83RD GENERAL ASSENMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

OCTGBER 20, 1383

PRESIDENT:

The hour of tem having arrived, the Senate will please
come to order. HWill the members be at their desks and will
our guests in the gallery please rise. Our prayer this morn-
ing by Rabbi Israel Zoberman, Temple B'rith Sholonm, Spring-
field, Illinois. Rabbi.

RABBI ISRAEL ZOBERMAN:
{Prayer given by Eabbi Zoberman)
PRESIDENT:

Thank you, Rabbi. {Machine cutoff)...of the Journal.
Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I move that the Journal Ijust
read by the Secretary be approved unless some Senator has
additions or corrections to offer.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Hednesday, October 5, 1983.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, again, ®r. Precident. I move that the Journal
just read by the Secretary be approved unless some Senator
has objections or additions to offer.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. You've heard the motion as placed by Senator
Johns. Any discussion? If not, all in favor signify by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries. It is so ordered. Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, again, Mr. President. I move that the Jour-
nals of...Tuesday, October the 18th; Wednesday, October the
19th, in the year 1983, be postponed pending arrival of the
printed Journal.

PRESIDENT:
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You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Johns. Any
discussion? If not, all in faver signify by saying Aye. a1l
opposed. The Ayes have 1it. The motion carries. It's so
ordered. With leave of the Body, we'll go to page 5 on the
Calendar. On the Order of Constitutional Amendments 3rd
Reading, Senate Joint Resolution 2. Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
Senate Joint Resolution 2, Constitutional Amendment.
{Secretary reads SJR 2)
3rd reading of the resclution.
PRESIDENT:

With leave of the Body, we'll move to the Order of House
Bills 2nd Reading. The Secretary informs me that House Bill
553 which had been discharged on the motion of Senator
Grotberg technically bhas to...yet...has yet to be read a
first time. So, we will do that and then it will remain on
the Calendar in its proper place for Senator Grotberg's
future action. 553, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 553.

(Sacretary reads title of bill)
tst reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Yesterday, the only business that we were not able to get
to, the order of business was on page 17, Motions in Writing
to Override Item Vetces. On the bottom of page 17 of your
Calendar...Senator Buzbee, you're going to be the
first...first on these. On the bottom of page 17, the Order
of Motions in Writing to Override Item Vetoes, and on that
order of business, the first bill is Serate Bill 374 under
the sponsorship of Senator Buzbee. Has a motion been filed,
dr. Secretary? If you'd read the motion, please.

ACTING SECBETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

I nmove that the item on page 25, lines 17 through 22 of
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Senate Bill 374 do pass, the item veto of the Governor to the
contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator Buzbee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Buzbee is recognized.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. dith the help of Senator
Sangmeister, I'm going to a*tempt this, since I left my
glasses home this morning and Senator Sangmeister has gra-
ciously loaned me his. Hopefully I'1ll be able to see well
enough to be able to explain to you what this is all about.
This 1is a matching grani appropriation for engineering col-
leges for egquipment purchases. UWe passed legislation in this
past spring Session which would allow wuniversities, their
engineering departments specifically, to go to private indus-
try and to get matching grants to Illinois engineering col-
leges for the purchase of laboratory equipnent. Now, as a
matter of fact, in the committee, as I recall when this bill
was heard in front of the Higher Ed. Committee, I think it
passed unanimously. Senator Hudson, as a matter of fact, was
one of the supporters of this when we were talking about it
in the committee. It's an idea that...what's happening is
that the engineering schools are simply behind times in the
technology that they use and the equipment that they use in
the teaching of their technology to engineering students.
And so when a student comes out of an engineering school and
goes imnto the private sector, %hey find that the equipment
that they are having to work with in the private sector is so
much more modern than what they were learning in the engi-
neering school that they have to go through a retraining
process all over. This bill, by the way, did not come from
the universities. It came from the Engineers Society amd the
Illinois Society of Professional Engineers that...that asked
for this bill to start with. The Governor signed the bill,

the substantive legislation, and then he vetoed the start-up
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funds of five hundred thousand dollars. Now, this is a two
for one wmatch, which means that for every one dollar
of...pardon me, it's...it's a one for ome match. For every
one dollar of State funds put in, private industry will put
in a dollar. And let me tell you who's going to get the
mnoney, which universities; the university that is in the dis-
trict where I...which I represent gets very little of this
five hundred thousand dollars. As a ma*ter of fact, Southern
Illinois University, Carbondale, gets a total of sixteen
thousand eight hundred and fifty-five docllars. Bradley Uni-
versity...and this is based, by the way, on the number of
engineering students in the preceding year. Bradley Univer-
sity would get twenty-seven thousand. Illinois Institute of
Technology, sixty-two thousand. Northwestern University,
fifty~three thousand. SIU-C, six‘een thousand eight. SIU-E,
ten thousand. University of 1Illinocis, Chicago, sizty-five
thousand five hundred, and the biggest recipient by far and
away is the University of Illinois at Urbana, two hundred and
sixty-three thousand dollarsa. This is something that is
badly needed. It's an idea for cooperation between the pri-
vate sector and the public sector, and, as I said, in sup-
port...in committee, the legislation had the support of Sena-
tor Hudson and several others who thought it was a very good
idea, and I would appreciate if you would give me the support
now in overriding the...the reduction veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there...is there discussion? Discussion? The gques-—
tion is, shall the item on...the question is, shall the iten
on page 25, lines 17 through 22 of Senate Bill 374 pass, the
item veto of the Governor to the contrary notwithstandinge.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 42, the Nays

are 14, none voting Present. The item on page 25, 1lines 17
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through 22 of Senate Bill 374 having received the required
three-fifths vote is declared passed, the item veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. WHe will continue
on page 18 on this order of business and then we will take up
motions in writing to restore item reductions, also on page
18. Page 374, Senator Jones. Would you read the motion, Hr.
Secretary, please, on Senate Bill 374.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

I nmove that the item on page 36, lines 18 through 22 of
Senate Bill 374 do pass, the item veto of the Govermor to the
contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator Jones.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Jones is recognized.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, HNr. President and members of the Senate.
This is a very small amount of mconey that we...the General
Assembly finally agreed on in June for a intern program at
Chicago State University. It originally started out in the
House at seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars, and by the
time it left the Appropriation Committee here we whittled it
down to two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. It is a pro-
gram that serves the urban area of the City of Chicago
for...one of our governor universities, which is Chicago
State University. We're all familiar with the interanship
program. It is a worthwhile program £for young people to
learn government at a very early age, and I solicit your
favorable vote on this override, the Governor's veto notwith-
standing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Hell, this is a new intern program. It's the only onpew
intern program anybody got going this year or tried to get

goinge You know, we're trying to hold the line on spending.
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I think we have a temporary *ax increase that I suspect a
majority of the nembers would like to see Le temporary, and I
think some of these overrides we're going to have to remenmber
that we're not flush. We ought to exercise some restraint
even though many of these projects are very commendable and
worthwhile. I'd like to remind you, there®s still an awful
lot of people that were cut out of public aid benefits that
haventt been restored, and vwe're out starting new prograss
without going back to try and get those people taken care of.
It's a matter of priority I would think.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Further discussion? Senator Jones
may close.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker. In response...Mr. Presi-
dent, rather. 1In response to the previous speaker, I under-
stand exactly what you are saying, but I just wvitnessed the
vote that just went cut of here for several hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars on another program, and if we are going to
be consistent, then we will vote Yes on this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate...shall the item on
page 36, 1lines 18 of...through 22 of Senate Bill 374 pass,
the item veto of the Governor to the «contrary notwithstand-
ing. 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 recorde. On that
question, the Ayes are 31, the ©Nays are 25, nome voting
Present. The motion to override the item veto is lost.
Senate Bill 374, Senator Vadalabene., And would you read the
motion, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
I move that the item on page 29, lines 8 through 10 of

Senate Bill 374 do pass, the item veto of the Governor to the
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contrary notwithstandiag. Signed, Senator Vadalabene.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene is recognized.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and menmbers of the Senate.
Southern Illinois University at Edwardsville is in the center
of the second largest population and industrial area of the
State of 1Illinois. The gquiding force behind the econonic
development of southwestern Illinois since 1976 has been
Southern Illinois University at Edwardsville. The five hun-
dred thousand dollars veitoed by the Governor would allow the
university to begin creating the physical intrastructure,
utilities, sewers and roads are need for a research park at
the Edwardsville campus. The appropriation is also needed to
begin the strategy for economic development in the
Madison—-St. Clair Counties area. This appropriation would
allow the  university to attack the problems of the economic
development on a regional basis with other educational
facilities, business people and local governnents. And I've
heard the Governor say many, many times that the Edwardsville
campus of Southern Illinois University is his favorite
campus, and I would appreciate a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to override the item veto. Discussion?
Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I...I guess I'1]l give the same speech again, and
also point out that we've already put an additional 14.7 mil-
lion for upgrading engineering programs and egquipment. You
know, we're...this is nmoney on top...new money on top of nevw
money at a time when we haven't gone back and restored some
of the cuts that we had in the existing progracs and some of
the shortfalls in public aid, mental health, you name it. I

just have a feeling we ought to be talkimg about trying to
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take a look at all those things we haven't restored before we
start putting new money on top of new nmoney.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Vadalabene may closea
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, just that I appreciate a favorable vote, and some of
the things that Senmator Schaffer is talking about, we®ll be
getting some of the people off the public aid rolls.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. The question is, shall the item on page 29,
lines 8 through 10 of Senate Bill 374 pass, the item veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. 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 question, the Ayes are
34, the Nays are 20, none voting Presenrt. The motion to
override the item veto is lost. Senate Bill 378, Senator
DeAngelis. HRead the motion, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECREYARY: (8B, FERNANDES)

I move that the item on page 48, lines 33 through 35, and
on page 49, 1lines 1 and 2 of Senate Bill 378 do pass, the
item veto of the Governor to the <contrary mnotwithstanding.
Signed, Senator DeAngelis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis is recognized.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senmate. This
is a ninety thousand dollar item for hypertension control
that was item vetoed out. Some of you may have received sone
mail on this from your local agencies. It cuts across gquite
a few agencies across the State. The hypertension control
program is pretty effective im Illinois. It's far better to
check somebody's blood pressure rather than wait for them to

get a stroke and then take care of them in the hospital. So,
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I would urge that we override the item veto of ninety thou-
sand dollars on page 48, page 49, of Senate Bill 378.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

In the spirit of bipartisanship, I would respectfully
remind the Body that we already have three hundred and eleven
thousand dollars in the budget...pardon me, three hundred and
thirty-seven thousand dollars in the...a budget, which is an
increase over last year. It's am unbudgeted...add-cn. Sazme
speech I'%ve given twice before for additional ccnments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Delngelis may close.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, with all due respect to Senator Schaffer, he is
correct except that the three thirty-seven is all Block Grant
money. This was our contribution from General Revenue Fund
which was what...which was what was vetoed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the item on page 48, 1lines 33
through 35, and on page 49, lines 1 and 2 of Senate Bill 378
pass, the item veto of the Governor to the contrary notwith-
standing. Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppcsed 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 15, the Nays are 25, 1 voting
Present. The motion to override the item veto having failed
to receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. Senate Bill 394, Senator Rock. BRead the mo%tion, Hr.
Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

