84TH GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

JUNE 25, 1985

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The hour of nine o'clock having arrived, the Senate will
come to order. Members will be at their desks. All
unauthorized individuals will please vacate the Floor. our
guests in the galleries will please rise. Our prayer this
norning by the Reverend Charles Kyle, St. Francis Xavier
Church, Chicago. Father Kyle.

REVEREND KYLE:
(Prayer given by Reverend Kyle)
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Reading of the Journal.
SECRETARY:

¥ednesday, June the 30th; Thursday, June...June the 12th;
Thursday, June the 13th and Priday, June the 14th, in the
year 1985,

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. You've heard the motion by...placed by Sena-
tor Hall. Is there any objections? Hearing none, so
ordered. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Mr. President, I move that reading and approval of the
Journals of Tuesday, June 18th; Wednesday, Jume 13th; Thurs-
day, June the 20th, Friday, June the 21st and HMonday, June
the 24th, in the year 1§85, be postponed pending arrival of
the printed Journals.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
All right. 7You've heard the motion by Senator Hall. Any

objections? Hearing nonz, so orderad. Message from the
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House.
SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has concurred vith the Senate in
the passage of a bill with the following title, to-wit:

Senate Bill 300 together with House Amendment
No. 4,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Resoldtions.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 336 offered by Senator Lemke, it's
congratulatory.

Senate Resolution 397, by Seﬁator Hatson, it's congrat-
ulatory.

Senate Resolutior 398, by Senator Luf% and it's a death
Eesolution.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Consent Calendar,

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 399 offered by Senators Jeremiah Joyce,
Degnan, Zi*o, Savickas, Lemke and Nedza.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Executive...we will begin with the Order of Recalls. 1
am told that there are nine...at least nine on the recall
list. Pirst out of the chute would be...Senators Kustra,
Jeremiah Joyce...all right. On the Order of Recalls...374.
Senator Jeremiah Joyce seeks leave of +he Body %o return
House Bill 374 <o the Order of 2rd Reading for the purpose of
an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. House
bills 2nd reading, House Bill 374, Mr. Secretary.
Whoop...Senator Joyce, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Mr. President, I ask leave of the Body to set this aside
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for the moment. I'm awaiting the arrival of an amendment
from *he Reference Bureau on House Bill 374 and ask leave to
go back to it when I ge‘...see the amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Joyce has sought leave to go back to
it. Take it out of the record. What about 3982 All right.
On the Order of Hoase Bills Recalls is...is House Bill 338.
Senator Joyce seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. House bills 2nd reading,
House Bill 3938, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and wmembers of the Senate.
Apendment No. 3 to House Bill 398 is +the State mandate's
provision. I've talked to Senator Schumeman in regard to
this, there’s no...opposition to it and I move its adoption
at this tinme,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 3
to House Bill 338. Any discussion? 1If not, those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Purther amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. 514, Senator Kustra. Sena*or Kustra on %the
Floor? {(fachine cutoff)...Smith, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR SNMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I beg...leave of the Senate to
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be placed as a hyphenated sponsor with the approval of the
sponsor to Senate Bill 944, as a hyphenated sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

House bill?
SENATOR SHMITH:

No, it*s a Senate bill that went over to the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senate bill what?

SENATOR SMITH:

Senate Bill 344.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right., Senator Smith seeks leave of the Body to be
added as a hyphenated cosponsor to Senate Bill 944, 1Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. Senator Berman has sought leave
to be added as hyphenated cosponsor of House Bills 574,
83...House Bill 83, House Bill 816, Is leave granted? Leave
is granted. So ordered. Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Hr. President. I have pernission of the
sponsor and with leave of the Body, I'd like to be added as a
hyphenated cosponsor on Senate Bill 807, 832, 1270 and 22i7.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. You've heard the motion. Senator Poshard
seeks leave of the Body. Is 1leave granted? Leave is
granted. So ordered. 514, Senator Kustra on the Floor?
888, Sepator Rock. On the Order of House Bills Recalls,
Senator Rock seeks leave of the Body to return House Bill 888
to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment.
Is leave granted? Leava is granted. House bills 2nd
reading is House Bill 888, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Rock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rock.
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SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you. I*'1]1 yield to Senator Berman who's had the
asendment prepared.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment deals with the
Environmental Barriers Act, and there was questions raised
by...the...cities and the agencies involved in +he enforce-
nent of this and this represents the agreement that has been
struck between those parties., I move...I've not had a chance
to see the amalysis but I would move adoption of Amendment
No.o..2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2
to House Bill 888, 1Is “here any discussion? If not, those
in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. 2Amendment No. 2 is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further awendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

3rd reading. Senator Kustra, 514, All right. 922,
Senator Holmberg. 1027, Senator Helch. 1159, Senator Joyce.
Oon the Drder of...Senator Joyce has sought leave to
bring...Senator Joyce seeks leave of the Body to return House
Bill 1159 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of
Tabling an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
House bills 2nd reading is House Bill 1153, Mr. Secretary.
Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. VYes, I'd like to Table Amend-
ment No. 2. That was one that the mobile home people put on
that was supposed to be dealing with changing the name, and I

found out tha: it may be doing several more things than that
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and we didn't want to do that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Senator Joyce, having voted on the prevailing
sids, moves to reconsider the vote by which Amendment No. 2
was adopted. Those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The vote is reconsidered. Senator
Joyce now moves to Table Amendment No, 2 to...to House Bill
1159, Those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Naya.
The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 2 is Tabled. Senator Joyce.
Purther amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendmen‘s.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. 3rd reading. Senator Marovitz on the Ploor?
2400, Senator Savickas, Senator Savickas seeks leave of the
Body *o return House Bill 2400 to the Order of 2nd Reading
for the purpose of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. House bills 2nd reading is House Bill 2400, HNr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Savickas.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICEAS:

Yes, MNHr. President and members of the Senate, House Bill
2400 in its amended form is an addition o the Motor Vehicle
Franchise Act. It adds a new section to the Act more clearly
defining what a nmotorcycle is and adds provisions that are
unique to the wmotorcycle industry. These are regarding
financing, ownership by a dealer of the franchise and repur-
chase of parts when a franchise is terminated. This amend-
ment was put together and agreed upon by both the motorcycle
dealers, the Motorcycle Industrial Council and the wmanufac-

turers...the out-of-state manufacturers that precipitated the
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notorcycle dealers to introduce this legislation. DCCA has
agreed to it and I am sure there is no opposition at this
time. I would move its adop*ion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

411 right. Senator Savickas has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 2400. 1Is there any discussion?
Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

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

Indicates he will yield, Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Does this have anything to do with 1lawyers and legis-
lators, Senator Savickas?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, it allows them to ride a three-wheel vehicle to take
their bar exan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Savickas has moved the adoption of
Amendnent No. 1! to House Bill 2400. Any further discussion?
If not, those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it, Amendment No., t is adopted. Further
amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENU2IO)

3rd reading. 2834...wait a minute...2834, Senator
Maitland. All right...Senator Maitland seeks 1leave of the
Body to return House Bill 2434 to the Order of 2nd Reading
for the purpose of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. House bills 2nd reading, House Bill 2434, HNr.

Secretary.
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SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Jerome Joyce.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

All right, thank you, Mr. President. What this amendment
does is require the Department of Mental Health and
Developmental Disabilities to convey the Galesburg Mental
Health Center property to the City of Galesburg and requires
the...Department of Mental Health also to convey certain por-
tions of the Manteno Mental Health Cen:ter property to a not-
for-profit corporation, the Manteno Mental Health Center
Redevelopment Council. These two centers are no 1longer in
operation and the conveyance of Manteno excludes the portion
of the property to use for the Department of Veterans'
Affairs for their new veterans’ home. This...ve've been
working on this for...for a long time now and...and we think
that with these two pieces of property the State would like
to get rid of them and we have people in the communities
that...are anxious to try and...and bring some other industry
in that area.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

All right,. Senator Joyce has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 3 *o House Bill 2434, Any discussion? Senator
Bloom.

SENATOR BLOON:

Yes, to say I rise in support of i:, and to say that
although this bill is...its genesis is of...the Department of
Transportation, we need to put this amendment on, it affects
both Kankakee and Galesburg, in order to get the discussion
process going. We have conmmitments from *the administration
to the various plans that our respective conmunities pave
offered. Well, that's enough to say, I should think, let's

put it on. There's no problem...the Secretary of Transporta-
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tion when he comes to my office for his daily sandwich will
approve it. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Are you finished?...Senator Joyce has moved the adoption
of Amendment No. 3 to House Bill 2434. Those in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amend-
ment No., 3 is adopted. Purther amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMU2IO)

3rd reading. All righ%, we'll stop...start at the top of
the list again. House Bill 146. Senator Kustra seeks leave
of the Body to return House Bill 146 to the Order of 2ad
Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. House bills 2nd reading, House Bill 145,
Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Kusira.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Excuse me, Mr. Secretary, could you read the LRB number
on that?

SECRETARY:

LEB8400I20CHTCANMOL,
SENATOR RUSTRA:

I'm aware of the amendment but it's not my amendment. I
don*t even want the amendment but if they want %to add it.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

It has your name on it.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

As I understand it, it's the chairman of the Electionmns

Conmittee, Mr. Kelly, who wants this amendment and I would

suggest...I'11l leave it in my name, but he's going to have %o
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tell us why he wants it. I don®t think this amendment is
even necessary. Senator Kelly, you want to explain that ¢to
all of us?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly. On...House Bill 146, Amendment 2, Sena-
tor Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. Yes,
there is not a space for a social security number and...and
that's where...and this would solve that problem, that's why
the amendment is...being sponsored...to allow for a space for
1 social security number...on the voter's application.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Kelly has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2...I...Senator Kelly, is this your amendment?
411 right. 1It®s in...it?'s in Senator Kelly's name. Senator
Kelly has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to House Bill
146. Any discussion? If not, those in favor signify by
saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 2
is adopted. Purther amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. All right. 514, Senator Kustra. All
right, Senator...on the Orders of Recalls is House Bill 514,
Senator Kustra seeks leave of the Body to return that to the
Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted., House bills 2nd reading,
514, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No, 1 offered by Senator Kustra.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:
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Y

Thank you, Mr. President. This 1is the 1long awvaited
agreed language on the special education funding bill and I
would urge...adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Kustra has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 514. Any discussion? If not,
those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 1 is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. 922. Senator Holmberg seeks leave of the
Body to return House Bill 322 to the Order of 2nd Reading for
the...for the puarpose of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. House bills 2nd reading, House Bill 922,
Yr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Holmberg.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

This is an amendment to the bill that allows the elec-
torate to elect a county executive. This...amendment merely
gives a job descriptiom of that county executive, and I would
advocate its adoption,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Holmberg...has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 922. RAny discussion? If not,
those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. | is adopted. PFurther amendments?
SECRETARBY:

No further amendments,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3zd reading. 2188, Senator Marovitz. All right. Sena-
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tor Marovitz seeks leave of the Body to return House Bill
2188 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amend-
ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. House bills 2nd
reading, 2188, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by...yeah...yeah.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIO)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Mr. Secretary, which amendment are we dealing with? I
know, I want to know the number.
SECRETARY:

If what is right here...
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

This deals with teachers over seventy years of age.
SECRETARY:

There's only one amendment on it.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Is that +the amendment...can you check the substance of
that amendment and make sure that that's what that is?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)-

All righ*. Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I would now move to Table Amendment No., 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator...8arovitz, having voted on the pre-
vailing side, moves to reconsider the vote by which Amendment
No. 2 to House Bill 2188 was adopted. Those in.,..all right,
Senator Marovitz, I am corrected...-it's Amendment No. 1.
Senator Marovitz, having voted on the prevailing side, moves
to reconsider the vote by which Amendment No. 1 was adopted
to House Bill 21t88. Those in favor signify by saying Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The vote 1is reconsidered.

Senator Marovitz now moves to Table Amendment No. 1 to House
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Bill 2188, Those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No, 1 is Tabled. Further
amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading., 2278, Senator Marovitz. Senator HMarovitz
seaks leave of the Body +to return House Bill 2278 to the
Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is
leave granted? Leave 1is granted. House Bill 2278, MNr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Marovitz.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. Amendment No. 2 embodies a agreement that I made
vith Senator ‘DeAngelis and Senator Coffey which takes out of
the bill 1language which would require that the director of
the Department of Public Health be a 1licensed physician.
That 1language 1is in another bill, was not intended to be in
this bill, was inadvertently put in this bill; amnd by this
amendment, +hat 1language is stricken. I would ask for the
adoption of Amendment No. to House Bill 2278.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz has moved the adoption of Amendment WNo.
2. Is there any discussion? Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I can't speak for Senator DeAngelis and...and I did talk to
Senator Marovitz about this amendment. But originally when
this bill came through, there was...the question was asked by

myself, would there be any amendment attached to this bill,
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and@ I was told no. Then Amendment No. 1 went on which sig-
nificantly changed the...the text of the bill. This bill
does...the amendment that he's now offering does make some
changes that are necessary, I think, *o be made...be changed,
but I prefer to put the bill back in its original form as we
agreed that the bill would be in...originally. And I have
filed amendment to do that which would put it back in that
original form., And I would...I would appreciate it if Sena-
tor Marovitz would knock off this amendment and...and accept
the next amendment, would put it back into the form that we
agreed in...agreed on earlier,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I thimk it...I think that at this juncture
everybody is in agreement that...that Amendment No. 2 should
go onh...'cause there's no one that opposes the...the sub-
stance of Amendment No. 2. So maybe when we get to the next
amendment, I can talk to Senator Coffey.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Senator Marovitz has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 2278. Those in favor signify
by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment
No., 2 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Coffey.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

<esSenator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, this amendment...%t0 the bill...returns the bill to
its original form when it passed out of commitiee and was the
agreement at that time. And I'd ask, you know, a favorable
roll call on this amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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All right. Senator Coffey has wmoved the adoption of
Amendment No. 3 to House Bill 2278. Any discussion? Senator
Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I.,.I think maybe one or two postures that we cam
work on, I mean, I'm...not in favor of Amendment No. 3 and we
can either take the bill out of the record and I can discuss
it with Senator Coffey. His concern, it is my understanding,
because the origimal bill dealt with...some safety standards
regarding the transportation of milk. And I *hink there was
some concern expressed in committee about this bill being
used in conjunction with the salmonella crisis and some
politicizing of that which...which this will not be the case
and is not be the case. All...all *he...the amendment that
vas added does...several ysars ago in order to assist Direc-
tor Kempiners there was an amendment placed which removed the
Sanitarian Act from the State of 1Illinois along with a
requirement that the director of public health would be a
doctor, it would have to be a licensed physician. This just
puts back in the...Sanitarian Act which is in...in effect in
the City of Chicago and I think has always been in effect
until recently in the State of Illinois. It is not my inten-
tion publicly to make this a vehicle for anything dealing
with salmonella or any politicizing whatsoever, and as a mat-
ter of fact, if that be the case, I will Table the bill and
make that statement publicly. All *his does 1is creates
the...puts the Sanitarian Registration Act back in the bill
to provide for the registration of sanitarians through the
Department of Registration and Education. The Department of
Public Health has been talked to, they are in favor of
the...0f what's on the amendment. 1I%t's always been part of
our law, and if...if it®'s Senator Coffey's wish that we dis-
cuss this, I would, you know, perhaps suggest if the Body is

so able and inclined to take it out of the record then maybe
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Senator Coffey and I could discuss this with the House
sponsor, Senator...Oor Representative Mautino.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Yas, H#r. President, I'd be willing to do +that but...but
let*s keep in mind that, again, in committee it was our
agreement at that time that the bill was in the form that you
wvanted it in at that +*ime, and if we'd passed that out
there'd be no amendments attached. And now we find ourselves
attaching amendment. Now there was time to...have asked to
put amendment in when it could have been heard in committee
and could have been discussed then. I think we had an agree-
ment to pu:t the bill on the Ploor, it wouldn't be amended,
and I think that's the way we ought to stick with it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Marovitz is it your request to take
the bill out of the record? Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

««.Yeah, let me ask you a question. If we
take...no0w...now that we've adopted Amendment No. 2, if we
take the bill out of the record, we get back to it t0e...0T...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Well, if wvwe take +the bill out of the record as it is
right now, Amendment No. 2 is out of the record as well.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, we've already...vwe'ye already adopted that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

And we're taking it out of the record, the...the entire
action, ¥0U..2¥0U MaY...YOU may wish to have Amendment No,
2ece
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Have we adopted Amendment No. 2?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
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You may wish to have Amendment No. 2 adopted and have the
bill left on 2nd reading.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, that's what I'm saying. If we can do that and get
back to it to move it to 3rd,...in...in case we're going to
adopt Senator Coffey's amendment. 1 don't want
to...prejudice him either. W®e have adopted Amendment No. 2
and we could leave it on second reading then and get to that
order and move it to 3rd. Can ve do that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, procedurally we...no...vwefve adopted Amendment No.
2. If you wish to have the bill taken out of the record...we
can have the bill taken out of the record, it will be, in
fact, returned...to 3rd reading. If you wish to proceed with
leaving Amendment No. 2 adopted and...it...it, in fact, can
remain on 2nd reading and...I suspect you could have leave to
get back to it, but I...I'm no%t sure we're going to get back
to it.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

All right, then we®ll take it out of the record.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Take it out of the record. 3rd reading.
374, Senator Joyce. All right. Senator Joyce seeks leave
of the Body to return House Bill 374 to the Order of 2nd
Reading for the purpose of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave 1is granted. House bills 2nd reading, House Bill 374,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

(4achine cutoff)...¥No. 3 offered by Sepator Jeremiah
Joyce,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Presidsnt, members of the Senate. Amend-
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ment No. 3 to House Bill 374 is the State mandate's provision
3S pPer OUC...DY conversation with Senator...Schuneman. I
kno; of no objection to it. I ask for its adoption at this
time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Joyce has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 3, House Bill 374. Any discussion? If not,
those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. All right. #ith leave of the Body, we'll
go to the Order of House...House Bills 3rd Reading...page 2,
the first one is 312. House Bill 312 on the Order of 3rd
Reading is...Senator D'Arco. HMr. Secretary, House bills 3rd
reading, House Bill 312, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 312.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill provides that the
circuit court shall appoint a qualified interpreter for
respondents in juvenile court proceedings pursuant to the
Court Interpreter's Act wupon a motion of the court or the
State or...or various other parties that are involved in the
proceedings. There is a reimbursement formula in the bill
that the counties involved would qualify for. The bill is
designed for people who are non-English speaking people so
that...and it*s also designed for deaf people, people vwho

cannot hear so they also can have an interpreter to interpret
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the proceedings for them as well. I dom't know of any
opposition to the bill and I would ask for a favorable vote.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
All right. Any discussion? Senator Pawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:
Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:
Yeah, who's going to pay for this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

TeooI'm SOTr Y. Senator Chew was...wondering if it
applied to...vhites as well as greens and blues, no...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

What was the...
SENATOR FPANELL:

Is...is...is it true that the State is going to pay for
the interpreter at the juvenile court level?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENOUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

The bill provides that wupon the county...the county
involved can ask to be reimbursed by the State.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right., Ladies and gentlemen, I...I want to point out
that this is the last day for the substantive bills, House
bills on 3rd reading, there are two hundred sixty-two. Sena-
tor Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Yfou knovw I...I just think this is sort of a foot in the
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door problem and...and if we...we start paying at <+he juve-
nile court 1level, I have a feeling we're going to end up
being paid...paying for interpreters eventually in the court
level, and I...and right now the counties have been able to
do that themselves. I just think we're...we're 1looking at
a...an awful lot of money eventually.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHWUZIO)

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

dell, #r. President, 1let...let me point out that right
no¥ the counties pay for interpreter§ and proceed-
ings...hello...in criminal cases and civil cases and in all
other cases where an interpreter is necessary in a judicial
proceeding. A1l we're saying in this bill is, in a juvenile
court proceeding before a juvenile court joudge where a minor
is in need of an interpreter, he should have one. And that
fee paid to that interpreter should be reimbursed by the
State to the county for the cost of those services, I don’'t
“hink that's extravagant. Tha*'s not a foot in the door,
it's a simple application for people who do no:t speak the
English language and are entitled to their constitutional
rights in the State of 1Illinois and the United States of
America. There*s nothing fowl about this bill, it's a good
bill and it also includes people :that are deaf and can':z
hear.,. PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well, Semator Schuneman, I would point out, the gentleman
is closing. Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Ladies and gentlemen, this is a very simple bill and
let's not complicate the issue. And I ask for a favorable
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall House Bill 312 pass. Those in favor
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vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
2ll 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 35, the Nays are 20, none voting
Present. House Bill 312 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. 313, Senator
Donahue. Senator Rupp, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. A point of personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your point.

SENATOR RUPP:

In the...a group of lovely ladies, I can say that since
one 2f them is my wife, Floss, from the IF Chapter of P. E.
0. in Decatur. They are visiting the Capitol today to see
what's going on over here and checking on us, and I ask that
they...their presence be recognized by the Senate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Wwell, if Mrs. Rupp and her guests would please rise and
be recognized by the Senate. ¥elcome to springfield
again...314, Senator Karpiel. Senator Karpiel, 3142 House
bills 3rd reading, House Bill 314, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 314,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, ¥r. President. House Bill 314 as amended does
three things. First of all, the original bill allows all
municipalities to issue 1licensed...liquor 1license fines

rather than repealing...or taking away their license as is
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now the case. An amendment that was put on allows a person
vho has ownership in a distillery or a wine manufacturer to
also have ownership in hotel, motel or restaurant and sell
liquor if they...if *they only sell ten percent and not any
mors than ten percent of *heir own product. And then another
amendment that was put on will...would allow...the...the
issuance of alcohol to people in county nursing homes if pre-
scribed by their doctor. And I ask for your affirmative
vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not, the question |is,
shall House Bill 314 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 51, the Rays
are 5, ! voting Present. House Bill 314 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 316,
Senator Sangmeister. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill
316, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 316.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senate. House
Bill 316 as it came out of the House is in its same form, and
that is it establishes a Tax Loss Impact Grant Fund, which
simply means that if a taxing district suffers an
unbelievable disaster and a big source of their revenue is
cut out that they could look to the State of Illinois for
this impact fund. As far as I know there is not even an

appropriation bill. This is a new idea, came out of our dis-
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trict, Representative...this is his...Representative Davis'
bill whereby Romeoville had the big blowup by Union 0il,
almost half of their taxes, I guess, came from utility taxes
and, of course, when that was wiped out, they had no place to
turn. This does not affect ad valorem taxes at all, it's
only other taxes such as the utility tax. Be happy to answer
any questions; otherwise, I don't think there's any problen
with this bill, Would move that it be passed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Apy discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 316 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are nome, none
voting Present. House Bill 316 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 320; Senator
Savickas. House bills 3rd reading...Serator...¥atson, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. A point of personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Yes, sir.

SENATOR WATSON:

#e just passed out of there Senate Bill 312, and in our
analysis an amendment nmentions that we just raised the court
reporter's salaries from thirty-three thousand +wo hundred
and fifty dollars +to thirty-five...no, I beg your pardon,
ultimately to thirty-seven thousand two hundred and fifty,
anl that wasn't even mentioned, wasn't even mentioned on the
Ploor during the presentation of the legislation. Now if
ve're going take +this approach in a responsible manner and
you're *alking about moving things along, then the sponsor of
these bills better tell us what®s in here. End of...point,

thank you.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Thank you, very mnmuch, for your point. Senator D'Arco,
you wish to respond? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Listen...I mean, Senator Watson is correct, I didn*t men-
tion it. But believe me, I got involved in the debate and I
did npot intentionally not mention the...the fact. I mean,
the fact is...when it was on 2nd reading, I offered this
agendment to the Chamber, and I explicitly...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well...

SERATOR D*ARCO:

...stated what the amendment d4id at that time...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

sesifens
SENATOR D'ARCO:

..sand I apologize for not meantioning it in...in debate
on 3rd reading.,..and what can I say. I...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZI0)

«esWecll, you know...well, let's...let’s...all right.
The...the Calendar indicates increases the salary of court
reporterss So, I don't suspect that it was any great sur-
prise to many. Senator Mahar, for what purpose do you arise?
411 rcight. Senator Savickas on House Bill 320. Senator
Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President. I would ask leave of the Body to
come back to 320 a little later. We are trying to work out a
concern that Senator Lechowicz had on,..whether it should be
just commodities...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A11 right. Senator...Senator...Savickas has sought leave

of the Body to come back to House Bill 320 later in the day.

Is 1leave dgranted? Leave is granted. Top of page 3, 334,
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Senator Mahar. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 334, Mr.
Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 334,

{Secretary reads %itle of bill)

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

Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, MNr. President and members. Senate Bill 334
allows for twelve enterprise zones to be included in the
Calendar Year 1985, This 1is the same as we did in Senate
Bill 665 and Senate Bill 1363. In addition, there was an
amendment offered by Senator Poshard which allows for
t¥W0. .. two additional ONESa..tWo additional enterprise
zones...which,..and I'd be happy to answer any questions or
Senator Poshard on the amendment,

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall House Bill 334 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
vish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On tha* guestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House Bill 334 having
received the required comnstitutional majority is declared
passed. 335, Senator Maitland. House bills 3rd reading, is
House Bill 335, Mr. Secre*ary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 335.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
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Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 335 does as the...synopsis would indi-
cate. It would allow the local lav enforcemen:t agencies to
charge a five dollar fee for a copy of a traffic accident
report and for those...those actions that are investigated by
accident reconsiruction tcams a fee no% to exceed twenty
dollars.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right., Any discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

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

Indicates he will yield. Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

What's the present cost, Senator?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEHNATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator, with respect to the.,..to the...to the State,
that's the level that is now established by the State. This
extends that same level to the locals. Currently,
they...they may or may not charge a fee and tha* fee is not
established, they can charge whatever fee they want to
charge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

But five is the maxiamum, right?
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR HALL:

«s.¥hen you saying whatever they want to charge...

PRESIDING OPPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall...Senator Hall...
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SENATOR HALL:

«s«I mean, is there 3 five dollar maximum now?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR BAITLAND:
Yes, sir, there is.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Further discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 335 pass. Those in favor vote Ays. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. House Bill 335 having received the required
constitutional wmajority is declared passed. 334, Senator
Barkhausen. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 344, Mr.
Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 344,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Hr. President and members, House Bill 344 does two sep-
arate and somewhat different things with regard to the
Municipal Code. The first provision relates to annexation
and it somevhat broadens the annexation provisions which now
perait annexation where a municipality is bordered by a river
or a lake and goes beyond that in counties over four hundred
thousand to allow such annexation where a nunicipality is
bordered not by a river or a lake but by a creek. And this
is aimed to help a particular community in my district, the
Village of Lincolashire. 1In addition to that, it deals with

the incorporation provisions of the Municipal Code in one
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slight respect, to crea%e a brief thirty-day opportunity
after the passage of this amendatory Act for am area that
has.s»rcather than having twenty-five hundred inhabitants
which 1is normally required, +to allow potentially incorpo-
ration for an area *hat has eighteen hundred inhabitants.
This is specifically aimed at trying to help
the...unincorporated area known as Knollwood in the middle of
my district. I know of no opposition and the municipal
league has signed off on it, and I would urge passage. Thank
you.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

#ill the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he...
SENATOR HALL:

Is this Statewide?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

No, 1it's not Senator Hall, it?'sS...counties...in the case
of the annexation provision I discussed it®s counties over
four hundred thousand. And, I believe in the case of the
incorporation provision I know it's counties over four hun-
dred thousand and i**s also, I believe, counties under a mil-
lion. And as I...I emphasized on the incorporation provision
the area of eighteen hundred inhabitants, it has only thirty
days after the passage or the enactment of this amendatory
Act to try to take advan:tage of these provisions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

aAll right. PFurther discussion? Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr., President. Question of the spomsor.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Senator Barkhausen, is this the same bill we had last
year that concerned that principality with the golf course
around it. Is this the same content?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

I thought of mentioniqg that initially to emphasize that
no...this is...this 1is something totally unrelated. We
did...some of the members may remember we had a...a differ-
ence of opinion on a...some other unrelated aspect of the
Municipal Code from the last Session, this has nothing to do
that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Well...further discussion? Purther discussion? If not,
the question 1is, shall House Bill 344 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are
54, the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill 344
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 354, Senator Kelly. House bills 3rd
reading, House Bill 354, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 354,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:
Thank you, Mr. President and wmembers of the Senate.

House Bill 354 merely defines the term stun gun. As you
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recall, we did pass the substantive bill, Senate Bill 144, by
unanimous vote. This bill defines that term, and it also
provides a Class A misdemeanor penalty for the...unlavful use
of the weapon which is called a throwing star. This bill
should have been on the Agreed Bill Lis:. I would solicit
your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 354 pass. Those in févor 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 nomne, none
voting Present. House Bill 354 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 357...House
bills 3rd reading is House Bill 357, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 357,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Mr...Hdr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, this basically is a downstate pension bill for the
police, it puts them in compliance with the downstate fire-
men. It allows them also in their retirement to continue
their group insurance plans at the full rate that an active
police officer would do and also allows them another option
for investment of their pension fund. I know...I know of no
opposition to the bill,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUOZIO)
Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House

Bill 357 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
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vote Nay. The voting 1is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 377...House Bill 1357
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 360, Senator Sangmeister. House bills 3rd
reading, House Bill 360, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 360,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. What
is now in 360 is the exclusionary rule that we passed out of
here before and got no hearing at all over in the House.
It*s cosponsored, as you can...see from the original bill
which we passed out of here by both sides of the aisle, Sena-
tor DeAngelis and I have a great interest in seeing that the
exclusionary rule is passed into law in the State of Illi-
nois. We are not creating any newv substantive law, as I
explained before, all wve're doing is codifying the Federal
decision that says the exclusionary rule has certain excep-
tions such as the good faith amendment. That's all this
does, it's been worked on by both defense and prosecution and
it is the same identical bill that we passed ouat of here
before and I ask that we do so again.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall House
Bill 360 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the

record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
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none, none voting Present. House Bill 360 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed...S574
was on the recall list...go to the end of the day, 374. 377,
Senator Topinka. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 377,
Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 377.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, #r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this basically eliminates all automatic exenmptions from jury
duty. As you know, constitntionally, the only thing that a
citizen is reguired to do 1is serve on a jury. However,
because of the effects of special interest over the years
roughly twenty-nine weither individuals or groups have now
beea eliminated to the point that it would be very difficult
to get a jury of one's peers. The...the bill also permits
the county board, jury commissioners upon approval of the
chief judge to excase jurors if undue hardships would result
and it continues to allow for peremptory challenges by
prosecutors. At this moment in time...I...the concerns of
the Illinois Press Association were taken care of in terams
that they are neutral on the bill. There might be some pub-
lishers who might dislike the bill, it has been editorialized
by WBBM radio and is supported by the Illinois State Bar
Association.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Lechowicz. Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. Will the 1lady respond to a

question or two?
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PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates she will.

SENATOR LECHORICZ:

Senator Topinka, could you +ell me who...what..who or
wvhat are the exemptions on this bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, if T wight. I read fast so it goes pretty quickly.
Governor, Lieutenant Governor, Secretary of State, State
Comptroller, Treasurer, members of the State Board of Edu-
cation, State Superintendent of Education, Attorney General,
members of the General Assembly, judges, clerks of the court,
mayors, aldermen, village trustees, policemen, firemen, sher-
iffs, coroners, doctors, Christian Science practioneers,
Christian Science readers, postmasters, lawyers, clergy, nmenm-
bers of "religious communities," we don't quite know what
that is but they're there too; officials of the U.S., presum-
ably high elected or appointed...officials; journalists and
persons working on newspapers of general circulation, den-
tists, wilitia and State guard personnel.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZYO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, isn'* that basically the same exemption we have
now?

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

I...I don't understand the question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Why don't we just leave it on. 1Isn't that basically what
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ve...the same exemption we have now?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

«ssn0, there's pno exemptions. At this point, it would
have to be a peremptory challenge by the prosecutor involved.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator...

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I believe...excuse me, Mr. President. I believe that the
current jury selection process has an exemption covered by
the...by the law. And I believe the exemptions you just
read to me are the basic exemptions presently for jury duty.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

That*s...those would be removed...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

-+« mean, they would be removed totally. At this point
everybody would be taken egually.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, my question to you, Senator Topinka, who is exempt?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senatore..

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Hith this bill, no one.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, I...may I speak to the bill, ¥r. President?

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Go right ahead.
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SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I believe this bill is something that we discussed and
had brought...brought before us...that was handled by Senator
Grotberg sometime ago. And I believe that the current jury
selection process...thers has to be certain amount of exemp-
tions in order to protect the Jjury systen. When
you're...when you're including everybody to be a juror,
unfortunately, there are certain conflicts that may arise.
And I can understand the situation where a person may say,
well, there may be a conflict but they'll be excused either
by the defense or by the prosecutors who are selecting the
juries. But my personal opinion, I believe the situation as
it exists presently where you have court personnel who may
have an inside on the case, they should be excused, not
making that determination by perspective defendant or someone
else within the system. I believe that the court system that
we presently have should bs maintained and these exemptions
should be included, maybe not to the extent that they are,
but this bill would make it mandatory that everybody apply
for jury service and without any exemptions. I don't believe
that the Governor of this State should serve on a jury or any
other State officer until their term of office is up. I also
believe that the judges in this State should not serve as
jurors, court clerks of this State or other elected offi-
cials. And I'm really concerned about eliminating the pos-
sibility where a person'’s religious belief...will not...will
not permit them to serve as jurors and now you're making it
mandatory. I believe the Christian Science practioneers and
other people who truly respect their beliefs should no:t have
to serve. And for that reason, I oppose 377.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator...Joyce,

Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
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Just a of couple questions. Sena%tor, are...are you
trying to...provide a...police officers, for example, with an
additional right? Is that the purpose of this, or do you
feel that these people are being discriminated against
because they are not permitted to serve on juries or what
exactly are you trying to do?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

If anything, it discriminates against bo+th sides. It
does not allow a persom to carry out his...his or her con-
stitutional «right, on the one hand, of having the ability to
serve on a jury and therefore providing a jury of peers which
we are constitutionally guaranteed. On the other hand, do we
discriminate against the public at large by removing so many
groups from the system that ultimately we have to recycle the
same people over and over and over again? And I*ll bet you a
dime to a dozen that you've got people coming to your office
saying, why am I constantly being called? Why me all the
time? And these people go out and do indeed do that. We
have robbed the pool of available talent, so *o speak, of the
people who can legitimately serve on juries. And, although
Senator Lechowicz wight bring up the subject of...of...you
know, maybe this should be reduced to some extent; unfortun-
ately, when you remove one, then the next group comes on and
the next group and so on down the 1line till wvwe now have
twenty-nine either individuals or groups who are exempted.
And if it's good enoagh for Jerry Browan in California, it's
good enough for Jim Thompson in Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
»esSenator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
#ell, the...the only concern I have, and I agree in part

with what you're saying, there*s no question that these
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people stream into our offices and...feel that they are being
put upon and...and recalled and recycled into the system.
But...I think you have too many...you are...you have...you
shouald have left some of these exemptions intact, because as
a practical matter, if you are saying that you have to exer-
cise a challenge or remove for cause, as a practical matter
many of the occupation groups that you have referred to in
this legislation will be removed for a cause. So, you have
t0 gOa...through voir dire and all that's attendant with that
in order *to, for example, take a police officer off a jury.
Because if I had a pool and they bring in the first panel and
I's a defense attorney and there are four police officers
sitting in that panel.,..you cangot...no judge, I...I believe
would require me to exercise four peremptory challenges to
take those four officers off of that jury. I think that they
would...I think that they would most likely go off for cause.
So that some of those occupational groups that yon have on
there, 1if they were no: on there, this may make some...a
little more sense. But as you have this thing drafted, it's
just...youfre...yon’re just going to put an unreasonable time
burden on the systenm.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further...further discussions? You may...you may do that
in your closing. Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Will the sponmsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates she will yield. Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator Topinka, who wants this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

The public.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

I...I want to give you an example, Senator. Right
now...you do this, your bill would be up today and you'd be
ordered to a jury duty, and you got important legislation
here, are you saying that you should leave here and go serve
on the...on the jury?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

What I'm saying 1is, I could be called but with some of
the House amendments that have put on here, a county board or
jury commissioners could submit questionnaires to prospective
jurors and excuse them from jury duty for certain undue hard-
ships relating to occupation, business affairs, wmilitary
service, physical health, family situation or other personal
affairs. So there is quite a bit of latitude as to who or
who zould not be called out in this type of a situation, so I
doubt if I would be called.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Well, in 1line with what Senator Joyce just said. A
police officer makes an arrest and then you're saying that he
ought to serve on a jury and supposedly the person is there
that he had placed in there...this capacity...have you thor-
oughly thought through what you're trying to do here? Have
you given really serious consideration? Senator, I'm
appalled. I tell you, this is a bad bill, it ought to be
defeated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
All right. PFurther discussion? Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:
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#ell, thank you, Mr. President. Well, I rise in support
of this bill, I don't see anything wrong with it. I don't
see why dentists should be able to...exempted from serving on
jury...daty. I don'*t see why village trastees should be
exempted from serving on jury duty. Every village trustee in
my district has a private business, they're in iansurance or
they work for some corporation or something or another.
They*re just average people like everyone else. I don't see
any reason why these people should be exenmpted. Now, per-
haps the Governor should be...exempted from some cases but
maybe from some he shouldn't be, I don't know. I see nothing
wrong with having every individual American serve on jury
duty if...if called, and if any of these other reasons apply
or they are challenged by the attorneys, then they're not
going to serve. Bu* other than that, I can'® see any reason
why I should not serve on a jury duty jus:t because I'm a
legislator. What has that got to do with say a murder case
or a rape case or whatever else? I would have opinions just
like every other American that's asked to serve on a...jury,
and I think it's a great bill. We should...we should, you
know, pass it out of here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. PFurther discussion? Senator Joyce. Well,
apologizing for a second time. Senator Topinka, what
ve're...what I'm saying is this. Your...the language that
you read to Senator Hall talks abéut hardship. I'.D not...I'nm
not *alking about a situ;tion where you have a hardship., I
am saying that you are imposing on the system an unnecessary
burden and you could remedy that by just taking out a few of
those occupational groups. You are putting police officers
into the system and police officers or other people who have
wide experience with cases that come before courts are not
going to sit on juries, they are not going to be acceptable

to either one or the other, whether it's a criminal case or a
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poncriminal case. And what I am saying is, you are either
causing someone to exercise a peremptory challenge...but
that's not going to happen, he's not going to have to exer-
cise a...a defense counsel or a prosecutor is not going to
have to exercise peremptory challenge. The judge is going to
strike them out for cause. But you're going to have to go
through the whole process of voir dire and all of that and
that is just a waste of time, If you ¢took some of these
groups out of here, this bill may...would make some sense.
But as it's presently drafted, I dont't think it
should...should pass out of here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l righ%...further discussion? Senator Topinka may
close.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Ladies and Gen*lemen of the Senate, I think the bill
iss..is uniquely fair. ®hen prosecutors come t0...to ny
office and to other offices and say that people cannot get a
fair trial because they cannot get a jury of their peers
because so many people have been eliminated from the system,
there is something radically wrong. I mean, when all that's
basically lef: is a skewed system that has a tendency to fall
into certain areas of...of people right off where you get a
certain opinion that®s already locked in, it cannot guarantee
a free trial. It's a very fair bill, To...to kind of recite
what...what Senator Karpiel said, what exempts us? ®hy are
ve different? We're not, and we can participate just as
easily. This bill does provide for excuses for occupation
hardship, other rela*ed incidences, it should not be a prob-
lem. And, if as Senator Joyce brings up, i* w@ight cause a
difficulty for some people, right now it's causing a diffi-
culty for everybody. And I think it should be addressed,
it*s fair, I would encourage the passage of this bill.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is

The gquestion 1is, shall House Bill 377 pass. Those in

open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 27, the Nays are 25,
2 voting Present. House Bill 377 having failed to receive
the required constitutional majority is declared lost. 381,
Senator Barkhausen. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill
381, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 381,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of %*he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, House Bill 381 is intended
merely to clarify pleading requirements in negligence cases
where the defendant might want to assert as an affirmative
defense that the plaintiff was in some manner contribatorily
negligent. Apparently there is a...a division of opinions
AMONGes»ANONG COUrtS as tO...in...in the cases of pleadings
whether it®s the plaintiff's responsibility to plead freedon
from contributory negligence or whether the defendant has to
assert contributory negligence on the part of the plaintiff
2s an affirmative defense. &And this bill consistent with
what pattern jury instructioms in Illinois seem to require
would put the burden on the defendant to assert coniributory
negligence on the par:t of the plaintiff as an affirmative
defense. It's a suggestion of Judge Carl Heninger out of
DuPage County. I know of no opposition and...and would urge
your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
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shall House Bill 318 pass. Those in Ffavor will vote Aye.
Those opposed Nay. The voting is open., Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted Jho wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are npone, none voting Present, House Bill 381 having
received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed, 387. House Bill 387, Mr...Senator Collins. all
right. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 387, Mr. Secre-
tary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 387,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Nr. President and members of the Senate.
House Bill 381 does exactly what the Digest said, it...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

¥ell...387.

