors. 1'ad
ask leave to do that at this point.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Well,...you've...you've heard...you've heard
the request. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. . Remove
Senator Newhouse. Sepnator...Senator Buzbee, for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR BUZBEE:

¥ell, I...I...rise to object strongly. I...I was a joint
cosponsor and my pame is not on the Calendar, so put my name
on there in place of Senator HNewhouse's, if you 'uould,
please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, you've heard the regquest.
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SENATOR BUZBEE:

*Cause I...I really did sign on to the bill, so I'a
highly perturbed that my pame is not appearing on the .Calen—
dar.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Buzbee has requested 1leave of the Body %o be
added as a cosponsor of Senate Bill 1853, 1Is leave dranted?
Leave is granted. So ordered. Senator Collins, for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR COLLINS:

The same...purpose Senator Newhouse. I would like off of
the bill at this time because I did hope that we could work
out some problems with it that has not been resolved.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Collins seeks leave of the Body to be
renoved as a hyphenated...as a cosponsor of Sepate Bill 1853.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. So ordered. Now, Sena-
tor Becker.

SENATOR EECKER:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1853 is the bill that AT &€ T comes to
this General Assembly to ask for peramission to lay tﬁe fiber
optic cable between the City of Chicago and the City of St.
Louis down Interstate 1-55. 1 personally want to thank each
and every Senator of this Genmeral Assembly for allowing me
the time to explain the importance of this cable to telecom-
munications not only in the State of 1Illinois but in the
other states where it will be laid in future years; Seeing
the Calendar today with fifty-three hyphenated sponsors and
cosponsors and three people assuring me that they would vote
Yes, I find no other opposition to the bill, and I would ask
for a favorable roll call. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator DelAbngelis.
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Yes, WMr. President, I want to declare a conflict of
interest. I watch television in Springfield on occasion at
night.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
FPurther discussion? Sepator Becker, do you wish to
close?
SENATOR BECKER:
Favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Weaver, did you wish to speak on this?
SENATOR WEAVER:

No, I hetter not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1853 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Final
call. Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 51, the MNays are 3, 1 voting Pfesent.
Senate Bill 1853 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 1855, Senator Perman. fiddle
of page 15, Senate Bill 1855. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECHETARBY:

Senate Bill 185S.

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

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BEEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. PFirst I'd 1like *o ask...add
Senator Becker onto this bill whether he wants to or not.
This bill addresses a...a problea that has come to our atten-

tion from the Disabled Persons Advocacy Division of the
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Attorney General's Office. It deals with the process of
evaluation of children that need special education services
in our public schools. The bill makes no dramatic changes
except that it clarifies the right of parsnts, after there
has been a multidisciplinary conference regarding the child's
problems, to receive the records pertaining to that child and
to be advised in writing as to resources available for an
independent educational evaluation of that child and also
sets forth a time period in wvhich that independent evaluation
may be taken. We've worked with the State Board of Education
in preparing the amendments that have been put on the bill.
It's supported by the Attorney General's Office, the Illincis
School Psychologists Association amd I'd solicit your Aye
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

«eethank you. A question of the sponsor. Does it also
cover the circumstance where a child is being reevaluated or
where the school system is coming in and saying that those
who had at one time reached the category are now to be
quickly undone?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I think...ny ansver is, I'm not sure, and let me just say
that there 1is a separate provision in Article XIV regarding
reassignment. This language does not...is not plugged in at
that point. To give you an...honest answer, I'd have to read
that language and see how it all reads together. At this
point, I...I'm not able to give you a definitive answer.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:
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The only thing I'm thinking is that might be worth check-
ing, and it might be that it is necessary to be in that area
also. .
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The question
is, shall Senate Bill 1855 pass. Those in faver vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on
that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 1855 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1857, Sepnator Darrow. Read the bill, HNr. Secretary,
please.

SECRETARY:

1857.

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

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DAREOW:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Back in the 1970's when other civic...center author-
ities were being established, Rock Island, Moline and@ Bast
Moline could not agree on a site. They have now agteéd on
building a civic center on the east...or on the Moline-Rock
Island border near the Rock Biver. The conmmunity...the busi-
ness labor community has joined forces and asked that they be
allowed and given the authority to estakbklish...such a civic
center and that is the purpose of this legislation. There's
been an amendment added to this bill to provide for the Pekin
Civic Center on bebalf of Senator Luft. I would ask for a
favorable vote on this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall
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Senate Bill 1857 pass. Those im 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 52, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1857 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1859,
Senator Macdonald. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECBETARY:

Senate Bill 1859.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB ERUCE)

Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1859 authorizes
take-or-pay provisions for the supply of water. Take-or-pay
provisions require a purchaser to pay the full cost of a con-
tract even if the product is pot received. This bill author-
izes municipalities, vater copmissions and nunicipal Jjoint
action water agencies to enter into such contracts for the
supply of water. The purpose is to enable the various water
agencies in northeastern Illinois to be akle to market bonds
in order to finance a system to supply Lake Michigan water.
It had been thought that this was ip the lawv and...from prior
legislation, but because of the State of Washington Supreme
Court decision that alloved the public utility to defeat...or
to default thus causing bondholders 2.5 billion dollars, it
vas thought that this bill should be put into law in order
for us to be able to issue these bonds. 1 woculd ask your
approval and favorahle vote of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The question...is; shall

Senate Bill 1859 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those

opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all voted who
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wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1859 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1861,
Senator Friedland. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1861.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Friedland.
SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1861 would correct an administrative
problem in the Mental Heal:h Code. It was suggested by the
Comptroller®s Office and it*s supported by the Department of
Hental Health, and I would urge your favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
Senate Bill 1861 pass. Those in faver vote Aye. Those
opposed vote WNay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none'voting
Present. Senate Bill 1861 having received the required con-
stitutioral majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1862,
Senator Macdonald. Read the bill, BHMr. Secretary, please.
For what purpose does Senator Depuzio arise?

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yes, had I been on the Ploor I would have voted in the
affirmative on Senate Bill 1857.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, the record will so indicate. Bead the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please.

SECBETARY:
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Senate Bill 1862.