I move tha* the item on page 19, lines 26 through 34 of

Senate Bill 394 do pass, the item veto of the Governor to the

contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator Eock.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

<e-May we have some order, please. Sepator Rock is
recognized.
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This motiom and the one which will follow it, I
think, are motions upon which we can all agree, or at least
we should agree. I believe the Governor in the exercise of
his item ve*o in this instance made a mistake. This motion
would call for the restoration of 1.3 million dcllars for the
grant awards to the metropolitan enforcement groups, the MEG
units. There are, as you know, nine such units across the
State. When Director Zagle came before the Senate for advice
and consent to his reappointament, he made the point that in
1982 the MEG units in Illinois made thirteen hundred arrests
vhich resulted in a conviction rate of ninety-three percent,
and the confiscated heroin, cocaine and other narcotics were
valued on street value over tuwenty million dollars. This is
an investpment we simply can't afford to lose. Now, we
passed...this Assembly passed a year or sc ago a Drug Traffic
Prevention Fund. It called for the confiscation of assets
from those involved in the trafficing of drugs. Frankly,
that program has not yet been fully iwplemented, and we made
an agreement and we intend to stay by that agreement, that at
some point in time the Drug Traffic Prevention Fund will, in
fact, be the funding vehicle for the metrogolitan enforcement
groups. At +the moment, however, there simply isn*t any money
in that fund. There is less than ten thousand dollars. This
motion would call for the restoration of the grant monies to
those nine enforcement groups across the State; the Quad
Cities, lake County, Vermillion, Carbondale, East St. Louis,
Joliet, Kankakee and, obviously, Cook County. It is an
investment, as I say, we just can't afford not to restore.

The Governor does not indicate that he's in any way cpposed.
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He said in his Veto Message, "otherwise, there will be no
incentive to institute and step up the worthwhile progranm,
namely, the drug traffic prevention program." <That prograa
will be stepped up, has been instituted. It simply bas not
yet reaped the benefits. There is no money in the fund. In
the meantime, absent this morey, the metropolitan enforcement
groups, frankly, will simply go out of business. At the
moment, they do not have any money. I think the Governor
recognizes he made a mistake, and I would ask that we restore
this...money, the line item veto of the Governor to the con-
trary notwithstanding.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall
the item on page 19, lines 26 through 34 of Senate Bill 394
pass, the item veto of the Governor to the contrary notwith-
standing. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Bave all voted who wish? Bave all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
55, the Nays are 1, none voting Fresent. The item on page
19, lines 36 through 34 of Senate PFill 394 having...having
received the required three-fifths vote is declared passed,
the item veto of the Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. WCIA is requesting permission to videotape the proceed-
ings. Is there 1leave? Leave is granted. 394, Mr. Secre-
tary, further motions?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

I move that the item on page 19, lines 20 through 25 of
Senate Bill 394 do pass, the item veto of the Governor to the
contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator Rock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Bock is recognized.
SENATOR EOCK:
Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. This is the companion iten. It...it is in the
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amount of one hupndred and sixty thousand dollars to be appro-
priated to the Department of Law Enforcement for the purpose
of the administration of this progranm. It*s...again, abso-
lutely essential. It is a hundred and sixty thousand
dollars, but it's part and parcel of the cther motion, and I
would again seek your favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? The guestion is, shall the item on page 1§,
lines 20 through 25 of Senate Bill 394 pass, the item veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is oper. Bave
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are 1,
none voting Present. The item on page 19, lines 20 through
25 of Senate Bill 394 having received the required three-
fifths majority is declared passed, the item veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Senate Bill 714,
Senator ¥elch. Read the motion, Mr. Secretary, pleass.
ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)

I move that the item on page 12, lines 20 through 27 of
Senate Bill 714 do pass, the item veto of the Governor to the
contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator Welch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE BEUCE)

Senator Welch is recognizeda
SENATCR WELCH:

Thank you, Hr. President. The veto of this bill has a
long history. What this appropriation uwas, was a
reappropriation of 1.5 million dollars for the conversion of
a hospital in the City of LaSalle, St. Mary's Kospital, into
a veterans' nursing home. The bill passed the Legislature
last Session. The 1.5 million dollars is a matching fund to
be created to match 1.5 wmillion dollars to be raised locally
by the veterans to complete this project. The estimated cost

of the project is three million dollars. When the project is
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completed, the State of Illinois will get back no*t just the
1.5 million dollars that we want to vote on today but an
extra fifteen percent. In other words, the Federal Govern-
ment reimburses sixty-five percent of the total cost of the
project to the State even though the State of 1Illinois will
only put up £fifty percent. No money will be spent, it
appears, until the local group raises the matching amount of
mOneye shen they do, then we could start changing this
hospital into a veterans®' facility. As I said, the bill
passed last year with bipartisan support. It started out, it
was a Bepublican sponsored bill in the House last year. The
Governor decided to veto it. I think that this is something
that we should vote for to help our veterans. I domn’t think
we've done anything for the veterans this year except give
them their own license plate for Fearl Harbor Veterans, but
beyond that, I don't think welve...we've done agmuch for the
veterans. %®e have a group of veterans here lotbying for this
bill, and I would appreciate your support on this overridea
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

¥ell, I think we've forgotten the weleven wmillion plus
that we®ve put in +the budget for a similar facility in
Mantino-Shapiro, I guess, as that negotiation continues. 1
guess I should preface wy remarks by saying I'm a veteran
and, you know, I...I like to support things for <he veterans
but, frankly, I think we're...at a time when we're trying to
hold the line on new programs and new conmmitments, we're cer-
tainly getting deeply mired in this type of thing. If we're
going to go ahead with this one and then the one at Mantino,
and I don't think, frankly, any of us have any reason to be
particularly proud of the number of dollars we are putting in
the one at Quincy that we already have a responsibility for.

I think wefve got to draw a lines here. It's a very difficult
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vote. I know many of us feel very strongly about seeing that
the veterans are well taken care of, but I think this is a
program that the State will not be able to afford down thé
road, and why kid anybody about it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DCNAHUE:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies apd Gentlemen of ‘the
Senate. I would just like to say that even though...as we
build these facilities around the State and we're getting
help from the Pederal Government, the State of Illinois is
still responsible for operating then. We, in Quincy, are
finding ourselves short of an operating budget and are not
being able to do properly for the veterans at our home, and I
would just say that I think dit's...with the prospect of
Hantino and the problems we're having at the Quincy Veterans?
Home, I would hope *that we could defeat this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Welch
may close.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I guess this is kind of an,
WIt've got Dpine, so we don't want another one" type of argu-
ment. I think that the time has come for us to act again on
this bill favorably. The 1.5 million dollars is not going to
come out of the budget this year unless the local groups
raise 1.5 million dollars. If they can do that, I think that
that shows a great deal of participation on the Jlocal part
and it's something to be commended and perhaps something that
should be done more often. But the fact remains that if we
do appropriate the money, we get it back plus fifteen per-
cent, and I don®t think we can say that about any other bill
we passed in this Session this year. And I think that the

time has come for us to help the veterans, to help them in
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the northern part of Illinois, pot just in the southern part
Or iN...where the...most of the veterans reside. Some eighty
percent of the veteran population within...live witbin a cne
hundred mile radius of this facility. I don®t think that can
be said about any other facility. In addition, the...the
nunber of beds necessary are not there unless we do build
this facility. The land for this project is being donated by
the City of LaSalle. The...the hospital itself was dobpated
by the...by some nuns to the city to be turmed into a facil-
ity to help the people. I think this is a project that shows
a great deal of local participation. I think it should be
encouraged, and I think that this is one vote that we can ke
proud to cast, and it's one vote that I think is fiscally
responsible because the money is going to come back. And I
would appreciate your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The guestion is, shall the item on page 12, 1lines 20
through 27 of Senate Bill 714 pass, the item veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. 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
35, the MNays are 14, 2 voting Present. The motion
to...0verride the item veto of the Governor having failed to
receive the required constitutional majority is
declared...Senator ®elch asks that further consideration of
the motion be postponed. The motion will be placed on the
Order of Fostponed Consideration. Senate Bill 378, Semator
Buzbee. EKead the motion, Mr. Secretary, please. We are now
going to the Order of Motions in Hriting to Restore Iten
Reductions. That is on page 18 of your <Calendar in the
center.

ACTING SECRETARY: {8R. FEBNANDES)

I move that the item on page 56, lines 13 through 17 of
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Senate Bill 378 be restored, the item reduction of the Gover-
nor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator Buzbee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee is recognized.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden:*. This is a restoration atteapt
of dollars that the Governor had eliminated from the Illincis
Veterans' Scholarship appropriation. He reduced some two
million pine hundred and fifty-one thousand dollars. Now,
who this impacts on is the senior universities somewhat in
this State, but it primarily impacts on the community col-
leges that are in each and every one of our districts. What
happens it...is...it is the lav of the State of Illinois that
those veterans who went in on...to military duty prior to
1976, I believe it is, or *78, they are still eligible under
current Illinois law for a veterans? scholarship, which means
that if they have served honorably in...any of the four
branches or the five branches of the U.S. Military and then
they come out...and they were a resident of the State of
Il1linois before they went in, they come out of the military
under honorable conditions, they are eligible if they want to
go to school, for a military schelarship, which wmeans tha%
the State will pick up their tuition. Eut what has been
happening is that over the 1last three years the Illinois
Department of Veterans' Affairs has purposefully decided to
underfund this particular item, and it has been impacting on
the comwmunity colleges, primarily the senior imnstitutions
also but to a lesser extent. Now, three vyears aqgo the
Department of Veterans' Affairs came in and told us, we're
going to fund this at a...at a lesser percentage level rather
than one hundred percent. It will be a one-time only shot.
We know that we're hurting the universities and the community
colleges by doing this, but we're only going to do it once.