SENATOR COLLINS:

I mean, 387, I'm sSorrY. You cut me off...okay. It
deletes the requirement that a collective bargaining agree-
ment cannot be entered into until such time an appropriation
had been approved. That's all the bill does and I would
askeesI'1ll be happy to answer any questions., If not, I would
move for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any...any discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. This came through Local
Government Conmittee and I think it just kind of slid
through, I'm not sure exactly how it got through without any

opposition. But I would...I'd 1like to ask the sponsor to
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maybe give us a little more detailed explanation of what this
does., How is it going *o affect municipal leaques or cities?
I aunderstand the monicipal league is opposed to this. Is
this going to have a fiscal impact oOn...on communities or
just'exactly what's.,,.vhat are we talking about doing here?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Collins.

SERATOR COLLINS:

Yes. What we're talking about doing is to try
and...and...and...and...and break the.,..the 1logjam and the
hassle of having to have collective bargaining agreements
come up on an annual basis so that you can enter into two-
year contracts and we won't have to go through the same
hassle every year. Tha*'s all this bill is doing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

You mean we're just allowing the community to enter into
a long-term contract and...and that the appropriation then
doesn't have to pass in order for that contract to be wvalid?
Is that what we're saying? But vhy is the municipal league
opposed to that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collians.

SENATOB COLLINS:

These...these are collective bargaining agreements. In
many instances they're two-year agreements and they don't
have to negotiate every year. This just simply allow for
multiple year contract, collective bargaining agreements.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:
Question of the sponsor, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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She indicates she'll yield.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Collins, if the community failed to appropriate
sufficient funds on the second year, what would happen to the
contract?

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

I'n sare that a court would have to resolve the issue as
they do...some...in some cases now.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.,

SENATOR WEAVER:

This would mean then that the taxpayers are going to be
stuck whether or not the...the city council say appropriates
the =@money or no*. They*'ll go to court and...and put on
a...9n a mandatory tax. Is that the intent of your 1legis-
lation?

PRESIDIﬁG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collims.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Under the collective bargaining laws that we passed last
year or year before last, if there is a shortage of funds
there would most certainly be a reasonable and...then there
is a process by which one would follow under our State
collective bargaining 1laws that would allow for any local
unit of government to get out of a contract or not be penal-
ized simply because the money isn't there. Shortage of funds
is one of the conditions by which a contract can be
rescinded.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Reaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Speaking to the bill then. I think we all remember back
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a few years where we had mwmultiyear contracts for State
employees, and we failed to appropriate enough money to npeet
those contracts, so what happened? fe had to fire X number
of...State workers because we didn't appropriate the nmoney.
Now you're.,.with this bill you're coring back and saying
that the...say the State employees would go +to court and
force us, the General Ass=mbly, to come up with the money to
honor those contracts. I think it®'s bad concept and we
should defeat this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yeah, I think if this bill would...would...prohibit or in
some way relieve the burden of the Chicago School Board from
having to disrupt the education of our children every year by
allowing them %o enter into multiple contracts, I think
this...this bill is...in fact, would serve its purpose, and I
would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall House Bill 387 pass.. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
opet. Have all voted. who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On tha: question, the Ayes are 31, the Nays
are 24, none voting Presemt. House Bill 387 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. For what
purpose does Senator Weaver arise?

SENATOR WEAVER:

A verification, please, of the...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

A verification of the affirmative vote has been
regquested. Will all the members please be in their seats and
will the Secretary call the affirmative vote.

SECRETARY:
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The following voted im the affirmative: Berman, Carroll,
Chew, Collims, D*Arco, Darrow, Dawson, Degnan, Denmuzio,
Dudycz, Hall, Holmberg, Jones, Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyce,
KRelly, Lechowicz, Lemke, Luft, Marovitz, Nedza, Netsch,
OtDaniel, Poshard, Rupp, Sangmeister, Smith, Vadalabene,
Welch, Zito, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there a question of any of the affirmative roll?
SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator O'Daniel.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) -

Senator O'Daniel in his seat? Senator O'Daniel. Strike
his name from the record.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Jones.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones im his seat? Senator Jones. trike his
name from the record.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Lemke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Lemke in his seat? Senator Lemke. Strike his
nane from the record.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Welch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch in his seat? Senator Welch. Strike his
name from the record.

SENATOR WEAVER:

That*s enough.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«seSenator Welch bhas returned to the Floor. On a veri-
fied roll call, there are 28 Yeas, 24 Noes, and the bill hav-

ing failed %to receive a constitutional majority is declared
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lost. Senator Collins seeks leave of the Body to put House
Bill 387 on the Order of Postponed Consideration. Is 1leave
granted? Leave 1is granted. We have WAND-TV from Decatur.
He requests permission to videotape Senate proceedings and
Dennis Overturf from...an intern...with Representative Bruce
Richmond is seeking permission to take pictures from the gal-
lery of the proceedings to show his government classes where
he teaches. Is leave graanted? Hearing no objection, leave
is granted. And there has been a request by members of the
Senate that the doorkeepers allow no cards in. ¥®e are on 3rd
reading, and...Mr. Doorkeepers, Mr. Sergeant-at-arms, would
you see that no cards are brought in and no Senators are dis-
turbed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill

392, Senator Lenke.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 392.

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

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is amends the Public Aid Code in
regards to burial expenses. Provides that a...that in
the...AABD program financial...assets set aside for burial
expenses including prepaid burial plans cannot be considered
by the Department of Public Aid when determining income.
These assets can only be excluded to the same extent permit-
ted for the Federal Supplement Security Income Program. Cur-
rently, up to fifteen hundred dollars per family is exempt
for a prepaid burial planr and/or burial merchandise which is
a crypt. I think it's a good bill. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Aouse Bill 392 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. House Bill 392 having received the constitutional
ma jority is declared passed. House Bill 401, Senator
Vadalabene.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 401,
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{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene,

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
House Bill 401 provides for a program of annual matching
State grants administered by the State librarian which is %he
Secratary of State for construction costs of public 1librar-
ies. It authorizes a special grant not to exceed fifty per-
cent of the annual appropriation each year for coastruction
or renovation of the Chicago Public Library State Research
and Reference Center and I move for a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

I*d like to ask the spomsor a gquestion, please, Nr.
President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he®ll yield.

SENATOR WATSON:

What's the appropriation for this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

There is a request of eight million dollars.
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Waison.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you. Is this in the...the budget...the Governort's
budget?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:
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I think it*s in the Governor's Build Illinois Program.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Rhich one?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

I'11l let you know after the Conference Commiitees...
SENATOR WATSON:

see0kayesswell, it...it may be in the Build Illinois Pro-
gram but, unfortunately, that doesa't wmake it any better
than..,.we're...vefre talkfng about increasing the grants for
State libraries and that’s...libraries and a lot of us will
be affected positively in our districts. Tt's probably some-
thing that would be very popular to vote for back home, but
I don't know how responsible it 1is. We're...we're talking
about also increasing a special grant for the Chicago Public
Library...for the State Research and Reference Center of up
to fifty percent. So, a good portion of this money is going
to go into the...to the city for their particular library or
for that particular State Research and Reference Center.
It’'s not in the budget. It passed out of Local Government
Committee on a partisan roll call, There was four of us
yoting No and I...I think that we should vote No on the Floor
here today. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFPFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator vVadalabene
may close.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall House Bill 401 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
apa2n. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
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the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 27. House Bill 401 having
received the constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
House Bill...Senator Watson, for wvhat purpose do you arise?
SENATOR WATSON:

A verification, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

A verification has been requested. #ould all the members
please be in their seats and the Secretary call the affirma-
tive roll. Senator Watson, what purpose you arise?

SENATOR WATSORN:

Well, just for one...one remark. Why don't we just take
some paper clips out. If we take the paper clips out of our
switch, we might save ourselves a lot of problems here and we
won't have these verifications, 'cause the...some of those
people aren't here that are voted. Might as well
just...thank you, John.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Mr. Secretary, would you call the roll.
SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Carroll,
Chew, Collins, D*Arco, Darrow, Dawson, Degnan, Demuzio,
Dudycz, Hall, Holmberg, Jones, Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyce,
Kelly, Lechowicz, Lemke, Luft, Marovitz, Nedza, Netsch,
0'Daniel, Poshard, Sangmeister, Savickas, Smith, Vadalabene,
Zito and Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watson, you question any of the affirmative vote?
SENATOR WATSON:

Yes, sir, Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR WATSON:
Jones.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Jones on the Floor? Senator Jones? Strike his

name.
SENATOR WATSON:

That's good.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene seeks leave of the Body to put House
Bill 401 on the Order of Postponed Consideration. Hearing no
objection, leave is granted., Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

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

State your poin:.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

I don't mind Senator Watson voting against this bill, but
I think he ought to be a little bit more careful the way you
chastise some of the...the colleagues on both sides of the
aisle about those pins. I don't think that should be any
concern of yours and I think you owe them an apology.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Well, I don't believe I owe anybody an apology. I...I
don*t think that that's proper, I don't believe the public
accepts that and I don't think if a member is here he should
be voting. It's as simple as that. I don't owe anybody an
apology.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill 403,
Senator Barkhausen. House Bill 431, Senator Maitland. Oh,
Senator Barkhausen is on the Ploor. %09. Read the bill, #Nr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 409.

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

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr.. President and members, House Bill 409 represents a
bipartisan solution that...through the cooperation of Senator
Berman and the members on the other side in the Senate Edu-
cation Committee, we've been able to work out to a...problen
in my district where the high school...Warren Township High
School burned down, and this bill authorizes a...a nickle
levy to pay back what we will...hope will be a State loan of
approximately a million dollars to pay for temporary reloca-
tion expenses. The students at this high school have had...to
travel some fif‘een miles to occupy a...a vacant high school
in oy district and they're incurring expeanses of a couple of
million dollars over a two-year period, and so this will help
them with some ismediate cash flow problems by enabling a
payback of a State loan. As I say, have worked this out with
Senator Berman and the members of +the Senate Education
Comnmittee. I thank them for their cooperation and urge a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, Senator BarkhauseDe...if
not, shall House Bill 403 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
55, the Nays are 1, none voting Present. House Bill 403 hav-
ing received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
(Machine cutoff)...Bill 431, Senator Maitland. Read the
bill, Mr, Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 431,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

»es.Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 431 increases the...the number of
Governor's appointed members to the State...State Fair Board
of Advisors from thirteen to fifteen and would further...with
an amendment placed on on 2nd reading would cause the...the
County of Dupage...county board to pick the county fair
board.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Demuzio at Savickas'.
SENATOR DEMNUZIO:

dell, thank you, H#r. President. First of all, I don*t
know why we're adding two members to the fair board unless we
got two people, I guess, ve vant to appoint, and you said by
virtue of Amendment No. 1, we're going to allow the county
board to appoint the board members in DuPage County to the
county fair board. Is that prevalent throughout the State of
Illinois or we're just now going to do this simply for DuPage
County only?

PRESIDING OPPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Seeing that*s my amendment, it's for DuPage County only.
We're one of the few counties that the county board or the
county government owns the fairgroumds. I think that's one
of the only counties in the State of Illinois that that is
true. It's also our intent that the fair board that is
appointed pursuant to this bill shall be the fair board that
will be certified to the Department of Agriculture as the
official board to operate the DuPage County Fair. We're one
of the...the second...we're the...we'rs the largest four-day

fair in the State of Illinois, believe it or not, for county
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fairs.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio,

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

All I'm saying is, this is going to be the only county
fair in Illinois that appoints...the couaty board appoints
the members of the fair board. Is that correct? That's what
I'm asking.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I...I believe that is correct, It's the only county
fairgrounds that 1is owned by the county govefnment in the
State of Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.ee52nator...

SENATOR PHILIP:

«..and ve think, and...my...my county board...this was
not wny idea, Senator Demuzio, this came from my county board
officials...evidently, they have not been exactly thrilled by
the wvay the county fair has operated.

PRESIDING OPFiCER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I'n not saying it's a bad idea. I'm just saying that,
you know, next year, I pay come in because I have certain
counties maybe I want the couanty board to appoint the members
of their fair board. I'll...just at random and selectively,
but I can pick and choose :too, that's fine.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
Thank you,- Mr. President. Very briefly, Ladies and

Gentlemen of the Senate, I believe that this matter vwas
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addressed on 2nd reading and the President of the Senate,
Senator Philip Rock, was very clear when he said he...stood
in support of the appointed procedure for DuPage County based
upon the present...the current president of the DuPage County
Board and his excellent working relationship in reference to
picking people in county goveranment. I also stand in full
support of 431, I believe it merits your suppor:.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you...thank you, Mr. President. Abou%: the
ameadment too,...Senator, each...and I'm not just sure of the
procedure of how fair boards are...are chosen, but they have
to meet a standard. I think the...the farm bureaa has an
appointment, the county extension advisor is...is on it, and
to be eligible for amy money, I would think that you would
have to meet these same standards, but I...I don't think now
that the DuPage Coupty Fair is receiving any State money, are
they?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

We are not...receiving any amoney from the Ag. Premiunm
Fund. That is correct. We turn a profit every vyear, Sena-
tor, I +hink last year was forty to fifty thousand dollars.
Also, they have about seven hundred thousand dollars in CD's
and treasury notes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Well, 1in that case, I...as long as they're aot receiving
any State momey, I guess it doesn't make any difference. They
can do what they wa=at to.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Question is, shall House Bill 431 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are 1,
none voting Present. House Bill 431 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Yes, Senator Bupp
has a few constituents that he would like to introduce to the
membership. So, at this *ime, I will %urn the microphone over
to oar colleague, Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

I think as soon as you see, Senator Savickas, you'll wvant
to stay here too., Thank you, MNr. President. W®hat I would
like %0 do is introduce Miss Rhonda Culleson of Decatur.
Hiss Culleson...stand closer, they're taking pictures. Oh,
did you hear that? Someone said, don't forget, my wife is up
there. Well, Rhonda is a graduate... 1985 graduate of Decatur
MacArthur High School. Sh2 participated in student council
vork, class council vork, cheerleading, band, softball, gym-
nastics and other activities. She was on the high honor roll.
She was a member of Who's Who Among Amezrican High School Stu-
dents and received the Lyle K. Music...Memorial Award at
MacArthur High School. And here is some other pluses, and
this one I 1like, she accumulated two hundred and
seventy-eight volunteer hours while working as a counselor at
East Bay Camp, in nursing homes, in the Special Olympics, the
Big Sister Program and other worthwhile organizatioms. Her
accomplishments sort of reinforce and enhance our belief in
the youth of this Sta*te. He...Il...I have a copy of the reso-
lution, I will present this to you, but as you know, earlier
today, I introduced another batch of beauties f£from Decatur.
Now, I have another chance to show you another beauty, Miss
Illinois National Teenager 1985,

MISS RHONDA CULLESON:

(Remarks made by Miss Culleson)
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SENATOR RUPP:

In the back are the proud parents and a proud brother and
the program director. She actually is a great singer. We
should have her back here sometime to sing. You want to take
apother picture? Thank...thank you, Senate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

House Bill 474, Senator Berman. Read the bill, HMr.

Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 474,

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

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, H¥r. President. This bill does three things.
It requires private process servers to be registered with the
sheriffs in their...in the counties of their principal place
of business. It authorizes employees of private process
servers to make service of process and allows the court to
tax as cost the cost of...of that service. Move the adoption
of House Bill 474,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question 1is, shall
House Bill 474 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are nome, none voting
Present. House Bill 474 having received the constitutional
najority is declared passed. House Bill 481, Senator Kelly.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 481,

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

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
House Bill 481 prohibits the parties from filling a vacancy
in nomination no later thanm sixty days following the general
primary if that vacancy was caused by the failure +to slate.
This bill which received 111 %0 2 votes when it left the
House allows...unopposed incumbents, including members of the
General Assembly, to learn at an early date whether they are
going to have opposition in the fall. That is the first
aspect of the bill. The second one, Senator Netsch may have a
problem with, concerns changing the bases for determining the
nunber of required signatures from the number of votes cast
at the last election to the oaumber of registered voters.
This...this bill as amended iscorporated the contents of
House Bill 181 which reduced the number...a percentage of
requirements from ten percent to five percent requirements
needed for a vard committeeman, and it ©provides uniformity
vhich is what the earlier legislation attempted to do, and I
vould ask for your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not,...Senator Hacdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. I am only speaking for myself
on this particular bill, while I am minority spokesman, I an
not speaking for +*his side of the aisle. I merely want to
say that I think that a percentage of those who are regis-
tered voters, even though we have done one good thing in this
bill which is to make uniform the number of signatures that
are required both...for ward and township commitieemen, I do
have to tell you that I think that this is an extraordinary

requirement and I personally feel that this not a good bill
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because of that particular aspect. I think that it
disenfranchises people who would want to run and to get that
many signatures, vhich is an unduly high number of signatures
as was explained a.,.a few days ago on an amendment by Sena-
tor Netsch is absolutely *rue, and I...I just really have to
say that in the name of what I consider to be good govern-
ment, I do not think that this is a bill that I cam vote for.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *here...discassion? If not, Senatoresesif no%,
the...Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yos. I just returned to the Floor. I believe that
Senator Macdonald may well have expressed my point of view on
it and I would simply underscore the fact that it...the...the
whole . idea of petitions to get on the ballot is to make it
just onerous enough that there will not be totally frivolous
candidates. It is not designed to keep people from parti-
cipating in the political process. This kind of a neasure,
wvhich is a really burdensome one, will assure tha*...and lots
2f wards and lo%s of townships possibly there will be no one
who will be able to gqualify. That 1is not the point of
requiring petition signatures for access to the ballot. I
think i* is...very likely if you do it, it's eventually going
to be knocked out by the courts and we'll just keep going
round and round and round. So, I just think it is...it is
unfortunate that everyone feels they've got to take this
point of view and I wvwould hope...I assume the bill will pass.
I would hope it would not, because if it does pass, it's
going to be overturned by the courts one of these days soon
anyway.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Kelly, do you wish to close?
SENATOR KELLY:

Appreciate your favorable support.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall House Bill 481 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay., The voting is open.
Have all voted...have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 47,
the Nays are 9, 1 voting Present. House Bill 481 having
received <*he constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 483, Senator Kelly. Read the bill, #r. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 483,

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

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President and nmembers of the Senate.
House Bill 483 permits a write-in candidate's votes to be
counted only if he or she has prefiled by the Friday before
the election a notarized statement of intent to be a write-in
candidate. The...the bill's purpose is to eliminate unnec-
essary work for the election authorities who must now tally
the...write-in candidates, and that®'s the intent of the bill.
It passed by a 13 to 5 vote in the House. I would
appreciate your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question 1is, shall
House Bill 483 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are 4, 1 voting Present.
House Bill 483 having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 497, Senator Donahue., Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
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House Bill 497,

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

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 497 has three parts
to it. The first part in the original bill requires that in
civil arrest warrants that they must contain the name, the
date of birth, sex, physical description of the person to be
taken into custody. This is where we have some of our prob-
lens with our sheriffs if yon have the name John Smith and
they don't know what John Smith looks like, they have a prob-
lema serving the warrant. In part two and...and Amendment No.
1 provides that in counties less than one million, processes
may be served without special appointment by a private detec-
tive and tha*t detec*ive,..nust have 1liability insurance in
tha amount of not less *han five hundred thousand dollars.
And in Amendment No. 3, we simply put it in the same posture
as Senate Bill...or House Bill 474 that vwe just passed out.
I would move for its favorable adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROR:

#ill the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she will,

SENATOR DARROW:

With regard to private detectives serving process,
although they have the insurance, do...does the sheriff or
the chief jondge or any of the judge have jurisdiction over
them?

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.
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SENATOR DONAHUE:

He's not appointed by the judge, is that...if that's what
you mean.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

In other words, a lawyer can hand a summons to a private
detective and say, go serve this on John Jones' wife and
bring it back to me, and he can do that, bring it back and
the lawyer then files it and wvhether the detective actually
serves it or not, the court has no say in the matter. 1Is
that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

I think I ought to defer this to Senator Sangmeister
since that was his amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yeah, Senator Darrow, if I understand your question,
the...I'n reading right from the amendment, okay, "This
persd>n who's over the age of eighteen years of age and not a
party to the action, who is properly registered with and has
received instruction on proper procedures for serving process
from the sheriff of the county in which the service is to be
nade.” So, he has to be qualified by the sheriff.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

FParther discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

A4 gquestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR WELCH:



Page 64 - JUNE 25, 1385

The...first ceading of the first part of the bill stated
that you have to have the date of birth of the individual
who's going *o be arrested, and if that's true, does that
apply when a judge issues a warrant for contempt against a
defendant, for instance, who doesn't appear?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Well, what if the...what if the person doesn®t know the
date of birth, vhat...what's the...is there an exception or
an out?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Yes, if...it doesn't contain the date of birth, it
do2sn't invalidate the warrant or the order.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

But will the sheriff go ahead and serve the...we have
trouble in our county getting the sheriff to serve warrants
anyvay aand if they can find ano*her excuse to no:t serve it,
they will use it, and that's what I'm afraid of.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

No, if it doesn't con%*ain this, the sheriff still has the
authority to serve the warrant.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.



Page 65 - JUNE 25, 1385

SENATOR WELCH:

«e.didn't...didn't last year...didn't we pass a bill that
required more specification on..vwas it on warrants requiring
the address of the individual or...are you familiar with
that? ©No. Okay. Nothing further.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Will the sponsor yield for a question? Why does this
just apply to...to counties under on2 million?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

That's Senator Sangmeister's amendment, the one that
deletes Chicago.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Well, whoever put the amendment on, I want to know why is
it just for counties under one milliomn?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Address that to Senator Sangmeister. Senator
Sangmeister, we bhave gquestions...regarding your portion of
the bill. Senator Hall.

SENATOR BRALL:

My question is, why does this just apply to counties
ander one million?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGHEISTER:

You've been here as long as I have to know the answer to
that question. Apparently, as I've beemn told, Cook County
does @pot want to be involved in the sheriff authorizing pri-

vate detectives and going through instructional schools ard
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everything else, so, you know, when Cook County says they
don*t want it, why, we kind of go along with the program.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Hall, I would point out that it...it's only
in...in regard to detectives. The rest of the bill applies
to..sto Cook County.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I'd also point out, we just passed 474 and that regquires
process servers 1in Cook and other counties to be registered
and to undergo training. These bills between 474 and 4937
complement each other. They...they'cte not duplicative...I
don*t want to give *hat inmpression, but 474 does apply to all
the counties including Cook.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? If not, Senator Donahue may close,
SENATOR DONAHUE:

I would just move for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall House Bill 497 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all vo:ed who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the HNays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 497 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill
510, Senator Poshard. Read the bill, Nr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 510.

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. This bill represents several items in the
Downstate Teacher Article of the Peansion Code as well as the
State's contribution to the various retirement agencies. The
House approved this measure in the fora of one single bill,
it was several bills that were sent over and passed. Basic-
ally, the bill contains administrative proposals and the
requests of several organizatiomns. I'm sure your analysis
lists the different components of the bill. 1I'll be happy %o
cover these point by point if requested...othervise, I ask
for your favorable consideration of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is,...is there discussion? If not, the
question...Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

According to our amnalysis, there's a fiscal impact of
four hundred and twenty-seven million dollars first year
payout on Fiscal Year *86. Is that right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Posharde.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Senator Fawell, that...that is the State's contribution
to the various retirement systems, that's the...the normal
State contribution.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 510 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on
that question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are 5, none voting
Present. House Bill 510 having received the constitutional

majority is declared passed. House Bill 513, Senator
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Poshard. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 513,

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

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of <%he
Senate. This bill authorizes the Department of Transportation
to install interstate highway exit signs alerting motorists
of facilities available in upcoming commanities. Various
states already have this measure. These are signs that fit
in with the surrounding environment, they allow various busi-
nesses in communities off the interstates to advertise, such
as, McDonald's, Holiday Inn and others. They're atiractive.
The Department of Transportation would collect rental fees
from these businesses to pay for the cost of these signs. So
many times when we're driving up and down the interstates in
this State, we don't know what kinds of services are avail-
able at the next exit or the one down the road and this would
simply alert motorists to the facilities that would be avail-
able. I think in the end, the...the signs would eventually
pay for themselves through rental to various businesses
throughout the communities. I would ask for your favorable
coasideration of the bill,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Does...does this...does the...will the sponsor yield for
a question? Does this include, for instance, communities
such as mine that have several interstate highways cutting
through it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Well, it would...it would include all area...areas of the

tate with interstates with the exception of those toll high-
ways in the State. Senator Fawell, I...I don't know about
your particular community.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator...is there...Sznator Fawell.
SENATOR PAWELL:

The reason I'm bringing it ap is because...we...we've had
a lo%t of our municipalities who are screaming bloody murder
about the fact that...that the State highways...have.,.are
going to their communities and putting up big...allowing big
billboards and what have you to be...put in their municipal-
ities and if this bill passes, it sounds to me like we're
going to get the municipalities yelling even more because of
the fact we're going to have these...these billboards and
signs and what have you put up without permission from the
municipalities, and it seems to me that...that's overriding
home rule and does this...I would like a ruling, does this
require thirty-six votes?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

No, it doesn't. Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. Presiden:, and I apologize for
having to rise on this, but I know there are some Federal
guidelines with respect to the location of...of signs. Does
this...or attempt to circumvent those regulations?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

No, this is...this is not an attempt to éircumvent

th2...Federal requlations in any way. The...the...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Yoa understand, Senator Poshard, that some of those
regulations deal with...with the distance between the cutoff
and the facili*ies and all of +these *hings? You'll still
abide by those guidelines?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Yes, these are informational signs only. I would assume
that if Kentucky and Iowa and other adjoining states could
put up these kinds of signs, that Illinois should certainly
comply with the Pederal...regulations that those states have
to‘comply with., These signs are attractive, they're not huge
billboard signs, they're much 1like the present exit signs
that exist with...with symbols of the businesses, Holiday
Inn, McDonald's, whatever on the signs. They're very appro-
priate. They're not damaging to the environment in any way
and I'm assuming that DOT would work within the Federal
guidelines to comply with those regulations.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. Very
quickly, I rise in support of this bill. I think it's
2...it's a good measure and I commend the Senator for coming
up vwith this piece of legislation, There is other states
that already participate din...in this same type of progran
and, Senator,...these are not...large, obnoxious signs,
they're really...only roadside sighs and they...they’d be
small in nature, just designate at the exists places for
motels, restaurants and others, and I think it's very
informational for tourists and travelers and I'd ask us to

support this bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I just want to emphasize...couple of years ago I
did a trip out to the west coast and when you're driving
along...vhat we're talking about are those signs that say
services and they had a little symbol for gasoline and forks
for food and what have you. Only all this does is add the
Holiday Inn logo or Amoco logo or Shell or whoever is out
there. Now, frankly, if you're...if you're like me and you
have a handful of credit cards, it*s kind of helpful to know
wvhat gas station is off and we're not...X think they...the
signs are the same size as the ones we already have up, they
just add the logos. I think the objection comes in the...in
the fac: that we...we are going to pay for these signs
up-front and then get the money back over a period of years.
I would suggest that it would be very beneficial to...these
gas stations and...and motels to have such a thing and that
perhaps...XI don't konow wha* the bill says is terms of revenue
collection, but I...my guess is that they would cheerfully
pay for the signs wup-front if we gave them the chance. My
only gquestion is, why...why the tollways are excluded
because, frankly, the tollways, I think the East-West Tollway
and the one the goes up North-West, you know, they're the
same thing as the four lanes...the freeways, you know,
and...and, frankly, Senator Fawell, that's why you don't have
to worry, because downstate they build freeways and in
Chicago they build expressways and in the suburbs they build
tollways.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, the gquestion is,
shall House Bill 513 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
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that gquestion, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are 4, none voting
Prasent, House Bill 513 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. For what purpose Senator
vadalabene arise?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, on a point of personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your point,
SENATOR VADALABENE:

A few bills ago, I requested of Senator Wa*sonm to apolo-
gize to the General Assembly. I was wrong in saying that and
I want to apologize to Senator ¥Watson; however, I do believe
that we here in the Senate should stop +%rying to embarrass
each other.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

House Bill 521, Senator Barkhausen. House...read...read
the bill, Mr...for what purpose Senator Kustra arise? Sena-
tor Kustra, that bills on recall. That will be called at the
end of the day with the rest of themn. Senator Barkhausen.
Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 521%.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN: ’

Mr. President and members, House Bill 521 is an attempt
to grant antitrost imponity to nmunicipalities except in
situations where the municipal activities are exceeding power
that 1is granted by Illinois Statute or by the Illinois Con-
stitution. There have been...a number of cases in recent
years in which municipalities have been stung by incredibly

large judgments which are beyond the power of their taxpayers
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to pay, first of these was the case out of Bolder, Colorado
but even closer to home, there vas a situation in my district
where the Village of Gray's Lake, County of Lake and other
defendants jointly got stuck with the 1liability of sone
tweaty million dollars and they're still wondering how
they're going to pay that. So, I emphasize that even though
we are attempting to...to grant immunity to municipalities by
*his bill, they would still be liable for antitrust viola-
tions where their activities are beyord powers that are
authorized by Statute and by the Constitution, and any plain-
tiff wanting to proceed against a municipality would have a
number of other causes of action in addition to...possible
antitrust action. This...has been worked out; of course, the
municipal league is in support of it. The realtors had some
objections for awhile, but the amendment that we put on the
bill removes their objections. So, I would urge a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

As a reminder, we are averaging ten bills an hour, that
means we have another twenty-five hours to go. Is there
discussion? 1If ndt, question is, shall House Bill 521 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
O0n that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are nome, none
voting Present. House Bill 521 having received the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. House Bill 548, Senator
Kustra. Read the bill, M¥r. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 5u8.

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

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:
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Thank you, HNr. President and nmenbers of the Senate.
House Bill 548 provides that after...or assessors failing <o
meet the statutory qualifications of...of their office shall
forfeit the office they hold. Under current law, every
elacted or appointed township or multitownship district
assessor must have successfully completed a basic course in
assessment practices...qualification requirements must be
fulfilled before the...oxpiration of the first year of the
term of office. So, what this bill says that if that local
assessor has not coapleted that course, that assessor shall
forfeit the office, *%*he office is then deemed vacant and
filled as provided by law. This bill came out of committee
with no opposition and I know of no opposition to it amd I
would ask for your consideration.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
House Bill 548 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take *he record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 53,
the Nays are 1, none voting Present. House Bill 548 having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 555, Senator Joyce. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 555.

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

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. What this bill does is
increase the premium funds %o the county fairs in this State.
We passed out a sheet that gives every county fair,
what...the first line gives what their current base 1is. The

second column gives the highest premium awarded in 83 or
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*84, and the last column gives the amount that they will be
receiving because of this bill; and nearly every county in
the State has gone up, some substantially, but no one goes
down and that 1is because it is reflected in what they are
paying currently in...in premium funds, so that means that
they are staying the same or cutting back, and also this
increases the amount of money <for the building funds and
various other changes. It is a net gain for county fairs.
I'd be happy to answer any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Hr, President. Moultrie, Sullivan County
listed on yours, starts out with eighty-three hundred and
ninety-five dollars and the last column shows seventy-four
hundred and forty dollars. Now, that's a decrease, so I
don't see where we can tell everybody there's an increase.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICERAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Now that's...that's correct. There’s not an increase, but
the reason for that is that their premium funds...what they
are paying out has been going down, see, SO...this is
reflected on what they pay in premium funds. As you may or
may not know, the way that the premium...the 4-H'er or who-
ever receives prize momey is...first of all, he pays an entry
fes and then also the...then the Sta%e comes in with the Ag.
Premium Fund money and the more entries they have, the nmore
money the fair would make. So, if their entries have gone
down, they're...you know, they're...they’re not going to get
that mauch more money. They're not...in fact, they won't ge*
any more.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rupp.
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SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. That was my point. If we
have...there are tventy-one here who are going to get less,
according to these figures that you put out, and I hope that
the explanation has been made to the county fair people. I
know it has o some of them because I've been checking, but I
don't know whether it has been done all over the State...it
just looks 1like it...you say increase, but yet we see
decreases in the figures, that was my concern.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, HMr. President. Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will,

SENATOR HALL:

Sepator Joyce, I don't see St. Clair County on here.
What happened?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Do they have a county fair?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

They certainly do. They have a fairgrounds in Belle-
ville.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JERONE JOYCE:

sssyou know, as we just talked...DuPage County is not on
here either, you know, perhaps...you know, this is...this
comes from the Department of Agriculture. I don*t know why

they're not listed if they are receiving State aid, they
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probably are not receiving State aid.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SB&ATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Coffey...Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Well, that...Senator Dunn and Senator Watson, you come
into that area, so I think we ought to look into this. There
are.,othree of us sitting here and if we're not getting any-
thing, we're losing somebody around here, so we need to check
that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.

SERATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, ¥r. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in favor of this bill and I think it's due ¢time that
these county fairs do receive some additional dollars, and
many of the fairs in my district and I'm sure in many of the
rest of yours was having some finaﬁcial problems and I think
this will give them 2 1little boost. I'nm not sure it*'ll
answer all the problems, but to the question that Senator
Rupp asked, there...there is a...for those counties fairs
that have not utilized the amount of money that's been avail-
able %o them...in the past, they, of course, might possibly
receive less money as far as their overall total, but for the
most of them in there, they will receive nore money and
those...for those that have not been using their money is the
only ones that might lose slightly, but for the most of them
in the...in the State, it's...it's a benefit and I think
there will be the same dollars...they're guaranteed that
it*ll be the same monies there next year that there were last
year regardless of...of those numbers.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

If the sponsor would yield for a couple of gquestions.
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AC8...AC€ WEyao

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates...

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

««.should we on the sheest you passed out be comparing the
left-hand column and the right-hand column...vhat is the mid-
dle column?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

The middle column is the column that they have paid in
premiums, that's wvhat they set the base from, that year in
*83 and *'84. Yes, you should be comparing the two outside
columns.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

¥ell, I know with interest that three of wmy four coun-
ties, Lake, HNcHenry and Winnebago are not on the list. I
don*t see Kane on the list and I...I am aware that all of
those <counties have county fairs and have participated in
this program because they have all talked ¢to me at one
or...one point in the last few years on this very subject,
and I'm...I sec...I think there are several other large coan-
ties missing that have county fairs. I wouldn®t get nervous
but I notice you seem to have a total on the third page which
nakes me wonder what happened to the rest of us.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Well, the only thing I can tell you is maybe the couanties
that are not on here are the counties that are receiving the
fair and exposition funds and *hey do not get money from the

Ag. Premium Punds. They are funded in a different manner.
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PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

That was the point that I was going to make, Mr. Presi-
dent, that the metropolitan fairs are no* on this sheet. The
other point that comes up about the authorized base...keep in
mind that many of these fairs are not drawing their author-
ized base. So, the fact that the...what the sponsor said in
his opening remarks is true that nobody is really going to
get a cutback from vhere they are today in terms of their
total funds, and for some of the fairs that are in a growth
position, it'l1l mean substantially more. So, this is a bill
without any losers and it has gquite a few winners.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, that vas my very point. I've tried to explain that
to a number of people. You are simply 1losing some of the
money *hat yoa gualified for. You're not losing any of the
money that you've been spending, and the chances are good
that if you...if you...your entries go up and...and the fair
is revitalized, under this formula, you may well, in fact,
get more money than you already now qualify for. Plus, there
is a...over a million dollars of infusion of new money into
this formula. #We're all winners. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 5535 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, ¢the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. House Bill 555 having received the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. House Bill 556, Senator

Marovitz.
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SECRETARY:

House Bill 556.

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

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. House Bill 556 amends the Open Meeting Act to allow
local school boards to consider in closed session the selling
price of real estate. No final action can be taken in closed
session, however, Under the current law, public bodies are
allowed to consider the acquisition of property in closed
session. House Bill 556 would seek *o expand this provision
of existing law to include the selling price of real estate
exclusively owned by school boards. Unlike other public
bodies, title to school district property is not held by the
local school district itself. Title to school district prop-
erty is held by the county board of school trustees. In
orier to sell school district property, a local school board
nust notify the county board of trustees of their intent to
sell and then the county board of trustees proceeds under the
public sale requirements outlined in the School Code. The
problem is this; school board members are upset with the cur-
rent provisions of the Open Meetings Act which require them
to discuss in open session the conditions of the sale of
school district property including the minimal acceptable
selling price. Because the market for *he sale of most school
district ©property 1is very limited, few buyers will partici-
pate in such sales. School boards are placed at a distinct
disadvantage in trying to attract fair market price for their
property because of the requirement +to publicly disclose
their minimal acceptable selling price prior to the public

sale, A potential buyer knows to the penny that the...the



Page 81 - JOUNE 25, 1985

minimem acceptable bid or will simply not bid until the board
is forced to lower their asking price. Under the existing
law, the school district loses, the taxpayer loses and the
school...and ths children lose, and I think this would cor-
rect that situation in schools throughout the State of Illi;
nois. I would solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
House Bill 556 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 54,
the Nays are none, none voting Present., House Bill 556 hav-
ing received :the constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 561, Senator Joyce. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 561.

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

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr., President and meabers of the Senate,
House Bill 561 amends the Chicago and Municipal Employees
Pension Fund. It provides for a change in the present bene-
fit accrual rate from 1.67 to 1.80 and from 1.390 to 2.90 and
from 2.10 to 2.20 and from 2.30 to 2.40 for those enmployees
born before January Ist, 1936. It reduces the age discount
for employee and spouse less than age sixty €£rom one-half
percent per month to one-quarter percent per month also for
employees born before 1936, 1In addition, it provides a means
whereby the retirement board may provide future retired
employees with assistance in preservation of group coverage,
any hospital care plan and medical/surgical plan. The board

is authorized to make payments of up to tvwenty-five dollars a
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month for future employses age sixty-five or over with a%
least fifteen years of service. Provides for a change for
required Federal age discrimination and participation in dis-
ability benefizs, In addition *o that, there is on this bill
the amendment requested by Senator Schuneman with respect
to...possible conflicts with language in our Illinois Con-
stitution and the State mandate's provision as requested by
Senator Schuneman. I ask for your support of House Bill 561.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

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

He indicates he'll yield.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, I apprecia*e *he amendmenis that you put on this
bill pertaining to the State Mandate®s Act and also the con-
stitutional question. Frankly, I just...now it was brought to
my attention, the amendment :that you put on after <+he bill
got out of committee which does two things, as I understand
it; first of all, it...it reduces the penalty for those
people who want to retire before age sixty and it also raises
the pension benefit for people vho were born before January 1
of 1936. Do you have an actuarial valuation of the effects
that these changes will have on the system, and if so, can
you tell me what the unfunded accrued liability is that we’re
creating here?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

I have a statement here which indicates that the Econon-
ical and Fiscal Conmmission estimates this amendment will
result in an increase in accrued liability of 31.65 million,

and an increase in annual cost of 6.935 million.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Okay, thank you, very much. This amends the Chicago
#unicipal Employees Article and...and...that fund, I think,
is pretty well funded. I think they have wmade their con-
tributions. The thing we ought to be aware of is that the
problem that I often refer to as <creeping pensionitis, and
what we mean by that is that vwhen one system gets some bene-
fit: then everybody else wants that benefit. Now, the bill
as it came out of committee had a relatively negligible
affect on the Pension Fund, only five hundred thousand
dollars. WNow, with the amendment that's put on on the Floor,
it has a thirty-one million dollar increase in the unfunded
accruded liability. I think that...the point that ought to
be made here is that by changing the penalty for early
retirement, we're establishing a new formula which is not in
effect in any of the State systems. It?s more liberal than
any of the State systems, and if we do this here, then wef're
going to be asked to do it in other cases. Just one other
point that I want to make in connection with pension bills.
Yesterday, we bhad a lot of conversation about the amount of
debt that the State has and how much the State owes in bonds.
I thought it was interesting because we should all know that
the debt that the State has incurred for pensions far exceeds
the debt that we've incurred through the sale of bonds. Now
this is not technically a State debt. This is a debt of the
City of Chicago, but it is guaranteed by the State Coastitu-
tion. So, we ought to be aware of what we're doing here. I
think that...that the amendmeat 4is...is a pretty liberal
amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICERAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
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Yes, Senator Schuneman and other members, I...I do not in
any way purport to be an authority on pension funds. It is
ny understanding +hat this peasion bill has been worked out
and is agreed upon between the fund, the employee group, the
eaployer and all other concerned parties. You have indicated
that the fund is a sound fund., I ask for your suppor: of
House Bill 561.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall House Bill 561 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 40, the Nays are 14,
none voting Present. House Bill 561 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 563,
Senator D'Arco. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 563,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 563 amends the Con-
dominiom Property Act in the Code of Civil Procedure, and
it...it provides that the quorum requirements for condomin-
iums would be lessened from thirty units to twenty when the
percentage of those constituting Qaesd quorum
is...applicable. It also provides that condominium associa-
tions must maintain separate accounts for each reserve fund,
and it also provides that all operating funds of the associa-
tion must be managed in a single operating account; and I
amended the bill to provide that if an association could not
get a fidelity bond for a hundred percent of its operating

costs and reserve funds, then there is a one-year grace
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period and they would only have to obtain a fidelity bond for
coverage in the amount of two hundred ard fifty thousand
dollars. Some associa*ions are have problems getting a
fidelity bond for the total amount of the revenue that is in
the operating and reserve fund. I don't know of any objec-
tion and I would ask for a favorable voie.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 563 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have
21l voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays none,
none voting Present, House Bill 563 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 567,
Senator Philip. House Bills 3rd reading is House Bill 567,
Mr. Secretary. Read the bill.

SECBRETARY:
House Bill 567.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the...of the Senate. I would ask leave to consider House
Bill 567 and 570 together. They're like matters. They happen
to be Build Illinois,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, in terms of the subject matter, is...is there leave
to have both 567...discussion relevant to 567 and 570 is
that...leave is granted...Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:
Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. We...we've discussed these bills. I think everybody
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understands these bills. I'm suggesting...they’re going to
enl up in Conference Committee anyway. I*1l1 be happy to
answer any gquestions. I think we ought to get them out of
here and get them in a Conference Comaittee and, hopefully,
straighten then out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A11 right, Mr. Secrztary, let's read 570 also. House
bills 2nd reading...understand that. All right. Senator
Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. I think Senator Philip's sug-
gest to discuss them in total is a good one. I don't know
that there 1is any opposition to the initia*ive to rebuild
Illinois. This, 567, is a billion dollar additional bond
authorization for the Housing Development Authority and 570
is the Build Illinois 1.3 billion dollar commitment. I urge
an Aye vote on both bills.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. The gquestion is, shall House Bill 567 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed voie Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. House Bill 567 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 570, Aar.
Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 570.

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

Senator Philip. All rtight, the question is, shall House
Bill 570 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed

vote Nay., The voting is open., Have all voted who wish? Have
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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. House Bill 570 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed...all
right, if we <can have your attention, please. He have some
special guests with us today. Senator Karpiel wishes to
introduce us her guests. Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. I would like to intro-
duce to you the St. Charles High School swim team. We've had
a lot of basketball players up here and we've had baseball
players and girls baseball players. The St. Charles swin
team has captured the State Championship in 1379, 80, 82,
*83, *84 and again this year in *85, and I thought it was
about time we honored the St. Charles svwim team who has done
such a great job. 1I'd like to introduce to you Dave Barth,
the head coach, right,...Dave Barth, the head coach who will
introduce to you the members of the team and the other
coaches, and I'd like for you to give them a very nice
welcone.

COACH DAVE BARTH:
{(Introductions made by Coach Dave Barth)
SENATOR KARPIEL:

I thank them for coming today amd I *hank you for...for
welcoming them. The all live in Representative Don Hensel's
and my district and we have gotten a Senate joint resolution
for them which I will distribute to them and I won't take the
time of the Senate to read it to you but it does honor this
tresendous swim tean that has won the State championship in
the last siX...rcight...six years since 1979, they only missed
1381. I think they've done a great job. Thank you, very
much.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, on the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is
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House Bill 571, Senator Hall. Nr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 571,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Present law gives boards of...review broad authority
to assess property not assessed by assessors, equalized
assessment, correct omissions and other errors made in orig-
inal assessments and its most important task, conduct hear-
ings with regards to complaints and objections and to issue
orders sustaining increasing or reducing assessments pursuant
to such complaint. Now, the heavy load work occurs immedi-
ately following the publication and what happened in our
county, St. Clair County, thers was a special circumstances
for a variety of reasons, they had failed to undertake
quairennial assessments and such was the case in that county
where reassessment took place 1in 1984, the first in forty
years. Thirty-five thousand complaints had been brought
before the St. Clair County Board of Review. In order for
these people to have a hearing, the board of assessors used
some of their employees to take down the complaints and
listen to the hearings. Of course, the board which only con-
prises of three people pade the final determination after
they got the report. The Revenue Conmittee, in their wisdon,
said +that it was npo%t right for members of the assessor's
board to do this and they put an amendment om this bill that
says, YProvides that no person who is a member of the board
2f assessors or assesses Or supervisor of assessment or
in...enployee thereof may serve as a hearing officer." s

the results of that, that ve now have this bill before you



Page 89 - JUNE 25, 1385

and certainly, I'm sure that we won't wait another forty
years. And for that reason, I would likes to ask for favorable
support of this...of this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not, the gquestion |is,
shall House Bill 571 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, *he Ayes are 57, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House Bill 571 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Page 6. 574, Senator Netsch. House bills 3rd
reading is House Bill 574, Mr. Secretary, read the bill,
SECRETARY:

House Bill S74.

(Secretary reads %title of bill)
3rd reading of *he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Nr. President. House Bill 574 is the partial
public financing of gubernatorial campaigns and of
lieutentant gubernatorial campaigns. It is imn its present
form identical to the version...the Senate version that we
saw earlier in the Session that was called, unfortunately, at
a late hour on the last day and, therefore, lacked quite the
nunber of votes required for passage. HWe have seen this gen-
aral idea before. Let me just make a couple of points about
vhat is here. The first is that it is a checkoff to produce
the noney for the matching funds, but we have removed the
section that provides for the transfer of general revenue
funds into the gubernatorial campaign fund if the checkoffs
do not produce enough. 1In other words, only those people who

are willingly participating by voluntarily checking off will,
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in effect, be helping to fund the public matching Ffunds.
Secondly, the bill does include limpitations on the amount
that can be contributed by both individuals, unions, corpora-
tions and PACS to candidates for Governor and Lieutentant
Governor, and equally important, it includes...linitations on
the amount that can be spent, and this is the only version
in...under which you can limit the amount to be spent on cam-
paigns. I don't, for one, believe that politicians énd
candidates are "bought” but a lot of people do. There is no
question that this bill will help in that respect. There is
no question that it will help in terms of not putting our
candidates for the highes%* office in *he State to the burden
of having %o spend all of their time raising campaign funds
and turning often to special interests. And fimally, I think
that this is the only thing that can help put some limit on
the amount that is spent on campaigns. It is an important
concept. It is one tha* should be supported by all of us.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Philip.

END OF REEL
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REEL #3

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladiss and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is, quite frankly, the worst election bill that
ve've seen this Session...basically, it has two problems, it
encourages unqualified people to run for public office. I
can't remember the time in Illinois we didr't bhave enough
candidates. Secondly, it takes money away from needed
services, from education, mental health. It?s a bad idea and
ve ought to defeat it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, H#r. President. I rise, as Senator Philip did,
to strongly oppose this bill., I think that first of all
there...our checkoff system is becoming so cluttered on the
forms that it will not be sufficient, it is not realistic to
expect that we will have enough money to generate monies for
the kinds of campaigns that we are discussing, and to go far-
ther than that, why just the Governor? ®hy just +he Execu-
tive Office? If this is good enough for the Executive
Office, then why not have it for everyone? And, this, of
course, would be a total disaster. I think that...that we
can expect if this...if...if this bill were to pass, that it
would go on further and further and further encompassing our
own elections eventually, and I simply do not believe in the
principle of public fipancing of political campaigns.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...

SENATOR MACDONALD:

I urge your defeat of this bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

»s»s»Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-~KARIS:

Well, Mr, President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I had one time thought that a bill 1like this would
have some good place in our society,...but the more I thought
abosut, the less I thought it would be a good thing. First of
all, if anyone wvants to rum for Governor, let them try and
get their own contributions, we all have to do that. I don't
think that this is the right avenue. I...I don't see what
you're going to gaim by saying, well, we can limit the comn-
tributions, 'cause everyone is going to find a differen: way
of getting the contributions to the candidate no matter how
you try. It's done federally, it's done Statewide, it's doumne
countywide and any other way you can mention. I think that,
again, we're going too far in trying to be do-gooders and not
getting anything done good at all; therefore, I oppose this
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

11 right, Further discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I rise in strong support of House Bill 574. First
of all, we have seem that it works at the Federal 1level and
the response to the previous...speaker, the question was, why
don't we ‘start with other offices.,..other Executive Branch
offices. And those of aus who have worked on this project for
several years have considered i%*, but we felt that in order
to start with a single first step, this is the office that it
ought to be addressed to,. It is the most highly visible
office in the State, and I think that generally speaking,
when our electorate looks at the kind of money tha:t has to be
raised...for example, in the last gubernatorial election,

ve're talking about five, six million dollars plus for each
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of those candidates. That's an astronomical number. I think
it "takes the most important office of this State outside of
the realm of possibility for even the most 1legitimate of
candidates, and many of our electorate feel that only the big
fat cats are the ones that have access and this will make the
playing field more 1level for all types of candidates. It
won't allow kook candidates because there is levels that must
be met of broad based, meaningful support before you can even
plog in to the public part of this financing campaign, such
as being able to raise over a hundred thousand dollars in
contributions of amounts of less than five hundred dollars
apiece. The...the limi*s on the campaigns are legitimate and
proper, they've been tested; and I think that again from a
point of view of the voters of the State of Illinois, this
bill is an important step forward to get the gubernatorial
campaigns down to a level that *hey will support, aunderstand
and will take awvay the stigma of only the big contributors
controlling the candidates. I urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President., Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I think two points ought to be made. One is that the
cost of elections particularly for high public office,
frankly, are out of sight, and it seems to me the attempt to
impose some reasonable.,..as in this bill, million dollar
limits is not unreasonable., Secondly, it applies, at the
moment, as amended to the 1330 Gubernatorial effort and I
vould suggest that we all keep a look...keep an eye out on
the '86 effor:t, because whoever the candidates of our respec-
tive political parties it, will be a multimillion dollar
effort, and...by having this in place I think we can say,
well, we understood it was going to be this way but we want

to change it. Secondly, the bill has been amended, there's



Page 34 - JUNE 25, 1385

no dependence on or any impact on the General Revenue Fund.
We are saying, we will se%4 up a Gubernatorial Election Fund
and with the checkoff system in place, we'll have four or
five years of checkoff, we'll have a sufficient fund built
up. The 1imposition of rational spending limits bothers ne,
but on the other hand, having been involved in a million
dollar effort, believe me, everybody should vote for this.
This is a good bill and I utgé an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right. Further discussion? The 1lights just keep
going on. Senator Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINWNS:

Thank you. I think everything has been said by Senator
Berman and Senator Rock, so I would just say that I...I sup-
port House Bill 573 and I would...you know, hope that all of
you see the wisdom of...of doing this, because you know cer-
tainly...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, Sena*or Collims, we're on 574, no: 573.
SENATOR COLLINS:

574, and, I, too, would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Fur>her discussion? Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. There's no question that this
bill is well intended and has soms good points, but I don't
believe we are going about it the right way. If there is a
growing concern for the domination of politics by some spe-
cial interest groups, 'then we have to deal with that issue
and it can be dealt with rather simply. Senator Netsch, I
told you several years ago, if you would put in a bill that
would limit the amount of campaign by capping contributions
from whomsoever...vhomsoever 1including the candidate him or

herself that I would gladly support it. But I don't think we
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ought to be funding campaigns for office with mnoney, even
though donated, through public...through a public method.
Linit the amoun®t of special interest group money or anybody,
fine, and that will answer the gquestion, but to do it this
way is just too much of a meat axe approach.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator HNetsch may
close.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. Senator Delngelis, constitutionally, you
cannot limit the amount that the people spend on their own
campaigns except im the context of public financing. You
cannot limit the amount that can be spent totally on a canm-
paign except im the context of public financing, that is what
the Supreme Court has held and that is why it invalidated
parts of the Federal election campaign law. That is one
reason why this is really the only avenue that anyone has
been able to suggest that will allow us %o help both the
candidates and the public from this terrible dependence on
huge amounts of money that must be raised often from the so-
zalled special interest, bu% in any even:t, we cannot control
these...exorbitant expenditures except in this context of
public financing. That is why I strongly solicit your sup-
port,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 574 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 26, 1 voting Present. House
Bill 574 having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passed. Sepator Weaver, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR WEAVER:
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Request a verification, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Weaver has requested a verification. ®ill all
members be in their seats, The Secretary will call the
affirmative roll call.

SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Barkhausen.
Berman, Carroll. Chew. Collins, D*Arco. Darrow, Dawson.
Degnan. Demuzio. Hall. Holmberg. Jeremiah Joyce. Jerome
Joyce. Kelly. Kustra. Lenke. Luft. MNarovitz. Nedza.
Netsch,. Newvhouse. O'Daniel. Poshard. Sangmeister.
Savickas. Smith. Vadalabene. Welch. 2Zito. MNr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senpator Weaver, do you guestion the presence of any
member who voted in the affirmative?

SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is Senator Dawson on the Floor? 1Is Senator Dawson on the
Ploor? Strike his name. Senator Weaver, do you question
anyone else? all right. Senator...on a verified
roll...Senator Weaver,...do you question anyone else? All
right. On a verified roll call, the Ayes are 30, the Nays
are 26, 1 voting Present and House Bill 574 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senator Netsch moves to recoansider the vote by which House
Bill 574 was passed. Senator Marovitz moves to Table. Those
in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The motion is Tabled. 580, Senator Carroll. All right.
House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 580, Mr. Secretary,
read the bill, please.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 580.

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

Senator Carroll,

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, H8r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill deals with wholesale and is the Act that
would say that those people...how do you like that...this is
wholesale, okay...and that those who sell im that vein
are...are entitled to some types of protection. What basic-
ally happens is many are absent contract as manufacturers
representatives, many are with contract. 1In either instance,
manufacturers after sales have been had will terminate con-
tracts without payment of the commissions due and owing.
This bill would provide that custom and usage would determine
when commissions are due and owing if there is no written
agreement, but that after, in fact, there has been termina-
tion that the commissions be paid and puts forth a penalty of
treble damages if there had been a vexatious refusal to pay
the commission after it vas due and owing. It does not
impact when it's due and owing, merely says that after that
fact, it must be paid. What happens in a practical matter is
many of these manufacturers reps. are absent contract and the
manufacturers vill terminate the agreement, the verbal agree-
ment and then refuse to pay commissions that were earned and
then require lengthy and expensive litigation in trying to
discourage the commission agent from pursuing his 1lawfal
renedy. The hope of this is not to, in fact, get the treble
damages but to get payment in a timely manner, amd I would
ask for a favorable roll call and attempt to answer any ques-
tions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, thank you, MHr. President. W#hat is being sought
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here is a change or the intervention of the State into an
argument between...conmission merchants and their principals.
Now, if we're going to g=* into the business of doing this,
tha State can insert itself into a...a whole lot of arguments
between associates in the business community. According to
2..032 letter that I received this last week, the proponents
of this legislation have tried repeatedly without success to
get this same kind of legislation passed by the United States
Congress and have been unable to do so. It appears
that...that the bill, as I remember the way it's drafted and
the sponsor can correct me, but I...I think the...the bill
doas not speak to this particular industry, that is, to the
industry of apparel mpanufacturers and their commission
agents. The bill changes...simply changes State law but the
coamplaints are coming from the apparel merchants, and I think
that this has us interject ourselves into an argument between
two parties that we already have the mechanism to solve those
arguments and that we shouldn't do +this. This simply
increases the...the amount that can be claimed to three tinmes
the damages, and I think what it does is simply make it
attractive to some New York lawyer to file suit on behalf of
some commission merchant in Illinois that is dissatisfied
with the way he's being treated. I think this is a bad con-
cept, I think we're starting something we shouldn't be
involved in amd I would urge defea®t of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Further discussion? Senator Carroll may
close.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, Just to answer some of the questions raised, this
is, in fact, is the law in eight other states. It, in fact,
only applies to those who are sales representatives who

solicit wholesale orders “otally at the expense of the sales
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representative, and what it does do is not put governmment
into the business but rather says that absent a written
agrezment, if a personm here in Illinois is being harmed by an
in- or .out-of-state manufacturer and, therefore, not getting
the compensation to which that person was entitled, that it
puts a penalty available in a court action. The intent is to
truly afford the representative the payment that he is due
for a sale, in fact, made and the commission, in fact, earmed
and, hopefully, will stop these manufacturers from disre-
garding +those own...oved amounts of wmoney and requiring
extensive litigation and say if the guy sold the goods, pay
him; if youn've delivered and you've been paid as a manufac-
turer, pay the representative who caused the sale to happen.
Don*'t terminate the contract and try and hold back a commis-
sion that was due and owing, and I would ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The gques*ion 1is, shall House Bill 580 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who visﬁ? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 39, the Nays are 13, none voting Present. House Bill 580
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 598, Senator Bloom...5605, Senator Fawell.
House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 605, Nr. Secretary,
read the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 605.
(Secretary reads title of bill)y
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. There are really ivo parts to this
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bill, the first one is just...requires the State Board of
Education to inform the school boards and superintendenis on
the way they might be able to create a tax exempt foundation
to receive gifts for the benefit of the local school dis-
tricts. And the second part is an amendment that was offered
relating to the school district boundary changes. If a
school board petitions the regional board of
school...trustees for a school district boundary change, the
regional board of school trustees must hold a hearing on the
petition and render a decision within sixty days of the peti-
tion. If the trustees grant the petition and a resident of
the affected districts objects, the resident may take his
case to the circuit court. Any *ax money received during the
court case is held in an escrow and I would ask your favor-
able vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, ¥r. President. Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates she will yield. Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Senator Fawell, have you read this bill?
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

«s.35enator Pawvell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Yes, sir.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The guestion is, shall House Bill 605 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voiing is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all vo*ed who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 58, the Nays are none, none voting Present., House Bill

605 having received the required constitutional majority is
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declared passed. 608, Senator Lechowicz. House bills 3rd
reading is House Bill 608, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

House Bill 608.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate...House Bill 608 authorizes the director of the
Department of Mental Health...Developmental Disabilities and
Central Management Services to convey certain land to the
City of Chicago school system 508. Basically, what it
is...in 1378, Senator Egan, Representative Capparelli, Repre-
sentative McCullough and Bepresentative Roman Kosinski sat
down and...vith the Governor's Office...and myself sat dowvn
vith <¢the Governor's Office in trying to achieve a certain
parcel of land which is...located between Irving Park and
Hontrose and from Naraganza to Oak Park known as the Dunnimg
property, or presently as the Chicago Reed Zone property to
be conveyed ¢to the Jjunior college board from the State of
Illinois. 1In 1378, the Governor's Office made a survey of
all State 1land in this State and...to see for what purposes
it could be used for. Unfortunately, the Dunming property
was no longer being used for a mental health facility, and
the Chicago BReed Zone Center was curtailed in its type of
services that were being offered, and as of this date, no
patients are being treated in that facili*y where :his prop-
erty is located. There are some people being treated on the
other side of Oak Park and that facility is not being trans-
ferred into this bill. Basically, it transfers thirty-three
acres to the City College of Chicago for the parpose of a new

Wright Junmior College Center. This bill came out of
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conmmittee 19 to nothing and, basically, that's exactly what
this bill does and I ask for your full support.
PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you. Will the spomsor yield for a question?
PBRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he®ll yield, Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

On this...on our analysis,...it says, "This thirty acre
transaction is only part of surplus land. The thirty-acre
tract is worth about five and a half wmillion amd it 1is
being...conveyed for nothing, but the college gives up the
right to the State aid for building the college which is
seventy-five percent of the cos%, and...and will be estimated
to be twenty-eight to forty million dollars" for...so for
five and a half million dollars piece of property, you're
giving up twenty-one to thirty million dollars and then the
question is why?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, basically, your assumption is correct that the
property is worth approximately five and a half million
dollars for the thirty-three acres. 1It's really five million
seven hundred and seventy-five thousand, it's appraised at a
hundred and seventy-five thousand an acre, and basically
that's the agreement that was reached bstween the Governor's
Office and the City of Chicago College Board that they‘would
give up their CDB money for this new facility. It's the only
large tract of land thai's available for this new facility as
far as for dright Junior College. The City of Chicago Col-
lege Board system will fipance it through the building

commission and that's why “hey have written off that portion
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from CDB.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. I just wish to voice my sup-
port for this legislation.
PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall House Bill 608 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 56 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present.
House Bill 608 having received the required constitutional
majority declared passed. 615, Senator Maitland. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill 615. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 615.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate, House Bill 615 would allow the
Attorney General to initiate a criminal prosecution for
violation of the Election Code, when the state's attorney has
refused a reguest of...o0f the Attorney General to do so. I
would be happy to respond to any questions anyone might have.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question 1is, shall House Bill 615 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.

All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
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who wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 57
Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 615 having
received the required constitutional nmajority is declared
passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill
618, Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

House Bill 618,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you. The bill does exactly what the Calendar says
it does. We passed my bill doing the same thing over <o the
House. This is Representative Davis' bill coming the other
way, no pride in authorship. I think we put them both on the
Governor's Desk and I'm sure he'll sign RBRepresentative
Davis', but that's fine with me, no pride in authorship. If
you have any guestions, there's no...there's no...no anend-
ments on this, so would move...if you have any questions,
I'll be happy to answer them, otherwise, ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall House Bill 618 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted
wh> wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 57 Ayes, 1 Nay,
none voting Present., House Bill 618 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 623. Read the
bill, #r. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

House Bill 623.



Page 105 - JUNE 25, 1385

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of tge bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
House Bill 623 amends the judges®' article of the Pension Code
t0...t0 allow Supreme Court and appellate court clerks to
participate in the judges' retirement system. They must have
ten years of service to become eligible. This bill would
affect a small number of individuals and, therefore, would
have little fiscal impact, and it passed out of the committee
by a vote of 8 to 2, and I would appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Keats. If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 623 pass. Those in favor will vote Aaye.
Those opposed will vote Aye. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 34 ayes,
17 Nays, 1 voting Present. House Bill 623 having received
the required coanstitutional majority is declared passed.
626, Senator Fawell. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading
is House Bill 626. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)
House Bill 626,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Fawell, you don't wish that called?
SENATDR PAWELL:
Just take it out of the record, please.
PRESIDENT:
Take it out of the record, Mr., Secretary. 627, Senator

Lenke. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill
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627. Bead the bill, Hr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (8R. FERNANDES)
House Bill 627.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does is amends the Criminal Code in regards to
harboring a...runavay. A person who knowingly gives shelter
to an...unemancipated wminor without notifying local 1law
enforcement authorities commits the newly created offense of
harboring a runaway. Exempts agencies and associations that
provide crisis intervention services as defined in the Juve-
nile Court Act, and with our amendment, ve also exempt grand-
parents. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 627 pass., Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 56 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 627
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. On the Order of House Bill 3rd Reading,
bottom of page 6, twenty more pages to go, is House Bill 631.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARBRY: (MR, FERNANDES)
House Bill 631,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:
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Thank you, Mr. Presiden*. House Bill 631 is the same as
Senate Bill 733 which passed out of this Chamber earlier this
Session., It amends the Sanitary District Act. Does three
things; expands the definition of construction to include
floor control facilities, restores the comstruction working
cash fund with a levy and authorizes a one-half cent annual
levy to maintain that fund. This will allow the sanitary
distric® to use bonds in lieu of *tax anticipation notes and
to gain a result in savings. As you will recall, the corpo-
rate working cash fund was authorized by this General Assenm-
bly several years ago. Bonds issued in '82 for a ten-year
period will resalt in a thirty-three and a half willion
dollar savings to the taxpayers. For *hose few members who
voted against this bill when it was a Senate bill, 733, the
Taxpayers! FPederation has removed their objection. Be happy
to answver any questions.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If npot, the questioa
is, shall House Bill 631 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record.. Oon that question, there are 50 Ayes, 4
Nays, 2 voting Present. House Bill 631 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Top of
page 6, on the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill
598, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDRES)
House Bill 538,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:
Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I apologize for going out of
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order, I was called off the Floor. As you know, this...this
bill basically empowers private universities to maintain
campus police, the same as public universities, It also has
an amenément to take care of the University of Chicago, and
I'll answer any questions, otherwise, seek a favorable roll
call...

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 598 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On tha:t gquestion, there
are 56 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 538
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Top of page 7, House Bill 636, on the Order
of House Bills 3rd Reading. Read the bill, Nr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 636,

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

Senator Demuzio... (Machine cutoff)...at Senator Savickas!'
desk.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., House Bill 636 is not without its means of contro-
versy this morning. I am told that there is still some ques-
tions that are being raised by the...the City of Chicago
relevant to...to 636, This bill is a bill that would provide
for the enforcement of health and safety standards in the
public...sector work placs. Last year this General Assembly
passed and sent to the House...the House sent to aus, we
passed, sent it back and...and it died in a Conference

Committee, and what it would do is that it would iamplemen*
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the...in illiuois the health and safety program to be admin-
istered by the Department of Labor for public employees. The
General Assembly last year...appropriated nine hundred thou-
sand dollars to implement this legislation, and although the
substantive bill, as I indicated, had died im the...in the
Conference Committee, the wunion had argued that because of
the old law was still on the books *hat <*he Department of
Labor should implement the plan, because the money had been
appropriated for that purpose. And as of this date, there's
been no action at all that's been taken relevant to this
legislation by the Department of Labor which has prompted the
respective labor organizations to introduce this bill to see
if we can't get something moving. I would move for the adop-
tion of House Bill 36.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. On this bill, I...I would like
to rise in opposition. If you look in committee, it came out
of committee with significant opposition...had significant
opposition in the House. We have defea*ed similar proposals
in the pas*, the one last time died in the Conference Commit-
tee. What it really does is it creates anm Illinois OSHA.
Now when the Federal law was expanded, we did away with our
Illinois OSHA. There was some argument at the time whether
the Federal would cover governmen*al uni*s, it did not and so
this is an attempt to bring it back. ®&hat you have to remenm-
ber is tricky here at the State level, you can have the
Department of Labor make an inspection saying that XY and 2
has to be done, and with no authorization or appropriation
from us, ve're suddenly stuck in the point of saying, we have
to do something. We are the employer, ve set the standards,
we, the Legislature, set these standards every year. We deal

vith these issues every single year. If there's a complaint,
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the point is, the employees have a...have the right to come
to their enmploysr and the employer happens to be us. The
point is, do we want to delegate this responsibility to the
Executive Branch when in reality we are the ones who are paid
to...make these decisions as a constitutional issue, and the
point is, do you feel that you don't particularly want to do
your job? In that case, the bill is probably a good idea.
If you feel as the Constitution would say that we are
the...the 1last one to decide on what should happen with
appropriations and State employees, well, in that case, you
would oppose this bill. I would hope you would oppose it
because it could be a significant cost for the State and
would be, in our case, abrogating our responsibilities as the
employer of all State employees,
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Chewv.
SENATOR CHEW:

Thanks, Mr. President. I talked to the sponsor on this
yesterday and he informed me that he was vaiting on an agree-
ment where everybody would be satisfied...subsequently 1learn
that the agreement did no*t come. I, frankly, felt that the
sponsor would not call the bill insomuch as the...the agree-
ment did not come satisfactorily, and having worked with my
co-worker over here, think it does, in fact, pléce us in a
pretty awkward position, Not only is the State Executive
Branch agains* *his kind of 1legisla*ion but the «citizens
throughout...State of Illinois are also agaimst it. It will
be a tremendous cost and I would ask the sponsor if he would
just forget about calling this bill and take it out of the
record; and if he insists on the bill, I would ask that the
members of this Senate would vote against it, because if it
is some special legislation for a particular agency or agen-
cies or unions or what have you, it is nothing to compare

with the damage it would do to the State of Illinois and to
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the cities within the Sta*e of Illinois, and I would ask for

a No vote if he persists on...on calling this bill. Thank

you, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:
FPurther discussion? Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. A couple of questions of the

sponsor,

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he will yield, Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Demuzio, to whom does this apply?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

It would apply to all public employees.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Delngelis,
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Local, *ownship, county, State...
PRESIDENT:

Senator...
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

essall public employees.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMNUZIO:

Yes.
PRESIDENT:

Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

What has the Supreme Court ruled in the past
0SHA type systems for public bodies?

PRESIDENT:

regarding
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Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Senator, I'm not sure, perhaps, you'll enligh‘en mne.
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I would be delighted to, sir. They...they have ruled
against it. Another question, do we <currently have any
safety laws in the State of Illinois?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I'm sorry, I didn't hear the question.
PRESIDENT:

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Do wvwe currently have any safety and health laws in the
State of Illinois regarding public employees?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, yes, there is ar Act, but I think it's probably
been...mismanaged as...as nuch as anything around here. 2as a
matter of fact, it seems to me that since we had already
appropriated money this past year for...in the old General
Assembly, that this simply would put some teeth into the Act
that we already have.

PRESIDENT:

Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Sepator Demuzio, if it's mismanaged by the State,
what makes you think that passing another bill is going to
make it any better managed?