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

Senator Macdonald. Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDCNALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1862 makes four
changes in the procedural provisions of the Environmental
Protection Act. The bill as...as amended is acceptable to
the Illinois EPA and other agencies potentially affected.
There is no opposition to this bill as amended. Briefly the
bill does the following: it requires that variance between...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATCR ERUCE)

May we have some order, please. Excuse me, Senator
Macdonald, but I'd 1like to bear you eyself. Senator
Macdonald. A
SENATOR MACDONALD:

-esyeah, first...first it offers...it requires thét vari-
ance petitions be filed with the Pollution Control Board as
well as the Illinois EFA; it extends the deadline for Pollu-
tion Control Board review of 1landfill siting appeals from
ninety to a hundred and twenty days from the date of the case
filed; it authorizes +the Pollution Control Board to hear
appeals fros fipal administrative agency detersimatioms made
pursvant to the Environmental Protection Act, such as trade
secret determination or 1landfill operator certifications;
and, four, it provides the Pollution Control Board with a
procedural mechanism by which it can develop alternative
standards for wuniquely...situated pollution sources. I ask
for your approval of this bill. It is an administration
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall Senate

Bill 1862 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
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Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1862 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Sepate Bill 1864, Senator Schunenan. Read
the bill, Hr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1864,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. House Bill 1864 creates the
General Obligation Bond Act, establishes a uniform procedure
for the issuance and sale of General Obligation Bonds of the
State. It establishes the General Obligatiorn Eond Retirement
and Interest Fund to receive all monies directed to various
State bond and interest retirement funds. After June 30th of
1984, additional bonds shall be issued or sold only under the
provisions of this Act. The principal reason for the intro-
duction of this bill is a Federal law which was passed a year
or so ago which requires that bonds of +the type that are
issued by the State of Illinois and municipalities arocund the
State be registered as opposed to the 0ld Lkearer type bonds
that have been issued for so many years. The State has...a
number of bonds that are presently issued and what this Lill
would do, in effect, is streamline that whole proposition,
put all of the various bond funds into one fund and make a
much better operation of State Government. It would save
several hundred thousand dollars each year in costs to the
State. The bill has been worked out with the cooperation of
the State Treasurer and State Compiroller. I'd try to

respond to any questions that anyome might have.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Is there discussion? Discussion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

A question of the sponsor. Does this still...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates bhe'll yield.

SENATOR NETSCH:

«+.does this still provide for the discounting of bonds
sold by the State of Illinois?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

It will have no affect on that, Senatcr.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

It will not change the discounting of bonds, if
that*s...as I understand it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Sepbator Bruce, at Senator
Savickas' desk.

SENATCR BEUCE:

Thank you. Senator Schunewman, I noticed in this legis-
lation in...in Section 16, there 1is an allowance for the
State to issue refunding bonds. I...I am curiocus about...is
that a new authorization of two hundred million dollars? And
exactly how the refunding bonds are going to be issued. 1I'p
particularly concerned, having done a 1little work in this
area, what particular projects are refunding bonds considered
to be issued for in that the total cost of that particular
project would be extended into the future?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Hell, Senator, aS...as you know, I think the answer +to
your first gquestion is that this is a new provision...that
this is a new provision and, as you are aware if you've
worked im this area, the refunding is...is often used as a
means of reducing interest costs. And...and that's the way
in which...that's the ©purpose of having that provision in
here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eruce.

SENATOR BEUCE:

I understand the purpose of refunding bonds. You...you
take current debt that's due, say, in ten years, you issue a
refunding bond, and make the debt due for twenty yearg. And
then you pay interest and principal on twenty-year bonds
rather than ten-year bonds amnd your day-to-day net ' annual
interest charge is less per year bu* the...the long-ternm is
you are paying twenty years worth of interest. Ny concern is
that all I see in Section 16 is the fact that the Bureau of
the Budget can issue those refunding bonds. #®ho decides, and
I...I certainly hope that Senator Buzbee and Senator Carroll
are listening, and Senator...the...the two Minority Spokes-
men, Schaffer and Sommer, because if the Bureau of the Budget
starts issuing refunding bonds on currently funded projects
that dramatically changes our interest and principal payments
in a given year and spreads out twenty-years projects to say,
thirty-year projects. And without some sort of 1legislative
authorization I, frankly, would be very unwilling to...to
allow that. And...and as I read this bill, we are giving the
Governor of the State of Illinois the authority to issue tuo
hundred million dollars in refunding bonds upom the recom-
mendation of the Bureau of the Budget without any legislative

involvement whatsoever. And that is the largest bond author-
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ization I know of that we've ever passed without knowing any-
thing about what projects are involved.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator Lechowvicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, Mr. President, before we ge: to By guestions, 1I'd
like to have a response to the gentleman's previous comments.
In...in reference to the two hundred million dollar figure,
that's absolutely correct, it would be the largest bond pro-
posal and I was wondering if the gentleman had an...an answver
to it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunepan.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

My staff persomn isn't here, Senator, and I...I fr;nkly
cannot give you the amswer that I think you're seeking which
is whether or mnot the Bureau of the Budget or some other
agency of govermnment could simply refund without Aprior
approval by the...the Legislature. Is that your guestion? I
can't give you the answer. Perhaps...we could take this out
of the record, if we could get back to it because it is a
significant...

PRESIDING 6PPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Take it out of the record.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

~eebill and I'd be glad to do that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHONICZ:

Just for the record, Mr. President, how nény votes would
be required since we're talking about the full faith and
credit of the State of Illinois in this bill, in order for it
to be effectively passed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Well, Senator, the question isn't in order but, off the
record, that since it does take the full faith and credit of
the State that I would imagine pursuant to Article IX of
Section 9 of the Revenue Act of Illinois that it would take
thirty-six votes.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

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

House Bill 1865, Senator Weaver. Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1865.

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

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR SEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President and nmembers of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1865 would increase fees which have not been
raised since 1961 on insurance companies doing business in
the State of Illinois. The assessment on domestic ccmpanies
based on a premium cap of forty-five thousand dollars per
company and a hundred and fifty thousand dollars on...per
group of companies doing business in Illinois. It relieves
the domestic companies from paying for financial exami-
nations; basically, it would raise about three and a' half
million dollars which would supply the department with about
four to six hundred thousand dollars more. It Hogld
be...they would be able to increase the staff for analysis
and examinations. Currently, there are some four-
teen...hundred insurance cospanies operating in Illinois and
we have about a staff of seventy to...monitor these activi-
ties. As you all know, basically the banks and trust compa-

nies, the savings and loans, the utilities, telephone conmpa-
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nies, et cetera all pay for the cost of regulation. and
today in Illinois we have probably a hundred and fifty compa-
nies that are doing business here in Illinois that are prob-
lem cases, and with stepped-up supervision I hope that we can
better regulate those insurance conmpanies doing business in
Illinois. Now if there are any questions, I'11 be happy to
try to answer them. I know there are some concerns here, but
this is an effort to charge those vho are requlated as we do
the utilities in the State of Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

There are a few Senators that seek recognition, Senator
Rupp, Newhouse and Euzbee. Senator Eupp.