And so the universities and the community colleges all agreed
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that they would take that one-time hit because of the finan-
cial exigency which supposedly HASaoeaWdSeealWe were
experiencing at that time. Then the next year they came back
in and did the same thing, and then again this year they've
done the same thing again. Now, what I'm asking for is a
restoration of two million nine hundred fifty-one thousand
dollarse. In anticipation of Senator Schaffer's speech, let
me just tell you, Ladies and Gentlemen, that the Governor's
Office has over fifty-eight millicn dollars in supplemental
appropriation requests before this Body. We will be hearing
that week after next. Yes, we did pass a temporary tax
increase, and the Governor has found a lot of ways to spend
it obviously. He's got fifty-eight wpillion dollars in
supplemental appropriations that we're supposed to pass two
weeks from now. Whether we do or whether we don't is not the
subject here now cbviously, except to say that the two mil-
lion nine I'm talking about is impacting directly on your
taxpayers and your community colleges, and I have the list.
If we do this override, Belleville Comnmunity College will get
an additional  ninety-six thousand dollars; Blackhawk,
ninety-four thousand; Chicago, three hundred and eight;
Danville, twenty-six; DuPage, ninety-five thousand; Elgin,
thirty-seven; Harper, sixty-two, and I can go on and on and
on and on. I got them all right here if anybody is inter-
ested. Thank you. I*11 ask for an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATGQR BEHUCE:

I just rise in support of this two million nine. Itve
given this speech before, and that is, we in this Body tell
the colleges and universities and community colleges through-
out the State of Illinois we want veterans to get a free ride
at our universities and colleges, then we do not put in the

money. The conmunity cclleges in particular have to fund all
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these. They are 1losing money. I would appreciate the
restoration of this two million nine helping the community
colleges throughout the Srate of 1Illinocig get +their fair
share of the money.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? The question is, shall the item on
page 56, lines 13 through 17 of Senate Bill 378 be restored,
the item reduction of the Governor to *he contrary anotwith-
standing. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The item on page 56, lines 13
through 17 of...Senate Bill 378 having received the required
majority vote of Senators elected is declared restored, the
item reduction of the Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. Motions in writing, accept the specific recommendations
for change. Bottom of page 18, Senate Bill 98, Senator Luft.
Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FPERNANDES)

1 move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to Sepate Bill 98 in pmanner and form as follows.
Signed, Senator Luft.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BEUCE)

Senator Luft is recognized.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, Sepate Bill 98 dealt with the income tax and had
three provisions. Two of those provisions the Governor
eliminated. One, a decoupling from the Illincis...of I1li-~
nois from the Federal withholding requirements. He did that
because that was stated in House Eill 400 and already been
signed. Another was a requirement that +the C[Lepartment of

Revenue collect and publish individual income tax data. The
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Governor thought the reliability of that data did not suffi-
ciently justify the signing of this portion of the bill, and
an automatic sixty-day extension on the date of which a tax-
payer must file a return if <the ‘taxpayer is 1living or
travelling abroad on the date of that return is due was
amended to make sure that it applied only to individuals.
And I would ask for a favorable vote on my motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? The question is, shall the Senate accept the
specific recommendation of the Governor as to Senate Bill 98
in the manner and form just stated by Senator Luft. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does adopt the spe-
cific recommendation of the Governor as :to Senate Bill 98,
and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 133, Senator
Dawson. Senator Dawson on the Floor? Senate Bill 187, Sena-
tor Demuzio. Kead the motion, Mr. Secretary, please, on 187.
ACTING SECEETARY: {MR. FEENANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to Senate Bill 187 in manner and form as follows.
Signed, Senator Lemuzio.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio is recognized.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. The Govermor had a
long and lengthy message on Senate Fill 187 in regards to
utilities. The principal change, I suspect, is adding to the
substantive language allowing for the onre hundred thousand
dollar appropriation that's in the, as I recall correctly, is
in the Illinois Comnmerce Commission funding bill to be lent

to the Citizens Utility Board as start-up money. The cther
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major changes were that the annual report would be automati-
cally sent to the board members rather thanm upon request. He
made some technical changes in regards to the Open Meetings
Act as well as putting into the record, I guess, the recodi-
fication of the winter shutoff, which apparently the Conmerce
Commission has already been doing, and restructured the CWIP
part to allow for the Commerce Conmission flexibility in
returning to the rate base that portion of the CWIP that was
already in it, and provided that the 1Illinois Commerce
Commission members would be excluded from participation in
the representation before the Commerce Commission in any pro-
fessional capacities, and made other changes. 1 would think
that those are the major changes that were made, and I would
solicit an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion 1is, shall the
Senate accept the specific recommendations of the Governor as
to Senate Bill 187 in the manner and form just explained by
Senator Demuzio. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does adopt the specific recommendations of the Gover-
nor as to Senmate Bill 187, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 2B8...Senator Sangmeister, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

A matter of personal privilege. I*d 1like to nmake an
introduction, if I can. I®'m very pleased today to have with
us the senior citizens from St. Hary®s Nativity Church in
Joliet, who are visiting apnd taking a tcur of the Capitol,
and I would like them to rise and be recognized by the

Senate.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

#ould our gquests in the galleries please rise and be
recognized. Helcome to the Capitol Building. Senate Bill
288. Read the motion, #r. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recowmmendation of the
Governor as to Senate Bill 288 in manner and form as follows.
Signed, Sernator Rock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Senator Rock is recognized. May we have some order,
please. Senator Bock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, you will recall that Senate Bill 268 is an amendment
to the Illinois Pension Code, and it came specifically at the
request of the State Board of Investment. The primary
motivating force bebind this bill was the need to permit the
Illinois State Board of Investment to indemnify its members.
Youtll recall that we have now established as policy the pru-
dent man rule for investment, and at the same time when wue
changed that law, we knocked out...inadvertently knocked out
the indemnification for our trustees on the State Board of
Investment., Indennification is absolutely essential that
the...so that they can properly function. Senate Bill 288 as
it...as it left the Senate and left the House contained in
addition thereto a number of other changes in the Pension
Code which the Governor felt in his message were not neces-
sary or far beyond what he felt was necessary. The essential
gquestion is the indemnification of the State Board of Invest-
ment members. The bill as it came back to us with the
Governor's specific recommendations for <change 1literally
stripped all the other changes out and left only the indemni-
fication section intact. It is worthy of our vote, and I

move to accept the Govermor's specific recomrendations for
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change.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

You've heard the motion. Discussion? Discussicn? The
question is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommenda-
tion of the Goverror in the manner and form just explained by
Senator Bock on Senate Bill 288. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Sepnate does adopt the specific recon-
mendation of the Governor as to Senate Bill 288, and the bill
having received +the reguired constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 304, Senator Demuzio. Read the
motion, Mr. Secretary, fplease.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recompendation of the
Governor as to Semate Bill 304 in manner and form as follows.
Signed, Senator Demuzio.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio is recognized.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. I am told that this
is a technical change in the Illinocis...in the establishment
of the Illinois...Economic Opportunity Act %o sinmply...to
conform the definition of that area which comstitutes poverty
and poverty level to the already established cnacted depart-
mental rules. I don?t know of any opposition and would move
for the...for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall the
Senate accept the specific recomnmendation of the Governor as
to Senate Bill 304 in the manner and form just explained by
Senator Demuzio. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed

vote Nay. The wvoting is open. Have all voted who wish?
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Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate doss adopt the specific recommendation of the Governor
as to Senate Bill 304, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 403, Senator Grotberg. Read the motion, Mr. Secretary,
please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to Semate Bill 403 in manner and form as follows.
Signed, Senator Grothberg.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotterg is recognized.
SENATOR GBOTBERG:

Thank you, Nr. President and fellow Senators. Senate
Bill 403 was the part-time employee for not-fcr-profit orga-
nizations on the unemplcyment compensation program that we
worked diligently on on two different bills, and the Governor
has made some language change that improves the bill really
and clarifies that it's not subject to the payments in 1lieu
of contributions, and it will bring the not-fcr-profits into
lines..the bill stemmed from townships who use prisoner labor
on the work release programs, and that's the main substance
of the bill, and this has the...I move we go along with the
Governor on it.

PBESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? The
question is, shall the...shall the Senate accept the specific
recommendations of the Governor as to Senate Bill 403 in the
wmanner and form just stated by Senator Grotberg. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that

question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are non€, nome voting
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Present. The specific recommendations of the Governcor as to
Senate Bill 403 having received the required constitutional
majority vote of Senators elected are declared accepted.
457, Senatoﬁ Dawsaon. Senator Dawson omn the Floor? Senate
Bill 457. Senate Bill 536, Semator Ccllins. Hr. Secretary,
read the motion, pleasea

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I wmove to accept the specific reconmendations of the
Governor as to Senate Bill 536 in the manner and form as fol-
lows. sSigned, Senator Collias.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and the members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 536, as all of you are aware, is the
collective bargaining bill passed by both Houses and sent to
the Governor's Desk last spring. The Governor made some sub-
stantial changes in the bill, amd I will briefly go through
those changes with you. Pirst of all, he deleted all provi-
sions in the bill dealing with educational employees. He
increased the number of arbitrators from three to seven in
cases involved in security and essential personnel. His
rationale was to increase management input in that...in
reviewee.sin...in that area. He excluded mandatory political
contributions from the fair share provision in the bill. He
added the director of the Department of Lakor and Central
Management Services to the State Government body to be
included in the review of arbitrated...arbitration decisions.
He included the...the employees of the Department of Law
Enforcement below the rank of sworn officers. He increased
some of the...he also included many of the elements in the
Senate Bill 416 sponsoired by Senator Hall, the Ei-State
Development Agency Act. He clarified language in the...in

the definitions in areas of confidential enmployee, super—

,,,,,, ]
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visory employses, strikes, binding arbitration, unfair labor
practices, and he made numerous technical changes and cleanup
language. At this tinme, I would move to accept
the...specific recommendations of the Governore.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

WAND-TV, <Channel 17 has asked...is seeking permission to
tape the proceedings. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
Is there any discussion? Is there any discussion? Senator
Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
there have been some inmprovements on this bill but it still
does not negate the fact that public employees will have the
right to strike, for example, in the mental institutions of
the State, in the...in the...the public institutions of the
State, and also of every local government in the whole State.
I +think it's a bad bill. I think the concept was bagd,
because I do not believe that we should give puklic employees
the right tc strike, although I am in favor of collective
bargaining with mandatory arbitration righ+ of appeal to the
courts. When you have strike bills for public employees, you
are not allowed to stop paying taxes when your services are
cut and you ares...that when you...when you cut those
services, when those...when there's a strike, those services
affect the very health, safety and welfare of the people of
Illinois, and I think it*s a bad bkill. It*s a bad bill
dS...asS corrected. It was a bad bill when it was brought up
and amended, and I speak against this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHDZIO0)

Purther discussion? Further discussion? Sepator Keats.

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:
es-0Dly to say i dont*t rise in any arqumeat. I mean,

ife..if the Sepators don't know what 536 is by now, God save
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us. It's just that for those who are opposed to the concept,
I've been asked to say, the correct vote is a No vote if
you're opposed to the concept. I don't intend to argque it
one way or the other. I think it's a philosophic issue that
either you're for or against based on your philosophy, but
for those sho are not in favor of it, a No vote could essen-
tially kill the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Collins may close.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Geo-Karis, let me just respond to your...your
statements in reference to the strikes. Under this bill,
Senator Geo-Karis, strikes are far more unlikely to occur
than they are today under the negotiated collective bargain-
ing degreements...agreements that takes place throughcut the
State, because this bill specifically sets forth all kinds of
steps by which one must follow pricr to going on strike. It
will reduce the likelihoods that strikes would occur. It
also provides for the governing...the management agent to go
into court or any citizen to go inmte court and to declare
that strike as an immediate danger to the welfare of the
citizens of the State of Illinois and to get a court injunc-
tion. A1l of these provisions are not available now. If
they were, the teachers in Chicago may not be on strike.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Alright. The question is, shall Sepate Bill 536...the
question is, shall the Senate accept the specific recomnenda-
tions of the Governor as to Senate Bill 536 in the manner and
form just stated by Senator Collins. Those...those in favor
will vote Aye. Those...Senator Heaver, for what purpose do
you arise?