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEHMUZIO:

Well, I think that by virtue of passage of this bill that
there vould be some clear legislative intent and, therefore,
it seems to me that that would help to establish the goals
and the objectives by vhich the plan can be significantly
implemented,

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I...I think if you read the current laws, there is
some very, very clear legislative intent, but let me just
address myself to the bill. T had the benefit of operating
under OSHA for eighteen years and let me just tell you how it
operates in the...private sector and some of the things you
might fiad out. dhat it allows, any employee to remain
anonymous to file a complaint and force an inspection without
loss of pay upon the employer for whatever reason they want.
Now, i%'s bad enough in indus*ry that you can be harassed in
that way, and I have to say in some instances there were some
valid complaints, but when you're talking about a system that
has hundreds of thousands of people in it, vyou know, the
best way to get even with your boss wvhen your boss says some-
thing you don*t like is to simply file a complaint and force
the loss of time, the loss of work., If the laws that we cur-
rently have are not being administered properly, I think we
sught +to work *oward administering those laws rather than
creating am instrument by which government can be brought to
a standstill by an employee who isn't very happy with what's
going on. So, I urge the defeat of this particular concept
which the courts in their wisdom have ruled will probably not
work in the public sector.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
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SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and...and members of...of
the Senate. Let me say that *his...this request by public
employees is not, in fact, an unusual regquest and...because
when the Federal O0SHA 1laws came into being, the private
sector was covered but...not public employees; so this bill
is an attempt to provide for...coverage for public employees.
However, it was ny understanding, as Senator Chew said, and
we worked on this bill last year, because it will, ia fact,
have a tremendous...fiscal impact on local units of govern-
ment and also on...on the State +that +there would be
some...some accommodations and agreement worked out to
relieve the financial burden necessitated as a result of this
Act, I have thought that by now that this...this whole issue
would have been resolved. Like Senator Chevw, I...the
State...I mean, the local units of government with all of the
other financial burdens and probably some of the other things
that ve are talking about passing down here this year, and
with the lack of and the shortage of Federal dollars coning
to 1local wunits of government, I just think that it's...it
would put an undue hardship on them at this time in order to
act this piece of...enact this piece of legislation, and for
that resason, I am most cer*ainly not against what they're
trying to do. It...it is their right to have the same cover-
age as those persons in the private sector, but it's just not
the appropriate time to do it, and for that reason, I'm
voting Present.

PRESIDENT:

«ssI beg your pardon. Purther discussion? Senator Geo-
Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
echo the comments of Senator Collins, particularly in 1local

governments that...revenue sharing is going to be cut. When
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that's cut, they're going to have much less to come...money
coming im. In addition, we are...complaining about the econ-
omy, we're trying *o ge* it %o go up instead of down and wve
cannot afford all the loss of dollars for a program of this
nature at this time and I speak against it.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Further discussion? Senator Denuzio
may close.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, thank you, Kr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. Le% me just say that I am surprised and appalled
of the comments that I*'ve heard on this side of the aisle.
When it comes to talking about the health and safety of
the...0f workers, they've always been in the forefront.
Senator Collins, yoa're chairman of the...of the commit:iee
hera in the...in the Illinois Senate, and I'm surprised to
hear of your opposition to this bill. Let me suggest to you
in the State of Illinois and I think government statistics
have...have shown that two and a half times the government
workers are 1likely to be injured on the job as are the...in
private...in the private sector. It seems to me that in the
State of Illinois that this is a very important law and cer-
tainly needs to be given our most serious consideration this
morning. This bill is to correct the inequities and to pro-
vide for health and safety protection for public employees by
implementing our existing Illinois Health and Safety Act, and
I would ask from the members of this side of the aisle to
vote in the affirmative on this bill.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall House Bill 636 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vo:e Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorgd. On that

question, there are 24 Ayes, 31 Nays, 1 voting Present.
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House Bill 636 having failed to receive the required con-
stitutional majority is declared lost. 650, Senator
Barkhausen. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House
Bill 650. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (4R. FEBNANDES)

House Bill 650.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, House Bill 650 is an effort
for the first time to require disclosure and a certain degree
of regulation and a right to rescind withian three days for
those who purchase an interest in real estate time sharing
project. This legislation has been in the works for several
years and *this...it represents now a compromise between the
industry, between the real estate division of the Department
2f Registration and Education and between the Illinois Asso-
ciation of Realtors. So, at this point, I know of no opposi-
tion and would urge an favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
guestion 1is, shall House Bill 650 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Rave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 58 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 650
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Berman. On the Order of House
Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 682, Read the bill, H#r.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 682,
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{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERHMAN:

Thank you, Mr., President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, This bill would authorize the registration of res-
piratory care personnel, This...reason for this bill is
because in the past decade or two has been the significant
growth of persons that are required to address the needs that
have been developing as to pulmonary and associated types of
digeases. These are the people that give us the oxygen and
the other types of pulmonary care, respiratory care that we
have come...to become too familiar with in the past few
years. This bill reguires that there be training courses,
3...2 qualification sys*tem as to testing so that the people
that are providing this type of respiratory care are quali-
fied. This is the only allied...health care profession
involved in lifesaving and life sustaining measures that is
now...not now licensed by the State. I think  for the pro-
tection of the public, for the preservation of a quality
system of health care, I solicit your Aye vote and be glad %o
respond *o any questions.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President, I rise in support of %this bill.
This is a sensitive area of health care and I do think that
it*s guite proper, in fact, it's almost required that we 1li-
cense and regulate these folks that are involved in this
work. I ask for an affirmative vote.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:
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Yes, if I might ask a question of the sponsor, Mr. Presi-

dent.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Are respiratory care therapists now registered on a
national basis?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

They have a national association and a State association,
that*s the extent of what their involvement or registration
is,

PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Is that a yes or no?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bermpan.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Well, there's a national registry but it's not a regula-
tory body.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

I...I'm not sure but I think I recall in committee that
there was some concern that this might be-duplicative of a
national registration, and considering that doctors and
nurses would also be doing the same function that they
conceivably could be registered over again, %too; thus, maybe
necessitating two or three certificates of registration, is
that true?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
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SENATOR BERMAN:

I...I think you're mixing apples and oranges. There is a
national voluntary credentialing...credentialing mechanisn.
But...that, again, is a volumtary system. This is...this is
to impose standards, safequards, punitive action that can be
followed in the event of lack of standards by the persons who
provide respiratory care.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

One more questionm. Why would the Illinois Hospital Asso-
ciation and the 1Illinois Nurses' Association be opposed to
your bill?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

I've been asking them the same question for several
weeks, I think a fair ansver is...and I...I defer to anyone
who wvants to speak for them. T am...I'® on the other side of
this. The nurses perceive that this licensure would infringe
upon their duties. I think it's fair to say that in commit-
tez we had testimony that bore out that this will not, and I
underline the word not, change the responsibility of nurses,
infringe upon their obligations and responsibilities, will
not expand the responsibilites of the respiratory therapist
at all. 1In fact, if you look in the bill, the duties of the
respiratory therapists must be determined upon proper direc-
tion of the physician, that is the person that controls the
respiratory therapists. 1In the present system that's the
same way, that's why the medical society supports this bill
and that's why I don't see that there's any infringement on
the...part of the nurses.

PRESIDENT:

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

Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I have
a letter here to me from the Illinois Nurses' Association
which tells me that already respiratory therapists are...are
tested and certified or registered through a national
accreditation program vhich is more stringent...than the bill
outlined here. I do think that we're going a liitle bit too
far, We're...IXI think we are interfering with the registered
nurses' duties here. I also feel that the licensure of res-
piratory therapists would serve to further fragment patient
care, because the registered nurse is already responsible for
total patient care and the respiratory therapist is only for
the respiratory system; and there is a potential health care
cost...escalation, infringement on patient care proce-~
dares...routinely and capably performed by nurses and a...a
lack of demonstration that licensures...licensure under this
bill would dictate quality. I think we're going a little bit
too far. I do feel we are infringing upon our registered
nurses because they do a lot of those duties and I...I domn't
see the need for another registration effort here. I speak
agains* the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? We have six more members who have
indicated they wish %o speak on ¢this bill. Senator
Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you. I am a CcosSponsor...hyphenated cosponsor of
this bill and I rise in complete support for its passage.
And I would only like to say to those people who are con-
cerned...about the physician instructing, even in hospitals,
how necessary this is and how necessary respiratory
therapists are. I have a brother who died a couple of years
ago who was on a respirator for three years. His throat was

severely injured, he had to have a permanent trach. put in,
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and also his...his esophagus was punctured. Now this was
while he was in a hospital and it was not...by the fault of a
respiratory therapist. And I only say to you, for those
people who are suffering and who really do need the help of
respiratory therapists and adequate inastruction by physicians
on how to suction properly when those people need that kind
of therapy, it is extremely important that we have this kind
of bill and I urge your support for its passage.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BL.OOH:

Thank you, Mr. President. With some reluctance I rise in
opposition to this and...and then let me just tell you why.
It's...this year licensure is the first step, and then one of
the reasons ve have a Sunset Act is %o try and...try and stop
this kind of thing. The second step then is to have then
written into the JInsurance Code, so if you offer health
insurance, then you have to include the services of whatever,
in this case it*'d be respiratory therapists. That just makes
your health bills go up. They?re credentialed and *o a
degree, to pass this bill is credentialing run amok, and
I...I really...I really believe that it's not good policy and
the long-run effect is to drive up our health care costs.
And we ought to reject this and other such licensure bills
out of hand. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sanator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. I think the assemnbly ought to
know, we have over two hundred, mostly childrem, right now in
our intensive care units that are costing us between thirty-
five and fifty-five thousand dollars per month, that's per
sonth...there are two children, I understand, here in Spring-

field ¢that have been on respirators since they have been
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born, they are now seven years old. 1If we are ever to get
those children out of the intensive care units and into a
more appropriate setting, we had beitter be able to guarantee
that the parents know we're not going to take those children
off those...away from tha* intensive care unit without safe-
guarding their lives. 1In the long-run this bill should save
the State money. And...and I seriously think that every one
of us ought to be voting yes for this.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Berman, you wish to close?

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you. T think *his'is the only area of health care
which deals with life sustaining and lifesaving measures that
isn*t regulated by the State., The representations as to a
national association, that's like saying +%hat we ought to
abolish the Medical Practice Act because a doctor belongs to
the AMA. There is no regulation by the national association.
We want to upgrade the care, we want to make sure that the
peodple that come into our homes to provide respiratory care,
lifesaving, life protecting respiratory care are qualified
and that there 1is State regulation of them. I urge an Aye
vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 682 pass. Those in favor
vill vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, there are 25 Ayes and 23
Nays...none voting Present. House Bill 682 having failed to
receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. 691, Senator Carroll. On the Ordeé of House Bills 3rd
Reading is House Bill 691. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)
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House Bill 631.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Well, the last bill that I handled may have been
considered wholesale, this one is retail and what it says is
where the State Department of Corrections does not, in fact,
take people who have b2en convicted and sentenced and
pittimused to the Department of Corrections for that term of
time that they are residing in the county jail awaiting for
the State to say, send them to us, and the State is the one
who imposes +tha:t restriction of when they will receive the
client, the...the convicted felon who has already been sen-
tenced to the State institution. So during that period that
they've said to the county, you hold them until we are ready
to process them in the State facility, that during that
interim, the State then pay the thirty dollar a day charge
back to the county for the term of time that the county is
acting as if it were the Department of Corrections of the
State of TIllinois. This would only apply where there h&s
been a sentencing to the Department of Corrections and then
the length of stay is up to the department. If they will
take these State...these already convicted and sentenced
felons as they should and process them, there is absolutely
no payment to the county, but when they say to the counties,
hold them for a week or ten days, then the county should be
reimbursed for, ir fact, a* that poiant handling a State pris-
oner. There is a thirty dollar a day cap and there is a
limitation on the number of days, so that while the County of
Cook, from which I'm from, would have a significantly greater

reisbursemen> than this bill would allow, this bill would cap
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that recovery, it would allow the other counties also to be
reisbursed when, in fact, they have no choice but +to keep
these inmates until *he State says, ship them %0 us. So I
would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Yes, question of the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Carroll, I appreciate the intent of the bill.
I...I wonder though, whether you have a estimate of its pos-
sible cost?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Yes, as I recall it, it*s about a wmillion and a bhalf
dollars, I believe. There 1is a limitation of thirty-five
thousand days per county that obviously only impacts the
County of Cook, but the County of Cook would be at a much
higher number of days than that. And, then, it would apply
to each of the other counties...do we have a dollar figure?
Okay. A million f£ifty thousand per county is the cap total,
but I thought the totality of it was under two million, as I
recall it, based on the Department of Corrections' figures.
I's not sure of that though, Senator, I'll try and find you
an answer.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausena
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Well, I haven®t seen the...the bill before our discus-
sion...about it here but according to our analysis, the

Department of Corrections estimates a wminimum cost of 3.1
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million dollars. So in voting on the bill, I think we ought
to at least be mindful of that.
PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Yes, thank you,...thank you, 8r. President. On...on that
same point, ve have...based on Fiscal Year '84 figures, total
nusber days with that thirty-five thousand cap would be
around a hundred and five thousand days, a little over that,
and times thirty, comes up with a three million one bhundred
and fifty thousand four hundred and tventy dollars as a
fiscal impact in regard to this legislation; and I under-
stand, Senator Carroll, that there is in a bill...an appro-
priation bill already im for three million dollars.,.
S0seeIl...your remark in regard to the...the fiscal impact of
this, I think was...vas erroneous. I'd like ¢t5 ask the
sponsor some questions if I could also.

PRESIDENT: R

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

It...is this in the Governor!s budget, if it's going to
be a three million dollar hit? Is it going to be in the
Govermor's budget?

PRESIDENT:
‘'Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

It*'11 be in the one that gets to his desk.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson,.

SENATOR WATSON:

Maybe so. Why is it that...let...let me just...lei's
have a scenario here. The sentence is given and where is it
statutorily or where do we say that the county government has

to contact the State and pick that prisoner up? 1Is there
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anywhere vhere we are requiring the counties to contact the
State?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

No, in fact, what happens is the opposite, Senator
Watson, as I've been advised, and that is that the Department
of Corrections tells the county what day to ship the prisoner
to the...one of the four receiving stations that the Depart-
ment of Corrections has created, and they have said that they
will only take them on certain days; for example, in the
County of Cook, it's my understanding %that it's on the last
day of the week is the only day that they will accept pris-
oners from Cook. There vas some testimony, I thought, that
in DuPage it was like after a ten-day hold in the county jail
that they will accept the prisoner, but they deter-
mine...the...the problem is the Department of Corrections
determines when they will accept the prisoner and it forces
the county to spend money on keeping a State prisoner.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson,.

SENATOR WATSON:

Well, I don't think that's quite the facts and I would
like to read from a position paper of the Department of
Corrections concerning the availability of these reception
centers, Let me jus*t read you this, "Persons committed to
the Department of Correctioms will be accepted a%t one of four
reception centers, Joliet, Graham and Menard for male pris-
oners and Dwight for female prisoners, Monday through Priday,
except holidays, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.n. Additionally, if
there are special circumstances involved, arrangements can be
nade through the transfer coordinator's office to deliver
prisoners on other days and times.™ So, I...I think you're

quite erroneous here, Senator, in regard to the Department of
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Corrections' efforts to make themselves available to the
prisoners, and vhat...I understand why Cook County waits till
the very...till Friday is so that they can get a bus load of
people together. Aand let me just...one other point here, we
pay...the State of TIllinois Department of Corrections pays
thirty-five cents per mile per inmate o deliver these par-
ticular prisoners to these reception centers, so the counties
are being reimbursed for the transportation costs. Cook
County is compensated in a different schedule, it's based on
fifteen cents per inma*te per mile for the first inmate and
ten cents per inmate per wmile for the second and five cents
per mile for all the others. So the counties are being
compensated for that transportation cost and what I under-
stand is the ©problem is simply the fact tha:t the counties
aren't contacting the Department of Corrections. It isn't
the...it isn*t the responsibility of the Department of
Corrections, Sena*or, *o0...to take care of +his, it*s the
county tha*t has to initiate it, and if the county doesn't
feel free to do this, then they could keep a prisoner there
for literally days and weeks at the thirty dollar a day hit,
and as a result, the only way the Department of Corrections
is ever going to find ount about it is if...when they get the
bill. TI...I just think that this isn't a good idea, it may
be something popular for...for us to vote for because
of...we're reimbursing our counties for...for some costs
hers, but I also think *hat the...the...the Senator should
know that sixty-one percent of this particular problem is
derived from the County of Cook. Most counties are trying to
comply with the Department of Corrections, and I don'% know
why that the County of Cook, it takes 6.6 days to...to notify
the...the Department and get a prisoner into...into the
correctional systen. I *hink this is a bad idea. 1I've got
soee information here and I have sent around a...a @Deno

on...on what each county is going to be reimbursed. Some
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couaties aren*t going to g=t anything out of %his, but Cook
County certainly does and...maybe that®s the initiative here
and why, but I certainly would urge a No vote. Thank you.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

Thank you, Hr. President. Por the edification of Doctor
Watson, Cook County can produce a bus load of prisoners at
any given time twenty-four hours a day, three huondred and
sixty-five days a year, fifty-two weeks out of the year, year
after year after year. So that's not the problem, the prob-
lem is...Senator Carroll has stated the case, it's absolutely
correct, we've maintained these prisoners for a period of
time...prisoners for a period of time and we're
not...properly compensated for it. So, I'1l have to support
Senator Carroll on this issue because it's absolutely cor-
rect, but keep in mind, ve can produce you some prisoners any
time you want then.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Carroll
may close.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senator Watson, it is @y understanding that the
State determines when the prisoners will be accepted. It is
not to the financial advantage of Cook or anyone else to keep
these prisoners wvith or without the thirty dollars a day.
The thirty dollars a day does not compensate the county for
that which they are spending now. This would only allow Cook
County to receive about a third of that which they would be
antitled to under a thirty dollar a day, the cap of +thirty-
five thousand days is about a third of the number of days
that Cook County is now hosting State prisoners. Yes, it

would in fact give Rock Island County a hundred and
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sixty~-four thousand dollars; Peoria County, a hundred and
seventy-seven thousand; Kane, three hundred and seventy-six
thousand; DuPage, seven hundred and forty~-three thousand;
HcLean, a hundred and twenty thousand, et cetera, et cetera,
et cetera. The point is, these are State prisoners at that
stage of the game and the State should either take them into
the system or pay for them. This comes to us from the County
Sheriffs' Association, I think it's a very valid request of
saying either accept the prisoners in the State systen
iomediately, or then, if you're going *o have the county
house them, then pay a reasonable per diem for so doing it.
I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 691 pass., Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 42 Ayes, 15 Nays, none voting Present. House Bill
631 having received the required comstitutional majority is
declared passed. 692, Senator DeAngelis. On the Order of
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 692. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 692,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Delngelis,
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, HNr. President. House Bill 632 resquires the
State police to patrol the entire interstate highway systen
within the State and not charge back any unit of local
governmen* for doing so. Be happy to answver any questions on

it.
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PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is,...the gquestion 1is, shall House Bill 632 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, there are 352 Ayes, 4 Nays, none voting Present.
House Bill 632 having received the required constitutional
najority is declared passeds On the Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading is House Bill 694. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(4R. FEBNANDES)

House Bill 634.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, #r. President. As amended, House Bill 634
provides the Cook County State's Attorney be reimbursed two-
thirds of the cost of appeals for various cases, the same as
the other hundred and one counties in this State. It would
be administered by DCCA, and as further amended by Senator
Barkhausen yesterday, i% grants all state's attorneys some
flexibility in setting assistant’s saléries. Be happy to
ansver any questions.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is thesre any discussion? If not, the
guestion 1is, shall House Bill 634 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 48 Ayes, 93 Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 6934
having received the required constitutional majority is

declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is
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House Bill 703. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 703.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. The
bill authorizes counties or municipalities or municipal joiant
action agencies Zo prepars and implement solid waste manage-
nent plants for solid waste generated within their borders.
The problem here and the necessity for the legislation is
many areas of the State are gquickly reaching their disposal
capacity in existing laodfills. This bill is to promote the
finding of places to dispose of this waste and for govern-
ments to work together, I don't really think there's any
problem with the bill. 1I'd be happy to...answer any ques-
tions if any has, if no%t, a favorable roll.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

A gquestion to avoid a...a conflict. If a municipality
sites a landfill, can the county then put the charge on it
even though the municipality has sited it within their powers
ander Senate Bill 17272
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister,

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Section D of the...of the Act uander...let's see...it's
paragraph D under Section 21.2 states that a county or a
municipality or nmunicipal joint action agency pursuant to
intergovernmental agreemen: may levy surcharges. Now, 7your

question is, if you have a sanitary municipal landfill, can
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the county put a...a...a charge on that? 1Is that your gques-
tion?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

No...no...close but...but not quite. If a municipality
sites a landfill as they have the power to do now and it's
not simply their ovwn,...it's an open landfill, okay. Can %he
coanty who had...who was not part of the siting proceedings
put the...the tax on?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Admittedly, I don't think under this terminology that is
perfectly clear, but for legislative intent here, I would
state to you that is not the intention of this legislation.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, very much, for the clarification.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Any further discussion? PFurther discussion?
If not, the question is, shall House Bill 703 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that guestion, there are 56 Ayes, 1 Nay, none voting Present.
House Bill 703 having received the required constitutional
prajority is declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading is House Bill 704. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

House Bill 704.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.,
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
would bring to your attention that this bill has been
changed, everything after the enacting clause was deleted and
it is a new criminal bill amending Chapter 38. And so that
you understand what you're voting on, this is an amendment to
the bail bond section which...which considerably tightens up
bail bond requirements. I know we're under pressure to move
along here but this is an important bill. I think you should
be aware of what you're voting on. Rapidly,...the whole pur-
pose of this bill...or this amendment, I should say, to the
bill is to take care of those situations where we have people
that are ou* on bond and committing other crimes, and that's
the reason we want to tighten things up. So from here on, if
you violate the bail bond provisions of this Act, you are
going to have to serve the sentence that is put upon you con-
secutively for that viola*ion., It cannot be served concur-
rently with the other charge. The second thing the bill does
is it requires the judge or the sheriff, depending upon when
you're making your bail, to advise the defendant that if
you're released on bond and you fail to appear, that :he
trial can proceed in your absence. Now if +that's abhorrent
to anyone, I would tell you that a number of years ago Judge
Garippo from the Federal...from the...bench in the City of
Chicago who is now privately practicing sent down here a bill
which I was one of the cosponsors of, which presenily allows
you to try a defendant in...in its absence. So that partic-
ular part of it is not new, we have that in the law today,
but what we want to do is inform defendants that if you skip
out on bail, you're going to be tried even though you are not
there. Another factor of this bill lays out the conditions

that a judge is to...to consider when releasing a persomn on
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bail; for example, what's that person’s family ties, his
employment, his financial resources, his past conduct, prior
use of alias names, there's a number of things that has %o be
considered by the judge. Another item 4is when you ars
charged with a Class X controlled substances offense, there's
a rebuttable...presumption that the money that you're putting
up for bail has been the fruit of that illegal activity. Now
the reason for this being in the...the proposed 1legislation
is we have a lot of cases whereby people arrested for sale
of...of controlled substances make big money as we all know,
and when the judge says your bail is going to be a hundred
thousand dollars, I mean, he reaches imto his back pocket,
takes the...the mwmoney that he has acquired by the illegal
sale of those drugs and posts it for bond. So this would
require him to show %o the court that he's not using that
kind of money to post his own bond. The bill goes on to
allow for a temporary pretrial detention of...of five days on
certain conditions. It allows the state's attorney to extend
that another three days under certain conditions and it pro-
vides for a pretrial detention hearing, when the kid-
napped...when the defendant is charged with murder or aggra-
vated kidnap or treason or when the defendant is charged with
a Class X felony and all the provisions that the judge is to
consider. I think that I have basically given you most of
the provisions that are in here. 1I'm not trying to go over
any of them but this is quite an extensive amendment to the
bail provisions of the Illinois Criminal Code, and I would be
happy to try to ansver any gquestions,

PRESIDENT:

All right. Discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

END OF REEL
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REEL #4

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr, President and nembers, I appreciate Senator
Sangmeister's lengthy discussion of “his bill because as he
made clear, this was not something that was considered ia
comnittee in either House. It deals with a somewhat con-
troversial subject of preventive detention which I and I'n
sure many others support under cer*ain kinds of circum-
stances. The problem that I see with this bill, however, is
that I think it's quite clear that under our existing...under
our existing Illinois Constitution, this bill I'm afraid is
clearly unconstitutional., #®hen the 1370 S*ate Constitution
vas adopted, it provided that...that all offenses are bail-
able except so-called capital cases. The..,that article was
amended a few years back by referendum to add to that excep-
tion of bailable offenses life imprisonment cases where the
proof is evident or the presumption great. The problenm,
however, here is that we are going beyond that to include
other types of offenses which would potentially be those
where preventive detention could be sought and obtained, and
because that would not be allowed under the Illinois...the
bail provisions of the Illinois Constitution, for example,
such offenses spelled out in this bill as certain types of
forceable felonies where life imprisonment would not apply
but potentially preventive detention could be had, I am
afraid that this bill is unconstitutional. Hany of us are
interested in the possibility of bringing about preventive
detention but I think most of us have concluded that the only
way to do that is to amend the 1Illinois Constitution. Ve
have before as two separate proposals which would do that,
Senate Joint Resolutions 22 and 38, and it is my hope ‘that

they will as soon as possible get a hearing here in the
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Senate so that they might go on the ballot in the next elec-
tion year. But absent an amendment to the bail provisions of
our Constitution,...such as substituting the language of the
U.S. Constitution merely providing that bail shall not be
excessive, which would then permit us %to adop:i the kind of
changes to our Criminal Code that they have done at the Fed-
eral level to allow for preventive detention under select
circums*ances, this type of legisla*tion, I'm afraid to say,
is...is going to be unconstitutional and it's going to be
back before us. For that reasom, I would urge opposition or
at least a Present vote and I do that regrettably.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, HMr. Presiden%, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Bad Bill Sangmeister rides again. 1I'm telling you,
vhen I 1listen to this...you know, you've been going along
pretty good around here, Senator Sangmeister, and I'n
reluctant to...becanse every time that it happens, you're
lucky enough to get this out. But now it sounds good to
stand up here and say that when a person comes before you, he
reaches back in his hip pocket and comes out to pay a hundred
thousand dollar bail for drugs and all that stuff. What
about if some relative has given him some money to pay his
bail, does he have to prove that the relative give it to him?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes,...that is correct, he would, Senator Hall, and...and
experience shows us that in these drug related cases, it's
not unconmmon for the fruits of an illegal crime to be used
for bail. So if he is charged with a Class X controlled sub-
stances violation, under this bill, if it becomes law, he

will have to show that the hundred thousand he's coming up
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with that a relative gave to him, bu: what's so difficult
about that? You have the relative there and have him post
the bond.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Another thing aboat these...trials that go on without
him. You...you are trying to intimate that every tinme
somebody has...doesn't show up...who happens to...put these
times off? There's a 1lot of times their own lavyer
can*t...appear. The thing that happens is...I want to know
this, Senator Sangmeister, who wants this bill besides
Sangmeister?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

As Senator Topinka so clearly said to you or someone else
here before, the people of the State of Illinois who are
tired of people who violate bail provisions and commit other
crimes while they're out on bail, they want it tightened up.
They want offenders that have prior convictions to possibly
be held under certain conditions so *hey're not out while
they're on bail committing more crimes. That's the people
that want this legislation.

PRESIDENT:

.«.5enator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Just one nmore thing and I'1l sit down. You know, as the
father ard framer of all that crime X package, when 7you
loaded wup all the jails throughout this whole State, now you
come back again...I'm just telling you, this is a bad bill
and it should be defeated.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
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SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senator Sangmeister, I...I sympathize with what you want to
do and there most certainly is a need in this State to pro-
hibit those persons who commit hideous crimes from getting
out. I think we ought to just do it straight up, just deny
bails %o certain type of offenses and...in no coanditiens, but
I think Senator Barkhausem put it in perspective. Iawal
can't’ see for the life of me how this piece of legislation
would in fact be constitutional. One of the things that you
have done here is presume that...that the person is...iS...is
guilty before...ever going on trial, and I though%t the basic
premise to our laws tha*t there was a presumption of innocence
antil such time the person was proven guilty. But 1if you
start totally...invading that person®'s...all of their rights
and denying them certain rights and privileges and invading
their total privacy and denying them righ%t to post bail based
on the fact that they have to prove to you where the money
came from or if it came from a...grandparent or...father or
something 1long time ago, I think that's wrong, absolutely
¢rong. If you want to get...keep some of +hese people off
the streets, you should just simply come straight up and say
that bail will be denied of certain persons for...who conmnmit
certain crimes., I...I think it's a bad idea. This bill has
not had an opportunity to have a proper hearing. It is
2...it is a major revision in our...in our bail system and I
think we should hold this bill until such time, that we can
have better input.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Nr. President. Mine is a question, Senator
Sangmeister, you somewhat gquickly mentioned the...that it

obviously concerns preventive detention. I don?t think you
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spelled out precisely the circumstances under which and the
offenses for which the preventive detention is to be appli-
cable, and since none of us have ever seen this bill before
and I don't think it's available on our desks right now, I
think it would be very helpful if you would mnmention that.
It*s a rather important concept.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz...oh, 1 beg your
pardon. Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

All right. The court is to take into consideration when
considering whether or not to issue bail the following things
pertaining to the defendant. What is this person's family
ties? Is he a drifter in the community or is he someone who
has been in the community for a while and has long family
ties? Is he employed or he is not employed? Does he have
financial resources? What's his character and mental condi-
tion? What has been this person's past conduct over the last
year? Has he been using any alias names or dates of births?
How long has he resided in our community? #hat is his citi-
zenship? Where is the...what was the source of the bail
bonds, property or other security that he is posting? 1Is
there...any other record of appearances a* court proceedings?
Has he ever tried to...has he been involved in £light %o
avoid arrest or prosecution? Has he ever attempted to escape
or to avoid arrest or has he ever failed to appear previously
at prior court proceedings? All things that I think are very
legitimate for a judge to look at, if he's consid-
ering...denying bail.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch. All right...we have...just £for the
information of the membership, we have twelve additional
people who wish to be heard on this. Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:
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Sorry about that, this is...fairly important I think; as
Senator Barkhausen indicated, it does involve some basic con-
stitational questions as well, 1I...I appreciate that list-
ing, the...the other part of my gquestion which 1is perhaps
even more importan%t is to what offenses does it apply? That
is, when can preventive detention be invoked and I...having
just been handed a copy of the amendment, I think it®s for
any felony if I read it correctly. 1Is tQat correct?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

That is correct.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch, I'm sorry, I thought you were just...
SENATOR NETSCH:

Yeah, just a brief commen:, I...

PRESIDENT:

«««.being expressive.
SENATOR NETSCH:

«e»I think, Senator Sangmeister, that's a 1little heavy
even for you and certainly for the Constitution.
PRESIDENT:

Forther discussion? Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERHMAN:

Will the sponsors yield to a question? This question is
not from wme but it's from Senator D'Arco. What do you mean
by nationality? One...one of the elements in determining
whather a person should be admitted to bail, you asked his
nationality. What does that mean?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
Reading from the bill...reading from the bill, it is

not...it?s the citizenship, whether or not he is a citizen.
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We didn't say anything abou: nationality. Is he an alien?
You know.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BEBMAN:

If these are...are...we would presume that most of this
is taken into consideration by judges that have bail hearings
now., Now, my question is this, if there is no information
available, what does the bill allow *he judge to do? Must he
admit them to bail or npust he deny bail if there is no
information on most of those items?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

It would be in the discretion of the court.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Senator Sangmeister, may I make a very respectful sugges-
tion? You're an excellent legislator, you know the process,
may I suggest to you that you do all of us somewhat of a
disservice vhen you present a bill of this importance dealing
with preventive detention without allowing any comait-
tee...any committee to review this. The House did not have
it, the Senate Committee did not have it, and I'®m not comn-
cerned about which committee but any committee, and I am sure
that there are people out in the...in society ithat would like
to be able to comment on this very, very important crucial
suggestion. I would suggest that...I would respectfully ask
you to commit this bill back to the Judiciary II Commiitee so
that we can look at it in the Fall; otherwise, what vyou're
doing is putting a lot of people on the spot that might like
to vote for it, but we have no idea what it does, and I

would...respectfully ask that you consider that suggestion.
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PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Ssnator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President, for the second time. I'd like
to move the previous gquestion.
PRESIDENT:

That motion is in order. Senator Lechowicz has moved the
previous gquestion. We have one additional speaker and Sena-
tor Sangmeister can then close. Sena*or Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, thank you, very wmuch, Hr. President. dithout
really getting into the merits and the specifics of the bill,
this probably is one of thes most far-reaching criminal bills
that we've had this entire Session, this 704, and...again, as
everyone has reiterated, it did not go through the Judiciary
Committee, I+ has not had a hearing, I have not seen the
substance of the...of *the bill, it is very far-reaching. It
deals with a...a subject that I...that I am very much in
agreement with, but I do think 1it...it does concern me
that...that we havent't had time to go through this legis-
lation. There's a...there's very few pieces of...0f
far-reaching criminal legislation that don't go through this
Body without being amended and having an opportunity to be
changed rather substantially. I think this is one of those
pieces of legislation that we're going to see and probably
pass and get to the Governor's Desk eventually. W®Rhether
this be the time, I’m not so sure, and perhaps Senator
Sangmeister wmight consider recommitting this bill for some
hearings that...that will bring out the very best piece of
legislation so that we can pass on something that is...
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Lechowicz has moved the previous ques-
tion. Senator Sangmeister may close.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
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W¥ell, I understand all the pleas and I am somewhat sympa-
thetic and inclined to do that, but I've *+alked to other
people here on the Floor who think this is a very important
item. I apologize to the Body that it didn't go through
compittee; however, I'm sure you're all well aware of the
fact that this isn't the first time something has been put
ONue.ON...without having gone through conmittee. I'm
reluctant to...to put it back in cosnittee because nothing is
going to happen. There are a lot of people in this State
that are very, very concerned about people being out on bond
and committing other offenses, and this, of course, is going
to tighten it up. I would say to you that...obviously this
bill has to go over *o the House for concurrence in this
amendment, and they will have a chance to take a look at it
over there and perhaps maybe that's the place that that con-
sideration ought to be. T...if I had...if this was totally
my control, I would probably go along with the...the request,
bat at this poin%, there are many people interested in this
area...in fact, Senator Davidson has a Cons*itutional Amend-
ment that does a lot of the same provisions that are right
here which we are going to consider this Fall. So those of
you that have a problem with constitutionality will probably
be backing it up with that and, Sena%or Barkhausen, you're
the 1last one that I “hink should raise the question of con-
stitutionality. I mean, your...your amendment to the...to
the death section of the...or, I mean, to the Death Penalty
Act...made anything unconstitutional, that was certainly i%.
I leave this to your discretion, I think it's good law. I
think it's well structured, there's alvays a question of a
constitutional and there's no question about it, this is a
very, very...and vhat you're doing here whem you vote, you
understand that you are greatly restricting a person's right
to get out on bail. I don*t want anybody to be under...any

delusions about that. So, understand what you're voting for.
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This is a very, very substantial change in the bail provi-
sions for the lav of the State of Illinois; however, I do
think they are good.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall House Bill 704 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 43 Ayes, 11
Nos, 4 voting Present. House Bill 708 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 715. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, PERNANDES)

House Bill 715.

{Secretary begins to read title of bill)
PRESIDENT:

..-I beg your pardon. Senator Newvhouse, for what purpose
do you arise?
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Just for the record, #r. President. Did we just vote on
2...00 a bill that was...gutted, amended and the amendment
not distributed, is that correct?

PRESIDENT:

Well, the amendment had been previously distributed, if
that's what you nean. On the Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading is House Bill 715. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

House Bill 715.