SENATOR EBUBP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I do rise in opposition to
Senate Bill 1865. You know, whether we realize it or not,
the State of Illinocis at the present +ime does have a rather
favorable insurance business climate. This bill might change
that. The bill applies only to our domestic, and by domestic
I mean Illinois companies. It does not apply to cosmpanies
outside of Illinois. That means that companies 1like
Prudential, HMetropolitan would not be paying these fees. It
seems that we're just not satisfied unless we...ée're going
to start to treat the insurance business in 1Illinois 1like
we've been accused of treating the other Illinois businesses.
This bill just seems to be determined to do that job. There
has been a lot of incorrect or half-truth information put out
on this bill too. I received a letter from an agent friend
of mine and the caption in the letter, the heading, the
reference, was "Senate Bill 1865-insolvencies." This is not
an insolvency bill, it's a funding bill. 1I'd like to read
the staff analysis, our staff analysis says, "Creates an
assessment funding mechanism to fund the Cepartsent of Insur-
ance and creates a dedicated fund, the Insurance Financial

Begulatios Fund." This is not an insolvency bill, it's a
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funding bill. The director stated, I heard here today frosm
the sponsor, three and a half million dollars. The director
of the Insurance Department stated in the House committee
meeting that this would give hiem an extra seven hundred thou-
sand dollars. Now, the bill doesn't nmention...there isn't
one nmention in there as to howv this extra money will be
spent. And it doesn't say that it's going to ke spent only
to prevent insolvencies. Instead, let me read what it says
in the bill, "All fees and charges collected bty the director
under Section so-and-so and so~and-sa, shall be remitted to
the State Treasurer for deposit in a special fund in the
State Treasury to be known as the Insurance Financial Regula-
tion Pund. The monies deposited into the Insurance Financial
Regulation Fund shall be used only," and this is interesting,
"used oply to defray the expenses of the department in dis-
charging its various regulatory powers and duties and shall
be appropriated as otherwise provided by law for the payment
of any such expenses occurred by the department." It goes on
further to say that, "Any money that remains unexpended in
the 1Insurance Financial Regqulation Fund at the end of the
fiscal year shall remain in the fund and shall be availakble
as otherwise authorized by 1law for the subsequent fiscal
year." That's a little bit different as far as se treat +he
other departments. There was an inference that we should let
these big insurance companies pay and pay the expenses of
regulating themselves. I assure you, MNr. Sponsor, that
they're already doing that. I'd 1like to ask you just a
rhetorical question, but do you know how nuch the Insurance
Department produces for the General Revenue Fund each year?
It's about a hundred and twelve million dollars. This - year
our own Insurance Department estimates that it's going to be
about one hundred and eighteen million dcllars and you know
what we to give the department tc...to regulate and to oper-

ate? About seven and a half million. WNow one of the things
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that puzzles me...and I offered and I know I couldn't guar-
antee it, but I offered to help raise the extra money for the
extra examiners to help prevent these insolvencies through
the regular appropriation process but...the director wasn't
interested, he wants it this way only. I asked hinm why, and
while I thought that was a rather logical question, the
answer I got was, "I want some stability to some of the funds
of the Insurance Department." Well, I feel that all direc-
tors would like that, but how can we guarantee the income of
the State? We can't. So, I don't see how we could possibly
guarantee a certain amount or a certain level for any depart-
mental budget. And also, and this wasp't mentioned, that
there are some groups or types of companies that are excluded
from this bill. It does not apply to district, county or
towaship mutuals under the director of insurance's control;
it doesn't apply to guarantee funds, the Illinocis Insurance
Exchange, self-insurers, self-insurance funds. Why don't we
include all these companies? 1 don't kLelieve that these
groups are immune or excused from becoming solvent. I have
read the bill and the amendments and I did not see the word
"insolvency" even once. It's a funding bill, it®*s not an
insolvency bill and I do ask that you vote No ¢» this bill,
and I'd@ 1like to suggest some appropriate action. Since the
sponsor is an undertaker, perhaps the proper action would be
to defeat this bill, bury it, and let the spcnsor officiate
at the last rites. I do have a couple of questions I would
like to ask the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, Senator, if you keep it within the tinme frame.
SENATOR EUPE:

Are you serioas? The bill is aimed at domestic or Illi-
nois companies only. Now one of the most recent and biggest
insolvencies involved an Arkamsas company and an Indiana

company, this was in the Baldwin United problen. That
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involved wmillions of dollars, Illinois people and many Illi-
nois...citizens. We know these other companies, like those,
are susceptible becoming insolvent since we've already hagd
them become insolvent. Now +why aren't those out-of-state
companies included, and shouldn't we just to te about as much
concerned about them as we are about our own domestic compa-
nies? '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

That's a question, Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

There's been so much noise behind me I'n not sure that I
heard the question. We can...can you restate...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Ruppe.
SENATOR WEAVER:

ae+dr€ YOU...let me...I think I know basically what he
asked. W®hy don't we hit the foreigms? Already we have a tso
percent premium tax on foreign companies which is bringing in
about ninety million dollars a year. If «e put this onto
foreigns then we're asking for other states to tax illinois
companies and we come out the loser. Pasically, we're still
going %o be putting in about two and a half million dollars
of General BRevenue soney into this operation, and
I...personally I feel that we ought to increase it more down
the road to make it self-sufficient. Last year it cost the
taxpayers about twenty-seven million dollars for insolvencies
in life and accident health companies here in Illinois. You
know, Senator Rupp, after the firs: three aillion, then we
pick that up and pay it. So there's many reasons why we
don't address some of those other issues of taxing foreign
companies.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR EUPP:



Page 183 -~ MAY 23, 1984

We'll 1I'd just 1like once to have somebody address and
indicate that they're going to do something about the
insolvencies, they're not. There 1isn't anything in that
bill, the word isn't even mentioned in the bill,
insolvencies. And yet we keep hearing this and this is the
purpose of it and I just think that there has been some work,
shall I say...Shall I call it, that was a 1little bit
borderline as far as I was concerned on the bill and some of
the stories that were put out on this particular bkill. I
still ask for a No vote and let's put Senator Weaver in
charge of this burying.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse. Senator D'Arco, oh...Senator Newhouse.
Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Senator Newhouse. Thank you, HMr. President. This bill
has been around for a long time. We've had this bill before
this Body on any number of occasions in the past, ana it's
the same o0ld story only it's got a new name this year. But
it's...we used to call it fair share funding but we don't use
that terminology apnymore 'cause we're getting a little pore
sophisticated. The facts of the matter are that the domestic
and foreign companies in the State of Illinais gencrate to
the State of Illinois, as Senator BRupp indicated, over.a hun-
dred and twvwelve million dollars for the State Treasury. Now
the budget of the Department of Insurance is Lketween six and
eight million dollars a year, and they're asking for eoare
money via a tax on domestic companies and this affects all
domestic companies. The smallest domestic companies have to
pay this tax, medium size and large, up to forty-five thou-
sand dollars. The tax can be up to a maxinum of forty-five
thousand, that's an awful lot of money. They've alsolgot in
this bill some fee increases that are astronomical; 1 mean,

there®s a couple in here nine hundred percent fee increases
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to put the burden on these insurance coapanies. It's oot
fair to the companies and if the department needs more money
then get it out of the General Revenue Fund where it should
get the money like every other department in this State.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee.
SENATGR EBUZBEE:

Well, two or three things. First of all, I understand
that there is...going to be a...a fee that will be estab-
lished with the...with this bill of some forty-five thousand
dollars, and that fee will be charged to say, Blue Cross and
Blue Shield who I think their annual premiunm income is what,
three billion, something 1like that, forty-five thousand
dollars fee for a three billion dollar premius income. And
then there are other coampanies in this State who will be
charged the same forty-five thousand dollar fee that may have
a prenmium income of maybe two or three million, five pillion,
ten million. First of all, there is a basic imequity,
unfairness, it seems to me in the fee charge structure. The
second thing, and I guess the thing that I objec* to the
strongest because I believe very strongly in the legislative
process, 1 believe very strongly in the General Assembly
dS...as5 spelled out in the Constitution of this State <that
the General Assembly is a coequal partner with the Executive
Branch and with the Judicial. That is...that is a...that is
a constitutional 1lineage that comes doun to us fros our
forefathers and...when Thomas Jefferson wrote the Declaration
of Independence and then when the...when the United States
Constitution was written and proosulgated in about 1787. ¥We
are giving up, if we pass +this bill, a 1lot 'of that
coequanimity because we are going to lose control of the
appropriations process in appropriating the dcllars to oper-
ate the Department of Iansurance. Now I happen to trust

Director Rashburn implicitly. I think that he is one of the
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Governor's outstanding directors, of which he has sevgtal as
a matter of fact, some aren't so good, but Director S%ashburn
happens to be one of those that I think i€...ic a person who
merits a lot of trust and confidence., 1It's got nothing to do
with it, however. The fact of the matter is, we're going to
give up our ability to control the appropriations process
through the establishment of...I've forgotten what it is
called, I'm not sure if it's a trust fund or whatever it is,
but he's going to be able to contrcl his own budget, the
money will come to him and he does with it what he wants.
Now, I don't think that's a good idea, because if we do that
there then we're going to start establishing for other
departments, perhaps with the Department of Bevenue. Why
don't +they control their own budget? After all, they;re the
folks who collect all the taxes. We can go on and on and on
and on that we'll just 1let everybody control their own
budget. I don't think that®s a good idea. I think the Gen-
eral Assembly ought to be able to control the process. I
learned a good lesson from the Senate President a few years
ago, when I said to bim one night when we uere.having dinner,
why do we get so excited about the appropriations process?
You and I think it's important but it doesn't seenm to me that
there®s too many other people that think it is. And he said,
ok, no, we never give up the appropriations hearings, we
never give up on our ability to call those directors in and
make them ansver our questions, and I think that's correct.
And I'm not saying...I know that...I know Senator Weaver is
going to say, yes, we're going to be able to call Director
Washburn and make him answer the questions. Put the fact of
the matter is, he's going to call...he's going to control his
own budget, the money is going to come in and we don't have
to appropriate it, as I understand it. We appropriate it but
it...but it does not come through the Gemeral Revenue Fund,

and I don't think we ocught to do that. I think we ought to
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keep control of the funds that come into this State, and I
think we ought to defeat the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Heavef, that vasn't a question, so we'll give you
an opportunity in closing. Senator Jones.
SENATOB JONES:

Yeah. Thank you, Mr. President. W#ill the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, Senator Weaver, I'm a little confused, could you
explain the hundred and fifty thousand dollar max om domestic
companies?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Yes. There are several...like holding companies that
have...they're owned by the same holding company, several
companies owned by the same holding company. If we put the
cap on each one of those companies at forty-five thousand
dollars, it would amount to a great deal of money, so we had
to put a cap somewhere. So in those...in that holding
company it has a pumber of imsurance coapanies by name that
vould be capped at a hundred and fifty thousand dollars for
that company.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Could you tell me the percentages of the total ptebiun of
those large companies or holding companies, their percentages
of total premiums in the State of Illinois?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:
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Let me put it this way, Senator Jones, it's based on one-
twentieth of one percent up to the first ninety million
dollars of the company which would amount to forty-five thou-
sand dollars capped. That's how it's figured.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

What I was trying to get at was simply this, it seems to
mean that when you place that cap on, your smaller domestic
companies in...in a way are subsidizing +the larger coapa-
nies...because they are npot...they do not have their share
proportionately discounted as the larger companies. ' So in
essence, the smaller companies who have a very, very small
percent of the total premium done in the State of 1Illinois,
they are im essence subsidizing the large, giant companies
the way the legislation is drafted with the cap.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator BRock.

SENATOR RGCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise, albeit reluctantly, in opposition to Senate
Bill 1865. I have probably as high a regard for the new
director as for anyone. Senator Bruce and I remarked that
it...the first time we saw a bill like this I think was under
Governor Ogilvie when we, as freshmen, wvwere assured that
without this kind of funding the Department of Insurance
would surely go down the tubes. I just call your attention
to page 20 because it is truly very artfully drawn. But it
calls into question, it seems to me, the essence of the fund-
ing of the government and what is the impact on the General
Revenue Fund over which we have some direct control. It
points out that the money that's deposited into this fund
will accrue interest and the interest and the momey stays

there, not transferrable out., Further says, it mandates that
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there shall be an appropriation, I don't know of any other
agency that bhas that kind of mandate. It fipally says that
if for some reason the fund is not enough, that the Comptrol-
ler shall transfer from any other fund upon the direction of
the Department of Insuramce. Those provisions simply aren’:
found anywhere else, and it seems to se that when you con-
sider also the fact that the assessment for examination is
less, in my judgment, than fair, since you +take a coampany
like Allstate who will under this legislaticn save probably
a half a million dollars and other companies and they will
all be equal, whatever the amount is, I guess it's forty-five
thousand or ninety thousand, pick an amount, but they're all
equal no matter how big they are. It also will afford the
opportunity, the testimony has it, that there will be some-
where between seventy and eighty new enmployees, examiners,
who will be I guess running around ferreting out what they
ferret out. I just think it's too much too socon and I have
said that, I think, since 1971. Every director of insurance
has proposed this or a similar piece of legislation, it has
never yet gotten out of the Senate and I suggest that this
one ought not either.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlepen of
the...Senate. I wvas not going to speak on this bill. Like
the others, I*ve watched the Department of Insurance try over
a period of years various proposals to cose up with the money
that they think is necessary to try to inspect and exasine
those companies that they think ocught to be examinedf And
frankly, I am...this year reluctantly agreed to support this
bill simply because I think that we have to pretty soon begin
to listen to them that...one director after ancther is

telling us that we've got to bave some more money for insur-
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ance coapany examination imn Illinois. And the companies
didn*t like the fair share funding and I didn®t either. And
I've forgotten what the next year's version of it was called.
But we finally have one now which has some limits as to how
much would be charged for...charged to each company. But the
thing I want to...I want to say to you is this. We're having
some pretty dramatic things bappen in the financial community
in Illinois with Illinois® largest bank possibly in some kind
of trouble. We've got a lot of little insurance companies in
this State who I think ought to be examined pretty carefully
or we're going to have some consumers in bad trouble as a
result of insuranpce company failures. So the problem of the
Insurance Department has been that when they come in for
their budget request, they are in competition with education
and with public aid and with all the other needs of...of
State Government, and they don't get the money that ought to
be provided under the regular appropriation process. So I
think, you know, we can vote this bill down, but the problen
isn't going to go away. I intend to support the bill, it may
not be perfect but I ask you to...to give some consideration
to my arguments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator lLechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I, too, intend to support this bill from the stand-
point that unfortunately the climate of regulation in this
State is oot really what it should be. As has been pointed
out, there are a number of financial instituticns that are in
serious jeopardy; in fact, the seventh 1largest bank is in
jeopardy. Only through the work of the . FDIC
and...conglomerations of additional banks that that matter
has not been a total tragedy. And, unfortunately, I believe