SENATOR HWEAVER:
I wonder if we could have a short Recess for a Republican

Caucus?
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PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LEHUZIO)

Well, Senator Rock.

SEHATOR EOCK:

#ell, the...that...that reguest is always in order. I
would remind you, however, that we are at the point of a roll
call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIOQ)

Alright. The question is, shall the Senate accept the
specific recommendations for...as *o the Governor as to
Senate Bill 536 in the manner and form just stated by Senator
Collins. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open...Senator Geo-Karis, she...she was clos-
ing. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 33, the Nays are 22.
Those voting...the specific recospendations of the Governor
as to Senate Bill 536 having received the required constitu-
tional majority vote of Senators elected are declared
accepted. Senator Hudson, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR HUDSON:

Yes, I would request a verification on this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

There's been a request for a verification. Senator
Hudson has requested a verification of the...affirmative roll
call, Senator? Of +the affirmative roll call. The members
will be in their seats, and the Secretary will read the
affirmative votes.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Bruce,
Buzbee, Carroll, Cheuwu, Coffey, C(Collins, ©U'Arco, Darrow,
Davidson, Dawson, Degnan, Denuzio, Egan, Hall, Holmberg,
Johns, Jones, Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Kelly, Lechowicz,
Luft, Marovitz, Nedza, Netsch, Rupp, Sangmeister, Savickas,

Vadalabene, Welch, Zitc, Mr. President.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Hudson, do you dquestion the presence of any

member?
SENATOR HUDSON:

(Machine cutoff)...Senator Jomnes.
PRESIDENT:

Sernator Jomes on the Floor? Senator Jones on the Floor?
Strike his name, Mr. Secretary. Sepator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSCN:

Senator Marovitz.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz is on the Floor next to Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR BUDSON:

No further requests, Mr. Fresident.

PBESIDENT:

Thank you. The 1roll has been verified. On that ques-
tion, there are 32 Ayes, 22 Hays, none voting Present. The
Senate...the specific recommendations of the Govermaor as to
Senate Bill 536 having received the required constitutional
majority vote of Senators elected are declared accepted.
Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

(Machine cutoff)...but no, thank you.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. 581, Senator Bloom. 619, Senator Egan. On the
Order of Motions in Writing to Accept the Specific Recon-
mendations for Change is a motion filed on Senate BRill 619.
Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to Senate Bill 619 in manner and form as follows.
Signed, Senator FEgan.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan.
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SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate. The
motion is to concur in the amendatory veto of the Governor.
The bill as it left the Senate requires and allows for the
admissibility of inconsistent prior statements mpade at a
criminal +trial, something that has bezsn forbidden until this
bill becomes lavw. The two additional provisiomns were added
on in the House which would require two things, basically;
that the witness is a hostile or unwilling witness within a
Supreme Court...within the scope of the Supreme Court BRule
No. 238; and number two, that the party calling the witness
is surprised by the witness' testimony within the meaning of
Supreme Court Rule 238, As it turns out, the rule
amended...the Supreme Court amended the rule to delete any
reference to a party's being surprised. Consequently, the
applicability of this particular provision in the Statute is
negated by the absence of that rule and so it was removed by
the Governor, and I would respectfully request the...your
approval in the Governor's amendatory vetc.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to Senate Bill 619 in the n@manper and forn
just stated by Senator Egan. Those in favor «ill vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 57 Ayes,
no Nays, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as *o Senate Bill 619 having received the
required constitutional majority are declared accepted. 740,
Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)
I...I move to accept the...the specific recommendations

of the Governmor as to Senate Bill 740 in manner and form as
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follows. Signed, Senator Ratson.
PRESIDENT:

Senator #Hatson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. Origipally, Senate Bill 740
amend the provisions of the Snowmobile Registration and
Safety Act which regulate the general operation of snow-
mobiles and provided that the snowmobile 1lands which are
leased for public purposes are not to be considered as lands
leased for valuable considerations. The kill alsc contained
an immunity to public wutilities and other land owners who
lease land to the State for recreational purposes, and it
also excused the Department of Conservation from maintaining
bathhouses oan certain beaches and in certain areas. The
Governor deleted all but the Spnownobile BRegistratiom and
Safety Act provisions, and that would be, he took out the
immupity to public utilities and other land owners who lease
land from the State for recreational purposes, and he also
took out the provision which excused the Department of
Conservation from maintaining bathhouses on certain beaches.
I know of no opposition, and I just simply ask for your
approval.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate accept the specific recommendations of
the Governor as to Senate Bill 740 in the wmanner and forn
just stated by Senator Hatsona 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 question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations
of the Governor as to Senate Bill 740 having received the
required constitutional majority vote.of Senatcrs elected are

declared accepted. 981, hold. Senate Bill 1056, Senator
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Schaffer. Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
I move to accept the specific recommendations of the

Governor as to Senate Bill 1056 in manner and form as fol-

lows. Signed, Senator Schaffer.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQG)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This bill relates to using the boat funds for operations

of the locks in the chain of lakes. A1l the Governor did was

add an effective date of January 1st, 1984. 1I'd move to
accept that change.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion

is, shall the Senate accept the specific recoamendations of

the Governor as to Senate Bill 1056
just stated by Senator Schaffer.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting

who wish? Have all voted who wish?

in the manner and form

Those in favor vote Aye.
voted

is open. Bave all

Have all voted who wish?

Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays

are none, none voting Present. The specific recommendations

of the Governor as to Senate Bill 1056 having received the

required constitutional majority vote of Senators elected are

declared accepted. Senate Bill 1116, Senator Marovitz.

Senate Bill 1174, Senator Rupp. Mr. Secretary, read the

wotion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (HR. FERYANDES)

I move to accept the specific reccmmendations of the

Governor to Sepate Bill 1174 in nanner and form as follows.

Signed, Senator Rupp.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator BRupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move to accept the specific
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reconnendations of the Governor. Basically, wbat it is, it's
a change adding in words that the Labor Department mnmust bLe
represented by the Attorney General, and since in Section
39-9 of the Act it*'s requires that +he Attormey General
represent the agency, I make the move that we accept the
reconmendations.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? Senator
Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Senator, this bill originally would seek to put into the
Prevailing Wage Act some injunctive relief against the award
of a contract. Did the Governor leave that part in the bill?
Is that still a part of this bill?

PRESIDIKRG OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Bupp.

SENATOR RUEP:

Yes, sir.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you. I nmerely want to point out to the members
that this bill just narrowly passed the Legislature in +the
spring. I think it's a bad idea. I think it expands
the...the concept of prevailing wage to the extent that the
Department of Labor can get involved in these things before a
contract is even awarded, and I think it's a bad practice and
we should never have approved this in the first place. So,
we have another chance to vote on the issue.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
Further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATIS:
Only to remind...Senator Schunepsan has covered the bill

well. It only received 31 votes when it passed last time. I
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would ask each of you to consider the fact that this bill
does set a precedent that many people really dcn?'t want set,
and I think from that angle, we've set encugh precedeats this
year for other problems. I would ask all the members to
remenber it only got 31 votes, and don't get carried away om
voting.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Alright. Further discussion? sénator Gretkerg.
SENATOR GRCIBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. I think the Body should be
aware of what happens under the existing law, and it would be
worse with this. We have a prison problem, and I think it's
fifteen hundred beds up ipn Dixon that we're planning on to
relieve the whole prison problem of the State of Illinocis
along with...a 1lot of other actions. That construction job
is tied up and is not going to get open. They're six months
behind schedule. The whole of State Government is falling
apart. This bill just supports the system that has <crippled
construction in this State. The low bidder just happened to
save the people of Illinois millions of dollars...or thou-
sands, I'm sorry, on that particular job that's on strike
and...because of +the concept of the prevailing wage.
And...we've got *o reject these things and keep the systenm
out there and keep it going.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Rupp may closea.
SENATOR EHUPP:

Thank you, Hr. President. I wculd 1like to remind the
question before us is whether or not the changes made by the
Governor should be accepted. It?s a very simple change, a
few words, and the other problem had been solved, we did vote
on that, and I will be glad to accept 31 votes again.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

The questiom is, shall the Senate accept the specific
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recommendations of the Governor as to Senate Bill 1174 in the
manner and form just stated by Senator Rupp. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will...vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Vote Senator Rock Aye. Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 32, the Nays are 23, 1 voting
Present. The specific recommendations of the Governor as to
Senate Bill 1174 having received the
required...constitutional majority vote of Senators elected
are declared accepted. Is there leave tc return to page 18,
Senator Dawson was off the Flcor om Senate Bill 1332 1s
leave granted? Leave 1is granted. On page 18, motions in
writing, accept +the specific recommendations for change,
Senate Bill 133. Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {BR. FERNANDES)

I mwmove to accept the specific recommendations of the
Governor as to Senate Bill 133 in the panner and form as fol-
lows. Signed, Senator Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUOZIQ)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:

¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, 133
now reads that it only pertains to steel products with a ten
percent override on 1it, and I wish to cobcur with the
Governor?'s recompendations and ask for a favorable roll call.
It does not pertain to any other products whatscever at all.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Mr. President and nembers of the Senate, I stand on a
point of...personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIG)

State your point, Senator.
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SENATOR SHITH:

Thank you. I want to offer my apologies for coming in
late this morning. I have death imn my family, my stepson
passed, and I was on the telephone making arrangements. His
wake 1is tonight, and tomorrow morming at eleven o'clock is
the service. But there...I understand that S36é was before
Body this morning, and I'd like to be registered as having
voted Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

The electronic marvel will so indicate.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, sir.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Alright. Is there any...any discussica relevant to
Senate Bill 1332 Alright. The guestion is, shall the Senate
accept the specific recommendations of the Governor as to
Senate Bill 133 in the manner and form just stated by Senator
Dawson. 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 question, the Ayes are 57, the ©Nays are none, none
voting Present. The specific recommendations of the Governor
as to Senate Bill 133 having received the required comstitu-
tional majority vote of Senators elected are declared
accepted. Page 19, motions in writing, override the specific
reconmendations. 133, Senator DawsoOn...we just did that.
Senate Bill 581, Senator Bloon. ¥r. Secretary, read the
pmotion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I move to accept...l move that Senate Bill 581 do pass,
the specific recommendations of the Governor to the contrary
notwithstanding. Signed, Senator Eloomn.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Bloou.
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SENATOR BLOOMNM:

¥ell, thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. You
know, it"sS...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

.esMr. Secretary, correct the board, 581. Senator Bloon,
pardon me.
SENATOR BLOOH:

Thank you. Thank you...thank you, Mr. President. Well,
it's kind of ironica. I'n...I get a letter from the
Governor's Office explaining about the amendatory veto is
good for wme, and it's alright; yet, by amendatorily vetoing
this particular bill he changed it substantially. This bill
¥as a Mminor...relatively minor matter that was part of the
recommendations that the Illinois Supreme Court makes to the
Legislature annually. It would allow voluntary associations
to sue and be sued. By his amendatory veto, he made it pros-
pective in application, and what it does, it bharms a large
class of persons by excluding worthy suits, and basically,
arbitrarily killing some pending cases; and it creates
another undesirable precedent in that 581 is clearly proce-
dural in nature, but he feels...in fact, it doesn't create or
delete any legal rights but does create procedures making
that preexisting right to litigate available to all members
of society including these associations. Sipilar 1laws 1in
other states have regularly been interpreted to be
retrospective, and that is the overwhelming wmajority rule.
By his amendatory veto making it prospective, it excludes
large classes of worthy people and absolutely...absolutely
throws the crimp into several pending cases. Therefore, if
we would override it, we would affect no pending cases and
achieve the result recommended by the Illinois Supreme Court.
I'11 answer any questions; othervwise, 1'd seek a favorable
votea

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)
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Further discussion? Sepnator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

Thank you. Would the sponsor yield for a guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEG-KARIS:

Well...if I read the amendatory veto message from the
Governor, it simnply...doesn't veto your bill...doesn*t
amendatorily veto your bill except to say that it doesn't
become effective until this Act is passed, is that correct?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Eloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Yes, that's my point.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DEMUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I believe I was a cosponsor of this bill, if I recall
correctly, and I would like to suggest that we go with the
Governor's amendatory veto because I do feel that we
shouldn*t attempt legislation that will go teyond the date
but go forward.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator...further discussion? Sena-
tor Bloom may close.
SENATOR BELOGOM:

Yes. The point that we're making is that by making it
retrospective, it...there are several cases already pending
in courts, and by his amendatory veto, he throws those people
out of court. And that affects existing litigants, and that
is why, after consulting with varicus legal experts, I'd go
for the total override to go with the bill as it was recon-
mended by the Illinois Supreme Court. So, I'd seek a favor—

able vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR DENUZIC)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 581 pass, the specific
reconmendations of the Governor tc the contrary notwithstand-
ing. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Sam. Have all
voted who wish? Senator Vadalabene. Have all voted +who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are S4, the Nays are 1, 1 voting Present.
Senate Bill 581 having received the required three-fifths
vote is declared passed, the specific recommendations of the
Governor to the contrary spotwithstanding. 619, Senator
Kustra. No, we handled that already. Sepate Bill...Senate
Bill 849, Senator Bruce. Mr. Secretary, read the motion,
please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4B., FERNANDES)

I move to accept...l move that Senate Bill 849 do pass,
the specific recopmendations of the Governor to the contrary
notwithstanding. Signed, Senator Bruce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR LENUZIOQ)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BEUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members o¢f the Senate.
Senate Bill 849 as it left this Body, I thought made a great
deal of sense, and that is, it said to the Illinocis Commerce
Commission that wunder +the Cpen Meetings Act their deliber-
ations would be in public. That is a simple precept that
this Body has accepted as it regards to nearly every other
body in the State of Illinois, be they a schcol board, a
township board, city council, this Body, or anyplace else.
The people of ¢the State of Illinois, 1 Lkelieve, now
realize...for a good deal of time they have realized that the
proceedings and deliberations of +the 1Illinois Commerce
Commission, although they may be conducted in Springfield,

certainly affect their livelihood as they live in the cities
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and villages across the State of Illinois. 1 believe that we
ought to have those meetings open. I don't see that there's
anything wrong with saying that the deliberations of the
Illinois Commerce Commission shall be open and public meet-
ingse And yesterday's paper has reported, for example, that
one of the commissioners himself on a 4 to 1 vote was turned
down to have a public discussion of what uwe ought to do with
the Illinois Power situation in Clintcn. And Daniel
Rosenblum was upset with the entire commission that although
they*ve had reports from their staff that indicate the clo-
sure of that facility over which there have been several
billions of dollars spent already, that the closure of that
facility right now and calling that a total loss, putting in
a hole somewhere and then starting out with a gas-fired plant
would have two results. First of all, it*d be cheaper for
the ratepayer; and secondly, it would bring the power on line
quicker cannot be discussed in a public meeting, that the
staff report is not available for public discussion. It
seems to me that...that the Illinois Commerce Commission pro-
ceedings ought to be public. There ought to be a public
discussion of what we ocught to be doing about Illinois Power.
¥e ought to know what their rate structure is. W®e ought to
have some better idea of what to do. The Governor in his
amendatory veto, which ran line after line said, yes, those
proceedings ought to be open, but then wrote into the Act
nearly every possible exclusion. And the exclusions are so
broad as to, I believe, leave us without ary open meetings of
that Body at all. And so, my decision was, in cocperation
with the Attorney General who has sponsored this legislation,
is that ve say to the public in the State of 1llinois, yes,
the 1Illinois Commerce Commission proceedings *hat affect you
on a day-to-day basis should ke and are, in fact, open nmeet-
ingse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)
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Alright. Is there any discussion? Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Yeu know, Senator B8ruce, 1 want to compliment you,
because when I read the press release and it indicated
Commissioner Daniel #®. BRosenblum and his dissent with the
rest of the cowmmission, I was shocked and fpleased; shocked
that ¢this could happen with one of the commissioners because
Itve been locking for some sign of relief ky the commission
towards the...sympathy towards the utilities., But I want to
compliment him, and I want it a matter of record that every
one of us should read that press release froe BEosenblum stat-
ing how he fought to make public hearings available and to
make the information available to the public from the staff,
and he's run up against a stome wall. I just want to compli-
ment you, Senator Eruce, for bringing this to our attention
again, and I just wanted to say that everybody should read
that press release.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIG)

Further discussion? Senator Grotberg. S2nator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, MHr. President and fellow members. As the
designated bitter, I would like to bring you up to speed on
the fact that we just, in Sepate Bill 187, Senator Demuzio's
bill, comcurred in the same amendatory veto language exactly,
and that the chairsan of the Ccomerce Commission, Hr.
0*Connor, has assured everybody involved as to how this thing
is going to worke If you've read YOUT...YOUT...the
Governor?s objections, it simple states that he's added the
language to exempt meetings because c¢f the commercial or
financial information relating to inside stock information
and any indication, et cetera, ad infinitum cn rather stan-
dard procedures over these years, but for other purposes, the
meetings will be open, very much as Senator Bruce has indi-

cateda And to override npow would put the two bills in
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conflict. Let us then defeat this zoticn and accept the lan-
guage as the Governor has written it. After careful con-
sideration, I don't think that of all people that I know of
the heat on these issues has certainly resulted in a Governor
that*s rather sensitive to the issue, ard this language hav-
ing already been accepted should be accepted again ky means
of killing this motion. I urge a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Gec-Karis.

END CF REEL
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REEL #2

SENATOR GEO~KARIS:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, you and I have...cosponsored, and you the lead
sponsor, of the Citizens Utility Board under Senate Bill 187,
and what this bill will do wow, if we override the Goveramor's
veto, and he...and he's right when he says wher the Citizens
Utility Board will become a party intervening in rate making
and other procedures pending before the cospission on behalf
of taxpayers it would...it then...their...their actions,
their strategy, and legal course of action in representing
the people of the State of Illinois in rate cases would be
open to their opponeats; and I think we're not prctecting
the...citizens of 1Illinois if we want the Citizens Utility
Board to operate at...well and within its confines to discuss
this strategy and figure out how to beat the public utility
companies when they seek so pany unnecessary increases in
rates when they at...at the same time are getting the deduc-
tions from the Federal Government on their taxes. I think
that we should accept the amendatory veto and vote against
overriding the vetc in this case, in all due respect the
sponsor of the...of the 849, because we are orening the...the
Citizens Utility Board to the public utilities when they can
know the strategy and what course of action the public utili-
tieSe..the Citizens Utility Poard would take once it's estab-—
lished.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)
Further discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D*ARCO:
Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in strong opposition to

this motion to override the Govermor's veto. I think
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somebody like Commissioner Rosenblcom is a prime example of
why we need some of these deliberations to Le kept secret.
Here is a guy who is all but telling the public that a powver
plant that was originally given a certificate of need and
allowed to proceed with construction by people like him when
the Illinois Commerce Commission originally granmted it, now,
when it's halfway completed, should be held out for public
scrutiny. #ell, I mean, we can't do that anymore. 1 mean,
what are you going do? Are you going to stop construction
iD...in halfway to completion of the plant? 1 mean, who is
this guy kidding? He's grandstanding. He's daing it for the
public. You Kknow, «e know that pmaybe...he was probkably on
the commission when he allowed this plant to be copstructed
initially...he wasn't on the commission? Oh,-...hets a new
conmissioner, I'm sorry. So, he wasn?t on the commission.
Well, the point is that we can't do anything akout it anmyway,
and I don"te..I don’t see his logica

PBESIDING CFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR [elNGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President and umembers of the Senate. The
only comment I really want to make on this is that there is a
feeling that if you have an open meeting, the end result is
always going to be better and that is not always true, in
fact, in many instances not true at all if you would observe
some of our very own activities, but I think we're failing to
forget that the ICC is quasi-judicial agency and, therefore,
there are some matters that come before it by their very
pnature that opust remain private. The other thing thbat con-
cerns me is that there is sensitive information from a finan-
cial standpoint that has to be apalyzed at some of these
neetings. Information that..-that affects and impacts upon
the value of the stock of those corporations, and things dis-

cussed openly regarding those situations could have an
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extremely detrimental effect on the perceived value of those
corporations that, in fact, give us our utilities and in the
long-run would injure those people like many people in this
General Assembly and many of our constituents are stockhold-
ers of those corporations. Ie..I think what we're saying
here is that if it?s open it's better. Senator Bruce, sonme-
times it is but sometimes it's not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

All right, further discussion? Senator Eruce may close.
SENATOR EEUCE:

Thank you, Hr. Eresident and members of the Senate. You
know, what we're talking about here are puklic utilities,
public utilities, not private utilities, mpot the right of
these fellows to decide in closed doors what the people of
the State of Illinois are going to pay for gas and elec-
tricity. They decide the budgets of more families than any
action that we take in this Body. As you may recall, the
Illinois Taxpayers?! Federation put out a report on the pay-
ment of utility taxes, and they find out that we're...mainly
paying more in utility tax than almost any tax that we pay in
the State of Illinois, and that?s based on the gross receipts
of these companies. This is the Illinois Commerce Commission
not the Illinois Power Commerce Commission or the CIPS Power
Commission, this is the Illinois Commerce Commission, and we
ought to have an Illinois Commerce Commissicn <regulating
public utilities in the open, and that's all my motioD...says
that we will have open proceedings of this commission. Ask
for your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 849 pass, the specific
reconmendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vcte 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?
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Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the ayes ace 33, the Nays are 19, 1 voting Present. The
motion having failed to receive the required three-fifths
vote 1is declared 1lost. Senate Eill 891, Senator Bloon.
Well, Senator Maitland, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. A point of personal privilege,
sir.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your point.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