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

SENATOR ZITO:
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Thank you, Hr. President and members. House Bill 715
does, in fact, provide for pharmacists to...continuing edu-
cation courses. Probably the most important point I could
make in favor of pharmacis*s continuing education is the fac:
that pharmacy is a field experiencing rapid and frequent
changes, particularly with regard to the new drugs and the
introduction of these drugs. It's important that pharmacists
who have the responsibility for dispensing these drugs have a
good working understanding of...of the drugs in order to
safely and intelligently provide advice to consumers and
detect potential signs of danger and possibilities of side
effects. I feel *hat it is generally beneficial for profes-
sionals such as the pharmacists to be engaged in ongoing con-
tact with...some kind of structured learning processes to
assure that they not lose touch with the academic principles
governing their professional practices. Department of Regis-
tration and Education finds the administration aspects of
House Bill 715 to be acceptable. The provisions of the bill
allow the department flexibility in establishing a system for
verification of completion of the required continuing edu-
cation courses. There was some opposition with +the bill.
I...I would be remiss if I didn't mention that. I think the
opposition came about the thirty hours' requirenment. Many
pharmacists originally felt that that was thirty hours of
educational school training and that's not the case. The
courses which would be offered through providers approved by
the American Council on Pharmaceutical Education are readily
available in live settings as well as electromnically on audio
an] videotapes and through correspondence and self-study
mechanisms. I think *his is a good concept and I would urge
your support of House Bill 715.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House

Bill 715 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
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vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. Oon that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are
none, none...l voting Present. House Bill 715 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 720, Senator Rock. Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. About an hour ago, I had a
conversation with the Speaker of the House who has
requested...an amendment be added to House Bill 720. In an
attempt to accommodate him, I would seek leave of this Body
to bring that bill back to the Order of 2nd Reading for pur-
poses of am amendment, and them it, along with the other
recalls, will be held till the end of the day or whenever we
get to it.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, Senator Rock seeks leave of the Body %o return
House Bill 720 to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of
an amendment. Is 1leave granted? Leave is granted. House
bills 2nd reading, House Bill 720, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEENANDES)

Amendment No, 2 offered by Senator Rock.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank yoa, ¥r. President. Amendment No. 1, if you will
recall, changed the leadership structure here in the Senate.
By virtue of Amendment No. 2, what the House is seeking to do
is bring to parity the extra emolument that the...their
leaders get, So, it will affect the two majority and two
minority whips and the majority and minority caucus chairs,
and I would move adoption of Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, any discussion? If not, those in favor sig-
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nify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amend-
ment No. 2 is adopted. Purther amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)
No further amendments,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

3rd reading. Top of page 8, 724, Senator Vadalabene.
House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 724, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 724,

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

Yes, thank you, 8r. President and members of the Senate.
According to the Pirefighters*' Association, there are eight
fire departments within Illinois that contract for fire pro-
tection service, but this bill is really aimed at future
potential contracts. Reportedly several private firefighting
enterprises from Indiana are pursuing coniracts in Illinois
and are as far as forty miles away from the areas proposed to
be served. The Firefighters' Association knows that public
tax monies are involved with the contracts with
prior...private firefighting enterprises; thus, soae
states...some state rules and regulations should be provided.
The bill 4is supported by *he Illinois Association of Fire
Protection Districts and the State Fire Marshal®s Office and
the Firefighters! Association of the Sgate of Illinois, and I
ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 724 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
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record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 724 having received
the required constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
735, Senator Berman. 737. Senator Berman on the Floor? All
right, 753, Senator Savickas. House bills 3rd reading is
House Bill 753; read the bill, Nr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 753.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, 753 is the
gasohol tax bill +that removes the one percent...bonus that
they received. This has been agreed to by the people that
are in the gasohol business, by Marathon 0il. It's the bill
that came over clean from the House. It's the one that, I
guess, gives the State of Illinois approximately tvelve mil-
lion dollars in savings. It sunsets in 1992 and I would
appreciate your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

sesdle you saying that your...your bill reduces the...the
tax incentives that we have placed on gasohol?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senators...S5enator G2o-Karis. I'a Sorry, Senator
Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:
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Yes, Senator, it phases the tax back in as per the agree-
ment between all the parties.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, MNMr., President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, alcohol added to gasoline makes gasohol
nethanol...ethanol alcohol and, therefore, we have more gaso-
line available, and I think that we should try and keep
gasohol on...on the market, and the only way we can do this
to give them a tax br=ak, and I think under this bill it
takes away the tax break from alcohol fuels when they're
pixed with...gasoline; and therefore, I feel that the bill is
not really going to help us have more fuels available because
when you can think of gasohol, and I've been using it in my
cars for years, and you add alcohol to gasoline to make nmore
fuel, wve're 1less dependent on foreigm sources for our gaso-
line,

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I...T...thank you, Mr. President, I wasn't going to
spaak. This bill has been the subject of a great deal of
vork and...and ve're nov at an agreement this...basically all
the parties involved agree. It does make some changes but
it's the best we can do in a difficult situation. Senator
Savickas has been most cooperative. Senator Philip has beat
us to a plup on the committee. We have all worked this thing
out and while it's not perfect, it®s the best we can do
and...and...we've worked wi*h BRepresentative McPike who
reached the original compromise which actually was pretty
doggone reasonable. I would solicit an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.
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SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like :0 ask
question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

the

sponsor a

Thank you. This is sales tax, so this isn't going to have

any impact at all on units of local government, in other

vords, township roads and county roads, Or...0r is it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

That's correct, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

««othis all goes into the Road Fund then.
correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Savickas. Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, Senator, it would go into the general
sales tax.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

IS...is

revenue,

that

it*s

I thought that we...couple of years ago put all the sales

tax revenue from gasoline into the...the
called *hat a diversion. &= did no% do that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO0)

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Not to my understanding.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUOZIO)

Road

Fund.

We
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Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. A...I guess a question and a
comment. The guestion which I will direct to the sponsor is,
. why are we doing this now? I'n really not quite clear
£hat...a11 of a sudden we would start shifting around
the...the sales tax break for gasohol. If we were starting
all over again, I could understand that someone would say
that it might cost <+he treasury some money and perhaps we
ought not to be doing it, but it's...it was a policy decision
that was strongly made by this General Assenbly
to...basically, to help a major industry, agriculture, in
this State and it éas done with full knowledge of the
fact...of the consequences and now we seem, all of a sudden,
to be sort of changing the rules in midstream and I...Il...my
comment and my question is, why should we be doing this now?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, there are a few reasons, Senator Netsch. The sur-
rounding states, 1like 1Indiana, they're phasing out their
bonus. The purpose and the intent of this was to allow the
companies to build up and develop a market and develop a
competitiveness with gasoline. They have done that. They
have increased from thirteen percent to approximately tventy-
five percent of the market. They realized that at one time
they must phase this out since it was a temporary bonus for
then.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Fuorther discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

I*'n sorry, someone interrupted me on...just your last
comment that...was designed to explain to me something which

I cannot figure out even yet.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickase.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

¥Well, Senator, it was basically a...the tax break was
basically to give them a opportunity to become competitive
with the gasoline. Over the years now, they have gone from,
I think, about four percent of the market to thirteen and now
it's approximately twenty-five percent of the wmarket. The
surrounding states have reduced their tax break. 1Indiana has
knocked it back one percent and the companies realize that
now that they are getting on their footage that they will
phase out this tax break and the money then will be allowed
to be used...to come back into the State Treasury.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Netsch, your time has expired. We'll
come back to you if it's necessary. In the following order
ve have Senators O'Damniel, Zito, Coffey, Etheredge, Luft,
Nedza. Senator O'Daniel,

SENATOR O*DANIEL:

Yes, Mr. President, I rise in opposition to this bill.
I...I thiak it would discourage ethanol production here
in...here in Illinois, and...at this time when commodity
prices are very much depressed, I think this would further
depress the farm economy, and I think this is a bad time to
think about taking this advantage from +he production
of...ethanol.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR 2Z2ITO:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. As the original
sponsor of the tax incentive legislation for gasohol ase, I
rise in strong support of House Bill 753. Originally, two
years ago, I introduced and passed 1legislation that would

enable gasohol to have a reduction of...of a sales tax at the
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pumps and we did +that for a very good reason. It was my
feeling at the time and this General Assembly concurred that
ve needed to continue productivity of gasohol, that it was
too important of a fuel not to continue to produce in the
State of Illinois, important to the farmers in this State and
important to the consumers. I'm happy to report that
that...in fact, that legislation has worked. e need now to
continue to be competitive, and in ansver to Senator Geo-
Karis' questions and Senator Ne‘sch's question, I think that
#e've accomplished what we set out to do with that legis-
lation several years ago. Now, we're asking that since the
idea has caught on, has been proven both financially
revarding for farmers and the industry in this State, that we
nead to maintain a competitive edge with the surrounding
states and, therefore, House Bill 753 was introduced and I
think deserves a favorable vote in this Body.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Sesnator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in opposition to this bill for several reasons. For one
thing that...that I would like to just clear up before we go
on, thé fact that the...the sales tax om fuel does go into
the General Revenue Fund and does not go into the Tramnsporta-
tion BRoad Fund, and we did that two years ago when we passed
the...the increase in the motor fuel tax. We turned around
and change the law to put that money into the General Revenue
Puni. So, 1it?'s not going to be a saving to...or it's not
going to increase funds to the Transportation Fund.
" Secondly,...the bill is wvorking and now that...as just stated
by some of ny colleagues on the other side of the aisle,
the...the...the bill that we passed a few years ago is start-
ing to vork, it's...it*s...I1linois novw produces over sixty

percent of the =2thanol that's produced in the United States
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which means that it's working here in Illinois, and I think
#e ought to continue tha*t program...it helps agriculture. The
Illinois Farm Bureau opposes this bill, according to my anal-
ysis, and I think it's just a bad bill and we ought to...we
ought to oppose the “hing.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator, as I understand it, in the negotiations that
have been taking place over the last veek,
they*re...they're...an understanding has been
reached...betveen all the interested parties. Now, my under-
standing is that this bill, 753, does not incorporate all of
those understandings. So, 1 specifically want to
make...there are a numbar of these gasohol bills floating
around and I just want to make sure that we vote...vote Aye
ONewsON +..0n the right ones. One of the elements of the
agreement was in the definition of gasohol. Another part of
the understanding was in the...on the issue of reciprocity.
A...a third understanding was on the...the pickup...or I
guess the...the Fed's increase the subsidy a penny we're
going to drop back a penny. Does this deal with all three of
those...those issues? I mean, specifically does this pick ap
the...the penny that the...the Fed's put on last year?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No, Senator, that'!s being addressed in the House, as is

the...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Etheredge,.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Then...ny understanding is that the agreement that was
reached has been incorporated in...in a Senate bill, I
believe it's Senate Bill 254 which is on the way over here
on...on concurrence. I mean, why...why do we need this bill,
I guess? We've go another one coming up later on today on
the Calendar that also deals with just part of the problem.
I...ny question is, why are we doing this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, we don't know what's going to happen to 254 on
concurrence, You're right, they’re trying to address some of
those problems but there's no agreement yet on that problen.
This bill is in the form that the companies had signed off
on, that the House members had signed off on and it passed
overwhelmingly in the House because of that agreement. So,
ve want to have this pass and...just in case there is no
other agreement...no other bill that*s passed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Then...but as the sponsor has already indicated, this
bill does not include all the elements that were agreed upon
in the discussions and I think that we should vote No on
this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Hr. President. If I could, I have three
athanol plants in my district, so, I think, probably, I know
more about ethanol, I would think, than anybody on this Floor

at this time. I, along with Senator Zito, passed a bill two
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years ago. We sponsored a bill to give a four-cent exemption
for ten years to 1392, That's wvhat we told the ethanol indus-
try in the State of Illinois we were going to do. This year,
Pekin Energy which is owned by Texaco and CPC International
and, by the way, the second largest producer of ethanol in
the United States, came to me and asked me if I would intro-
duce legislation dropping that four cents to three cents, or
three perceni., It's the first time since 1I've been around
anybody ever asked to be lowered. They did so because appar-
ently the Federal Government had given them an exemption
higher than they thought that they were going to get and they
thoaght it was fair to reduce it at +he State level. I said,
all right. #e then decided to address the issue of the
millions of gallons of Brazilian ethanol coming into the
State of Illinois. So, I added into a bill +hat is now
coming back here onr a concurrence, that is my bill, that the
exenption only applied to ethanol that was derived from
cereal grain, that means corn. The Brazilian ethanol is made
from sugar cane; therefore, they would not get the State
exemption. We also incorporated in that bill that is now
coming back here for concurrence that there would be a...the
reciprocity agreement between states would stay in existence.
Those two provisions, the reciprocity and the Brazilian, are
not in this bill. However, there was an agreement made in
the House with all the people involved that this bill would
be passed and that 254 or 52 would be passed also. Unfortun-
ately, this bill does not incorporate what I think is a...and
of...the industry things is very important and that is the
Brazilian ethanol that is doing way with <he...the Illinois
programe...or hurting it, and also the reciprocity agreement.
It is my hope...and I think what we have left to do is to
perhaps pass this bill because I thought that there was an
agreement, although as a conservation this morning, I'm not

so sure sometimes that there is or mot, but I think maybe
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because people gave their words that we should pass this
bill, concur in the bill *hat I have coming back and let the
Governor make his decision on vhether we should, in fact,
have a reciprocity agreement and should, in fact, eliminate
the Brazilian ethanol from coming into the State of Illinois.
The bill coming back, the way I understand it, has been
amended *o be exactly like the exemption reduction in House
Bill 753. I don*t like this bill at all, but...I think
people gave their words to support it and I will do so but
you're, obviously, free o do whatever you want, I think,
with the 1lead being taken out of gas and if, in fact, that
happens, this is going to be the major industry in the State
of Illinois in the near future, and I'm not so sure we're not
crippling it by doing this, but the word has been given as
far as I'm concernegd.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right, further discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in support of the bill
for a number of the reasons that...previous speakers have
enumerated; but also, whem <*he bill was being heard in
comnittee...and all those parties that were in agreement with
the bill, and in some cases, I guess a gun was held to their
head, it's a...a reluctant agreement, HMarathon 0il attempted
to place an amendment on%o the bill vhich was defeated in
comnittee, and after the defeat of the bill, while they
reluctantly, basically, up to vhatever degree, they say they
concur, I don't think we can ever placate everybody's par-
ticular parochial needs, but this is what we agreed %o and
this is the best we got and I would urge your favorable sup-
port for the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
All right, further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:
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Thank you, Mr. President. Well, I wasn't involved in any
of those agreements and until the proposition that Senator
Luft mentioned is on there, I would be reluctant to support
any bill, and...and as a matter of fac%, I'm...I'm reluctant
to support them...as it is. I think that right now, when
Illinois agriculture is in its...its worst doldrums since the
great depression, to be takirg off any incentive to use Illi-
nois corn for anything is irresponsible. Now, I don't care
whether the major oil companies like this or not, I think
that we have to look out for this nation®s number one indus-
try and that's agriculture, and agriculture is in dire
straits right now and to be even talking about something like
this is absolutely foolishness; and I think we ought to :ell
the major oil companies to forget about it, folks, we're
going to maintain this, and I'd like to know what 1Iowa is
doing, and...Indiana is mentioned, bu* some of the...other
major corn producing states I'm sure are not doing this, and
I would urge a No vote on this and perhaps even the other
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Savickas may close.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, I must remind some of our Senators that the original
intent of the bill has been accomplished. The oil lcompanies
realize that the subsidy has been too high, There will still
be a tvo percent tax break from June of '86 through 1992, The
reduction in this percentags will provide after the first
year...the first year, twelve million and after that another
twenty-five million to the General Revenue Fund, which I
think is important amd it also follows the actions of the
other states that are surrounding our borders in the reduc-
tion of this subsidy because now they realize that it is...it
is more than competitive, that they have accomplished their

purpose, and I would suggest and hope for an Aye vote on the
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passage of %53.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall House Bill 753 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, *the Ayes are 22, the Nays are 33, none voting
Present. Senate Bill...or House Bill...753 having failed to
receive the...required constitutional majority is declared
lost. The sponsor requests postponed consideratiom. 755,
Senator Karpiel. House bills 3rd reading,...House Bill 755,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 755.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, Hr. President. House Bill 755 does exactly
what...what it says on the Calendar. It increases the fee an
enployer may collect from an employee for withholding spouse
or child support from the employee's paycheck pursuant to a
court order from what is in the current lawv now of one dollar
to four dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Darrowe
SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Mr. President. This piece of legislation will
no doubt create quite a bit of concern when we go back to our
districts. In a situvation where a person is divorced and is
paying child support im this manmer, he could be paying per-
haps twenty dollars a week child support but the amount he

would have to pay to the employer would be an additiomal four
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dollars, so he'd be paying twenty-four dollars a week. He
may not have that amount of money to start with if his child
support 1is, say, twenty dollars a week. On top of that,
yesterday, I believe, we passed a bill on the Agreed List
that allows the circuit clerk to charge, I believe it was one
dollar fee per week. So, by the time you have a fellow who
goes through a divorce, dossn't have custody of his children,
doesn®t have much income, has to pay his child support, tries
to pay it on a regular basis, he's now going to be taxed
additional four or five dollars., It...i* just doesn't make
sense to go from one dollar to four dollars or about two hun-
dred...two hundred and eight dollars a
years.o.itessitsootwenty percent...it just doesn't seem right.
So, I would solicit a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

This...this is one of the worst ideas I've ye:t heard
today. We are no longer interested, obviously, in child sup-
port, we are now supporting the employer. This doesn't make
any sense at all. I urge a No vote,

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Karpiel may close.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Well, in...in regards to the comments made,...first of
all, if the...the spouse that is paying alimony or child sap-
port would pay on time, none of this would happen. The
reason that the employers are asking for a raise is because
they figure that...first of all, they're in perfect agreement
with doing this. We're putting the 1liability on the
emnployer. Now the employers haven't done anything. 1It's
their employee that's not paying his child support. So, we're
just putting tha* liability and making <+hem be...be a...a

collector. The difference between this and other wage
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assignments is that this is not just a standard, once a
month...might go on for a few months till some debts are
paid. Some of these assignments go on forever. I mean, the
child could go from two to eighteen and you'd be collecting
this money, and it isn't always a standard. One court order
might be a monthly payment and one aight be every other week,
one might be a pay period, whatever it is. The...the employ-
2rs are...are finding that it's costing them a great deal of
money t0a...id bookkeeping and in personnel in meeting these
requirements. They're doing so willingly except it's costing
them about eight dollars on each case instead...and they're
only asking for a raise from one dollar to four dollars.
Certainly, if these people can't pay these extra three
dollars or whatever i+ is, they should just pay on tiae.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall House Bill 755 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question,‘ the Ayes are 28, the Nays are 24, none
voting Present, House Bill 755 having received the...having
failed to receive the required consti*utional majority is
declared lost. 761, Senator Vadalabene. House bills 3rd
reading is House Bill 761, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 761.

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

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

House Bill 761 repeals the section prohibiting the DLE offi-

cers from participating in any manner in the activities of
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interest of any candidate for public office under penalty are
remove from the position. The ban on political activities is
meant to keep the State police and the DLE officers above
politics; however, the right to become involved politically
is a fundamental element of our system. The bill passed the
Executive Committee by a vote of 10 to 4 and is supported by
the Illinois State Troopers Association, and I would
appreciate a favorable vote,.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 761 pass. Those...those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 39, the Nays are 17, none voting
Present, Housz Bill 761 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Savickas,
for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

(Machine cutoff)...Body to have House Bill 982...the
sponsorship changed from Savickas to Senator Kelly. It nmore
reflects his district than mine,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Savickas seeks leave of the Body to
have Senator Kelly substituted as the sponsor of House Bill
982. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. It's so ordered.
On the Order of House Bills 3rd...Senator Hall, for what par-
pose do you arise?

SENATOR HALL:

eeewell, I'm looking...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall. Senator Hall, we...want to move over to
the nex* one? Okaya House bills 3rd reading, House Bill

777, Senator Sangmeister, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,
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please,
SECRETARY:

House Bill 777.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. For
a long time there have been many of us around here who have
felt that probation and comnunity corrections ought to be
working together in a unified effort and that's what the
result of House Bill 777 is. What...House Bill 777 amends
the Juvenile Court Act and the Probation Officers Act to pro-
vide for a State and 1local partnership in...finalizing a
comprehensive and uniform system of proba%ion in court
services in the various counties and promotes the development
of a coordinated community justice systen. I met with a
number of people over a long period of time and I'm just
going to quickly read off the list of the people that have
now signed off on this legislation, the Probation Associa-
tion, the...Administrative Office of the Illinois Courts, the
Chicago chief judges, the House Democratic Leadership, the
John Howard Association, TAS, the 1Illinois Coalition on
Prisons, the Governor's office, Catholic Charities
and...that's nine different associations or groups of people
that we have worked with. 1I'll be happy to answer any gques-
tions concerning it, but I want to tell you that this piece
of legislation has been worked over from top to bottom. 1It's
not everything that everybody waanted, but it's a 1little bit
of what everybody thought ought to be done and, as a result,
I think we have a fine bill. If there are no questions, move
for...passage of this...House Bill 777.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Is there discussion? Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

‘Thank you, Mr. President. Just a gquestion of the
SpONSOr.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Sangmeister, I believe some of the community
agencies had some difficulty with +his and there was an
attempt to resolve them. Were those resolved by any chance?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

#ell, if you're talking to people like the Safer Founda-
tion, yes, I...I can...you know, I don't want to speak for
any organization that I have not read off the names for, but
I...I know at this poin* of no opposition from any of those
compuni%y agencies that I think you're referring to.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I didn't hear you read off ICOY, are they in favor
of it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I have been told they are, yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 777 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none

voting Present. House Bill 777 having received the constitu-
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tional majority is declared passed. House Bill 781, Sénator
'Demuzio.
SECRETARY:

House Bill...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Read...read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

«s« HOuse Bill 781,

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

Senator Demuzio.

SENATCR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 781 is a bill that would amend the
Retailers Occupation Tax Act to provide that when prepaid
taxes are collected on a wmonthly basis exceed +wenty-five
thousand dollars, the quarterly monthly...payments are
required. It's currently ten thousand. All we are doing in
this bill is putting this back to where it was prior to 1983
and it seems to me that it's a prudent thing to do and we
ought to...to pass this and I think Senator Netsch may have
some questions relevant to it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in strong opposition to
this and...and I guess my feeling is, you know, enough is
enough. Last year the...motor fuel people agreed with the
Department of Revenue; in fact, some of us really mnade an
effort to bring their step acceleration up to the same level
as all other retailers. Origimally it was suggested at a
different 1level and +hey agreed then to the ten thousand

dollar level, and now, less than a year later and, in



Page 166 - JONE 25, 1985

fact...considerably 1less than a year because I think it's
been in effect only since January, they are back trying to
undo what they agreed to just last year. 1If this bill
passes, it will have a cash flow impact, probably only about
six hundred thousand dollars with respect to this particular
group of retailers, but if this group of retailers is suc-
cessful...or not retailers, I'm sorry, those who pay the
sales tax, is successful in...in changing the threshold level
from ten thousand dollars to twenty-five thousand dollars,
then every retailer is going to say why shouldn't we do the
same thing., That will have a cash flow impact of about
twenty-five...no, I'm sorry, about forty-five to fifty mil-
lion dollars. That is all the Governor's STEP Prbgram.and it
will be absolutely up in flames before it really has ever had
a chance to become effective. Now, my feeling is, a conmit-
ment is a commitment. Why should they be pu* in any more
favorable position than all of the others who are required %o
prepay their sales tax? It doesn't make any sense and it's
rot fair and it shouldn’t happen.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

¥ill the spomsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Onder your bill, are you saying, in effect, that business
could be helped by holding up their money for a little longer
in order %o pay their bills?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He didn't hear you.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
I say, under your bill, would you say that you would be

creating less of a hardship on businesses who are getting
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prepaid payments of tax money?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Sure, and...and gui*e frankly, you know, this acceler-
ated...tax procedure was put in several years ago and I'm not
sure that we ought not to do it as...Senator Netsch has sug-
gested for all retailers. If she wants to bring forth a...a
bill next Session to allow that to occur, I would be more
than happy to support it. It just seems to me, there's no
revenue loss with this.

PRESIDING OPFiCER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall...Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

I'm sorry, just one point %o make it clear though, Sena-
tor Geo-Raris. This does not apply to all retailers. It
applies only to the motor fuel people. They are the only ones
who are going to be given the different treatment. All the
other retailers will still be under the provisions of the
Governor®s STEP Program. 5o, don't have the feeling that
you're helping a lot of small businesses, you're helping a
few large sellers of gasoline...wholesalers of gasoline.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Mr. President, just for the record, we had passed a
bill that forces them to prepay this tax. That's the reason
why this change is being made. It isn't “hat +they're col-
lecting it and keeping the money, we're forcing them to
prepay it.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Purther discussion? If not, Senator Demuzio may close.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:
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Thank you, and I... you know, Senator DeAngelis is abso-
lutely correct. I don't see anything wrong with this at all,
and it seems to me that if...I wasn®t a party to any kind of
an agreesent that was alleged here on the Floor. Just seens
to me that we ought to be doing this, and if Senator Netsch
wants to bring in a bill for the other small retailers, I'd
be glad to support it next Session. I would ask for your
support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question 1is, shall House Bill 781 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays
are 1, 1 voting Present. House Bill 781 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 782,
Senator Collins. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 782.

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

Senator Collins,

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
This is a very simple bill and I'm surprised that it wasn't
on the Agreed Bill List. The bill simply extends the coverage
period for group hesalth insurance policies after a person has
terminated their employment from the...the current six months
until nine months. There's no money involved. The employee
pays for the <cost of this group health insurance., It's
just...simply provides them with an opportunity to
seek...alternate coverage for themselves and for their family
after the...their jobs have been terminated for whatever

reason. I would be happy to answer any questions; if not, I
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would request a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
House Bill 782 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opesn. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 45, the Nays are 8, none voting
Present. House Bill 782 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. House Bill 787, Senator Luft.
House Bill 732, Senator Lemke. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 792,

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

Sena*or Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does is amends an Act providing for electronic
data processing in the Illinois Revised Statute. Requires
the Legislative Reference Bureau to make a memory systen
available to be used by the public and governmental entities
if such availability does not reduce the quality of service
available to the Legislative Reference Bureau. This is
requested by the Reference Burean and I think it's a good
bill. It allows our agencies to get this necessary informa-
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

A1l right, any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 792 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are none, none voting Present, House Bill 732 having

received the required constitutional majority is declared
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passed. 793, Senator Luf:, .Page 9. 805, Senator Karpiel.
Top of page 3 is House Bill 805, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 805.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill adds new language to
allow the Comptroller to withhold income tax refunds for per-
sons who have had support orders filed against them, and it
allows the Comptroller *o give the Department of Public Aid
the refunds and information regarding the where
‘bout...whereabouts of the delinquent person.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right, amny discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall House Bill 805 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House Bill...805 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed., 811, Senator Luft. House bills 3rd reading is House
Bill 811, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY: .

House Bill 811,

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

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUPT:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. House Bill BI11 provides that
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in any action against the State or a municipality to recover
utility taxes that were illegally or unconstitutionally col-
lected, that the prevailing party shall not be wentitled to
recover any amount exceeding such taxes or charges paid plus
interest where applicable during a period beginning three
years prior to the datz of filing or court complaint,
whichever occurs earlier. Try to ask for any guestions;
otherwise, I'd appreciate a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall House
Bill 811 pass. Those in favor will votz Aye. Those opposed
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On tha: question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. House Bill 811 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 831, Senator
Barkhausen. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 831, #r.
Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 831,

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

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, House Bill 831 does a couple
of different things with regard to the Crime Victims Compen-
sation Act. For one, it expands the definition of crime and
violence to include incest, criminal sexual abuse, aggravated
criminal sexual abuse and cer*ain other offenses, and it
increases the naximum award under the Act from fifteen thou-
sand to twenty-five thousand dollars for crimes committed
after the bill's effective date. In addition, the bill has

been amended %o incorporate the provisions of Senate Bill 644
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which earlier passed out of this Chamber 46 to 9, which pro-
vides for a...a fee...for witnesses in...violent crimes,
including crime victims, the maximum of fifty dollars a day,
deducting the twenty dollar amount otherwise available frona
the circuit court clerk?s fee up to a naximum of Ffifty
dollars, as 1 say, against lost wages., Urge your favorable
roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall House Bill B31 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed Nay. The voting is open., Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House Bill 831 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 838, Senator Poshard. House bills 3rd reading,
House Bill 838, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 838.

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

Senator Poshard,.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill amends the Consumer Fraud and Deceptive
Practices Act, creates the offense of fraud against the
elderly. The Attorney General's Office annually receives
about twenty thousand conplaints per year alleging honme
repair fraud against the elderly and this bill, among other
things, wvould make it unlawful...would Qake it an unlawful
practice for any person to...contract with another person age
sixty or over for the repair, construction, reconstruction,

building, rebuilding, remodeling, renovation or restoration
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of any real or personal property or for the purchase of sale
of any type of insurance, annuities, security or any other
item of real or personal property while knowingly using a
name other +tham their real name or an assumed business or
corporate name, while knowingly misrepresentating material
facts with the intent that others will rely on that misrep-
resentation. There are many other provisions to this bill,
all of which I'm sure are in your analysis. Be happy to go
over each one point by point if necessary, but would ask for
your favorable comnsideration to this bill

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question...Senator
Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Hr. President, I just would ask the sponsor to yield, if
he would.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Poshard, I appreciate that this bill, like Sena-
tor Sangmeister®s bill we debated awhile ago, it was a fairly
substantial one and perhaps we're all or most of us sympa-
thetic, but I...I vondered since it does seem to be a fairly
sweeping proposal and...and because, I guess, it didn't get a
hearing...before any committee, if you could just take a
moment to outline what the,..what the unlawful practices are.
As I understand, we're talkiag not only about...about honme
repairs, but in addition to that, we're talking about the
sale of certain types of insurance and maybe certain other
transactions as well?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Yes, these are the types of deceptive practices that the
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bill addresses for people age sixty or over; using a name
other than his real name or an assumed business or corporate
name, misrepresenting a material fact with the intent that
others will rely on that umisrepresentation, preventing or
obstructing another from obtaining pertinent information,
selling property without disclosing an existing 1liemn or
encumbrance when the person had actual knowledge or reason to
knov of the existence of such lien or encumbrance, to proamise
the performance of any act not intended to be performed, to
employ any deception, to encourage another person age sixty
or over to enter into any contract or agreement, to damage
property in order to enter a home to repair that home, to
enter into an unconscionable agreement or contract. A con-
tract shall be deemed unconscionable when the agreed upon
consideration unreasonably exceeds the fair market value of
the services, materials and work to be provided under the
terss of the agreement or contract. It prohibits a person
from falsely representing themselves as public officals to
canuse a person age sixty or over to enter into a repair con-
tract or purchase an item of vreal or personal property.
Those are the specifics that the bill addresses, Senator
Barkhausen.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen, your time has almost expired. Senator
Barkhausen,
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

8y time is about to expire, I think I*ve taken about fif-
teen seconds but I hope that's not excessive, Just
3...y0ou're saying...as I understand it, that it could be
d...a crime for someone to...to sell property which is deemed
to unreasonably exceed fair market value...did I .hear you to
say that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Poshard.
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SENATOR POSHARD:

Yes, under +¢his bill, +that...that would be termed an
unconscionable agreement or coniract, and as I had stated
before, a contract would qualify to be unconscionable when
the agreed upon consideration unreasonably exceeds the fair
market value of +the services, material and work to be pro-
vided.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

ssato the bill, I...like I'm sure...most of us have not
had a chance to take a close look at this bill, and I suspect
that we are talking about things tha* are already covered by
law under the Criminal Code which this bill partially deals
with criminal violations we have under our current Stat-
utes...theft by deception, so that where one is...selling
property and nmisrepresenting the nature of the property or
mnisrepresenting its...its value, there is a potential viola-
tion wunder the Theft by Deception Statute. 1In addition to
tha%, if ope is talking about civil penalties, we have the
Consumer Fraud and Deceptive Practices Act which the Attormey
General has, at this point, jurisdiction to enforce. I don't
know that I would oppose all of the provisions in the bill.
I would probably support most or all of <+hem, but I...I
think, again, considering the fact *hat this bill did no% get
a hearing 1in committee, that it should before we pass any-
thing so sweeping as this and it potentially c¢omes back to
haunt us.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussioﬁ? Senator Dunn.
SENATOR DUNN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I wonder if the sponsor will
yield.

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

Senator Poshard, is this bill directed towards protecting
ne from...from unscrupulous people. I appreciate your
effort, but what about my seatmates on each side of me? They
also would like %o be protected they iell ne.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Senator Dunn, knowing your athletic prowess, you don't
nead a whole lot of protection under this bill, but it is
directed toward protecting you, yes. It's specifically
directed toward people over age sixty because those are the
people that are...are most usually taken advantage of by
people s¢ho are in the fraudulent home repair business.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dunn.

SENATOR DURN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I just a 1little bit resent
that, Senator Poshard, that you think that I'm more gullible
than the people sitting on either side of mne, you
know...X...I think I*1l1 vote No on the bill just on tha%
strength. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Sam, I think you ought to know that you're mentioned in
our analysis and I don't think that that's right, I don't
think you're over sixty. Are you?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Vadalabene,
SENATOR VADALABENE:
Bev, this is Sam, you know darm well that I don't act

like I'm over sixty.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Well, thank you, Mr. President and mambers of the Senate.
I know we're moving along fast, but I think we ought to slow
down just a little bit here and take another 1look at this.
With all due respect +o the sponsor, this is the Attorney
General coming forth at the eleventh hour with some very
important changes in State law, changes which have not had an
opportunity to go through our committee system, and in sone
cases, that may be okay, but I think you want to take a look
at this ome. I'm all for helping senior citizens and I think
it's a good idea, but I think a vote Present on this is in
order here for the following reasons. For one reason, I see
here it says that if, for example, a citizen were to sell a
lot to somebody over sixty and failed to expressly state
there 1is an easement across the land, even if such easement
is apparent and a matter of public record, that person
compits a Class 2 felony, “hree to seven years. There's a
nuober of felonies that this spells out. FNow, maybe thatt's
the way we want to go, but we ought be proceeding in a
conmittee system where we have an opportunity to look at this
legislation., I think a vote Present on +his bill is in
order.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:
Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. You know, we had a bill here that jus:t flew ou: of
here a while ago and, oh, it was great. Now, what happens
here is that the victims are usually elderly, they live in a

home alone. Usually the unscrupulous contractor gains inter-
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est to the victim's home by representing himself as working
in the area or just passing by or noticing what needs to be
done in this hone. This 1is really a bill that we should
pass, and getiting back to Senator Barkhausen, you said, yes,
ve hadn't read...we hadn't the chance to read and hear about
Senator Sangmeister's bill too, but it just flew out of here.
This is something that's needed and I should think that
everybody on this Floor should try to get something
that...would protect the elderly, the people who live by
themselves and get rid of this dishonest contractors who have
been preying on these people. I urge your most favorable
support of this legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
It's really strange that this bill has surfaced on the Floor
of the Senate wvhen I had a similar bill of which the
attorney's from the.,.s%ate's attorney's office, the Attorney
General's Office, representatives of the mayort's office and
representatives of the industry itself. My staff and I
worked over six months on a whole package of bills that were
left in commitiee that was not too much similar from one of
the bills in that package. I'm a little appalled that the
Attorney General would put forth this...this bill aad it's on
the Floor here and I don't know anything about it. I think
It've been working'on this issue for seven years. While I anm
not concerned about pride of authorship, there are some con-
cerns that I do have about this particular bill...I think I
have worked longer than the...the current sponsor, probably
anyone else on this Ffloor on this issue, and if the bills
that I have...that total package of bills are going to be
remaining in committee for continuous work, I would suggest

that this particular bill go there also because it is a very
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serious area, it is most...certain an area which we need *o
do something about, but it is a very complicated area so that
ve don't penalize the...the good, hard working person and
that we're able to...have legisla*ion so *hat we can put
those unscrupulous people out of business. It's a problem
for senrior «citizens but it's also a problem for many other
people throughout the State, and I would hope that we
wouldn't have two sets of laws, one for the elderly and one
for other people; and for that reason, I'm goimg to be voting
Present on the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LENKE:

I rise...I rise in support of this legislation, being
involved im this situation and having my name used im this
situation and having my friends bilked through this situation
and having worked with the Attorney General in regards to
this situation of milking elderly people. 1In my community
when...hone repairs are done, the people don't go to the
bank, they go to the bank only to get the cash. So, if they
have an eigh* thousand dollar remodeling job, they give eight
thousand dollars %o that contractor who never does the work.
In one incident, going back about five, six years, I...I
repsember we tried to stop the Sun Times Newspaper from taking
advertisement on the back of a...their...their funnies and
the company wvas...and thsy were still bilking these elderly
people remodeling basements and the...and the paper still
took the advertisement for that matter and it took almost six
zonths before they realized what was going on. But I think
this is an important step to protecting our elderly and I
have no personal pride in the bill that I passed. 1I’d just
like to see the problem resolved, and I'm not like the pre-
vious speaker, I'm not against somebody coming in and passing

the legislation. I have no pride in the worthing of my bill
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or any other bill. I think this is a good piece of legis-
lation and I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Poshard may

close,

END OF REEL
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REEL #5

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President. I thionk this is a good bill.
I think it does vhat's right by senior citizens who most
often get ripped off by disreputable home repair people. When
this wvas amended yesterday, Senator Schaffer asked me for a
synopsis of it, We gave that to him and would have given it
to other folks had *they requested it., Present Statutes,
under the lav under which the Attorney Gemeral operates,
apparently are not good enough to accomplish the kinds of
things that this bill peeds to accomplisk in protecting
senior citizens, so, T call for your respectful consider-
ation of the bill. I think it®s a good bill and it should be
passed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall House Bill 838 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? On that question, the Ayes...take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 28, the Nays are 3,
24 voting Present. Senator Poshard seeks leave of the Body
to postpone consideration of 838. Is leave granted? Hearing
no objection, leave is granted. House Bill 861, Senator
DeAngelis, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 861,

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

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 861 provides
tuition waivers to children of tenured faculty members at the
various university systems provided that they meet certain
conditions. There will be one tuition wvaiver available for
every fifty faculty members. The 1limit on these tuition
waivers would be a hundred and fifty tuitioms. 1I'll be happy
to answer any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator DeAngelis, why did you only include faculty mem-
bers? How about nonacademic people and the...the craft union
people and those who work for higher education...regardless
of what classification of employment they're in?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Senator Weaver, the bill came over that way. I do
intend, if this program is expanded, to...include those
people. I will, however, not allow children of faculties
from embalming schools.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

¥ell, X...I think we could probably wait until next vyear
to pass a bill of this +type. I just can't see granting
tuition vaivers to the highest paid category of
public...institutions of higher education®'s children. I
would hope for a No vote on this,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I couldn't agree with you more, Senator Weaver.
I...in fact, if you...talking about special legislation prob-
ably to some of the highest paid people in State Government,
this bill is it. Basically what you're doing is you're
saying that their children, if they...they receive a tuition
waiver, and 1imn turn, w2 pass budgets out of this General
Assembly and their cost of living increases are nmuch higher
than anyone elses. Senator Weaver, you're absolutely cor-
rect, this bill deserves an absolute No voke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I rise in support of the bill and we...what we are talking
about is attracting and keeping competent faculty in higher
education. We all know Illinois ranks very low as compared
to other states of what our faculty is paid, and if you're
talking about keeping people in Illinois in higher education,
this is one way you can do it without coming out
vith...coming up with direct cash monies. Now, IllinoiS...we
are talking about improving the gquality of education, improv-
ing the guality of teaching and et cetera, this is one incen-
tive for faculty members to either come %to Illinois to teach
or it can be an incentive to keep them in Illinois and teach-
ing in higher education, s> this is a good piece of legis-
lation and I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lemke,
SENATOR LEMKE:
I'm looking at this legislation. This is a group of

individuals that vwas very critical of the legis-
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lative...scholarship program, and I canr't see why we're
blanketing every teacher that has children without setting up
some type of scholastical program in the school. I think this
bill goes too far. I think if they want something, then %he
school should be allowed to set up a scholastical program so
the best...so the students *hat are children of professors
can compete for this. Academic achievement is what we're
striving for and that's what ve're constantly criticized in
regards to the legislative scholarships, but I've also...have
a position where...even if I was going to vote for this, I
would vote Present since my imnmediate family, my brother,
would directly benefit from this. So, I will vote Present.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

I just have a gnestion of the sponsor, if he'll yield.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR WELCH:

Senator DeAngelis, when this bill was first explained to
me, I was told that the reason was that tenured faculty are
able to go to school and have tuition paid for themselves and
what they wanted to do was pass on this right to children. Is
that not included in this bill or is that the origimal
intent?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
I know of no such explanation, Senator Welch.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:
Well,...that's the way it vas explained to nme several

aonths ago. This 1is for every tenured faculty teacher can
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have their children go to school with a tuition waiver.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse. That wasn't a question. Senator
Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

I...I wonder if Senator DeAngelis would want *o answer
the question that vas asked previously?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

No, there is a limit to this. There's only one available
for each fifty tenured faculty member. It's not on a limited
amount.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATDR NEWHOUSE:

Mr. Chairman...Mr. President, this bill came out of
committee on a fairly heavy vote, but there were a number of
questions that were unanswered and...and I'm a little
troabled by that. I...1'd like to study this a bit longer
but, of course, it's up now. Senator DeAngelis, I wonder if
you'd yield for a question? Exactly how is this selection
nade? As I understand the bill,...allocation of one for
every fifty, is that correc%? Then how is...how is that one
selected?