the...the director of insurance is trying to tell us that
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there are insurance companies in this State that are in
trouble as well and, unfortunately, that the money that has
been provided to his department through the Geveral Asseably
appropriation process as far as the auditing of the insurance
companies is not what he anticipates is needed especially at
this time. And in this way he is asking that funds te allo-
cated to his department and gone through +the appropriation
process Jjust 1like we do for...savings and loans, where fees
are charged to the savings and loans the...again monitor four
hundred and twenty-one of thea in the State, the appropria-
tion process appropriates the money that is charged by fees,
the director of insurance is saying, let's impose a fee for
the insurance companies within this State, not coming...not
coming out of General Bevenue Funds but establishing a fee
system so we can audit and protect the insurance carrier in
conjunction with the people who are insured by that carrier.
Who really gets hurt when an insurance company goes down?
It's not the company per se, it's the person who has had
insurance and has an outstanding obligation within that
company. For this reason, I would ask that the individuals
on this side of the aisle would give that some consideration.
Would you rather have the money come out of General Revenue
FPunds or out of the insurance premiun? Do you think the
insurance companies have made any money in this State? Do
you think that they're hurting in profits? Do you think they
should be adequately audited? Then you should support this
bill. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any other speaker for the first time? If .not,
Senator Bupp for the second time.
SENATOR BUPPE:

Thank you, Mr. President. The only thing I would like to
reaffirnm cor reemphasize is the fact...I - don't

believe...anyone who has spoken has guestioned anything about
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the need for more supervision. But the thing that bozhered
me is when my offer to do just what some of you folks are
proposing, give them nore money, I said, okay, fine, I*ll try
to help you get it through the reqular appropriation process,
but he wasn't interested in that. So to me, that discounts
the fact that he's genuinely concerned about these
insolvencies because he wouldn't take any help. So what I
would like to suggest is that this bill be taken out of *he
record, that we make an effort, since we're all seem to be in
pretty much of an agreement, to increase the Department of
Insurance regqular appropriation. If that's what I would like
to suggest and I think if there's a...the feeling that 1I've
sensed here that you do appreciate the fact what they're
trying to do, then I would like to make that suggestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? If not, Senator Weaver may close.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. I think there's been sone
misconception here. Senator Buzbee says...that the depart-
ment will not be going through the appropriate process. It
will, it will have to go through the appropriatiocn proc-
esS...every nickel they...the department spends has to be
appropriated. And, Senator Bock, on page 20, it says, "Any
monies remaining unexpended in the Insuramce Financial Regu-
lation Fund at the end of the fiscal year shall remain in the
fund and shall be available for otherwise authorization by
the department," which means that it goes into the next
fiscal year and the fund remains there. I domn't
know...Senator Rupp seems to be wanting to spend a lot of
general revenue mnmoney that we don*t have. We ask every
other...requlated industry in the State of JIllinois to pay
for the regulations, why not the insurance cospanies? 1 know
you're an insurance agent, I'm an undertaker. We all got to

make a living but I'm just saying that's sy feeling, you vote
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the way you want but I think it's a good bill. I think we
have the oversight, we control the purse strings, the direc-
tor has to come back to the Appropriations Conmittee every
year to get authority to spend every nickel that's appropri-
ated to bim. And I would appreciate a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Question...question is, shall Senate Bill 1865 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that guestion, there are 31 Ayes, 22 Nays, none voting
Present. Senate Bi;l 1865 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Rupp, ‘for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR RUPP:

Verification of the affirmative roll call, flease.
PRESIDENT:

R1ll right. Senator BRupp has requested a verification.
Will the members please be in their seats. Hr. Secretary,
read the affirmative roll.

SECRETABY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Barkhausen,
Becker, Berman, Bloom, Davidson, DeAngelis, Degnan, Donahue,
Egan, Etheredge, Fawell, Geo-Karis, Grotberg, Jerome Joyce,
Kelly, Kustra, Lechowicz, Luft, Macdonald, Mahar, Maitland,
Marovitz, WNedza, Netsch, Sangmeister, Schaffer, Schunenan,
Scmmer, Watson, Weaver, Welch.

SENATOR RUPP:
Senator Kent.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Donahue you mean?
SENATOR RUEP:

Then Donahue.

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Donahue on the Floor? Senator Donahue on the
Floor? She 1is on the Floor, Senator Rupp, she just came in
the front door.

SENATOR RUPP:

Degnan, Senator Degnan.
PRESIDENT:

Sepator Degnan is in his chair.
SENATOR RUPP:

Senator Eloonm.

PRBESIDENT:

Senator Bloom on the Floor? Semator Blooa on the Floor?
Strike his name, Mr. Secretary. You question the presence of
any other mwmember, Senator? All right, Mr. Secretary. The
roll has been verified. On that question, there are 30 Ayes,
22 Nays and none votimg Present. Senate Bill 1865 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. All right. With leave of the Body, we are attempt-
ing to...all right, wve are attempting to adjourn at six
o'clock. A number of the members have asked that we...returnm
to the Order of EBecalls so that Bnrolling and Engrossiang can,
in fact, get their amendments prepared for action tomorrow.
I've discussed it with Senator Philip. We will attempt to go
through the recall 1list as quickly as possible. A list is
being prepared and will be distributed shortly. We will be
starting with...if you just want to write these down until we
get the 1list, 152%, 1612, 1625, 1725, 1733, 1743, 1790, 1889,
1896, 1939, 1949, 1954, 1179...1179 and 1935...1933. 1933
and 1179 are the last...and...and 1935, all right. All
right, if we can have your cooperation. If the members will
be ready, we'll attempt to move as quickly as humanly pos-
sible. Middle of page 7, on the Order of Semate Bills 3rd
Reading, Mr. Secretary, is Senate Bill 1521. Senator Netsch
seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to the Order of

2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave granted?
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Leave is granted. On the Order of...1521. Cn the Crder of
Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Senate Bill 1521, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Netsch.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch on Azendmen* Ro., 2.
SENATOR NEISCH:

Thank you. Pirst of all, I need to Table Amendment No. 1
because we picked it up and imcorporated it into the revised
amendment. So, having voted on the prevailing side, I nove
to Table Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1521,

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Netsch having voted on the prevailing
side has moved to reconsider the vote by which Amendment No.
1 was adopted. 411 in favor of the motion to reconsider
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion is reconsidered. Senator Netsch now Boves to Table
Anendment HNo. 1. All in favor of the motion to Table indi-
cate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
anendment is Tabled. Further amendments?

SECEETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Netsch.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 2 does a number
of things toc make revisions in the provisions of the Illinois
Homeowners Emergency Assistance Act. I will just briefly
tick off those things., I have distributed the anmendment and
also a summary of what it does and those things can Lbe looked
at and addressed when the bill is called for fimal passage
also. First of all, there was objection to the stay that was
incorporated. Re have totally eliminated the basic stay of

any foreclosure actions under the bill; and, in additionmn, we
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have provided that no stay becomes effective until the mort-
gagor has actually met with the credit counseling persom so
that all of the stay periods for gemeral mortgagors are
eliminated and it is 1limited to +that particular set of
circumstances which is a fairly narrov ome. Secondly, it was
suggested that the program was too open-ended. We have con-
siderably tightened up the eligibility and made it clear that
the bill is designed for those whose employwent condition has
changed, and parenthetically I would say, primarily of
course as a result of the recent recession and we have made
that a primcipal requirement for eligibility. W®e have fur-
ther narroved it by requiring that there be a fifteen percent
equity held by the mortgagor prior to the time that he can
seek assistance under the bill. We have also required
thateeeor JTe.o.I...yeah, we've required that the lien of the
department be recorded, that was a point +that was raised
during the course of the hearing. We have also, and...and
this is a fairly tough provision but we have done it to try
to meet some of the arguments, we have provided that anyome
who comes into the assistance program and then aight at
some...excuse ne, subsequent point be unalkle to continue the
payments, that that person waives their statutory redehption
period for the full three years for which the prograe is per-
mitted to continue. And finally, instead of providing a spe-
cial lottery, which the lottery superintendent objected to,
we have...simply borrowing five million dcllars from the Lot-
tery Fund in the same form...exactly the same formas was done
with respect to the Chrysler loan. Those are the major
changes as reflected in the amendment. I would move the
adoption of Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1521,
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Netsch bas moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1521. Discussion? Senator

DeAngelis.
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SENATCR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. A question of the spomsor.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates she'll yield, Senator Delngelis. Senator
Netsch, question.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator ©Netsch, to the best of your ability, do you feel
that this will enhance, discourage, or remain constant the
ability to sell mortgages in the secondary market...after
amended?

PRESIDENT:

«.<Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

I think probably your point is...might be more appropri-
ate for final passage stage, but I think I can answer it in
terns of the things that are incorporated irn the amendment.
There is no question in my mind that with the amendments that
are nov reflected in this bill there will be no impact on the
secondary market.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Netsch has @moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1521. Any...further discus-
sion? If not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The amendnent is adopted. Fur-
ther amendments?

SECBETARY:

No further amendments.
PEESIDENT:

l3td reading. If you'll look at the list of recalls you
‘nou have, this is the up-dated list with the additions. It
begins with 1179. Senator lemke, are you ready on 1175? Cn
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, top of page 6, is
Senate Bill 1179. Senator Lemke seeks leave of the Body to

return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposés of
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an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading, Sepate Bill 1179, HNr.
Secretary.
SECBETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Semator Lemke.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

@hat this amendment...what this amendment does is creates
a new Parentage Act. It deletes the...Paternity Act and
Blood Test Acts and sets up a procedure which has been work-
ing for the 1last year between the Department of Puklic Aid
and the Women's Bar Association, my staff, Senator Geo-Karis®
staff, and I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Senator leske.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Well, this sets up the procedures and +the blood tes=
situation in regards to the Statute of Lismitations in regards
to the Paternity Act to remove the objections that were
raised by the court and also gives the state's attorney some
authority to enforce the collection of past due money owed
for the support of the child. It*s an asmendment that is
probably, if you want me to read it all, would be about five
pages. We can start, the anmendment repeals the Paternity
Act, the Blood Test Act. The amendment was drafted by repre-
sentatives of the state's attorneys offices in conjunction to
the joint project of Senator Rock and Senator Newhouse
had...at...in Illinocis. The current Statute sets forth a
two-year limit...Statute of Limitations on paternity suits.
It vas held unconstitutional and therefore it sets up a two
year Statute of Lipitations im conjunction with that; it
means twvo years after the child reaches wmajority, bui the

two-year Statute still applies to the mother to file within
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two years but the child can file within two years after they
reach the...their majority. The portion...the anendment also
deals with the mechanics of child support enforcement, income
withholding from child support payments as was put in Senate
Bill 1333 which was passed. The attorney...in some cases the
Attorney General would administer the Act, some cases the
state's attorney depending on the size of the county. It
also sets up the procedures for the blood test and the
chromosome tests in regards to this matter. Eequires clerks
to designate forms under the Act. WHhat else do we do? We
also decriminalize the admission +that the @man makes in
regards if he*s the father, it decriminalizes that thing.
They feel that by decriminalizing...wmore fathers will admit
to the illegitimate child and therefore will cut down on the
backlog in the courts. I think it*s a good amendment and
I,...y0u know, somebody comes forth and wants to bLe...say
he's the father of the child and wants to support that child,
I don*'t think we should put a criminal gpenalty on him to do
it 'cause therefore nobody will come forth to admit it, and
it*'ll save the expense of the...trial. It also sets up the
judicial pretrial evaluation and recommendations for settle-
ments. It sets up the...vhere there's a settlement to p:o;
tect the child's rights so the mother can't sell the <child's
rights out from under them without the protection of a court
order. And it also permits, as it does now, a trial by jury
which the original bill did not do. I think it®s a...a good
amendment and...the next amendment will take cut the objec-
tions that the Public Aid Department bad. I ask for‘the
adoption of this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR BROUCE)

The motiom is to adopt Amendment No. 2. Discussion?
Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Question of the spomnsor.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

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

Senator Lemke, is the boys-will-be-boys provision still
in here?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

That...that provision never was in there.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Is it in this apendment?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

No, this amendment was drafted by the Romans Bar Associa-
tion with not that provision in.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis, further guestions? Senator Fawell?
SENATOR FAWELL:

-s.question of the spomsor. Senator, is the...the...*he
blood test still in there so that it is mandatory that
the...the gentleman take a blood test or otherwise he's got a
problem? '
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What we're doing is incorporating the Blocod Test Act
together in the Parentage Act so the blocod test provisions
are in here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:
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And...and...and the...the right of the suit...tec bring
suit is two years after the child reaches majority or by the
nother two years after the child is born. 1Is that...is that
wvhat we ended up with?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Yeah, that's still in here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The gquestion
is, on the adoption of Amendment No. 2. Those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bhave it. Apendment No. 2 is
adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Lenmke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator Lemke is recognized.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What Amendmen:t No. 3 does this is a amendment drafted by
the Department of Public Aid to cleanup their objections they
had to Amendment No. 2. Most of the changes are technical
and...and make changes and...and the Department of Public Aid
assures me that it makes the bill adoibnister by them more
effectively. I think it's a good amendment. I ask for its
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUOCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is on the adoption
of Amendment No. 3. Those in favor say Aye. Opposed HNay.
The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Are there
further amendments?

SECBETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senator Philip on 1612, Senator Philip
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asks leave of the Senate to return the bill to the Crder of
2nd Reading. Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there
amendments, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARY:

Apendment No. 3 offered by Sepnator Philip.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Philip is recognized.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 3, the technical change...when we put
on Amendment No. 2, it included Sterling and Elgin, the civic
centers but it left out a froomt door referendum. This
amendment puts om the front door referendua. I move its
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

The wmotion is té adopt Amendment No. 3. Discussion?
Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 3 is adopted; Further amendments?

SECBETARY:

Amendment No. 4, by Semator Philip.
. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Philip is recognized.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 4 is a request from various wembers.
It creates some new civic center authorities. It also has a
front door referendum from all of them; it's Collimsville,
Niles Township, Schaumburg, Quad-Cities and Pekin. I move
the adoption of Amendment No. 4.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 4. Discussioné
Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Ampendment No. 4 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:
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No...no further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

3rd reading. 1625, Senator Maitland asks...no. Senator
Philip om 1733. Senator Philip asks leave of the Senate to
return the bill to the Order of 2nd Reading. Is there leave?
Leave is granted. Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARBRY:

Apendment No. 1 offered by Senator Philip.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROCE)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, Amendment U8o. 1 is the complete bill. This is
the...creates the FAP-431, a tollway through +the middle of
DuPage County. Senator Bock has bhad this amendment, his
staff has bad this amendment. I think we have come to sone
kind of agreement. Basically what it does is that it
is...refinances the existing bonds in the same time franme.
It would end up creating two additional tolls on FAP-431, if
it uould'pass. I might say this, that we are the second
largest county in the State of Illinois, also the fastest
growing county in the midwest. I*'d like to be able to stand
up here and say ve don't need another road or another tollway
but that Jjust simply is not true. It is needed and neces-
sary. I'll be happy to answer any gquestions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is on Amendment No. 1. Discussion? Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment
No. 1 is adopted. Are there further amendments?

SECBETARY:
No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR BRUCE)
3rd reading. 1749, Senator Becker. Senator Becker asks

leave...Senator Hall, you are the sponsor of that bili. You
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ask leave of the Senate +to return to the Order of 2nd
Reading? Leave is granted. Senator Becker with an amend-
ment.
SECBRETARY:

-s.ABendment No. 1 offered by Senator Becker.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Becker.
SENATOR BECKER:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Apendment No. 1 will consolidate Senate Bill 1931,
the pay increase for the cabinet members, into Senate Bill
1749. By consolidating with this amendment se will be voting
then on the general increase for the Gemeral Assembly and for
the members of the cabinet at the same time. 1I'» sure this "’
will please the members sitting in the press box because we
will be then doing it up-front and not after the November
election. Many of you, as well as myself, have read recently
of the press releases favoring an increase for the cabinet
members and for the meabers of the General Assembly. And if
it doesn't happen, I'm sure we will be losing wmany, many more
members of this General Assembly as well as nmeabers of the
cabine=. And I vant to say to the members in the press box,
if they're listening, one of the reasons why I'a leaving this
General Assembly in December of this year, I find it impos-
sible after six years in this General Assenbly, having just
completed paying six years of college for sy daughter at ten
thousand dollars a year, to try to keep a home back in
Cicero, support a family there, live down hére, try to live
on thirty-six dollars a day and I find it an impossibility.
50 please do me a favor and print abnything you so desire.
I'm proud...to put this amendment before this General Assem-

bly and I move for this adoption.
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END OF REEL
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REEL #6

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is on the adoption of Asmendment No. 1. Those
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Asendnment
No. 1 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETABY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1876. Senator Weaver asks
leave of the Senate to return the bill to the Order of 2nd
Reading. Is there 1leave? Leave is granted. Are there
amendments, Mr. Secretary, please?

SECRETARY:

Anendment No. 2 offered by Senator Weaver.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment defines and
outlines in further detail the relationship between the
Department of Central Hanagement and Childrem and Family
Services. The Department of Mental Health and the Department
of Rehabilitative Services operate direct in-patient cares in
these locations and so it helps clarify tbheir ability to
operate in these buildings, and 1'd move its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion 1is to adopt Amendsent No. 2. Discussion? Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment
No. 2 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARBY:
Anendment No. 3 offered by Senators Bloom and Vadalabene.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator...Senator Bloom is recognized on Amendment No. 3,
and may we have some order, please.
_SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and fellow Senators.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

We're about to conclude the business here. Senator
Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

The amendment deals with long~-term State lecases and modi-
fies Public Act 83942, we passed last year, dealing with the
long-term lease of the correctional facility at Galesburg.
It makes it possible for the city to issue bonds aﬁd con-
struct the facility and 1lease it to the State. It also
authorizes the State to enter into a long-term lease for a
facility at Collinsville to be used by transportation and law
enforcement and a facility in Dixon to serve as a mental
health facility. The leases are subject to termination and
cancellation if the General Assenbly fails to appropriate the
monies necessary. Try and answer apy gquestions; othervise,
have it adopted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3. Discussion? Thoée
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amend-
ment No. 3 is adopted. Are there further amendsents?
SECBETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

3rd reading. Sepate Bill 1889. Senator Berman asks leave
of the Senate to return the bill to the Order of 2nd EKeading.
Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there amendments, Mr.
Secretary, please?

SECRETARY:
Amendment No. 4 offered by Senator Berman.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Berman is recognized.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Br. President. This morning, on this Compen-
sation Beview Board bill, we put...put in one part of the
bill a sizty-day time frame for the report by tbe commission.
There was anothgt line that éhould have also been changed,
that's what this amendment does. 1 wove the adoption of
Amendnent No. 4.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 4. Discussion? Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment
No. 4 is adopted. Are there further amendments?

SECEETARY:

No further arendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1933, Senator Lemke asks leave
of the Senate to return the bill to the Order of 2nd Reading.
Is there leave? leave is granted. Are there amendments, Mr.
Secretary?

SECEETARY:
Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Lemke.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Lemke is recognized.