In the gallery, to the rear of the Chanmber, is the Ameri-
can Goverament class from ®apella High Scheol and ‘their
instructor, Mr. Wes Hells. 1I'd like for the group to stand
and be recognized by the Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Would our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog—
nized by the Senate. Bottom of page 19, Semate Bill 891,
Senator Bloom. Hr. Secretary, read the motion, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (¥R. FERNANDES)

I move that Senate Bill 891 do pass, the specific recom-
mendation of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed, Senator Bloou.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR ELOOHN:

Thank 7you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. As you
recall, Senate Bill 891 adds to the 1list of child welfare
Servicese.-.supporting the physical and cther needs of preg-
nant and unmarried teens. That's the way it went down to the
Governor's Desk. What bhe did is basically excised that 1lan-
guage at the heart of the bill leaving in some ancillary lan-
guage that was added in the House to other areas, and basic-

ally he took the guts out of the bill. Therefore, 1 would
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move that we put the gist of the bill...put the language back
in and bave the bill become law in the manner and form that
we sent it to his deska. It passed overwhelmingly. I*'11
answer any gquestions you may have; otherwise, I%3 seek a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall Senate PFill 891 pass, the...the specific recon-
mendations of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? 7TJake the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 891 having received the required three-
fifths vote is declared passed, the specific recommendations
of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Top of page
20, Senate Bill 942, Senator Barkhausen. All right, page 16,
motions in writing, override total vetos, page 16, in the
middle, Senate Bill 3, Semator Joyce. Senate Bill 84, Sena-
tor Luft. Senator Luft on the Floor? Sepnate Bill 85, Sena-
tor Geo—-Karis. Senate Bill 139, Sepator Zito. Okayae..lC.
Secretary, read the motion, please. Senate Bill 139.

ACTING SECRETARY: (4B. FERNAXRDES)

I aove to accept...I move that Senate Bill 139 do pass,
the veto of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
Signed, Senator Zito.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR Z2ITO:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. W#hen Senate Bill
139 left this Body...by a vote of 49 to 4, in the House by a
vote of 91 to 14, myself and certainly all of you, okviously,
thought it was...made a great deal of sense. Senate Bill 139

deals with the crucial issue <¢f job retraining. I'n
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confident that thoughout our campaigns and certainly through-
out this Session providing job retraining for our five hun-
dred thousand plus individuals who are employed in this State
was of major concern, and I was convinced by the overwvhelming
support that this legislation...by this legislation that the
promises we made during those campaigns and certainly in this
legislative Session was more than just campaign rhetoric. We
finely had some legislation that would deal with this prob-
lem. Unfortunately, this total veto by the Governor reverts
this legislative commitment back to rhetoric. Senate Bill
139 gives more than simply a ray of hope to those unemployed
thousands. It will give them an opportunity to return to
the...to the employmen:t in areas where they were not previ-
ously trained. In my district International Harvester has
all but shut their doors leaving some fcur thousand people
unenployed. Many of them have put in fifteen to twenty years
on assembly lines and jobs that are simply nc 1longer avail-
able and with no hopes of going back to work in those spe—
cific jobs., Hhat Senate Bill 139 attempted to do was to
establish a board consisting of business, labor, the com—
munity colleges and our higher educational school structures
and certainly government to provide these people with coun-
seling and job retraining sc that they may continue to be the
bread winners of their families and continue on in the
employment lines for some ten or fifteen more years. We
thought that this was comprehensive, we tried to work out all
the problems. Certainly there were some continuing problenms,
and in the Governor's Message he indicated one source of
funding which would be an additionral game added con to the
already existing State Lottery much like we did with the Uni-
versity of Illinois some years ago. I never «certainly
believed that we would use that safety valve because the
money I asked for in this bill would come specifically and

totally from the Federal Job Partnership Act money. We had




Page 48 — OCTOBER 20, 1983

hoped that by putting this money at no tax expense to ths
taxpayers in the State of Illinois we could successfally
counsel these people, retrain these people and provide them
an opportunity pot only to employ themselves cnce again, but
to get them off the...unemployment insurance rolls and to
provide a saving grace for our economy. Be happy to answer
any questions. You overwhelming supported this 1legislation
in +the past. Ironically, this is the only fpiece of legis-
lation that made it all the way to the Governor's Desk for
job retraining. If we have that commitment tc the people in
the State of Illinois, and we have that commitment to put
those people back to work and be productive taxpaying citi-
zens again, please support me on this override so that we can
give not only a ray of hope to all those people bhut a legis-
lative conmmitment from this Body that job retraining will
exist in the State of 1Illinois. I would appreciate...a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Is there any discussion? Any discussiocn? The question
is, shall Senate Bill 139 pass, the veto of...o0f the Governmor
to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 44, the Nays are 13, onone voting EFresent.
Sepate Bill 139 having received the required three-fifths
vote is declared passed, the veto of the Governor to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Senate Bill 186, Senator Buzbee. Hr.
Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {48. FERNANDES)

I move that Senate Bill 186 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the «contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator
Buzbee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)




Page 49 - OCTOBER 20, 1983

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the Casual Deficits
Act. You will...recall we passed this bill during the Spring
Session which would put a cap on the ability of the Governor
to borrow...the Governor and the Comptrcller and the Treasur-—
er to borrow over three hundred million dollars without the
General Assembly's specific approval. The Constitution of
this State says that the Illiwois General Assembly has the
powver of the purse, but it also has given the Governor the
power...the authority to borrow some...scme funds in the
event of...o0f revenue shortfall. The Casual Ceficit Act was
enacted in 1897. At that time the General Assemkly met only
once every two years and the Act was established to allow the
Governor to meet the financial problems of the State during
the absence of the General Asseambly. The Casual Deficit Act
now allows the Governor, Comptroller and Treasurer to borrow
up to fifteen percent of the State's fiscal year agpropria-
tions to nmeet casuwal deficits or emergencies not accounted
for in the budget, and that would allow some four hundred and
six*y million dollars of the Governcr being able to borrow
without the General Assembly having any say whatsoever. UHe
realize there are times...we just experienced ome in this
past few mnonths when it is necessary for the Governor to go
to the Treasurer and the Comptroller and say, we've got to
borrow some money. Those times, however, we think we
should...he should be allowed to borrow up to three hundred
million dollars, and then anything over that, the General
Assembly is going have it give its approval. It is dronic
during the legislative process last sgring we ran into
trouble with this on the Governor's...well, it was on the
Republican side of the aisle one day, and apparently there
had been some mixed signals because you had gotten the

information the Governor was opposed to it. The Governor's
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Office came on the Floor and said, absolutely not, we®re not
opposed to it, we're neutral on it, wWe're staying out of this
one, and so as a result, enough Republican votes came on and
we passed the bill. Now, all of a sudden it seems that the
Governor's stance has changed and he did veto it. So, I'm mnot
quite sure why the Governor changed his wmind. But the fact
of the matter is, regardless of all of that, it®s a good idea
that we...vwe retain control of the purse strings. Not only
is it a good idea, it is our...constitutiopally vandated
duty. So, therefore, I would ask for your support in the
override of this...of this veto that the Govermor did on
Senate Bill 186.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Schunenman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, #r. President. As spokesman on the Republican
side on the Executive Copmittee, I want to second what Sena-
tor Buzbee has just said. There sas some ccncern that this
bill originally might restrict the Governor wunduly in this
years I think that those of us whc served on that committee
and heard the bill concluded that it does not restrict the
powers of the adpinistration wunduly, and...and I join the
Senator in asking for the override of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

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

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, under the present law, the Govermor, the Coamptroller
and the Treasurer have to decide this, and if they all three
do not agree, mny understanding is, the Governor can't do a
thing about it; and considering that the Ccmptrcller and the
Treasurer compe from the opposite party frob the Govermor, I
think you've got the safeguards already built in there. So,

therefore, I think it's unnecessary to override the...the
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veto of the Governor completely, and I speak agaimst it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Buzbee may close.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

Well, thank you, I would point out *o Senator Geo—Karis
that we're not in the business of passing legislation just as
it reflects on current officeholders. We're in the Lbusiness
of passing good public policy. At some point im the future
all three of those offices wmay be held by Democrats, and
the...the General Assembly might be controlled by
Republicans. It doesn't wmake any difference to me which
party controls which office or which Body of...of the General
Assenbly. The fact of the matter is, it's the General Assenm-
bly that has control of the purse constitutionally mandated,
Senator, and so I think we ought to keep that control and
we're allowing him up to three bhundred wmillion dollars
borrowing without our authorization and, again, I would ask
both sides of the aisle to joint Senator Schuneman and me in
overriding this veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 186 pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor vote
Ayea Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. ©On that question, the Ayes are 39,
the Nays are 15, 1 voting Present. Senate Eill 186 having
received the required three-fifths vote is declared passed,
the veto of the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding.
211, Senator Vadalabene. Mr. Secretary, read the...Sebator
Maitland, for what purpcse do you arise?

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. A parliamentary inquiry,

please. I'm curious...Il noticed that...that there have been

some motions filed...refiled, bills that have been...were
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defeated on motion yesterday. It seems to me that there is a
mechanise to provide for a rehearing of those bills and
that®s postponed consideration, and I'm Jjust curious, is
there...is there no limit on the amount of time we can refile
a motion for...for another vote in the Vetc Session?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR LEMUZIG)

You... it's my understanding, under the rules, that you
capn file a motion at any time on a...on a bill that
has...that has...that has...on a @motion that has failed.
Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

And we also continue to take that in sequence then as we
go down the Calendar or...or is there no mechanism for get-
ting back to that order after swe've been through...every
other bill has had the first hearing?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LDEHUZIQG)

Senator Rock, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you. Just to clarify that point. I think the
point Sepator Haitland makes is gccd one. As you know, each
House has fifteen days within which to address the nmessages
on the bills in the House of origin as they came back fron
the Governor; and under the rules, one can file, 1ip...in
effect, nultiple motions, one each day for fifteen days. The
reason that we asked t*the Secretary to put the filing
date...you'll notice under the...under the motion is just
exactly that reason. It seems to me only fair that everyone
should have at least ome opportunity, and if amy...if anybody
who has a motion that was earlier filed wishes is to go out
of order, that request will be honored. You are quite cor-
rect, #e are attempting at least to get every...everybody at
least one shot, and if they want to file more wmotions, they
can file as many as they want.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)
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Senate Bill 211, Senator Vadalabene. Mr. Secretary, read
the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)