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, if the number of applicants exceeds the availabil-
ity, then the availability is determined by that person hav-
ingy the longest amount of tenure at that university and you
go right down the line.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse.
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SENATOB NEWHOUSE:

Is it accurate then that if there are two parents working
that.s..that that cumolative time will be considered so that
in effect you will have two parents, double salary and a
child on...on scholarship. Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Deangelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

No, if there are two members, you would add up the total
of the two members; however, if there are two «children,
they're only allowed to send one.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

How nice. Senator Newhouse,
SENATOR NEWHOOSE:

...sane thing. My question then is, the...the cumulative
time with the double salary so that...so that...for example,
if the...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

It's not salary, it's years of service.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

I don't want to drag this out, but let!s say the salary
is twenty-two five., So that a single parent...so that a
parent with one child, would...would be at the twenty-two
five level. Two parents working at forty-five with a cumula-
tive.,.accrual of time would then have a space in front of
that single parent at twenty-two five, would they not?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Rell, provided that the cumulative total of the two is
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greater than of the one, yes. It's not salary, it's years of
service,
PRESIDING OFFICERs: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

eeelYaeaBy point being that with a forty-five thousand
dollar cumulative salary that the financial capability to pay
some portion of tuition is much greater than that of one with
twenty-two five, and it seems to me that that's an unfortun-
ate result of this portion of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Senator Newhouse, there are other programs that are
available. If that person is making twenty-two five, cur-
rently, under the Illinois State Scholarship Comnission, they
would probably get the tuition anyhow. Okay?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

But if the person is making forty-five and the ¢two are
making npinety...deal with that...all right, I...I think you
see. I...1tve got some problens with the bill
ASses@Ssesl'Me.I'm going probably go vote PresenteceIees.l
think the...concept is good and somehow I think we ought to
work out a bill. I'm just not sure this is it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there farther discussion? Senator Marovitz?
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

#ill the sponsor yield?

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

I must ot understand this bill. I pust not understand
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this bill, but I mBust ask this question. With the tuitioas
going up in the State as they are and more and more people
having trouble dealing with tuitionms, especially with
more...nore than ome child, why are we giving a free ride to
soae people who may very well be able to fund the cost of
tuitions themselves when others are having serious prob-
lems... just because they're... just because they happen to be
faculty menmbers? ¥hy are we doirg this? And maybe that's
not what the bill does, so maybe I don't understand it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, you know, year after year we hear here that we are
losing faculty, we've got to raise pay, we've got to do all
these other things. This is a reward system for those
longstanding faculty members at the universities. Now, it
limits it to one per fifty faculty members. It's not a...and
in closing, I'll make some comments regarding how insignifi-
cant this is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well,...don't these faculty...longstanding faculty mem-
bers have other rewards? They're tenured faculty, they have
increased salary, they have pensions, they have medical
insurance. Don't they have other kinds of benefits? Do we
have to...do we have to grant...you know,...we have col-
leges...universities coming to us all the time saying they
need a tuition increase. Okay? So, now we're letting some
kids in free who may not even have finamcial problems so that
others are going to have to pay more to get in. I mean, that
just...you know, who are we representing here? I mean,...the
special interest groups ares getting smaller and smaller and

smaller. I mean, you know, I just don't understand why we're
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doing this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I rise in
support of this bill. I don't know how...many of you are
not are in higher education. Most of the questions asked by
the chairman of the higher education and some other people
was brought out in the committee. One of the points you're
missing, I think, ladies and gentlemen, is all of you want to
keep the strongest people possible on the faculties at the
different public wuniversities. Now, we have some of the
strongest private universities in America here in TIllinois;
Loyola, Chicago, Bradley, they all use this to give a
student, a son or a daughter of a faculty member a tuition
waiver to help keep that kind of a strong persom on the fac-
ulty. This is a tool that we can keep outstanding faculty
mesbers in public universities there *cause we did lose...did
lose two faculty members, I'm aware of, one at...at one uni-
versity and one at another becanse they had a job offer to a
university...a public university out of this State that gave
32 tuition waiver to their children while they were in col-
lege. This 1is a good bill. I urge all of you to vote Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock. Is there further discussion? If noot,
Senator DeAngelis may close. You may close, there's no fur-
ther discussion,

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

All right, thank you, Mr. President. dell, you know,
this thing 1is heating up a little bit. I do not think that
the bill is the greatest ia the world, but I don*t think it's
as bad as some people say it is. Let me point out to you a
couple of things. Pirst of all, as Senator Davidson indi-

cated, the private school systems do it, the commuaity col-
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lege school systems do i%; in fact, let me read to you...and
now we're talking about a hundred and fifty scholarships.
Okay? Currently, the Board of Higher Education gives out
thirty-three thousand and ninety-six scholarships on their
own that they're permitited to do by law, thirty-three thou-
sand and ninety-six. Not one of those...not one of
those...goes to the child of a faculty member. Let me read
to you where some of them go, and by the way, those are worth
twenty-six million dollars. Four thousand and seven:y-four
called statutory waivers, whatever that means; tvelve thou-
sand two hundred and seventy-three, and this is a good cause,
graduate assistance., But then there's seven thousand nine
hundred and thirteen that go to staff. ®hat does that mean?
Two thousand six hundred and twenty-nine to so-called cooper-
ating teachers. I guess if you're not cooperative, you don't
get one; one thousand five hundred and forty for acadenmic
purposes, one thousand four hundred and two for athletic pur-
poses, and then they got a category called miscellaneous, two
thousand one hundred and eleven. Now, what we’re arguing
about here is a hundred and fifty scholarships. A  hundred
and fifty when they're currently giving out, by law...that
doesn’t mean we say they have to do it, we say that they're
allowed to do it, thirty-three thousand and ninety-six.
Senator Lemke, I don't want to disagree with you, but at no
time did the university systems or its facul‘y oppose...I
take it back, the university administration bu%* not the fac-
ulty opposed the academic scholarship program. In fact, we
have one intact, it wvas passed last year. I believe you
voted for it. It's on streamr right now. The June graduates
of this year are eligible and are being notified for them. I
urge your approval of this program, and as I indicated, if we
want to include other people in the following years, I*ll be
happy to do it, This is a House bill that dealt strictly

with teachers. I*d be happy next year to 4include adminis-
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trators and other people. I urge your support for this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall House Bill 861 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On tha:t question, the Ayes are 23, the Nays are 23,
7 voting Present. House Bill 861 having failed +o receive a
majority...constitutional majority is declared 1lost. House
Bill 880, Senator Degnan., Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 880.

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

Senator Degnaa.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr President. House Bill 880 as amended
amends Section 83 of the Revenue Act to require that property
listed by a railroad wvwith ¢the Department of Revenue as
noncarrier real estate include the permanent real estate
index number when such number is available. It also as
amended removes Cook County from the provisions of Section
20E-1 of the Revenue Act which is commonly known as the For-
estry Development Act. Several years ago this Body enacted
law identifying the Forestry Development Act and that Act was
to encourage commercial timber developers in Illinois. How-
ever, there...it has served...the Act has served as a conven-
ieat vehicle for sheltering from taxation large, residential
estates. One...one such estate exists in Cook County. To my
knowledge, there are no commercial timberlands in Cook
County. This bill as amended will eliminate that tax shelter.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Yeah,...Senator Degnan, if it's a tax shelter
downstate...is it a tax shelter on Cook County?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

You mean if it's a tax shelter in Cook County is it a tax
shelter downstate? My...my knowledge of the other four hun-
dred and...or so people that have taken advantage of
this...does not include whether or not they're using it as a
tax shelter. My knowledge of Cook County does include that
information.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, you know, if you don't have the knowledge, you
ought not to be doing it. If you think it*s pretty dangerous
for Cook County, maybe, perhaps, it's dangerous for the rest
of the State as well. Now, you know, just a few minutes ago
you passed a bill that requested that the Body please extend
to the State's Attorney of Cook County the very same rights
the other counties had. Now, all of a sudden, we're back
again %o, well, let*’s leave Cook County out of it. You know,
if it*s good for Cook County...if it's good for downstate,
it's good for Cook County. Let's stop this assessment
changes for Cook County.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President. ¥ill the...will the sponsor
yield?

PhESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates ke will.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Do I nunderstand correctly that...and I'm speaking...to
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the amendment now, Senator,...do I understand correctly that
this...this is directed at...at one individual taxpayer?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Well, the amendment.,..the...the Act was vritten for
comnmercial timberlands and those people harvesting timber.
Unfortunately, one estate in Cook County has managed to get
certified by the Department of Conservation and, thus, is
qualified for a tax reduction. I am trying to resolve that
problem with this amendmen%. This may very well be happening
in some of the other hundred and one counties.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATDR ETHEREDGE:

Rell, I think...in an instance...such as this, we should
think very carefully about exempting Cook County £rom
the...the benefits of the program. It...it appears to nme
that Cook County even more than many of the other couanties
since it is so heavily populated should be particularly
interested in...in preserving some of those...those areas
which still remain “hat...that are forested. I wouldaesIeasa.l
would say...and this...as my recollection is, that this was
passed as part of the Prairie State 2000 Program. I think it
ought to...ought to be applied Statewide. If there is a...if
there is a need, if the program isn't operating as we ini-
tially felt that it should, then I think we ought to change
the program but change...change it so that it continues to
affect all the hundred and two counties.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

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

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Well, under Prairie State 2000 the Forestry Development
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Act, I believe, was written with the intent to help those
people who were commercial timber growers inm the southern
part of this State. Unfortunately, someone in Cook County
has managed to become qualified and we seek to...resolve that
problem with this legislation. I'd appreciate your help.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Que;tion is, shall House Bill 880 pass. 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 38, the Nays are 16,
1 voting Present. House Bill 880 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 833,
Senator Priedland. Bead the bill, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 883.

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

Senator...Friedland.

SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 883, the synopsis on the Calendar is cor-
rect, It provides that the township board of trustees may
require any unpaid account presen*ed for approval *o be veri-
fied as reasonable ra*her than just. Now the background for
this is that presently the town board of trustees is regquired
to accept all bills which meet the just standard. This has
been interpreted to require than an item or service was pur-
chased is broadly described and approved within the budget
document. This change reflects...this change to reasonable
would reflect the intended permit of the...trustees to reject
bills which they determine that are excessive and thereby
remove...from potential abuse. 1It's supported by the town-

ship officials and there's one amendment on it was adopted in
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the Senate which is supported by the municipal league, and I
urge your favorable consideration of this bill. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If aot, the question is, shall
House Bill 883 pass. 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 53, the Nays are none, none voting Present. House
Bill 883 having received the constitaotionmal majority is
declared passed. House Bill... House Bill 838, Senator Rock.
Read the bill...House Bill 3900, Senator Netsch. House Bill
903, Senator Smith. Read the bill, Mr, Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 903.

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

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
903...0riginal bill was eliminated and Amendment 1 became the
bill which provided for the.,..director of the Department of
Central Management Services is authorized to convey a quit-
claim deed for the consideration of one dollar the following
described property to the National Conference of Black Law~-
yers.so the Community College of Law atsseInternational
Diplomacy in Chicago. The Depariment of...of Central Manage-
ment has never attempted to sell this property in gquestion
because the property is located in the depressed area. The
property was originally the Singer wmansion, property of
owners of the sewing machine company and the property was
eventually donated to *he State Board of Higher Education,
and the board conveyed the property to the Department of...of

Central Management in 1972 with the condition that the Col-
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lege of Law be allowed %*o remain at the property and the Col-
lege of Law has been located at the property since 1370.
Now,vthe College of Law has been...certified by the Secretary
of State as a general non-for-profit corporation since 1977
and the National Conference of Black Lawyers was certified by
the IRS as a tax exempt under Section 501 of the Inter-
national Revenue Code, and once...we added another amendment
to this to stipulate that whenever this school decided not to
remain...on this property, that it would go directly back to
the.,.be reverted back to our State, and X...if there aren’t
any questions, then I would like to reconmmend that we adopt
this piece of legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, any discussion? If not, the guestion is,
shall House Bill 903 pass. Those in favor will voie Aye.
Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House Bill 903 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 909, Senator Degnan. House bills 3rd reading, House
Bill 909, Mr. Secretary, read the bill,

SECRETARY:
House Bill 909,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, MHr. President. House Bill 309 amends the
Chicago Sanitary District Act to increase from sixty days ta
one year the time period in which the civil service exam must
be takem and an eligible 1list establised after temporary

appointment t> the position where there is no eligible 1list.
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Be happy to ansver any questions.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SEVATOR DEMUOZIO)

All right, any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 309 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opan. 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 nomne, none voting Present. House Bill 903 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 910, Senator Degnan. House bills 3rd reading, House
Bill 910.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 910.

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

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, MNr. President. House Bill 910 contains much
of the same...verbage that vas included in Senate Bill 614,
It amends the municipal...Chicago Sanitary District Article
of the Pension Code, removes the eigh:t hundred dollar monthly
cap on survivor's benefits and provides fifty percent of the
pension benefits to the spouse, mnuch 1like other pension
funds. It also makes a %wo percent flat vrate optional,
includes an automatic increase beginning on the first anni-
versary date of retirement as opposed to the age sixty, sur-
viving spouse's benefits are not terminated upon remarriage
and allows employees to avoid early retirement penalty by
making a one-time contribution. This is exempt from the
Mandate's Act and the Illinois Economic and...Fiscal Connis-
sion recommends approval giving the current funding of
seventy~eight percent of the fund.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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All right, any discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL;

Thank you, very much. Just to...alert everybody, this is
a twenty-siz million six hundred thousand dollar accrued
liability with a two milliom nine hundred thousand dollar
annual cost.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would also like to call the
attention to the Body to a report issued yesterday that says
the fund is funded at seventy-eight percent now, it was
seventy-two percent last year. Absent any other questions,
I'd move passage of House Bill 910,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall House Bill 910 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 30, the Nays are 27, 8 voting Present. House
Bill 910 having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 932, Senator Degnan.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 332.

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

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 932 as amended
creates the Dietetic Practice Act. It removes...the amend-
ment we put on earlier removes the medical society's objec-
tions, makes the profession subject to regulation and con-

trol, assures minimal competency. 1I'd be happy to answer aany
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questions.,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
House Bill 932 pass. Those 1in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. House Bill 932 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. House Bill 935, Senator Fawell,
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBRETARY:
House Bill,..House Bill 935,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. This is a sort of a nmerely
bill...no this is...this is the...the...the bill on the
school district reorganization plan. If you will...if you
will look on your desks, somewhere in your papers, you will
see a yellow piece of paper, and if we can...quickly go down
the.,.the major provisions, I...I think a lot of questions
night be...answered. The major provision...firs:t of all, all
reorganization proposals will require the approval of a
najority of the voters in each affected district. That was
Senator Maitland's amendment which was successfully put on,
that's each affected district before being implemented, which
means veto pover for...in another words. The other major
provisions is, it shall...the reorganization coummittee will
be created in each of the fifty-six dovwnstate educational
regions. The committees will be elected by the boards of
aducation in each region. Now, the original bill called for

a minimum of seventeen and a mpaximum of fourteen members;
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that, too, has been taken off, each school digtrict now will
be represented on this board. Cook County will be divided
into three subregions and Chicago is...excluded from this
bill., The reorganization's committee will study the size and
structure of the school districts in the region and report
the recommendations concerning the need for reorganization to
the State Reorganization Committee no later than June 30th,
1986, That, too, is a change in the original bill. Any
resdrganization plan recommended by the committee must be sub-
mitted to the voters for their approval. If approved,
the...the plan must be implemented by July Ist, 1988. That,
too, 1is changed. If the plan is rejected, the committee has
a chance to go back, look over the map again, see if there is
a.s» the objections of the voters can be net. They can
resubmit another plan one more time, if it doesn't pass the
second time, the reorganization committee will be dissolved.
The dual districts combining to form a unit district will
retain the same maximum taxing authority as the combined
maximum taxing authority before they consolidated. There
will be a 1.6 million dollar budget to provide...to assist
local reorganization's committee to conduct their studies and
the State Board of Education will serve as the State Reorgan-
ization Committee and will be responsible for procedures,
providing statistical information, coordinating the work
between the reorganization®’s committee and presenting an
annual progress report to the Governor and the General Assem-
bly. I don't believe, if you look at the bill the way it has
been amended, that there is really anything in this bill now
that...that prevents anyone from voting against it. If you
look at the bill carefully, you will see what we are talking
about basically is having people sit down locally, look a the
map see if it indeed makes sense; if it does, I guess, they
can just go home; if doesn't though, and I think in some

cases it may not, submit it to our voters. As I say, the
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main objection that I have been hearing on this bill
and...and, believe me, I've gotten a lot of phone calls on
it, is that the school districts are concerned that they
would not have the veto power. This was granted in Senator
Maitland's amendment. If you have any questions, I'd be
happy to answer then.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. A question, please,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she will yield.
SENATOR LUFT:

Does this bill repeal +the existing laws bylvhich school
districts may consolidate?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

No, it does not, but the problem has been...it®s been
forty years since anybody has really sat dovn and looked at
this map and made any sense out of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Then I would like to speak in
opposition to this bill simply because I think it's a little
foolish to have two different ways %o consolidate schools,
one that is the existing law and one that we're setting forth
here, And since the changes have been made, Senator, I hope
that I...I'n not wrong in what I'm trying to say. But it is
my understanding that when you do consolidate, the mininum
nunber of students in that school district will be fifteen
hundred. Am I correct? That's been changed? All right. Am

I rtight in saying that this plan has o be submitted to the



Page 202 - JONE 25, 1985

State Board of Education for approval?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

It...it...all righ*, for techrical...first of all, 1I'il
answer the last gquestion, for technical purposes only. It
has to be submitted to the State Board to make sure that, you
know, what they've done is technically right and conforms to
the law, but those...that...that's all tha%t's for. The other
provision...no, also, and I'm glad you brought that up.
It.e..it is...they are suggested guidelines but they no
longer, againr, are in the bill that you...I'D...¥e are
mandating that there has to be certain sizes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft,

SENATOR LUFT:

Question. 1If, in fact, there are seven members appointed
to the school consolidation district, two school districts
choose to consolidate, those two members representing
those..»two school districts on that board vote Aye %o con-
solidate, five other members vote No. Will that eliminate
the plan?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

-..in order to pass, it has to be submitted to the
voters. Are you saying, though, if on the regiomal board
there are five that vote No that they don*t want to submit
the board...submit the plan and two that say, yes, they do
vant *o submit the plan? My...my handler says, he doesnt't
see that happening.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Luft, would you bring your remarks to a close?

SENATOR LUFT:
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I just want to know if that can happen? I don't know
whether anybody can see it happen or not, but I just want to
know under this bill if that can happen?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Okay. a1l right...the...the joint committee bas to agree
on what is submitted to the voters, SO...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft, woald you bring your remarks to a close?
SENATOR LUFT:

A11 right., Based on that amswer and other than having a
dual system of consolidation and the fact that the two school
districts that wish to comsolidate may not be able to under
this program, I would sincerely urge a No vote on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senator Fawell, of all the years that I've been
here, I've never gotten the mail, the phone calls from the
people in my district vehemently opposing this consolidation
of schools. Now, I knov there have been some anmendments
hecre, and whatever the amendments are, they're still opposed
to this...to this action. And I wanted to tell you along
with so many others that I thimk...it's a move you're going
in the wrong direction, amd I will certainly be voting No on
this and see...and try to encourage others to do likewise.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would just like to stand in

oppasition to this bill. I think that this is a...really a

terrible idea but the problem with it is it's being sold to
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us under the guise of being a reform and part of a reform
package, a reform package based on a few studies, a few
minuscule revievs of some fourteen schools throughout the
State which say that in those schools where you have under
five bhundred kids in high school, they may not do as well,
Well, if you drav the analogy to some of the small schools,
their basketball teams don't do as well either. It...a lot
depends on the <caliber of the children that you have. The
attitude *that's taken 1is that...this so-called reform is
going to help us downstate. It's kind of the attitude that,
vell, ve got a bunch of hayseeds down there who don't know
what they®'re doing, so let's help them out a little bit and
give them this reform as part of this package. Well, I just
vant to say to those around Chicago who are rounding up the
votes in favor of this so-called reform, please don't do us
any favor dowanstate, you're certainly not doing us one and I
just want to say *hat if this is reform, then we'll have none
of it downstate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

There's eight more speakers that seek recognition on this
legislation. Senator Lenke. There's nine more now with
Demuzio. Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I rise against this bill. Basically, I thought maybe it
just applied to downstate until we get around to 1look into
Cook County. We have some successful small school districts
in the City of Chicago and the gquality of those stu-
dents...out of those students that go to those small schools,
the ma jority of then going to college and becone
ae.s.s.accomplished people. I think this is a bad way to go., I
don't think school districts should be...consolidated if
they're successful financially and educationalwise, and I
don*t think that they should be consolidated with a bigger

district that 1is more confused in what they're doing. And
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the basic thing as I look at it is looked at what happened to
the City of Chicago when they got away to the...away from the
neighborhood school concept. The people failed to realize
the importance of those schools in their...area and the
schools started to go down and down and the neighbors didn't
care about themn. To this day, they still don't care about
them, they don't participate in the athletic events, they
don't participate in any of the activities., Now there is a
drive to go back to these small neighborhood school areas
because they actually contributed to the growth not only of
the child but t5 the community and to the business im that
community. I think this is a bad concept. I think small
school districts should be left to exist and carry on their
practices that they have done. I ask for a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloon. We have now...ten speakers that seek
recogrition. Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOMN:

I'd...I'd move the previous question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloom has moved the previous question, that's it.

#e have..,s,Schuneman, Berman, Poshard, Daniel, Topinka,
Lechowice, Demuzio, Schaffer and Maitland, . Senator
Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'm not opposed +to downstate
schools studying...consolidation reorganization; in fact,
I...XI think that...that they should and we should. What I an
concerned about are some of the nuambers that wvere in this
bill. In my district, e have some small schools who are
looking a%t consolidation, some of them have one hundred stu-
dents. There...I can think of three schools each of whonm
have about a hondred students im high school who are

stroggling with the gquestion of whether or not to consoli-
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date. A question of the sponsor and that is that...that on
page 5 of the origimal bill, it indicated that the committee
shall ensare *hat under the plan every school district will
meet the following minimum criteria, and then it 1lists high
schools of five hundred students. 1Is that still in the bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

(Machine cutoff)...no, those are...what those are are
minimum suggestions. They are not mandated and not mandated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:

Okay. My question is, has the language on page 5, line
3, been changed or does it still say that it shall ensure?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

No. The language has been changed, it no longer says
shall...ensure.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I think it's important for us to rise above percep-
tion and look at fact, and I identify very strongly with many
of my downstate colleagues that are apprehensive regarding
any bill that would mandate that a quality small school dis-
trict would be abolished under this bill. And if that was
the fact, I would not be standing ap in support of this bill,
but let me suggest something to you, that is not what this
bill does. This bill...this bill merely asks that a citi-
zens' committee consider restructuring in order to...to

decrease the number of school districts that we have in the
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State of Illinois. Consider it, after that citizens' conmmit-
tes formulates a policy based upon suggested numbers, sug-
gested not mandatéd, suggested numbers, any plan that they
put together to decrease the number of school districts in
that area must be submitted to the voters. If the voters
don't like it, it goes back to that citizens' committee. If
the citizens*' committee doesn't come back with a second
approved suggested plan and it's turned down a second tinme,
that's the end of it, There is nothing mandated in this bill
except to evaluate whether we ought to have less school dis-
tricts in Illinois. We have a thousand and six school dis-
tricts, ladies and gentlemen, we have the third largest
number of school districts of any state in the nation.
Regardless of how good your local school is, a good amount of
money, State and local resources, are eaten up by the admin-
istration involved in a thousand’and six school districts.
¥e are asking in this bill that citizens' committees look at
¥ays to cut that number, *ha%'s all this bill does. Now 1let
me point out to you, in committee, three groups signed in in
support of this bill and I'm usually not the spokesman for
these three organizations on the Floor of this Body. Those
three groups happen to have been the Illinois State Chamber
of Commerce, the 1Illinois Farm Bureau and the Taxpayers'
Federation. The reason that they have signed in in support
of this bill is that they feel that in order to make nmeaning-
fal progress...along the broad base of education reform, one
element of that reform package ought to be to look at...to
look at ways to...decrease the number of school districts
that we have in Illinois. That's all this bill does. I
would urge an Aye vote %o look at ways to decrease the number
of school districts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:
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Thank you, MNr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. With all due respect to my esteemed colleague, Sena-
tor Fawell, I rise in opposition to this bill, realizing of
course that Senator Maitland's amendment has made the bill
somewhat more palatable for those of us from rural areas of
this State. Over two weeks ago, I listened to Superintendent
Sanders testify to the Elementary, Secondary Education
Conmittee. His remarks were based in large part upon a study
recently completed by *he State Board of Education and a
study wupon which I feel a large portion of this bill was
drated. The study indicated that high schools of approxi-
mately five hundred and elementary districts of somewhere
around a thousand offered “he best chance for educational
opportunity and excellence in this State. Other studies
which I have read over the years and have been completed in
various parts of the country shov no relationship whatsoever
to size and educatiomal excellence, but we choose to believe
one particular study. This bill is being sold on the basis
of educational quality. Compare, if you will, the children
from our small rural schools against children from many of
the larger city schools and let's see if our kids measure up.
Are the scores of these children 1lower than the national
average for SAT or SAT...ACT scores, national achievement
test scores? They're not. Compare our children and the
courses that they're offered, since +the superintendent
addressed several courses being offered in a school district
as more applicable to educational excellence. Compare what
our schools offer now against the State board's own require-
ments for what our children should have. The superintendent
says we need more foreign languages. W®ell, hov many foreign
languages do the State...does the State board require right
now for our children to graduate from high school. Do we
meet that requirement? Of course, we do. How manyY...the

superintendent says we need more courses on math. How many
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courses right now does the State Board of Education require
for our children to graduate from high school? Do our small
schools meet those mandates? 0f course, they do. ¥hat if
they don't meet the mandates? Then they're out of compli-
ance.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...would you bring your remarks to a close?
SENATOR POSHARD:

We hear the contention we need to get back %o basics.
Our small schools have never left the basics. We have taught
them, our kids still get them. The neighborhood school issue
is always a problem. The small school is the glue that keeps
our small communities together. A few years ago when busing
became a big problem, the suburbs were the first people to
cry.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator.

SENATOR POSHARD:

I'm sorry, Mr. President, I will bring my remarks to a
close. The neighborhood school is important to our people.
It*'s where our people meet, it's where they...our civic clubs
meet, it's where we attend ball games. 1It's where we meet to
discuss our conmnunity problems. This bill is being sold on
sducational excellence, it has nothing to do with that. Oour
small schools do provide educational excellence. This is a
first step in the wrong direction for our schools and I would
ask that you vote agaimst this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

WEEK-TV seeks permission to videotape. Is there objec-
tion? Hearing no objection, permission is granted. Senator
O'Daniel.

SENATOR O'DANIEL:
Mr. President and members of the Senate, I...I rise in

opposition to this bill. 1In ny senatorial district there are
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forty-seven districts and only nine of the...of the forty-
seven districts qualify...meet the minimum criteria of gqual-
ifications if this becomes 1law. And, you know, the...the
small communities in downstate Illinois are having problens
surviving now, all community activities are hinged around the
schools in these small communities. Children will be bused
for a longer periods...of time as a result of...of this
legislation, and one of our big concerns is the cost. #Who's
going to pay for it? And maybe if we don't...if we do vote
it down two or three times and this becomes law, we're
fearful that probably...probably we will be more or less
stormed or...or forced *o0...to consolidate later.,.further
down the 1line because funds will probably be withheld.
I...0oppose this bill very much and I...I hope that the other
members will also.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz. Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I stand in support of this bill. I think it allows
for a lot of public participation and broad range inpat.
It*'s fair in that it can be rejected. Not only that, it's a
good idea because I don't how one cam consider educational
reform if the basic system is automatically skewed to have a
problem of basically proliferation, inefficiency, duplication
and fragmentation all the way across the board. I don't see
how people can possibly afford to keep these kind of school
districts going in this particular fashion. In districts
that we have in our district right now, we have schools that
don*t have enough kids. The public wvwill not pay for refer-
eanda to keep these schools operating, financially they’re
bused. They don't have enough kids, they're suppor*ing half
enpty or almost empty schools and it can?t go on this way. I

think before we start looking at this, we're...you know, in
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general, in terms of school reform, we're going to have to
realize +that it may be painful, it may be emotional and we
may have ties to our old school district, but if all we're
trying to do here is keep together maybe a basketball team or
old school colors, it's a damn expensive way of doing it.
Andl I think it's time we just look at this seriously, it's a
fair maneuver, it can be rejected by the public. We kick it
around every year, nov it's time to do something about this
and I would encourage its support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Senator Rock said he waived me his time. I'd like to ask
the sponsor one question, if I might. Senator Fawell, Sena-
tor Schuneman made mention a few minutes ago relevant to page
5, line 3, saying that the...the plan shall ensure...that
under the plan every school district will meet both the
following minimum criteria for the appropriate type, which in
fact means...enrollment and assessed valuation, so it in fact
is a mandate that those are...are there. They are...they are
not discretionary at all, says shall...can you tell me why
the enrollment for the secondary schools are at five hundred
and why at the elementary we have established, say, at mini-
muer level of a thousand and that the uni‘¢ districts why we
have to establish a minimum enrollment of fifteen hundred?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell,

SENATOR FAWELL:

sseOlea,in Amendment 2, have you got that? Amendment 2,
line 19, page 1,...(Machine cutoff)...you know, if you want
to come over and peek over my shoulder, like the company. It
says, "Will meet the following wminimum criteria for the
appropriate type unless a justifiable exception is stated."

And in another portion of the bill it said, "unless fea-
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sible."
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Okaye. Then...then %ell me, what do you mean if...in
terns of if it's feasible? Who...who...makes the determi-
nation as to the feasibility?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FARELL:

If...if the kids are going to be on the buses too long,
you know, there®s all kinds of reasons I'm sure why this
would not be feasible in your...in your districts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Hell, first of all, I...I don't know who determines this
feasibility. I guess this wide discretionary power is some-
how rather granted to the State Board of Education or to
the...the State board that is supposedly going to be created
as a result of this reorganization committee, Let me suggest
to you...and I think every person in here understands the
geographics of where we are and how this is going to affect
us, and I think we®ve heard that rhetoric already today. But
let me Just suggest to you, I have on the west side of my
senatorial district, the 97th House District, there are
three...three school districts in there that meet the mininum
criteria that's provided for in your bill. That would mean
in some instances I would have to have even one or two coun-
ties that would have to transport kids to a different county,
to a different school just in order to meet the minimum cri-
teria that is in your bill. Now, you say that this is volum-
tary, I say...and suggest to you that your bill indicates

that it is wmandatory. I think this is bad legislation, I
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would ask my friends from the city to simply just to lay off
of this bill, this ought not to be part of their reorganiza-
tion package and I think it's certainly is not in the inter-
est...as a matter of fact, Senator Fawell, if I were from the
city, I would wvant the reorganization of school districts
simply to...the consolidation issue to remain as it is,
because under the existing Statute it says, that the school
districts involved that the vote is simply a majority of...of
all of those combined., Under this bill, it says...and, of
course, it's mnuch better for a downstater that under this
bill that...all of the school districts involved, if it's two
or three or whatever, have to carry the vote. So it seens to
me that 935 is not in the interest of...of downstate legis-
lators and I would hope that our friends from the city would
not vote on this particular piece of legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer. Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate, Without question, this is one of the most
emdtional issues I think we've dealt with this Session. That
can't be ignored, but let me attempt to dispel a couple of
the statements that have been made on the Floor this after-
noon and have been made by people who I've had the privilege
of debating this issue with out in the Rotunda in the 1last
few days. Without guestion...without gquestion, people come
to us and say, if we reorganize the schools and aove that
high school out of our community, the community is going to
die. Senator Poshard, you are an educator and you made that
statement, but 1let me suggest to you that the Cheverolet
dealer is gone, the John Deere dealer is gone, that's hap-
pened in our small communities because of economic reason.
It's a fact of life, changing times, and if we are to suggest

that the only thing that holds that community...together is
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the school because that provides an opportunity for people to
go to meet, then I would suggest to you and others that we
are not concerned about the education of boys ard girls.
That is a terrible reason %o suggest that schools should
remain ip a small community. Let me also address the issue
of the ACT scores, the fact that in many small schools the
ACT scores are higher as an average. Again, those of you who
are educators and know the makeup of those small school dis-
tricts recognize the fact, if you will, please, that they
don*t enjoy some of the problems that the larger urbam school
districts have and the very makeup of those young people.
They are a bit brighter ard naturally will have a higher ACT
score. Is that the suggestion, it's the high school or the
grade school that causes that to happen? Of course not, it's
not a fact at all. If you are suggesting to that child that
in high school he or she can only have thirty or
forty...access to thirty or forty courses, what have you done
to that child? Compare that with access to seventy or eighty
courses and how mnuch brigh*ter tha* child might be and how
much brighter that child might do in the future. We have to
consider that. I have a 1lot of small rural school dis-
tricts, just as Senator Demuzio has and Senator Welch has,
and this is a tough issue for me. That's why the amendment
went on that suggested that this referendum had to pass in
every‘ school district affected. I agreed with you and we
have done that, What more can you ask? dith respect to
funding, I would love to go out to my small school districts
and promise them more money, but I can't do that, two
reasons. Number one, their cost per student is so high that
I can't sell that in this General Assembly, and the legis-
lators on that side of the aisle who spoke against that bill
have the same problem as I do; but I can promise them that in
the future as we begin to comsider school district reorgan-

ization, we will in fact reward them as we have been trying
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to do in the past with legislation that addresses that con-
cern and as they become more efficient, as they...begin to
provide more courses for kids, the money will be there.
That's important, it's boys and girls we're talking about.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitlamd, would you bring your remarks to a
close?