SENATOR LEMKE: i

What Amendment No. 2 does is it...that's LEB830904901?
SECRETARY: '

No, it*s LRB8309049SJDVANO1.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Okay, that's the first amendment. Okay, what this amend-
ment does is amends the bill. Changes the...on page 1, 1line
20, deletes the one...one percent and...and makes it .01 per-
cent. On page 2, it changes the date from March 1st to March
15th. On page 3, line 15, it deletes the eighty percent and

changes it to seventy-five percent, and +then it adds the
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Chapter 1, a new paragraph, allowing the Fthnic Heritage
Comapission to...to accept private sources for individual
funding and sets two funds up under the Act. I think it'*s a
good amendment. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

The wmotion is to adopt Amendment No. 2. Discussion?
Those in favor say Aye. Opposed WNay. The Ayes bave it.
Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Are there furthet'amendments?
SECBEETAEY:

Amendment No. 3, by Senator D'Arco and Lenke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator...Sepator Lemke to explain the D*Arco-Lenke
amendment.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What it...Amendment No. 3 does, it deletes all of Sec-
tions 3 and 4 and inserts there...thereof the follow . section
and adding the Act in relation to State fimances, adds the
Ethnic Heritage Comnission Fund. Think it's a good amend-
ment. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3. Discussion?
Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bhave it.
Amendment Mo. 3 is adopted. BAre there further amendments?
SECBRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senator Marovitz asks leave of the Senate
to return Senate Bill 1935 to the Order of 2nd Beading. Is
there leave? Leave 1is granted. Are there amendments, Mr.
Secretary, please?

SECEETARY:

Amendment No. 7 offered by Senator Marovitz.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz is recognized.
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SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and &=members of the
Senate. Amendment No. 7 is ome that was suggested by the
Illinois Health Care Association and agreed to and it guaran-
tees...a reisbursement schedule for nursing homes, and I
would ask for the...adoption of Amendment No. 7 to Senate
Bill 1935,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to adopt Apendement No. 7. Discussion?
Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Anmendment No. 7 is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further arendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1941, Senator Holmberg asks
leave of the Senate to return the bill to the Order of 2nd
Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is there 1leave?
Leave is granted. Are there amendments, Mr. Secretary?
SECBRETARY:

Agendsent No. 3 offered by Senator Holaberg.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

Senator Holmberg is recognized.
SENATOR HOLNBERG:

Amendment No. 3 to the hazardous waste siting bill repre-
sents a compromise worked out with industry representatives.
The only change pade is to delete the seventh criteria which
would have mandated that county boards must consider the
affect on ground water in their siting decision, and in its
place is ipserted into the EPA's permitting authority to
require that the agency provide a copy of the applicant's
hydrological 'study to the geological and water surveys and
request their assessment and conments. The surveys will
comment upon the proposed facility's impact upon usable

ground water resources and will also determine what consti-
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tutes a significant usable ground water resource after estab-
lishing Statewide criteria for such a determination. Also
the EPA will consider the survey's comments in the issuance
of the facility's development permit.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3 to Semate Bill 1941,
Discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Apendment No. 3 1is adopted. Are there further
amendaments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1944. Senator...Rock asks leave
of the Senate to return the bill to the Order of 2nd Eeading.
Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there amendments, Mr.
Secretary, please?

SECBETARY:

Anendment Ro. 3 offered by Senator BRock.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock on Apendment No. 3.

SENATOR EOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is another cleanup amendment. It takes out the
last of the 704 Placarding requiresents and it adds language
that's...specifically that training must be provided in the
current placarding systes. I know of no objection. I nmove
the adoption of Amendment No. 3.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to adopt Amendment No. 3. Ciscussion? fh&se
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Apendment
No. 3 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECEETARY:
No further arendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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3rd reading. Senate Bill 1954. Senator Rock asks leave
of the Senate to return the bill to the Order of 2nd Feading.
Is there leave? Leave is granted. Are there...amendments,
Mr. Secretary, please?

SECEETARY:

Ampendment No. 2 offered by Semator .Rock.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Rock is recognized.

SENATOR EOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 2 makes some minor changes in the lan-
guage to ensure the fact that the Department of Energy and
Natural Besources...the study that they are mandated to do
shall include consideration of previous studies on the topic.
It seems almost redundant, but I think it's...department has
no objection. I move the adoption cf Amendment No. 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

The 8motion is to adopt Asendment No. 2. Discussion?
Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Bay. The Ayes have it.
Amendwment No. 2 is adopted. Further amendeents?

SECBETARY:
No further asendments.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)
" 3rd reading. That completes the recall list. Senator
Rock.
SENATOR BOCK:

Yes, thank you. I would...I do appreciate the amount of
work...we are still attempting to, hopefully, get our work
completed by tomorrow night. If that's not possible, we'll
obviously be here on Friday...Friday being thbe Senate rule
deadline. Rules Conmmittee w%ill meet instead of tomorrow
morning, so that we can get an early start, EBules Committee
will meet immediately after adjournment towmorrow, and 1I°*4d

suggest that ve start the Session promptly tomorrow morning
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at nine-thirty and would move that we adjourn until that time
vithout further...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BERUCE)

Senator Maitland, is your amendment up pow on the recall
list? Has it arrived? 411 right, then we®ll have...all
right, we'll just have to hold it then till +tomorrow. All
right, Senator Philip, you had ar announcement?

SENATOBR EHILIP:

Yes, 1 do, Mr. President. First of all, the Department
of Conservation, as you know, has had a cocktail party on the
Governor's lawn...the Mansion from <four-thirty until six.
It*s probably still running and, as you know, the Department
of Conservation has their picnic out at the County Fair
Grounds starting at seven and would hope that everybody
would attend...also, believe it or not, we have a distin-
guished wmember on my side that bas a birthday. It's Senator
Weaver's birthday. He's thirty-nine once again. He's the
only wundertaker we have on our side of the aisle. He tells
me if you will drive up to Urbana and die in his funeral
home, that he'll give it to you twenty-five dcllars cheaper,
and I think that®s a hell of a deal. Happy birthday, Senator
Weaver.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Resolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 644 offered by Senator Buzbee and all
Senators, congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 645 offered by Senater Rock and all
Senators, congratulatory.

Senate Joint Resoclution 116 offered by Senator Donahue
and all Senators, and it's congratulatory.

PBESIDIRG OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Resolution Consent Calendar. For what purpése Senator

Hall arise?
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SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies apd Gentlemen. I'd
like for the record to show that Senator Chew is absent today
and tomorrow because of oral surgery.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. Senator...Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR KABOVITZ:

It's kind of tough to follow that one, boy. I would move
to suspend the appropriate posting rule so that the Committee
on Government Reorganization could meet at nine o'clock
tomorrow morning in Room 212 for consideration of the report
on Executive Order 2. It will take no more than fifteen min-
utes, and I would move that the appropriate rule be suspend.
I've checked with both sides of the aisle.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to suspend the rule as to posting so that...the
Comnmi ttee on Governmental Reorganization might meet tomorrow
morning at mnrine o®'clock. On the potion, those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The rules are sus-
pended and there will be a meeting at 9:00 a.m. tomorrow
morning in Room 212. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Yes, of course, I'm sure that the record is still showing
that Senator Dawson is absent because of illpess.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The Journal...all right,...all right, thank you, Senator
Hall. That will be Journalized as a continuing illness of
Senator Dawson. Any further business to cone befo:é the
Senate? Senator Rock bhas moved the Senate stand adjoarned
until the hour of nine tonorrow morning.
On...nine-thirty...nine~-thirty. Those in favor of the motion
say Aye. Those opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate

stands adjourned auntil nire-thirty tomorrow =morning.