I move that Senate Bill 211 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator
Vadalabene.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Presidert and memkers of the Senate.
There seemed to be a little confusion on Senate Bill 211 the
day before yesterday, and I filed another motion to see if
the confusion could be corrected. I would like to enmphasize
that Senate Bill 211 does not set a precedent. Employees of
various organizations already have that right, including
employees of the 1Illinois Association of School Boards who
are members of this retirement system, employees of organiza-
tions of State University Retiresent System, Chicago Teach-
ers' System, the IMBF, the park district systesms and numerous
othersa. I also want to reiterate the important restrictions
in the bill. These restrictions would mean that no more than
a few people could take advantage of this bill. I'n esti-
mating approximately five or six people, and the biggest
reason for this is the high employer's contribution rate
which is presently ten and a half percent. The normal cost
which the Governor mentions ip his Veto Message would nmake
employer’s contribution rate only a seven and a half percent
according to the retirement system. I also want to emphasize
that the Pension lLaws Commission wvithdrew their opposition
wvhen the language concerning the apount of the organiza-
tion...organization's contribution was tightened. The other
restrictions are that credit under the bill can only be pros-
pective after July 1, 1983. A person could not buy credit for

past service, a person could not earn credit in other pension
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plan for the same period of service for which he earms credit
under this bill, and anyone who gets credit under this bill
must sign an irrevocable election to participate so that he
or she could not become a member just tc earn a few credits
but would have to continue membership for the duration of
employment. We acquiesced to e2very objection to this bill in
Senator D'Arco®s committee to put it in the posture of which
it came out favorably, and I would appreciate a favorable
vote and a reconsideration of what happened the day before
yesterday.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

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

Thank you, Mr. President. I think there®s some confusion
about this bill. The Governor's rationale for vetocing ‘the
bill was that the term "normal cost® which was in the orig-
inal version of the bill would not include all of +the cost
that the organization would pay as far as paying employer
costs are concerned, but the actuaries tcld us that we had to
use the term "normal cost" and not the term "accruing retire-
ment cost,” so that the term "normal cost" would include all
of the costs for the employer's con*ribution. So, you know,
we're...we're looking at the actuaries and they're telling us
that we did the right thing because we want these organiza-
tions %o pay the full cost...bear the full cost. The other
argument the Governor makes is that not being teachers, some
of these employees shouldn't be in the retirement system, but
the precedent has already been set by other associations, the
Illinois Association of School Poards, the Illinois Municipal
League, supervisors, the Association of Fark Cistricts, it
goes on and om. So, we're not doing anything that hasn't been
done before. There's D0 reasoN...We...we worked on this bill
extensively and there's no reason to not support this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIQ)
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Further discussion? Further discussion? The question is,
shall Senate Bill 211 pass, the veto to the...of the Governor
to the contrary notwvithstanding. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that...question, the Ayes are 36, the Nays are
19, none voting Present. Sepate Bill 211 having received the
required three-fifths vote is declared passed, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Senator
Grotberg, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR GROTBERG:

I1'd like to verify the affirmative roll call.
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator Grotberg has requested a verification of the
affirmative roll call. The members will be in their seats.
The Secretary will read the affirrmative vote.

ACTING SECRETABRY: {¥8. FERNANDES)

The following voted in the affirmative: HBecker, Berman,
Bruce, Buzbee, Carroll, Chew, Collins, L[*Arco, Darrow,
Davidson, Dawson, Degnan, Demuzio, Egan, Etheredge, Hall,
Holaberg, Jones, Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Keats, Kelly,
Kustra, lLechowicz, Lemke, Luft, Hahar, #Marovitz, Netsch,
Sangmeister, Savickas, Smith, Vadalabene, Welch, Zito, #r.
President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Grotkerg, do you wish to verify?
SENATOR GECIBERG:

Senator Carroll.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Carroll is in his seat.

SENATOR GROQTBERG:
Senator Degnan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
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Senator Degnan is in his seat.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Senator Kustra.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

SENATOR GROTIBERG:
Senator Lechovicza.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Lechowicz is sitting in his seat.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Senator Savickasas
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Savickas?

SENATOR GRCTBERG:

Senator Savickas.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEAUZIQ)

Is Senator Savickas on the Floor? Senator Savickas is on
the Floor.

SENATOR GBOTBERG:

That's enough.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Mr. Secretary. On that guestion, the Ayes are 35, the
Nays are 19, none voting Present. The motion in regards to
Senate Bill 211 having failed to receive the required three-
fifths vote is declared lost. Sepate Bill 41€, Senator Hall.
Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (¥B. FERNANDES)

1 wmove that Senate Bill 416 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Sigpned, Senator
Hall.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:
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Thank you, #Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As I explained to you 7yesterday that this is a
compact between both Missouri and the State of Illinois. Now
there seems to be some misunderstanding and this legislation
must be identical. Now we have philosophical differences on
this Floor, but one thing about this august Body is that
we're fair. Now, all that I'm asking 1is fairness. Every
other transportation system in the State of Illinois has this
right. What you're doing, if you don®t cverride this veto,
it means the people in the bi-State area, that would ke Sena-
tor Buzbee's area, Senator Watson's area, Senator Vadalabene
and mine, we will end up with people working as second class
citizens. All that I'm simply asking is toc vcte and override
this veto. This bill dces not cost one single dime to the
State. There's no money involved hers. 1It's not going to
cost the State a single dime, and the next contract does not
come up until 1985, and I would ask, please, be fair. I need
your help. That's what we want. I ask for a favorable vote
for Senate Eill...override of 416,

PRESTIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator Geo—Karisa.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

%ill the sponsor yield for a quick guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE LEHDZIC)

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

Does your bill provide for =right to strike if a public
employee is there?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIQ)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR BALL:

It does exactly..-the bill that the Governor signed, he

placed part of that bill over into the other bill, and the

ansver would be, yes...S5enator.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

411 right, Channel 20 has requested permission to tape.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KAEIS:

Did I understand the sponsor to say that it does provide
a right to strike?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)
Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

That's correct, same as given the others.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEWUZIG)

Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBEBG:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow members. The Homnor-
able Governor actually did veto ope collective bargaining
bill, the wmost mimiscule of all. Let*s at least honor that
on his behalf and kill this one, and do a good job of it once
and for all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Hall way closees
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr...thapk you, Mr. President. All that I'm
asking is that we would be fair with every transportation
system in the State. What you're decing is that you're naking
a.»-a difference between the people of bi~-State and the rest
of the transit system. We need your support and I would ask
that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 416 pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 34, the Nays
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are 19, none voting Present. The mction in regards to Senate
Bill 416 having failed to receive the required three-fifths
majority is declared lost. Page 17 at the...beginning a%t the
top of the page, Semate Bill 511, Senator Darros. Hr. Secre-
tary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I mwmove thbat Sepate Bill 511 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator
Darrow.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena*or Darrow.

SENATOR DAEEROW:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of this
Senate. I won't spend much time describing this bill. We've
discussed it before. W®hat it does is allow the county...the
school teacher who 1is elected a memker of the county board
the same rights as a school teacher who serves on jury duty;
that being that the schocl would give him a leave of
absence...he or she a leave of absence. The comgensation that
he receives...he or she receives as a memkber of the county
board would be deducted from the salary as a school teacher.
It also provides that if a member of the staff at any school
is elected president of a State-wide teachers? organization,
a leave of absence of up to four years would Lke given that
teacher...that's similar to the provision that the teachers
receive when they become members of the General Assenbly. I
would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Sepatcr Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank 7you, very much, MNr. PFresident and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I rise, once again, in opposition
to Senate Bill 511, de, of course, voted on this bill

yesterday and...and there was a verification and that...it
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WaS.+sdid not...did Bmot pass, of course. This is a personnel
mandate. School boards now grant 1leaves of absences
t0aeetO..sto their teachers for a situation =such as this.
This now becomes a mandate, can create either a cost to the
local school district, or we think it*s a perscmnel npandate,
obviously, and so it?'s a hundred percent reinmbursable by the
State, so keep that in mind. I just simply believe espe-
cially ncw that we are about to put into law in this State a
mandatory <collective bargaining bill, I don't think we need
these kinds of neasures. We are ready going to be able to
clean up the Statutes because now all these things are going
to be bargainable anyway, and they're going to be mandated to
do that. So, let's omce again kill this bill and...and put
it where it really belongs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneran. Senator
Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I want to relate to the Body a
problem that exists in my home county, and I think was the
reason this bill was introduced originally. There were a
number of teachers who filed for election to the county board
in my county and twvo of them were elected. There was no
discussion during that term that there would be a conflict
between the fact that they had agreed to teach school and the
fact that the county board met during the daytime. The issue
never was apparently a problem to them until after they were
elected. Then immediately they demanded that the county
board change their meeting time tc comply with their sched-
ule. They ran into a problem with the school board who, of
course, didn't want to let them off and...and then have to
try to find somebody else to fill their positions while they
were serving on the county board, and it...and the problem, I

think, with this whole thing is that in...in this particular
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instance, those folks knew very well when they filed for
election of the county board that they were required to stay
and teach school; they were also...they also knew very well
that the...the county board and the schocl met at exactly the
same time and that this conflict would exist. I simply point
this out because we...we have a real live problem that this
bill, I think, seeks to solve but it doesn't seek to solve
it...to necessarily the good of the taxpayers, and I think
this bill ought to be rejected.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Purther discussion? Senator Larrow may close.
SENATOR DAEROW:

Thank you, Mr. President. We already give this privilege
to people who are elected *to the Illinois General Assembly.
We give the same privilege tc those who are on jury duty. I
feel we should extend it to the people who are elected to the
county board. It pertains only to the full meetings of the
county board not to the committee hearings or anything of
that nature. They are not allowed to attend those, only +to
the <full county board meetings. 1'd ask for affirmative
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

The guestion is, shall Sepnate Bill 511 pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor
vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 34, the Nays
are 19, none voting Present. The motion in regards to Senate
Bill 511 having failed “o receive the required three-fifths
vote 1is declared 1lost. Senate Bill 547, Senator Netsch.
726, Senator lemke. Senate Bill 726, top of page 17, Mr.
Secretary,.~-.read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
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I wnove that Senate Bill 726 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary unotwithstanding. Signed, Senator
Lenkea
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATICR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What 726 does is sets up the Illinois-Michigan corridor
and.e..and takes care of existing civic authorities as far as
tax exewmption and also for Rockford. I think we explained
the bill, and I ask for a favorable vote to override the
veto.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? The
question is, shall Sepate Bill 726 pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. 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? Bave all voted who wish? Take the record. O©n
that question, the Ayes are 48, the Nays are 8, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 726 having received the required three-
fifths vote is declared passed, the veto of the Governor to
the contrary onotwithstanding. Senate Eill 776, Senator
Berman. Mr. Secretary, read the motion, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (B8R, FERNANDES)