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Yes, sir, Mr. President. I said at :the outset, it's an
emotional issue and I understand that. We are in a Session
where we are dealing with esducational reform. If we are con-
cerned about the future of education in Illinois, school dis-
trict reorganization is one of those areas, no:t a mandate,
but it has to pe considered. This is good legislation,
effective legislation and I urge your support for House Bill
935,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell may close.

SENATOR PARELL:

Thank youw, very mnmuch. I would like to answer a few of
the gquestions that have been brought up in the debate. First
of all, I, too, have received a lot of phone calls and a lot
of mail on this issue, including, very frankly, a couple of
school districts im my district that possibly could be
affected by this legislation. Bottom line is they do not
know what the bill says in its present form and I think if
you ask or you talk to most of these people...and, believe
me, in the last two or three days I have been talking to
people from all over the State. They do not kmow about, for
imnstance, the veto ability of school districts to opt out of
this reorganization plan if they don't want it. He are...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your point.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:
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#Well, I don't know of any opt out provisions that are in
this bill, Senator. Voluntary opt out of school districts,
you must be on a different bill.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

-ses5enator Fawvell is on closing remarks. She's within
her right. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

What...what T am referring to is the fact that if one
school district does not want to consolidate, with...with
Senator Maitland's amendment, they may indeed not join into
the consolidation, That's what that amendmen%t is all about,
each district must in their...within their own coanfines of
their own district pass this plan within their own district.
So, indeed, there may be such a thing called a veto power by
a smaller district who decides they don't want *his...there
have been some mentions about the fac* that this will only
basically effect southera Illinois, this is not true, this
will effect my district. I have somewhat the opposite prob-
len perhaps as some of you do, I have one town in @y
school...dY.e.in my district that has fifteen thousand people
and three high school districts within it, for the simple
reason that twenty, thirty years ago that towan did not exist,
and I think i*'s only fair that that town would be able to
look at their map and decide if that's indeed the way they
vant to go or do they want to join under the auspices of one
high school, There are no minimum requirements in the bill
anymore. You, if you want to, can keep your neighborhood
schools in...certainly your grammar schools, we're not
talking about busing people two and half or three hours such
as has been suggested to me by some of these phone calls.
What we are talking abou% is look at the idea of a unit dis-
trict. There are advantages in a unit district. 1If you've
got five school districts feedirng into one high school,

shouldn't the children all arrive at the high school in :the
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sabe...¥ith the same background, the same knowledge? There
was talk about 1languages and the fact that a...a school
between four hundred and five hundred can offer as...as good
a language program. The sta*istics *hat prove that that's
not true,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, would you bring your remarks to a close?
SENATOR FAWELL;

All right. We are *talking abou%t education reform, this
certainly is an ingredient tha* rust be considered. All we
are asking is that the people in the State sit down and look
at the map and try and make some sense of it. If you think
it*s sensible, if your people think it's sensible the way it
is, fine, keep it the way it is but at least let'S...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

esesthe...the...the question is, shall 935 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that ques-
tion, the Ayes are 27, the Nays are 27, 1 voting Present.
House Bill 935 having failed to receive the constitutiomal
majority is declared lost. For what purpose Senator Fawell
arise?

SENATOR FAWELL:

+««s.postponed consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator PFawell seeks leave of the Body to postpone con-
sideration of 935. 1Is leave granted? Hearing no objection,
leave is granted. House Bill 349, Senator Chew. House Bill
352, Senator O'Daniel. House Bill 357, Senator Lechowicz.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 957,

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

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and...Gentlemen of
the Senate. Senate...House Bill 357 would permit a person
who has served in the Vietnam Veterans' Organization or the
Polish Leaqgue of American Veterans to be able to serve on the
Veterans®' Assistance Commission. That's all this bill does
and I encourage your Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion
is, shall House Bill 957 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wisH? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 56 Ayes,
no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 957 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed. On
the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 364, HNr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 9364.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Topinkae.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, the...this amends the Illinois Purchasing Act. It
requires that...State advertisements for bids to approximate
the number of days between a contractor®s or vendor's submis-
sion of a bill and the State's payment be published. It
would require each advertisement for a bid in the...in the

official State newspaper to include the estimated timetable
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for payment and it basically notifies potential vendors when
to...expect payment for services rendered. DCHS has no prob-
lep with the bill. I don't know of any opposition.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, +the gquestion
is, shall House Bill 964 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 54 Ayes,
no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 964 having received
the required consti*utional majority is declared passed. On
the Order of House Bills 3rd Beading is House Bill 971. BRead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 971,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:
Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, House Bill 971 as amended does
three different things. The original bill increases pen-
alties for theft of property where there have been prior
convictions for robbery, armed robbery, burglary, residential
burglary or home...home invasion. That was the basic bill.
In addition :to that, Senate Bill 646 which passed this Cham-
ber 53 to 1 has been added to it which creates...new crimes
dealing in stolen property and possession of altered property
and includes profit forfeiture provisions for those who
commit those crimes. In addition to that, +this bill was
amended to incorporate Senate Bill 632 which is an attempt to
broaden the Illinois Death Penalty Statute somevhat by adding
an additional aggravating facior to the eight which already

exist under that Statute. The additional factor reading that
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the pmurder was compitted in a cold, calculated and
premeditated manner pursuant to a preconceived plan, scheme
or design to take a human life by unlawful means and the con-
duct of the defendant created a reasonable expectation that
the death of a human being would reselt therefrom. It is
this last provision dealing wvwith the death penalty which
might...warrant some attention. He've had a debate twice,
first when this bill passed and second one, this amendment to
House Bill...971 was put on regarding any possible constitu-
tional challenge to this death penalty provision, and on both
occasions I pointed out that this language is taken in large
part from a Florida Statute which has been...the constitu-
tionality of which has been upheld by the Supreme Court in
that state and also by *he U.S. Supreme Court which denied an
appeal to review the case. 1I'd be happy to answer any gques-
tions, otherwise, would urge a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Sangmeister,

END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, thank you. Once again, I'm sure it's like...as we
say, spitting into the wind, but, again, this provision...I
don't know how many bills Senator Barkhausen has attempted to
put this on, but in my opinion, and I think most of us over
here are of the opinion, at 1least, that that particular
provision is jeopardizing, in my opinion, the death penalty
section of the Illinois Statutes and I think we're taking a
chance by practically saying that every homicide is a death
penalty case and as much as we'd like to believe in that,
we...the Supreme Court, God's world, never will.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOMN:

I, too, join with Senmator Sangmeister. <This...you know,
it's well-intended, this particular provision, but it's got
serious constitutional problems and I think it has the exact
opposite effect of what the sponsor intends and S0 Te..I
would join Senator Sangmeister in standing in opposition to
this and I aurge that i% be rejected. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I guess it's the three musketeers, 'cause I join in
opposition too. The people who really know best about this
are the law enforcement officials and I haven't received any
phone calls or any testimony in committee from law enforce-
ment officials or judges that said, we need this, we need
this on our Death Penalty...Statutes. We've already got

Death Penalty Statutes on there. They have beer found con-
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stitutional. The Supremen Court has given us guide-
lines...this...this legislation does not fall within those
Supreme Court guidelines. It's not needed by the law
enforcement officials or *the judges. It is unconstitu-
tional. I think we®re being very irresponsible to pass this
legislation and if you don't waat to vote No, then perhaps,
for some of you, especially on the other side of the aisle, a
better vote would be Present,
PRESIDENT:

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

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
murder is murder no matter who is being murdered, and I think
what the amendment in this bill does assures us that whoever
does a horrible, dastardly act should account for it, I
don*t think there's anything wrong with it. I think...it?s
high time we stop mollycoddling the defendants who...commit
nurder and since...it has already been upheld, this partic-
ular amendment, the basis of it has...has been upheld by the
Supreme Court of Florida, I believe., I think i%t's worth
giving it a chance. I speak in favor of the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Barkhausen may close.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, just quickly responding to
those who...who assert that somehow this bill may be uncon-
stitutional, I think it's sort of presumptious for some of us
to suggest that this might be unconstitutional when, in fact,
the constitutionality of almost this exact language has been
upheld by the highest court in the land. Who are we to spec-
ulate it and on some subsequent case brought before it the
Supreme Court is going to reverse itself? Now I appreciate
that there are many of those here in this Chamber and those

in this State who have moral objections to the death penalty,
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that may be one basis for opposing this bill, but I think it
is false to suggest that this bill is unconstitutional; and
those who feel strongly that we ought to have a death penalty
and that we ought to have some teeth inm it, I think they
should be supporting this bill, and I urge a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 371 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 43 Ayes, 12 Nays, none voting Present. House Bill
971 having received the requnired constitutional nmajority is
declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is
House Bill 975, Bead the...I beg your pardon, Senator
FPriedland, for what parpose do you arise?

SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, fr. President. Just briefly, I see a colleague
from the House here with a tear in his...
PRESIDENT:

«seSenator Friedland.

SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Briefly, I see our colleague from the House here, Repre-
sentative White, with a tear in his eye, I'm not sure what
he's doing but we're glad he's here. Come back again next
year.

PRESIDENT:

On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill
375. Read the bill, Mr. Secre*ary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 975.

(Ssecretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does is amends the Criminal Code to revise and
toughens the law on a legal automatic weapon. Prohibits
sawed-off rifles from being used. I think it's a good bill.
I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall House Bill 375 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 49 Ayes,
4 Nays, 1 voting Present. House Bill 975 having received the
regquired constitutional majority is declared passed. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, the middle of page 10, is
House Bill 343. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 349,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDENT:
Senator Chew.
SERATOR CHER:

Thank you, Mr. President This bill restores the provi-
sion that was taken out in 1381, Came out of committee a
unanimous vote, There's no opposition. I would ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Barkhausen. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much. #ill the sponsor yield?

PRESIDENT:
Indicates he?ll yield, Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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Well, what this bill does, its...it takes away the
authority from wunicipalities...it takes away the authority
from nunicipalities...the authority to license motor vwehicles
used to transport students from schools. It also takes out
provisions dealing with the ability of municipalities to
charge fees for registering vehicles for vehicle stickers.
What I want to know is why we want to take away the authority
from the punicipalities to license school vehicles, vehicles
that transport students and why do ve want to take away the
agthority from municipalities to charge a fee for sticker for
these vehicles for kids that transport the kids in their own
municipalities? Why are we doing that? Isn®t it in the best
interest of kids that the municipalities have some licens-
ing...power?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

Senator, youn know very well that these vehicles...and
we're only talking about school buses that are licensed by
the Secretary of State. Now, if we want to play some game or
from any further cause, let's play the games, but let's not
emasculate the bill simply because you want to play games.
You know it as well as I do and if you'll read the last anal-
ysis on the page, which you should have one; if don't, I have
it. This bill restores provisions prohibiting
aessesmunicipality from licensing the school buses enacted in
1981, restores, Right. It restores the provision. That's
right,

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I agree with you, Senator Chew, it restores the provision
prohibiting the licensing of school buses from municipal-

ities. We are in agreement. It does restore the provision
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that prevents municipalities from licensing school buses,
just as I said. Why are we doing that? Shouldn®t municipal-
ities have the right to license their own school buses that
transport the kids in their muricipalities? Shouldn't they
have <*the right to charge a fee for a vehicle sticker...if
they...if they want to? W®hy are we taking this privilege
avay from them? It*s their kids.
PRESIDENT:

Senator...Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

Senator, this does mot affect the City of Chicago. House
Bill 15 did that in 1981, and ten of the House bills deny
home rule to municipalities. That was all changed and only
deals with municipalities with less than one million inhabi-
tants. He...

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I know what the bill does...I'm glad that you now
know what the bill does. I know what the bill does and the
fact that it doesn®t apply to municipalities over one million
has npothing to do with what I have talked about, nothing
whatsoever. The fact is, manicipalities outside the City of
Chicago no longer under this provision would have the right
to license school buses in their mmnicipality and they can't
charge a fee for vehicle stickers in their own municipalities
that take their own kids. T don't know why we're doing that.
PRESIDENT:

..sfurther discussion? Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Well, Senator Chew, it certainly upsets me when I see
that you're going to force something like me...you say that
beczause it excludes Chicago, but look what you're doing to us

downstate, and you mean to say that we are going to be pro-
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hibited from licensing school buses? Well...well, this is a
terrible move and I certainly oppose this, and I think every-
one else downstate ought to be opposed to it because what
you're doing is saying exactly what Senator Marovitz is
doing, and this...everyone of us should...should be voting No
on this. It's bad. If it®'s good for one part of the State,
it ought be good for all parts of the State; if it's bad for
one part, it's bad for the other, and this is a bad bill.
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Chew may close,

SENATOR CHEW:

Mr. President, in committee we had people to come in and
testify. The municipalities do no:t want the regulation.
They're regulated by the Secretary of State. No one from any
part of the State opposed this regulation. No one, let me
emphasize, from any part of this State opposed this bill. It
came out of the House with seventy-six votes, camse out of
committee in the Senate with a unanimous vote, no one opposed
it and I don't know of any opposition other than the two
questions that were asked. If the municipalities wanted that
anthority, this would have been the timz to say we vanted it.
The case would not have been changed. I have no personal
interest in the bill, period, and I would ask for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 943 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 9 Ayes, 41 Nays, 3 voting Present. House Bill 949
having failed to receive the regmired comnstitutional majority
is declared lost. fop of page 11, there are only fifteen

pages to go. House Bill 982, Senator Kelly. On the Order of
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House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 982, Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 382.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I,
first of all, wvant to express my gratitude to Senator
Savickas for allowing me to be the Senate sponsor of House
Bill 982, This bill provides for a anonreferendum tax
increase for unit distric+s for educational and transporta-
tion purposes over...based over a four-year period. The bill
attempts to address the concerns...combined maximums on
nonreferendum tax rates for dual districts that are higher
than the unit district tax rates. This legislation is a prod-
uct of the House education reform package. It's supported by
every educational group, including the State Board of Edu-
cation. It would facilitate the coasolidation of school dis-
tricts. Other than that, I'd be pleased to answer any ques-
tion that you might have and would ask for your support.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDENT:

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

Did I understand you correctly to say that there is no
referendum provision on this bill?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly.
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SENATOR KELLY:

Yes, there is a back-door referendum on this bill but not
a front door,

PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karis,
SENATOR GEO~KARIS:

You say there is a back-door referendum on this bill?
Can you give me the...what...how many signatures or what have
you that you need on it?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

It*s just the general number, that's it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? If not, the
question 1is, shall House Bill 982 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? BHave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 44 Ayes, 11 Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 982
having received the required constitutional npajority is
declared passed. 1000, Senator Joyce. On the Order of House
Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1000. Read the bill, MNr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1000.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Nr. President. House Bill 1000 amends the

vorker's right to know...to bring it into agreemeat with the

recent court decision which ruled that the Act was preempted
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by the Federal OSHA. This amendment strikes all references to
worker's vrights and retains only the provisions...which
require material safety data sheets to filed with the Depart-
ment of Labor and there's no additional requirements placed
on industry or on the State. Now the second part of the
bill...Senator Schuneman had a...provision allowing the EPA
to reduce the number of samples required from a community
water supply system serving twenty-five to a thousand people
and...determining the appropriate sampling frequency, the EPA
may utilize the appropriate Federal...provisions. 1I'd be
happy to try and answer any questions if there are any.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 1000 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, there
are 57 Ayes, 2 Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 1000
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 1010, Senator Vadalabene. On
the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1010.
Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1010.
(Secre£ary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, HMr. President and members of the Senate.
The intent of House Bill 1010 is to have the La§ Enforcement
Merit Board become independent of the Department of State
Police. The Fraternal Order of Police is supporting this

measure because it is their belief that the board will be
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able to better evaluate disciplinary measures if the board is
truly independent, and I would appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 1010 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 1010
having received the required constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is
House Bill 1012, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1012,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Yes, this bill permits counties, municipalities and town-
ships to appoint a local historian for the purpose of prepar-
ing and publishing local history, preserving and protecting

local historic records, artifacts and edifices and
documenting 1local current events. In Chicago it permits a
lozal historian to be appointed in each community area. The
bill 1is totally permissive, is patterned after a current law
in the State of New York and should do a great deal to aug-
ment our nev Department of Historic Preservation and the
people who are appointed local historians will work without
compensation bat will also send their reports to our State
historian and we will probably be able to tie the history of
Illinois together very nicely without an expenditure.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
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question is, shall House Bill 1012 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there are
53 Ayes, 1 Nay, none voting Present. House Bill 1012 having
racelved the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1018, Senator Collins. On the Order of House Bills
3rd Reading is House Bill 1018. Bead the bill, MHr. Secre-
tary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1018,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Sena“e Bill 1018 amends the.,..the Minority and Female BEnter-
prise Act and strengthens that Act to prohibit or to minimize
the possibility of persons fraudulently obtaining public
noney reserved for minority or female owned businesses. It
is identical to Senate Bill 995 that was sponsored by myself.
It went out of here on the Agreed Bill List and I think it's
on the Agreed Bill List in the House now. I know...Central
Management Service is, in fact, in support of this bill. The
only difference in the two bills, the penalties are a little
steeper on this one. I know of no opposition and I would ask
for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If no%, the gquestion is,
shall House Bill 1018 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who

wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 56 Ayes,
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no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 1018 haviag
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1020, Senator Joyce. On *he Order of House Bills
3rd Reading is House Bills 1020. Read *he bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1020.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank 1you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
House Bill 1020 creates an income tax checkoff system whereby
a taxpayer may coatribute one dollar of his refund or two
dollars on a joint return for use by a major political party.
Requires the designated fund to be deposited in the Election
Campaign Fund of the State Treasury. Requires an annual
appropriation of wmoney to this fund to the State Board of
Elections and requires the SBA to disburse the money to the
State Central Committee of the political party. Makes all
candidates of the party except those receiving Federal match-
ing funds eligible for the funding, restricts the use of
funds to defraying campaign expenses, prohibits funds fronm
being used in a primary. The bill would establish an...an
add-on check-off system whereby a taxpayer could assign a
dollar of his refund, not his tax liability. In the
year...in tax year 1983, the most recent tax year for which
complete statistics are available, taxpayers checked off nine
hundred and thirty-six thousand dollars. This bill is
nodeled after a Califormnia law. At least four other states,
Maine, Massachusetts, Montana and Virginia have had such a
check-off systen. The definition of political party effec-

tively restricts the bill's application to the Democratic and
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Bepublican parties. MHost importantly, the bill would sig-
nificantly enhance the power of the Democratic State Central
Committee which would disburse funding to be eligible...to
eligible candidates. The Republican State Central Comnmittee,
with it's far greater finmancial resouces, would be 1less the
beneficiary. I ask for your support.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I move the previous gquestion.
PRESIDENT:

All right, we've had three members indicate they wish to
speak. Senator Friedland. Senator Hacdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. That was an eloquent if very
rapid description of what this bill does, and if anything,
this bill, I believe, is worse than the one we heard -earlier
today. This does, indeed, leave to the State Central Commit-
tees the distribution of these monies. There is no assurance
that *hose candidates who really do need money are going to
get the...the dollars available. It 1is unclear. It...not
specific enough, in my opinion, for us to even consider such
a thing in Illinois. We are a major State, we are a pivotal
State for elections and I think that this bill, indeed, just
goas so much too far, that I do hope it is totally rejected
by this Body.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. IT...I thought tha% Senator Netsch's bill was bad,
but this one even %fops that. Can you imagine that? We're
going to allow people to finance political parties. Ten

years from now, if we would pass this monstrosity, we would
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have the John Doe party, *he Mickey Mouse party, the faram
party, the 1labor party, there would be more parties than
Carter's got liver pills. Quite frankly, it's a very, very
bad idea. I'm surprised of the...of the Senate sponsor and I
happen to be a broken down county chairman. You know what
they say, old county chairmen never die, they just smell that
#aye.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? PFarther discussion? Senator Joyce
may close.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

fell, Senator Philip, yoa're
right...they're...they're...I had some doubts about sponsor-
ing this legislation ?cause I wasn?t quite clear in my mind
of what side of the aisle I was...going to be =sitting, yoa
know, but I think what most recommends this legislation to
this Body is that Senator Rock in the 83rd General Assembly
sponsored the same legislation and we all like parties and we
all 1like Senator Rock, and what else can I say, I'd like to
see the Dewmocrats vote for itf.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 1020 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
there are 30 Ayes, 27 Nays, none voting Present. House Bill
1020 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1027 was on the recall. 1033, Senator
Degnan. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House
Bill 1033. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1033.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGWAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 1033 does precisely
what the Calendar says, amends the School Code to require
advertisements to hire employees to replace striking
employees to state that a strike is in progress. Precisely
the same rules we have in effect for private enterprise under
Chapter 48 of our Statutes. Be happy to answer any ques-
tions.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? 1If no%k, the
question is, shall House Bill 1033 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
yoted who wish? Take the record. On that question, there
are 54 Ayes, 1 Nay...55 Ayes, 1 Nay, none voting Present.
House Bill 1033 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. It...yes, I'm sorry, I...it was
on the recall list but it was not, in fact, recalled. Is
that the idea? Okay. Then, that?'s fine. On the Order of
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1027. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1027, .
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH;

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill will amend the School
Code as to dovnstate...districts., The bill prohibits school
districts from considering residency in determining the

employment of any noncertified employee. The bill does not



Page 237 - JUNE 25, 1985

affect the City of Chicago in its presen: forem and it pro-
vides that residency within any district shall not be consid-
ered in determining the employment, promotion or compensation
of any noncertified employment, and I would move adop-
tion...or passage of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. A question of the spomsor, if
hetll yield.

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senator Welch, I was...¥e had
8esesdsesah amendment on that bill and...and you elected to
take +that amendment off and I...and I'm wondering is there a
reason why you don't feel that it should pertain to all
school districts in the State?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Well, I 4idn*t take it off. That amendment...as you
recall in committee, in order to get the bill out of the
conmittee, I had to agree that the amendment would go on.
Then, when it got to 2nd reading, you put on the amendment
putting Chicagoe back in and Senator Berman requested it be
put on the recall list to take it back off, and then just a
minute ago, you had it on recall 1ist to put it back on. It
seans to me that you guys are fooling around with my bill and
T don't like it, so that?'s the reason.

PRESIDENT:

So there., Senator Haitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

I...I didn': know that. Well, we...we just simply felt
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that if it wvas good for downstate, certainly it was good for
School District 299, I guess we've lost that battle. So, I
vould just remind the Body that we've dealt with this issue
before. I think it's...it's a concept that we should oppose
and I would urge opposition to House Bill 1027.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sanator Berman.
SENATOR BERMARN:

Thank you, Mr. Speaksr. I stand in support of the bill.
I think it*s an excellent bill for those areas that need it,
Senator Welch is speaking for them and I will add ay Aye
vote.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
#elch, you wish to close?

SENATOR WELCH:

No.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 1027 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
.open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
there are 34 Ayes, 22 Nays, none voting Present. House Bill
1027 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1034, Senator Welch. On the Order of House
Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1034. Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1034,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3crd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:
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Thank you, Mr. President. What this bill does is estab-
lish a new scholarship program in the State Board of Edu-
cation for qualified students in teacher education and train-
ing programs at universities and colleges, both pablic and
private by amendment, and community colleges. The eligibility
requirements for the scholarships are...stated in the bill.
It's limited to five hundred scholarships each year. They
will not be...a cumulative number, The stipend of...shall be
equal to the tuition, private schools shall not be able to
obtain more than the average tuition at the public schools
and..sthe bill was amended in committee, and I would move
passage of House Bill 1034,

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? 1If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 1034 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vo:e Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 54
Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 1034 having
received the required constitutional wmajority is declared
passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, botiom of
page 11, is House Bill 1037. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1037.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very wuch, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Hoamse Bill 1037 is a part of the
reforn package that we've been dealing with for several weeks
and we debated most of the issues on this bill on 2nd reading

as they went back on and generally, the components of House
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Bill 1037 now contain the..,.much of the language that was in
Senate Bill 351 when it left this Chamber. It's my sugges-
tion, Mr. President, that since we are...involved in the...in
the summit conference on education now, that the bills be
allowed to pass out of here with linited debate, keeping in
mind that this is going to be handled in a Conference Commit-
tee anyvway, and I think that would speed up the process.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Good suggestion. The guestion is, shall
House Bill 1037 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 53 Ayes, no
Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 1037 having received
the reqguired constitutional majority is declared passed. Top
of page 12, on the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House
Bill 1038. Read the bill, HMr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1038.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERNAN:
Same explanation, same vote.
PRESIDENT:

Question 1is, shall House Bill 1038 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 55 Ayes, 4 Nays, none voting Present. House Bill
1038 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1045, Senator Lechowicz. On the Order of

House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1045. Read the bill,
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Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
House Bill 1045,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, M¥r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, House Bill... 1045 is JCAR's...one of JCAR bills.
And basically what it does, it amends the Environmental Pro-
tection Act revolving its conflict with the Illinois Adminis-
trative Procedure's Act by alloving the Pollution Control
Board to amends its rules in response to an objection or a
suggestion of the Joint Compittee on Administrative Rules
where the board finds that such objections or suggestions of
the Joint Conmittee, one, relate to the statutory authority
upon which the regulation is based, vhether the regulation is
in proper form or whether adeguate notice was given or, two,
that the record before the board is sufficient to support
such a change without further hearing. The language has been
amended to address concerns of the board and their position
on this bill as amended is neutral. This was a strong recom-
mendation by JCAR, was originally on the Agreed Bill List,
was removed for, I don't know why, and I believe it  merits
your support.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Rny discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 1045 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vo*e Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 59 Ayes,
no FNays, none voting Present. House Bill 1045 having

received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
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passed. 1067. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading |is
House Bill 1067. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Aouse Bill 1067.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this amends is the Probate Act, extends the existing
presumption that an adopted child is a matural child for the
purpose of probate %o include instruments dated prior to Sep-~
tember ftst, 13955, I think it's a...a good bill and it pro-
vides protection for the fiduciaries. I ask for its adop-
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 right. Any discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Geo-Karis earlier this
Session had a Senate bill that did substantially the sanme
thing and we defeated it. Now, let me just try to refresh
yoar memory very quickly. Because of...and I'm reading from
a...reprint from a...an article in +he Chicago Bar...the
Daily Law Bulletin. Because of one Minnesota person who, I
am told, stands to gain substantial inheritance if we pass
this bill, we are being asked to <change the ground rules
under which Illinois residents prepared wills and trust
agreements thirty years ago. Some of those agreements cannot
be rechanged. I must presume, and I think this was the
argument <*hat we put forth before, that when somebody pre-
pares a will involving millions of dollars, they go to very
competent, high-priced, expert counsel. That counsel pre-
pares those wills understanding fully the law and that is the

basis upon which *hat will is executed. This is not, 1ladies
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and gentlemen, a debate betveen whether you want to help
adoptees or hurt adoptees. It is a question of whether we
are going to be consistent and allow people to exercise their
desire in the preparation of wills as existed thirty years
ago, thirty years ago. I think it is very unfair for us to
consider changing the ground rules thirty years after the
fact. BRegardless of where the equities may lie, people must
rely upon the dependability, reliability of the lav. Just as
I opposed Senator Geo-Karis® bill, I must stand in opposition
to Senator Lemke's bill. The facts are *he same, it's not
fair to change the rules thirty years after the game has been
played. I urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Sonmer.
SENATOR SONMER:

#r. President and members, I.,.I do note that both the
Illinois Bar Association and the Chicago Bar Association have
taken a position in opposition to this proposed legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Purther discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you. Perhaps you ought %o gavel down the lobbyists
outside the...the Chamber, Nr. President. I rise in support
of this bill. I think you have to understand one thing, and
this bill does a very simple thing, the public policy of this
State is to presume tha*t adopted children will :ake as natu-
ral children unless there is language to the contrary. HWe
decided that in 1951, and to me there appears to be no reason
to differentiate betveen those children before 1951 and those
after. All ve're saying for the adopted <children prior to
1951, put them on the same level as the children that were
adopted after 1951, What is the magic in the 1951 cut-off
date date? Now, Senator Berman indicated to you that he

could not support Senator Geo-Karis®! bill, I couldn®t either.
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For one reason you were exposing...you're possibly exposiag
the fiduciaries to some...sone 2Xposure...legally in the
construction of these instruments. However, this bill has
got complete protection in it and no fiduciary will be hurt
whatsoever under the terms in this bill. Truly, this has
been brought to our attention by a particular case that has
been pending in...in Chicago, but there's nothing unusual
about that, a 1lot of things are brought to our attention
because one adopted child or possible adopted children may be
involved. We are certainly not changing +the...the ground
rules, as I see it. The ground rule is, from 1351 on you
ATRsse YOUss s asS adopted children, it was presumed that the
party that made the instrument knew that adopted children
were to take as well as natuaral children. What difference is
there between that presumption before 1951 and after? I
cannot possibly understand hov that presumption could make
any difference between the two years. I agree with you, if
the...if the fiduciaries were 1left hanging out on this it
would be one thing but they're protected in this bill. All
ve're sayimg is, for God's sake, what's the difference
between an adopted child before and afiter *512 It's really
that simple. And as far as the bar associations being
against it, obviously, they can be lobbied by the fiduciaries
across this State who still do not want to change the law;
and maybe we ought to follow all the presumptions we've
always had here, amny time the Illinois and Chicago Bar
endorses it we go the opposite way and we certainly ought to
on this legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIO)

A1l right. Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, to follow up the remarks of
Senator Sangmeister, I rise in support of this bill. I...I

think...contrary to what Senator Berman said, I think it's
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0o much to expect that all lawyers or even most lawyers when
they wvrote the wills or the trust documents prior to 1955,
had in mind the remote possibility that in the case of the
so-called testator in the case of a will or the so-called
settlor in the case of a trust document that those individu-
als at some point might have...descendants or even collateral
descendants or beneficiaries who might be adopted children.
I don't...X think it*s a little bit too much to expect that
even in most situations attorneys drafting these kinds of
documents would anticipate...a fairly renmote contingency
because we’re no*: talking here about direct descendants such
as children, we're talking about grandchildren or even nmore
remote relatives. As a matter of public policy, I think this
Body would want to go on record of including adopted children
as beneficiaries, and I think this bill also, it's fair to
say, is much better than the earlier bill not only because
the amendment was added protecting fiduciaries but because an
additional amendment was added to take care of those situa-
tions where a testator or where a settlor in the case of a
trust has...has made an attempt to provide for adopted chil-
dren anticipating that they would be excluded by the will or
by the trust document, so that protects a certain number of
situations. For all of these reasoms, I would urge all of
you in spite of the position of the bar associations to sup-
por* this legislation,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Ladies and gentlemen, we still have four
additional speakers and a hundred and seventy-five bills to
go.. Senator...Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in opposition to this
bill. The one thing that we're not talking about is what
went on in the settlor's mind at the time he executed the

will. And the law prior to 1951 said that adopted children
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should not inherit as natural children, that was the law. So
this man drew up his will prior to 1351 thinking that that
was the law, and, in fact, it was the law. Now if he wanted
to provide for an adopted child, he could have provided for
that child in his will., The fact that he did not so provide
would indicate his intention was to not provide because the
presumption was what it was. NoW we want to change the law
regarding those instruments drawn prior to that time. And we
want to change what tha* settlor intended. Now that's not
fair to that man. That man relied on the law at that time,
and we're changing what he intended in his will for one
person that lives in Minnesota and hired am Illinois law firnm
to come here and pursue this legislation before this Body.
It's not right, it's not fair, and it*'s not just. Don't vote
for this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEAUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Bloomn.

SENATOR BLOOM:

I, too, am constrained to speak against this because of
some information that was put out by some of the prior speak-
ers. This bill does not, as some of the prior speakers
state, treat all adopted children +the sane. It has a
nonapplicability to pre-1355 vested rights, and that is
differing treatment. And I think the factual situation as
sutlined by Senator D'Arco is a little more accurate. This
is in far better shape than the Senate bill that we did, in
deed, defeat. However, it still, I would suggest, is subject
to the same...ultimate constitutional infirmity. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Farther discussion? Senator Joyce...Jderemiah Joyce.
Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
s«efr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,

Senator...the other side was right. My...I had a prior bill,
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ny...0y bill wasn't as good as this one. This is a good bill
because...it had two very contested hearings and the third
time we...when we called the bill, it passed...if they...if
they were late coming into here...meeting it was their fault,
those vho were opposing it, not ours. I might tell you that
this bill limits a trustee's duties and liabilities, provided
that...n0 trustee or fiduciary under an...instrament executed
prior %o September 1, 1955 is liable to any adopted child
taking under this proposal for any act occurring prior to
January 1, 1986, nor does that trustee have any obligation to
determine whether any adopted child has become a taker under
such instrument due to the application of +this proposal.
Such adopted child has no right to inquire into the acts of
any fiduciary, which...has no right to...%to inquire into the
acts of any fiduciary which occurred before January 1, 13986.
I think we have to léok at it very, very straightforwvardly.
If...if a testator doesn't want to include his adopted child,
and when he mentions his children he can say except adopted
children, very simple. This bill does not ignore the wishes
of testators, it simply makes it clear that we don't have a
class system here. We can't say you're adopted now, you
weren't adopted then for inheritance purposes. I think it?s
a good bill and I think we should...pass it. I support it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
A1l right. Further discussion? Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Well, as a non-lawyer I hate get into his fact, but I
just want to ask a question from someone here. Are you
telling me if I wmake a will and I die and I think that my
will is...is to be carried out to...to the situatiom, and
then someone comes along and changes it? The second question
that...I want to also whoever may be asking %this, is this
retroactive legislation? 1In other words, what is the posi-

tion on retroactive legislation? I don't care who wants to
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answer that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenmke,

SENATOR LEMKE:

The general American law philosophy, which we're in the
minority is, the position is that there's no exception, an
adopted child takes the same as a natural child even...he's
considered that way. And if a testator wvants to exclude that
child, he will put it in his will. Okay? That is the estab-
lished American philosophy. Let me take you to the
philosophy of probate lawv. Up until a certain time a bastard
child couldn't inherit from any of his parents, and we threw
that out the window. These are old common lawv axioms that
some of these fiduciaries want to stick to. They want to be
safe, they want to stick to them, and they wanted to exclude
wvhat is modern...a modern philosophy. And the modern
philosophy is that an adopted child takes the same as a natu-
ral child, it was only that way and that's the way it should
be. And I'm sure that ;ny father or my father or my grand-
father, if I could not have children and I adopted a child,
wvould want that child to be considered my own. That*s the
philosophy. The...the 1limitation of 1955 is an arbitrary
date. It*s a date that should not have...never been put in
the sStatute. And adopted childrem in ny eye are the same as
children that are born to me. And I know grandparents that
adopted children of their children because the children
were...killed in an auto accident, one of those persons vas
the Governor of this State and those children should be the
same. And they treated +their adopted parents 1like their
natural parents. And anybody that knows anything about
adopting, an adopted child is very dear to that parent, he is
considered just as important. And why should we have this
lav...and I think it's contrary to the American philosophy,

and that's what's wrong with this law. It*s not changing
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somebody's will,
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right. Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Sorry to rise a second time, HMr. President but just to
nake a quick point that all of the...the law...law school
professors including Dean Cribbit from the University of
Illinois who taught property for many years there are on
record in support of this bill., So it could be said that
lawyers on one side or the other might have something o gain
from this particular bill, but those who I think are in a
position to be more objective are uniforamly in support of it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Lemke may close.
SENATOR LENKE:

I think this is a very important bill, and I think this
is different, we protec* the fiduciaries, it*'s not 1like the
prior bill. This is an important bill, this is an important
bill for the State of Illin;is, for the State of Illinois to
say to adopted children, we treat you the same as natural
born children, ve feel sorry for your mishap of 1losing your
parents or having your parents abandon you and somebody else
come along and adopt you. And I'm sure that anybody that has
a father that adopts the children and then becomes a parent
will have the same philosophy ‘cause that grandfather will
treat that adopted child just the same as his own and if he
wanted to exclude him, I'm sure he would have put it in the
will, And this is all hogwash that the testator didn't Xknow
this was going to happan. This isn'%t for one individual
firm, this isn't for one individaal person, this bill is a
philosophy of the State of Illinois. We either ought to keep
current with nodern times and treat adopted children as natu-
ral children or we're going to deny certain adopted children,

because prior to 1355 the testator, the law was different. I
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think that's not our philosophy in any law. When we pass a
law, that law should treat all adopted children the same and
there should be no exceptiorn im regards to inheritance. I
ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Question is, shall House Bill 1067 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 14, *he Nays are 42,
2 voting Present. House Bill 1067 having failed to receive
the required constitutional majority is declared lost. 1072,
Senator Etheredge. House bills 3rd reading, 1072, Mr. Secre-
tarye.

SECBETARY:

House Bill 1072.