1 nmove that Sepate Bill 776 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Senator
Berman.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eermane
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill was debated yesterday. This is the senior
citizens®' tax deferral program, and the reasor I filed a new

notion was because in discussing with a pumber of members of
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the Senate, there appeared to be some gquestions that were
either confused or were not answered. Let me quickly cover
them so that there is no mistake, and I think that again it
merits your support to enact this bill., W®hat the bill says
is that any senior citizen over sixty-five who earns less
than ten thousand dollars a year can on an annual Lbasis
enter into a contract with the county treasurer to defer the
payment of their real estate taxes. That local county and
taxing bodies do not lose a nickel. This program does not
cost local government anything. There is a revolving fund
created in this bill. It will nct cost the State anything
because the revolving fund accrues interest based upon the
deferrals. When house is sold or the taxpayer dies, the pay-
ment is made back to the revolving fund with interest. Based
upon these points, swhich I think were not covered, I solicit
your Aye vote.
PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there apny discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, once agaim, I...I rise in opposition to this wmotion
to override the Governor?s veto. It is true, as Senator
Berman has just indicated, that there is no real 1loss in
revenue to local units ofe...0f government; but as we all
know, the money has got to come from someplace and where does
this momey come from? It comes from the...from the State.
The money which is used to establish the revolving fund comes
from the proceeds of the State Lottery. Those proceeds other-
wise would have gone into the State's Genmeral Revenue Fund.
I would also remind sveryone that there is language in this
legislation that =says that if the monitary reguirement to
fund this program is in excess of the three hundred and
thirty thousand dollars that would be estaklished through the

transfer from the 1lottery fumd, that that additional money
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would come out of the State's General Bevenue Fund. There is
a cost associated with this program and it would come from
the General Revenue Fund of the State of 1Illinois. I would
also remind everyone that this program is duplicative of
other programs which are now in existence. ¥®e already fund
the circuit breaker program for this State to the tune of
sixty millions of dollars. I would tell you that there is no
language in this bill which would prevert...a home owner
paying their property taxes through the use of this fund and
at the same time...at the same time collecting money from the
circuit breaker program. I would suggest to yocu once again
that there is another better way to establish this pregran
that would not represent a...a raid and encumbrance on the
General Revenue Pund of the State of Illincis. I would urge
you, once again, to vote No on this override @gmotion., Thank
you.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

Is there further discussion? Senator Schubnemana
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I had a gquestion as a result
of the comments made by Senator Etheredge...a guestion of the
sponsor. Senator Berman, I remember when the circuit breaker
bills were passed that the...that the purpose cof those Lills
vas to grant tax relief. Now is...is it true that there's
nothing ip this bill that would prevent soreone from having
their taxes paid under this provision, and then also under
the circuit breaker having a refund for thcse taxes which
aren't paid?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

The «circuit breaker, as swe explained yesterday, and this

bill are separate programs. This bill is supplementary to the

circuit breaker program. It is a...the circuit breaker gives
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some tax relief. This bill addresses people that because of
increased assessed valuation can't even pay the balance of
those real estate taxes, and there are plenty of them. The
answer to the gquestion is, yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Schupepan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, I thought the answer to the question was yes.
So that...sc that really whkat we may Le dcing in sonme
instances is allowing people to defer their real estate tasxes
and then in addition to that pay a circuit breaker to reim-
burse them for taxes which they arem't even payimg. I think
that that 1loophole at least should be closed before we pass
any new program like this.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Berman may
close.
SENATOR EBEERMAN:

Thank YOue. That so-called 1lcophole that Senator
Schuneman refers to was debated and addressed when this bill

was on 3rd reading. Let pme point out one other important

thing. If you recall, when this bill was cn 3rd reading in
June...or in May, Senator DelAngelis raised the question as to
vhether there was a cap...whether there vas some safegquard,
and this was another question raised yesterday in private
conversations, whether there was some safequard to prevent
the State from losing money under this program, and I think
this addresses some of Senator Etheredge's abjections. We
amended this bill in the House of Representatives, and there
is a safeguard. There is a limit built into this bill by a
House amendment that says at no time can the taxpayer take
a..take advantage of this deferral program when the amount of
the deferral will cause the taxes to exceed cighty percent of

the equity on that home. So, the State is protected, local
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governnents are protected, and for the relatively small but
meaningful number of people who are aover sixty-five that earn
d.e.sthat bhave an income of less than ten thousand dollars and
are being forced out of their homes because they cannot pay
their real estate tazes, this is a crucial progran. Nat-
urally, it is strongly supported by the Illincis State Coun-
cil of Senior Citizens Organizations. I ask for your Aye
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question 1is, shall Senate Bill 776 pass, the vetc of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. 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...Yeas
are 38, the Nays are 18, pone voting Present, and Senate Bill
776 having received the required three-fifths vote is
declared passed, the veto of the Governor to the contrary
notwithstanding. Senate Bill 789, Senator Welch. Bead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES)

I move that Senate Bill 789 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Signed, Sebnator
Welch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill is one for dredging
the Illinois—#ichigan Canal that we've spoken about several
times. i'd like to emphasize that the Governor®s Message is
incorrect; that it's not going to cost what he said. It's a
one-~time deal for the Department of Conservation to dredge
this canal, and I would urge a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Maitland.
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SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, thank you, very much, ¥r. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Senate Bill 789 is back again
today, once again for anmother try. I would resind the Body,
of course, this is really unbudgeted momey, but I think in
addition to that, and probably more importantly, this is the
second issue that the gentleman has presented to this Body
today that has cause for a...an increase in spending and in
his district, I might add, and the same gentleman, when all
of us debated the tax increase last spring, refused...refused
to support the very necessary needs of this State, and I...T
believe, Senator Welch, you're just not consistent with your
policy. Perhaps if you had supported the tax increase, this
Body might have been more favorable, but I think under the
conditions, this bill should be rejected once again.
PBESIbING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator W®elch bpay
close.

SENATOR BELCH:

Well, I don't want to debate the tax increase, Senator
Baitland, but let me point out that I was im favor of more
revenue for the State of Illinois, but I did not particularly
favor that bill. That was one of the most regressive tax
increase bills ever to pass in a State legislature, but get-
ting back to this particular bill, yes, it is in my districet.
I'm down here representing the district youe..I'D...I'n not
going to be, you know, pushing too many bills specifically
helping McLean County alone. It doesn®t Bake to much sense.
So, I think that...I don't know if this is a...a new policy
on your part to stand up on my bills, but sobeit. This bill
is only going to be a fifty thousand dollar payment cost
estimate by the Department of...Conservation. It is within
their budgetary allowance right now. They have sufficient

money if they transfer funds, and I would urge its adoption.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 789 pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. BHave
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vot*ed
who wish? Take the record. Cn that question, the Ayes are
31, the Nays are 22, none voting Present. Sepate Bill 789
having failed to receive the required three-fifths votes is
declared lost. Senate Bill 831, Senator Degnan...Senate Bill
840, Senator Jones. Senate Bill 1006, Senator Berman. BRead
the motion, ¥r. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {¥B. FERNANDES)

I move that Senate Bill 1006 do pass, the veto of the
Governor to the contrary notwithstandimq. Signed, Senator
Bermana
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR EERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is the bill that I really felt deserved a...a
second look and, therefore, a motion was filed yesterday.
This is the bill that is good for business and good for edu-
cation, and there's not many times that we cap do both at the
same time. This allows a double deduction to businesses that
donate their equipment, whether it be vocational or high
tech., equipment which we are all concerned about, to elemen-
tary and secondary schocls throughout the State. There is a
system provided to evaluate the value of the equipment, but I
can assure you that with one fell swoop of enac'tment of this
bill, you will advance the years or the age...cr cut down the
age, I should say, of vocational eguipsent in our schools
probably by twenty or thirty years to a current status as far
as the value of that equipment. I'11 be glad to abnswer

respond to any questions. It's a very important bill. It*s
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supported by the Chanmber and by the educators throughout the
State of XIllinois. I solicit an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GBOTBEEG:

Thank you, dr. Fresident. The spomnsor has given the same
speech, so I'1l give the same speech. I don*t know how many
times we have to try these things, but this 1is that bill
that?*s going to save the world with the Illincis Income Tax
deduction for business and ipndustry; and my point yesterday
and the same point today is that the real tax credit for con-
tributions and deductions from your adjusted gross income for
contributions lies in the Federal package...again, if a major
corporation...let's take Illinois...or IBM or one of the
majors that can really come forth with scme mcdern equipment
or Atari or Radio Shack or whoever makes this equipment that
we're looking for or even in the heavy equipment training
field, the income tax deduction for the State of Illinois is
infinitesimal as a motivating factor for further giving. The
question is if somebody believes in his community...be or her
or the corporation will, in fact, donate...take their Federal
deduction and be delighted with it; otherwise, they're not
going to give in the first place. 1 urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I rise in support of this motion. It is ironic that the
Governor vetoed this bill while at the same time he
amendatorily vetoed a bill and added to that ©bill computer
education for high school students in the State of Illinais.
Now, so often we pass legislation and them fail to provide
adequate means for monies to implement the program. This is

one way that we can cut the cost and get the necessary eguip-
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ment to carry out the same programs that he amendatorily veto
and to one of the educational bills. 1 think this is a good
bill and it most certainly is a qgood investment. As Senator
Berman says, it's the best investment that we can ever nake,
and it's the best deal that we've ever made in this Chamber.
I ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR LCeANGELIS:

Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he?1l yield.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Berman, if I'm correct, the aprropriation for
this bill did not pass, is that correct?
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eermana.

SENATOR BERMAN:

That's correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, then would...could you tell me where we're going to
take the money to fund this program?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR EEERMAN:

The only money that was necessary was the money necessary
for the training of teachers in the smaller schools. That can
be addressed in the Spring Session regarding appropriation.
The major portion of this bill is a deduction which does not
require an appropriation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.
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SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Senator Berman, there is a cost attached to it, and
you have not ansvered my question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Eerman.

SENATOR EEEMAN:

I thought your question was, "Where's the appropriation?®
I said, "There is none."

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Correct, and I asked you then where the poney was coning
from to fund those grants to train those people?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

After you help me pass *his bill, I will help...allow you
to cospecnsor the appropriation in the spring.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? If not, Sepator Berman may close.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you. J...I said yesterday, and I liked it enough I
think I'11 repeat it today. For eighty thousand dollars of
tax deduction @money, you can get a million dcllars worth of
equipment donated to your schools. I think that's a gocod
deal. Let's put a greem light on this gocd progran.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1006 pass, the veto of
the Governor to the contrary notwithstanding. 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 qguestion, the Ayes are
32, the Nays are 21, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1006

having failed to receive the constitutionmal majority is
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declared lost. Senate Bill 1015, Senator Hall. Senate Bill
1026, Senator Hall. Senate Bill 1109, Senator Nedza. Senate

Bill 1156, Senator Watson. Read the motion, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

I move that Senate Bill 1156 do pass, the veto of Gover-
nor to the contrary notwithstanding...signed, Senator Watson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watsona
SENATOR RATSON:

Thank you, ¥r. President. Senate Bill 1156 established a
State Fire Protection Grant Program. We currently have ocne
that is funded through the Federal Government and as you
know, of course, soge of the Federal programs are being cut
out and the woney is being dropped, and this is one of the
programs that is under comsideration. At this time I do not
believe that the Federal Government bas funded it. According
to the Department of Conservation it has not Leen funded at
this time, but they...they are not sure exactly what the end
result will be, but if...if they...d¢ npoct fund it, then
unfortunately a good program will be no longer with us. So,
as a result, I introduced Senate Bill 1156, and this estab-
lishes a similar program as what the Federal program would be
only we, unfortunately, would have to fund it. It would be
administered by the Department of Conservaticn as they have
been doing. The money would be generated from two and a balf
percent of the TFire Protection Fund w