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

A hundred and seventy-four bills to go. Senator
Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Hr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, this 1is the 1legislation which would establish %he
Illinois Foreign Language Academy. The proposed academy as
this bill has been amended would be established in two loca-
tions, one in the Chicago metropolitanm area and one in a
downstate 1location, central 1Illinois, one that would be
accessible to...s0 that we...there would be accessibility for
all the students who would be interested here in the State of
Illinois. The thrust of the academy would be primarily to
provide educational opportunities for *hose students with
talents and interest in the...area of foreign languages. A

secondary purpose would be in...in keeping with the...the
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State's economic development thrust, it would provide oppor-
tunities for our citizens to develop these skills which then
could be made available to the business community and so that
when we go on a.,..a trade mission %o China, we <can bring
along Illinoisans with the ability to speak Chinese. I would
be glad to respond to any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR DEMUZIO)

A1l right, any discussion? If no%, the question is,
shall...Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I rise, I guess somewhat
reluctantly, to oppose House Bill 1072, I...the...the whole
academy is a new concept that we're dealing with in Illinois
and I supported strongly, as many of you did, the
nath-science academy, but I think we should take it perhaps a
step at a time. There’s no question but what foreign lan-
guage and the discipline that needs to be...the discipline
that mneeds to be...ve need to work more on tha*t with some of
our State's young people, but I think to suggest that we deal
with more than one academy this year might be a bit prema-
ture. So, I would suggest to the Body that we might want to
oppose House Bill 1072.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENOZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the spoansor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Indicates,..
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator, what is the price tag on this acadeny?
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...

SENATOR COLLINS:
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On the two...for them both?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

-s.5enator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

According to the figures that I have here, a figare
of...0f forty-two thousand four hundred and seveanty dollars
has been budgeted for the next fiscal year, and this would
be...this next fiscal year, Piscal '86, of course, iS @e...iS
a planning year.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Is this a part of the...the...Thompson®s Build 1Illinois
Program?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

No, it is not, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Well, IT...I rise reluctantly in opposition to this bill
also. I think in terms of...of...0f priorities. I don't
think the State can afford it. We're talking about all kinds
of crucial...education reform, science acadenies
and...and...vocational education and training institutionms,
which is a critical need in this State. There's no doubt
that...that the State could, in fact, benefit from this kind
of academy, but...but one choose to...or...or should choose
to take care of necessities and priorities first before we
can even attempt to afford luxuries. To me, this is a...a
luxury at this time that the State cannot afford, and for
that reason, 1 would be opposed the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Further discussion? Senator...Senator Keats has moved the
previous question. We have four additional speakers. Senator
Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to ask the sponsor a
question,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

+«sis there any language in here that says that this par-
ticular academy has to be located in a certain area or region
of the State?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes, sir. The anmendment which was put on this bill said
that the academy would...would be in two 1locations, one in
the Chicago metropolitan area and one in central Illinois.
No, there...no greater...specificity than that, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther...further discussion? Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

I...I'm just curious, where®s central Illinois?...I mean,
let's hear...hear about that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

The idea is to pick a downstate location that would be
accessible to the citizens of Illinois to...the most specific
answer that I can give to your question is to read from the
amendment. It said, "Ome located in the Chicago metropolitan
area and one located outside the Chicago metropolitan area
and centrally located to serve the students residing outside

the Chicago metropolitan area."”
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DERMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, ladies and gentlemen, this bill has a 1little more
importance than I think you want %o give it credit. Now you
all talked about math and science and we rose to the occasion
and hopefully have solved that problem. One of the greatest
problems we in Illinois and the people of the United States
have in trying to increase our economic advantage or increase
our export is the fact we Americans do not speak +he second
language of the country we're trying to do business with.
Give you a little example. Many of you complain about what
Japan has done to take away jobs from we Americans by their
exports to this country. 1In one of the recent stories I saw,
Japan had six hundred and seventy-seven Japanese salesmen in
the United States calling on businesses and business people
to sell their Japanese equipment to us. Every one of then
spoke flawless English...flavless English. The turnabout of
the hundred and some odd Japanese...salesmen that...is cor-
rect. The hundred and seventy some, I think, American sales-
men they were based in Japan to sell American goods to :the
Japan2se one...one spoke the Japanese language. The other
people were complaining that his company was outstripping
them in...their sales, and rightfully *hey should. Now, part
of this is so we will have people who have a desire to speak
that second language can become very knowledgeable in it and
go forth and communicate our ideas, whether it's sales, eco-
nomics or the American dream or our democracy. This is a good
bill. I urge each and...every one of you to vote Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, the previous question has been moved. We have
one additional speaker. Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JERONE JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I rise in support of this
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too. I don't care where they put i*. I think that the one
thing that we are sadly lacking in this State is the ability
to communicate with our foreign countries, and...and our uni-
versities right now are...are teaching us in agriculture how
to grow more and more corn and more and more soybeans
and...but we can't sell it anywhere. S50, I think what we need
to do 1is teach our young people how to communicate and to
learn the customs and language of the foreign coun:tries and
that will help us more than anything else we do in...in
becoming a better exporting State than we are right now. So,
I would urge support of this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

A1l right, Senator...Senator Collins for a second time
and then Senator Watson. Senator Collins, do you wish t0e...
SENATOR COLLINS:

I...I'm sorry to rise on this a second time. Now there
is a need to do this but we have universities, some of the
best in this country, right here who can teach those sub-
jects. So, all we have to do is expand or to assess, to take
a look at the foreign language department and the various
institutions, the University of Illinois and we can do...have
the same results. It is not necessary at this time and it
should not a priority to...to establish and to just spend the
money for setting up separate academies. It is just unnec-
essary and I...and again,...l would just ask that we defeat
this bill because it is unnecessary on a list of priorities.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

A1l right, the last speaker, Senator W¥Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President and I apologize also for rising
a second tinme, (Foreign phrases)...regardless to how you say
it, it's a bad idea, and I don't care what language you use.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

That's not the way I understood it, Senator. Puarther
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discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, very much. I...I think there's already been a
great deal of discussion...not a lo: more needs to be said,
except that I would just want to point out that there are a
great many high schools around this State, unfortunately,
that do not...are not in a position to provide the oppor-
tunity for their students to study two, much less three or
four years of a foreign language. I would ask for a favor-
able roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Question 1is, shall House Bill 1072 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
2ll voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
46, the Nays are 9, | voting Present. House Bill 1072 having
received the required constitutional wmajority is declared
passed., 1083, Senator Nedza. House bills 3rd reading, House
Bill 1083, Read the bill,

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1083.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 1083 is in respomse to an investigative
unit at WBBM News in Chicago who recently ram a series
criticizing the present administration and effectiveness of
the Act. Our legislative response has been to change the
composition to the board to add another alarm contractor,
specify <¢tha*t 1licensees shall obtain errors and admissions

insurance in addition to general liability, add incrementally
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increase in experience reguirenents for private
alarm...contractors beginning im 1986, establish an escrow
account within the department of the deposit of fingerprint
processing fees, specify the content of the basic twenty-hour
training course for registered employees and adds armored car
companies and employees to the provisions of the Illegal Use
of Weapons Act. Senator Watson had a group from AnmWay who
had some problems with the D and E amendment. Ne, hopefully,
¥ill be able %o resolve those administratively, if not, per-
haps with the Governor's magic pen. I know of no opposition
to the bill and I would ask for your favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 1083 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vill vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the ©Nays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 1083 having received
the required constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
House Bill 1086, Mr. Secretary. Bead the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1086.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 1086 amends the
School Code. It includes transportation supervisory salaries
and rela*ed building and wmaintenance costs as allowable
direct cost for transportation reimbursement purposes, and
that's all it does. I ask for your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not,...Senator Maitland.
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SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Hr. President. Very briefly, I was the one
that caused this bill to come off of the Agreed Bill List. I
simply wanted to point out to the Body that this does
increase the cost of transportation in the amount of about
six million dollars, and if we're able to fund it, if we're
able to get that appropriation level, that's fine, but if we
don't increase the funding and go with the formula with this
new provision in here, i* could result im a corresponding
decrease to some school districts, and I just bring that to
the attention of the Body.

PRESIDING O?FICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 right, further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Several of the bills that have gone out of the Senate
tha*t would increase mandates on schools had the so-called
Schaffer...amendment on it that would demandate it if the
State doesn't pay for it. Does this bill have that amend-
ment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

.No, it doesn't.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Well, I...I sieply want to point *hat out to the Body
and...although 1I...I haven't even looked at the bill to know
for sure what it does, but we shouldn't continue to mandate
costs oON...0n school districts if we're not paying for thenm.
They®re shaking their head at me. I suspec:t they know some-
thing I don't know.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, well, further discussion? Senator...Senator
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Davidson.,.Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, I rise in suppor:t of %his bill, Mr. President and
members...Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate. He passed this
bill out here in the past and it's only trying to do is have
the school boards who run their own transpor:tation system %o
have the same right and opportunity as those school districts
who contract with a private contractor. That private contrac-
tor can include the building, the maintenance, et cetera and
it's paid for when +*he State goes to it. This is a good
bill. It gives those districts who furnish their own trans-
portation a right to figure that in for reimbursement. It's
what they should have an opportunity to do. I urge a Yes
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. Presidant. I'm going to withhold my vote
or probably vote No on the basis that here we are, very
cavalierly spending another six million dollars to reimburse
some districts for their supervisory personnel and yet we as
a group refuse to transport some children just because they
go to a private school at a much lesser cost.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Karpiel may close.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. In answer to Senator
Schuneman, ¢this has mnothing to do with the State...I mean,
with the local districts paying amything. This is for thenm
to be reimbursed for their sopervisory and their...some of
their operating costs. Right now, they get indirect costs
that they...that they can be reimbursed for. This 1is
just...you konow, adding to those costs only it's a direct

cost billing that they would do. And as Senator Davidson
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said, it's just really to put the districts that operate
their own school buses on the same par as those that contract
out so +that they can be reimbursed for all of their costs. I
mean, we're talking about paying for the...the mandates and
fully funding, well, we're not fully funding those districts
wvho are operating their ovn school buses and this just puts
them on a par with those that contract out and I ask for your
Aye vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, the question is, shall House Bill 1086 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 36, the Nays are 18,
3 voting Present...fouse Bill 1086 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1090,
Senator Luf*, 1102, Senator Lemke. House bills 3rd reading
is House Bill 1102, Mr. Secre*ary. Read the bill.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1102,

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

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is amends the Election Code in
regards to precinct boards of registrations to conduct regis-
tration by means of board or precinc: administrations. Itt's
similar to a bill that we passed out of here, Senate Bill
1456. This was put on by amendment. It also provides that an
2lectronic voting system is wused which utilizes a ballot
label book and where candidates for an office appear on a
page of the booklet where upon the names of no candidate for

another office appear and where less *han half of the page is
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utilized, the name of the...of no candidate shall be printed
on the...lower half of the page. I think this is a good bill
and I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill %102 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is oper. Whoops. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 42, the Nays
are 8, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1102 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Bacdonald, I did not see your light on. Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

¥ell, I would...Mr. Chairman...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Well, it's too late now. As a matter of fact, I pushed
By Yes button when I was also...doing this, and it went on.
I really did have my button on, it...the light was flashing,
as a nmatter of fact, and I did want %o rise in strong opposi-
tion to this bill. I..;Senator Kustra had his light on too,
so I don't know why we went racing right over this bill.
This is one of the bills that...that is...has the most
far-reaching and serioas consequences in terms of the elec-
tion committee and I...I stand opposed to this bill and I'm
sorry I didn*t get an opportunity to...to speak on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well...

SENATOR MACDONALD:

I...I would like *o move to reconsider that vote, since I
was a Yes vote, by which that bill passed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator...Senator Macdonald has wmoved to
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reconsider the vote...having voted on the prevailing side,
moves to reconsider the vote by which House Bill 1103 passed.
Those in favor signify by saying...will vote Aye. Those
opposed Nay. The voting is open. It*'s on the motion to
reconsider. All righ%, take the record. On that guestion,
the Ayes are 32, the Nays are 6, 1 voting Present. The...the
vote is reconsidered., Now, on the Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading is House Bill 1103, Senator Lenke...or 1102, Senator
Lecke. I would like also to poin* out that for those of you
vho have had...indicate that you had your lights on, I don't
remember any time that during this Session that I have cauat
anybody off and when I called for the vote, there were no
lights flashing. They might...they @might have came...they
might have came on afterwards, but they were not on at the
time that I called the vote. Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I think I explained the vo*e, I think we should give
Representative...Senator MNacdonald an opportunity to explain
her position.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l righ%, Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MHACDONALD:

Yes, virtually there are hundreds and hundreds of pre-
cincts particularly in Cook County, and...and I think that
this would be more or less true in maay areas of TIllinois
vhere it vould be not possible for us to
find...these...deputy administrative...or the assistant
administrative judges from one party or another. I think
that <the way that this bill is structured would
really...certainly open the door to a great deal of vote
fraud in electionm places, and JT...I am...I just couldn't
strongly enough say tha*t I hope that the people on this side
of the aisle will understand that with all that we have done

to make registration possible and to loosen up for the deputy
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registrars and...and changed lavs so dramatically within this
last year that we certainly now don't need to be toying with
the election place itself and appoint these judges for a
period of four years. think that that's wrong and I think
it could lead to a great deal of vote fraud, particularly in
the area of Cook County.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kustra.

END OF REEL
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REEL #7

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President. I have a question of the
sponsor and then a comment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Sepa*or Kusira.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Sena%tor, on page 3 of the bill...or the amendment, what-
ever it is now, it says the chief precinct administrative
officer and the deputy precinct administrative officer shall
receive at least fifteen dollars and ten dollars respectively
for service on election day. 1Is that over and above what
they get as a judge or is that instead of what they would get
as a judge?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
Senator Lenmke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Over and above what they're getting as a judge.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR RUSTRA:

Well, I won't.,.I won't pursue a line of gquestioning, but
I would suggest to you then tha* that's a substantial cost
you're adding to the...to the administration of elections.
I'm looking at a bill which is thirteen, fourteen, fifteen
pages long. If I showved what you want to require of a judge
vho becomes *his precinct administrative judge, whatever it
is, if I showed this to the judges who work in ay area as
judges, they would run for cover so fast you'd never be able
to find them again *he next time there was an election.

Wha* you're doing here is discouraging the good people that
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we have a tough enough time finding to serve as election
judges, you're discouraging them by laying on them a set of
administrative responsibilities which belong in the county
clerk®s office. That's why wve have county clerks, that's
their job. Now you're saying that we want to start a new
bureaucracy a: the precimct level and this is incredible, you
even have a hearing procedure so that if a chief precinct
administrative officer is removed, there can be some kind of
d...0f a hearing for the suspended officer. I could go
through it, but lipe after line there's some new bureaucratic
entanglement which we're now complicating lives of judges
who, again, as I said before, we have a tough enough time
getting given the fact that they don't do this for pay, they
do this because they®re volunteers and they want to do some-
thing for their party or our system of elections. The pay,
needless to say, is important but I'm afraid it's not
crucial. I would suggest that we vote No on this bill. 1It's
an added headache for the entire system of election adminis-
tration, that's what we elect county clerks for.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Sesnator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Hr, President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, Originally this bill was before us and it was passed
out of here 45 to 4. For some reason or other, I think
there®s a misconception. This is permissive 1legislatioa,
this does not wmandate anything, and in response to Senator
Kustra, the Chicago Tribune lauded the chairman of our elec-
tions, Mr. Mike Lavelle, for...for taking this kind of a...an
approach to having the judges of election, and the name is
immaterial, but you can call them the chief administrative or
the deputy a2dministrator, is taking them and these judges
become employees of *he board of election. The reasom for

the procedures of removing inadequate judges are because the
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Board of Election Conmmissioners have to have some kind of
form of hearing in order to remove judges im which are
appointed. It is not attempted, as...as Senator Macdonald
had said, that there's fraud; this is step in...to eliminate
the fraud. There's nothing in this bill that would be detri-
mental to anything other than giving the board of election
authority more supervision and more control over the judges.
I don't know within two weeks or three weeks time why we can
pass a bill and then all of a sudden say it's a bad bill. I
understand that there is a representative in the other Chan-
ber that...of the other party who voiced some...some concern
about +his apnd whether it's he...voicing the concern or the
Board of Election Commissioners of the City of Chicago who
are trying to alleviate a process and this process after many
meetings with the IPO, IVI, et cetera and et cetera and some
community organizations, and this is wha* has come out fron
that particular meeting and it's still a good bill and I
would still solicit your support for the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right. 1Is there any further discussion? Senator
Lemke may close.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I think this is good legislation. I think iteeeifsa.eis
permissive legislation. I* will add %o better...precinct
adeministration, but it also will...also eliminate some prob-
lems that have developed in regards to printing of names on
ballots where our voters get confused. I think it's a good
bill and I ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOUOZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 1102 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open, Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have 2ll voted who wish? (Machine cutoff)...have all voted

vho wish? (Machine cutoff)...all voted who wish? Take
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the...take the record. On tha* question, the Ayes are 23,
the Nays ar 34, none voting Present. House Bill 1102 having
failed to receive the...required constitutional majority is
declared lost. 1103, Senator Lemke. House bills 3rd reading
is House Bill 1103, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1103,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this does is amends the 1Illinois Vehicle Code,
requires every law enforcement officer investigating a motor
vehicle accident to contact as soon as possible after the
accident the parents and 1legal guardian of any driver or
passenger involved in the accident under the age of eighteen,
I think it's a good bill, and I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Yes, a question of the sponsor?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

In the...in the event of the accident, as I understand
this bill, and wminors are involved between the ages of
sixteen, eighteen, all parents of all the nminors in that
vehicle have to be contacted by the law enforcement officer?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:
Is that right? Yes, I...I believe, that's correct.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

What in the event that I'm...I have ny...my brother's
children or your children or someone else's as an adult, does
law enforcement then have *to make the same contact to the
parents to notify that they were in an accident?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LENKE:

The parents have to be notified whether the brother noti-
fies them or the police officer, it doesn't put...it just
makes sure that the police officer has the parents notified.
So if he's,..these particular children are relatives and the
relative calls home, that should be sufficient. That...that
will satisfy the notification requirement.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, that's not what the bill says. The bill says %hat
the law enforcement officer must make that notification.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

The bill says make a reasonable attempt and I think by
having “he relative call would be sufficient, they usually do
that...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR LEMKE:

aowv,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, then,...then wha* will happen if,..who's going to
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question this? Who's going to know if the law enforcement
officer made a reasonable attempt or if, in fact, someone
challenges... just say a parent says, well, I was not
contacted...what...what would happen then?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMNKE:

Well, I would...I would say it's...it's the thing if the
law enforcement officer said he pade a reasonable attempt
and...and show that he made a reasonable attempt that that
would suffice im...in any situation. The court genmerally in
nost of these traffic considerations goes along with the law
enforcement, that's the precedent, and it's up to the indi-
vidual to prove that the law enforcement d@idn*t do it and did
not make a reasonable at‘empt.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
I would like to speak *o the bill. I.«sI think maybe
the...the reasons for the bill originally maybe was...was
2...3 attempt to...to...the intent was good, but it seems to
me that with the Illinois Department of Law Enforcement,
Illinois State Police opposing this bill based upon the..,.the
workload that it will pu: upon those departmen:ts and law
enforcement people and question several areas. First of all,
if, in fact, the accident...there was an injury, then I don't
think they would object to that notification, but if you were
hauling some of your family or some of your friends' chil-
dren, they're between the...ages of eighteen...or sixteen and
eighteen, the lawv enforcement has to notify them also.
And...and I think it's an undue hardship and if %the bill had
been amended to say if...if...if there was injuries involved,

then that's a different situation, and I think in most cases
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if injuries are involved that the 1law enforcement would
already make those notifications to those responsible par-
ents. I think there's a lot of guestions in this bill. I
think there could be some repercussions if, in fact, the
parent was...was not home and 4didn't get the phone call could
come back and could make the law enforcement responsible for
an accident or if,..if they...the call was not received by
the paren*s, I think it's a bad bill, I think we ought to
oppose it. I think we...ought to come back with an amendment
at a later date saying if only injuries, they should be noti-
fied.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Sena%tor Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Senator Lemke, Senator Coffey just stated that the State
police and the Illinois Department of Law Enforcement oppose
this bill., Can you tell me why?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Well, when it was in the House, ny...I got the House
sponsor here...they were for the bill, the association and so
forth. Now, 1 have nothing to the contrary. 1 wish
that...if they were, they would have sent a note. I have
nothing to the «contrary that the State police and the law
enforcement are doing it now...they're doing it now. This
just puts it in law and codifies it and specifies...and pro-
tects them because they have reasonable...give...a reasonable
attempt. I have the House sponsor here, I'm sure that if

they were in the House for the bill, they're not going to
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change when they come to the Senate without talking to me or
somebody else or our staff or somebody, and it's not in my
notes and it's not in the House notes; in fact, the House
notes indicate that they were for the bill. So I don't know
where this came from.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

But...well, it's ny understanding that the State police
and the Illinois Department of Law Enforcement still oppose
the bill, and if that's so, then I think that we should vote
against it,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? No one for the first time, for the
second time, Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, thank you, Mr., President. I'm sorry to rise a
second time, but I, in fact,...in our notes the 1Illinois
State Police was...did make their position known, since that
time, Illinois Law Enforcement...we have contactad...along
with the 1Illinois State Police which say they object to it,
because I think earlier they...where they could have accepted
an amendment if it was in fact an injury involved. But, at
this time, they're opposed to...to +this bill in its present
form.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right., Senator Lemke may close.
SﬁHATOR LENKE:

Well, this comes as a surprise to me, Senator Coffey, I
have.,..usually have a good relationship with the State police
and the Department of Law Enforcement; in fact, they spoansor-
ing some of their legislation right now, and I have never
been told by them that they're against this bill. This is

aseea bill that...that...they want it, this is a bill that
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the parents want. This is a good bill and even some of <the
newspapers have suggested this, and I think we, as parents,
would like to know if our kids are involved in the accident
*cause we would like to go to that scene of the accident, and
this also codifies the...the thing *hat they make a reason-
able effort to do it. I think it?s a good piece of legis-
lation. I ask for its adoption...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

The gquestion is,...
SENATOR LEMKE:

«s.and I will assure you, the Department of Law Enforce-
ment that this bill will be back in their bill and if it
doesn't come through, so ve might as well pass it now. I ask
for a reasonable...ask for a Yes vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1103 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 34, the Nays are 24, none voting Present. House Bill
1103 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed...!106. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill
1106, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1106.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Hr. President. House Bill 1106 gives specific
authority to municipalities, counties, touwnships to sell,
lease and transfer public hospitals to various public and

private entities. It exenpts municipalities from certain
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bidding requirements when exercising that authority. Now, in
regard to that last statem=pt, the chairman and the Committee
on Local Government had some...some concerns and so I want to
read 1into the record the intent of this legislation to clar-
ify what we're trying to do here. "This bill will allow a
unit of local governmen: to sell its public hospital only
pursuant to an ordinance or resolution and only after public
notice anrd at least one public hearing." A question was
raised in committee concerning the sale price. "The teras of
the transaction will be =xposed to public scrutiny and the
responsible public officials will .be accountabie to their
constituents, The way the bill is written, a unit of local
government may decide to accept a lower purchase price in
exchange for expanded hospital facilities, new services or
reduced rates for preferred provider arrangements with the
anit of government and the local employer. We feel the bill
¢ill provide enough fléxibility to the elected officials to
provide the greatest benefits to the community while ensuring
the protection of the residence." I read that into the
record to simply clarify our intent. The reason we intro-
duced the legislation is primarily because the hospitals that
are having the most financial difficulty happen to be those
that are considered public hospitals, and one of the reasons
is siwmply they can't get into the various areas of hospital
care and medical care that can provide...for better econonic
availability. And ve...and if...and if the public hospital
wishes to sell to a...another entity and provide that oppor-
tunity and hopefully lower hospital costs, this bill provides
that mechanisn. It also protects the collective bargaining
agreement, and under the ©National Labor Relations Act,
ve...ve've come under compliance there, and I don't...I see
no problem with that par*icular provision., I'1l1l be glad %o
ansver any questions and would certainly ask for a favorable

roll call,
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall House Bill 1106 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 47, the Nays
are 4, 5 voting Present. House Bill 1106 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed.’ 1109,
Senator Joyce. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 1109,
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1109.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, H¥r. President. 1109 as amended here im the
Senate doesn't do anything I want it to do and I would hope
that we would pass it and the House member would noncoacur
and it could go back and do what it was supposed to do. But
what it does is clarify some of the voter registration lan-
guage by deputy registrars, you know. Any questions, I'1l1l be
happy to answver.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Macdonald, your light is on.
Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Nr. President. Since the amendment was put on
this bill, Y would like to rise in support of it. I think
that it may...it clarifies and...a remedies all of the prob-
lens that we had originally with the bill, and 1I'd 1like to
support the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Further discussion? If not, the...the gquestion is, shall
House Bill 1109 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The vo:ting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the .record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1109 having received
the required constitutiomal majority is declared passed.
1111, Senator Zito. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill
1111, Br. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1114,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. This bill is the
companion of Senate Bill 172 which we passed out of here on
an Agreed Bill List. It creates the Illinois Capital Budget
and a five-year capital improvement program to be prepared by
the Governor's Office of Planning, aand move for...I*d ask for
a favorable consideration,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall House
Bill 1111 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 59, the Nays are none. House
Bill 1111 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. Top of page 13, House Bill 1117,
Senator Berman. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 1117,
¥r. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1117,
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill merely permits the Chicago Board of Edua-
cation to enter into multiyear contracts without being in
violation of the school finance authority restrictions. The
purpose of the bill is to lend...try to lend some stability
through the collective bargaining process o try to avoid
strike threats year-to-year. I ask your support of this
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill...House...House Bill 1117 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The...voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 56, the Nays are 3, none voting Present. Houase
Bill 1117 having received the required comstitutional major-
ity is declared passed. 1154, Senator Savickas. 1159 was on
the 1list +his morning, 1179, Senator Kelly. House bills 3rd
reading is House Bill 1173, Mr. Secretary, read...read the
bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1173.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR RELLY:

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

House Bill 1179 prohibits the submission of binding and
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nonbinding propositions at the regular election at which no
candidates for nomination, election or judicial retention are
scheduled to be voted upon. The intention of the consoli-
dated election 1law was to prevent anyone from sneaking
through propositions, and, apparently, on February 26th of
*85, there were a number of...a handful of +townships and
municipalities who proposed propositions even though there
were no candidates on...on the ballot, and I would...the vote
received a 106 to 9 votes in the House. I...it would save
money and I would ask for your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Purther discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Kelly, I don't really dislike your bill, but I do
have a question. When the...we better adjourn, it*s getting
puachy around bhere, #When the consolidation of election bill
was proposed, there vere...some concern expressed by school
districts and some units of local government regarding their
ability to have votes on referenda. If I am not nmistaken,
and correct me if 1I'm iacorrect, this could kill the pos-
sibility of some of those bodies holding a referenda.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

No, that®s not the case. They...they could petition for
an emergency and the court could give them relief on that.
So, this would not prevent that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Well, if they have to petition the...court and declare an
emergency, that could be a rather cumbersome process. In
addition to that, %he court may decide it's not an emergency
and they had planned on doing this. What...what is the pur-
pose of destroying that option, because...if you recall, I
wasn't here when it passed bu*t you were but I came in right
aftervards, anmd I know that many units of government had
great fears at that time. Now we're further changing that
law to preclude *hem from going out and doing these refer-
enda. In addition to that, guite frequently people on this

Floor ask, are they going to do this with referenda or with-
out referenda? Now we're going to turn around and prohibit
them from holding referenda except at those times in which we
tell them they can.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator...Senator Kelly,
you wish to respond to that? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Well, I just wan* to say it...it is...it does slightly
tighten up the propositions and it...it would prevent this.
So, Senmator DeAngelis, your point is well made, it would make
i* somewhat more difficult for these propositions to be
considered; at the same time, X don't think there was any
intention of it...of...during the consolidated election to
allow these to go through when...when voters aren't out there
voting on the propositions. So, we want to see people out
there. That was the intent of the consolidations, so we can
get a true reading from the districts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Yes, I would like to answer Senator DeAngelis to say that
I, too, was here when we passed consolidation of elections,

and when we passed this bill a few weeks ago, we did talk to
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then and...and they...they certainly did not support this and
said they were sorry that we did have to go through with this
bill. But I think that as with all legislation, we cannot
conmit for future General Assemblies and with the trial aad
error system and to see how much it is costing us for these
referenduns and hoq nuch it is costing us for these specials
elections, there has to be some alteration and this
¥as...this was the very best we could come up with and so
I...I rise in support...trying every other way we could ¢to
keep that ipitial commitment, but as...as time goes on, we
see how very, very expensive it is to have these special
elections,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Well, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I...I would just point ount, it does say on my analysis that
the school boards are opposed to this. The bottom 1line is
that they were told at the time of the consolidated election
law when it was passed, and they had some concerns about the
way it was being structured, they were told they would have
an opportunity at every election for referendum. Now, that's
being taken from them and they're obviously concerned about
that. I...I'm going to have to vote No because I think that
the State and this Legislature ought to 1live up to the
compitment, we made the school boards across this State by
telling them that they could have a referendum at every
opportunity.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I apologize for rising a second time, somebody men-
tioned the cost factor. But how do you evaluate a proposal

to tie into Lake MWichigan vater for twenty-eight million
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dollars? Do you turn around and say to the folks, well, gee,
I'm awfully sorry because we're not going to lét you hold the
election? I just think we're really going back on our word.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kelly may close.
SENATOR KELLY:

I'd just like to say that ii's very rare when we don't
have a candidate on the ballot, so this wouldn®'t affect that
many and I would ask for your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 1179 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 31, the Nays are 26, | voting Present. House Bill 1179
having received the required constitutional nmajority is
declared passed. 1182, Senator Lenke. House bills 3rd
reading is House Bill 1182, HMr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1182.

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

What this bill does is...amends an Act in relation to
juveniles, postpones *he effective date *0...%t0 June 1Ist of
1986 to allow the Circuit Court of Cook County to put
together an effective program. I *think it's a good bill and
I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question

is, shall House Bill.,.Senator Sangmeister,

SENATOR SANGMNEISTER:



Page 281 - JUNE 25, 1985

Was this in reqguest to Cook County State's Attorney
because he couldn'% ge: “he job...done within the amount of
days that we se* in the previous legislation?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Lemke,

SENATOR LEMKE:

¥as a request by the Cook County Ciréuit Court and the
Cook County Sta*e's Attorney's Office.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, how nmany days did we have in the legislation that
be had to comply with...the court and the state's attorney
had to comply with? I forget how many days...we're reducing
it from how many days or increasing it for...we're not doing
either, you're just going to give them more time %o...o0kay.
Yeah, all right.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion?...the gquestion is, House Bill 1182
pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 58,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill 1182 hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 1188, Hr.
Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1188,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill spells out what
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is...vhat happens regarding legal custody of a minor when the
custodial parent passes away, and under the bill as amended,
it provides that the...that the legal custody will pass to
the surviving parent but that a hearing may be held by any
other person who has standing, and that includes persons who
would have the physical custody of...of the child. It sets
forth *he guidelines under which a proper hearing can be held
to determine what happens upon the death of a custodial
parent.,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

Sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

¥ho has standing?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

I just looked at that and I had the...that's spelled out
in Section 601 and it*s...it's as follows. "A child custody
proceeding by a parent, by the filing of a dissolution
of...0f marriage or legal separation for custody of the child
in the county in which the child is...is...resident or by a
person, and I think this is the part that you were concerned
with, by a person other than a...parent by filing a petition
for custody of the child in the county in which he is perma-
nently resident or found, bu% only if he is not in the physi-
cal custody of one of his parents. That would mean that
ife..if in the situation, as I umderstand it, let us say that
the mother has the legal custody and the mother 1lives with
the maternal grandparents, the mother dies, the...the...the

maternal grandparents who would then bhave physical custody
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could bring a petition %o determine whether the child shoald
go back to the father or whether it should stay with them or
someone 2lse,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman...or Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

If the maternal grandparents live separate and apart from
the mother and the child and the mother dies, do the maternal
grandparents then have standing to seek custody in the court?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dacrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

Well, then to the bill. In that situation take for
example a girl...a mother dies, the father has serious prob-
lems and is emotionally unable to care for that child and
the...naternal grandparents know that, they will have to sit
by and allow that person to take that child. He may not be a
neglected...neglectful father, he may not be under our Stat-
utes an unfit parent but he still may no*t be the best person
to...to have that child; or on the other hand, he may be if
it were determined by the court, But you have the decedent
mother's parents wanting a court hearing, they will not be
able to sesk that court hearing, *hey wvwill not have standing.
They will have no opportunity to challenge the father's right
to custody or challenge his fitness +o take care of that
child. I think *that*s a defect in this legislation, I think
as a result of this, we're going to have situations poping up
where our reason for passing this bill will be challenged by
our constituents, I think it's a bad concept without that

provision and I would solicit a No vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Further consideration? Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. Senator Berman, in the
case of...in a case where the noncustodial parent has waived
custody, would that come into play? 1I...in the original bill
it did, I don'% see it in the amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

This only applies...the legal custody would revert to the
parent unless the parent has been found to be under a legal
disability, in other words, incompetent or unable to attend
to his matters or the child's matters or unfit by the couri.
If...if the...when you say waive the rights,...in many cases,
it*s agreed in a divorce case, you and I are are married, we
work out a property settlement agreement, I tell you, you
want *o0 take the kids, I said fine, %take the kids; I want
the...you know, I want *o be able to visit them anrd that's
ninety-nine percent of the cases. If you pass away, this
bill says legal custody goes back to me unless I am either
under a legal disability or I am unfit. ©Now, the only excep-
tions to that...and I think that's the way it should be,
that's most of the cases. I don't think anybody else ought
to step in to take away my kid. Now the only exception that
we are talking about is if you live with someone else and
that...and with my child, they have standing to go into court
for a hearing as to wvhat is in the best interest. But a
stranger, when I say stranger, I mean in a legal sense, a
person that hasn't taken care of that kid, that doesn't live
with the kid, I*'ve go*t first right because I'm <“hat child*s
father. That's what this bill does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.
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SENATOR KARPIEL:

Well, vhat I was asking about, ism't there something...in
nost cases, it happens the way you...way you stated, but
isn't there something where you can actually sign something
and waive the right of custody, not just your divorce agree-
ment but a special waiver?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I'm...I don't think...and, again, I'm...I stand to be
corrected, but in...in the divorce cases that I'm familiar
with, you don't give up parental rights. The only time you
give up a parental right is when :there is an adopiion, that's
when you give up your right to the child and...and your
second husband wanis to adopt my kid, if I want that done,
I...I can enter into an agreement. But with the divorce
case, no, I don*t give up my rights because you...there may
be a...a silent agreement that you're not going to collect
the money for child sapport if I don't come over %0 visit the
kid. But that's not legal énd that's pnot included in
any...document.,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENOUZIO)

...5enator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Okay, thank you. T just have two more quick gquestions.
If a parent has appointed a guardian...a relative or somebody
as a guardian and then in case of his or her death, would
that guardian then have standing?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I...I don't know. I...I'm not able to think out that

legal implication. I'm not sure what the basis would be of

the guardianship. There's two kinds of guardian, guardian of
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a child...the gquardian of <the body and the guardian of
the...of the estate. If the mother can't handle dollars,
sometimes they can go into court and have a bank appointed as
the guardian of the assets of the child, but I don*: think
that®s what you're referring %o and on the o%fher, I...I
just...X'm not able to give you am answer.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

211 right. I know, Senator Berman, you're avare of why I
am asking all these questions, I...you know, I have a problen
here. I just want to make sure...you said that if the custo-
dial parent and the child live with a...the grandparents, for
instance, and as long as they're living together in...in the
case of the death of the custodial parent, then that...those
grandparents then would have standing. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

I...I'11 tell you what troubles me about this, T...I
don't 1like this whole area to begin with, but it's the way
the courts look upon the right of the natural parent. You
know, irrespective of the fact that you may have standing,
all standing gets you, it gets you in front of the judge and
he can throw you out and say, you...and this...this case is
dismissed summarily on the basis of your lack of standing...I
have been...as an elected official, I have been involved in
some really heart-rending cases, Art. The most recent
involved is a situation where a...a husband put eleven bul-
lets 1into his twenty-four-year-old wife with three beautiful
children and he now is in the penitentiary, and every two
weeks those kids are taken down and...for their visitation,
taken from the parents of the widow down to the penitentiary

for their wvisitation with their natural father. And you
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cannot get a court to move off of that question because he is
the natural father. I had another case with a constituent
vhere they had adopted...or were foster parents from a mother
who was totally unfit, who had thirty or forty cats and was
an alcoholic and a prostitute, we went through up and
down...through the court system to try to get a termination
of those rights. The courts just won't buy it. So when you
say standing, you know, standing, it doesn't mean all that
nuch, Art, and I...I just think...I know what you're ¢trying
to do and it's good and all of that, but I just wish that
there were some language in here other than just unfit. I
wish that the standards were spelled out with greater
specificity so that a...a person, a petitioner who was going
in in one of thess situations could say, you know, here,
judge,...you know, the Legislature has already made it clear,
that is not within your discretion, this is unfit. If a
person is in the penitentiary, that is unfit, you know, if
d...3ll...if a person is a...makes their living as a pros-
titute, that is per se unfit. I guess I've...I've said my
piece on...on the question. Tawal just... you know,
that...that part of it just bothers the heck out of ne.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

311 right. Further discussion? Senator...Senator
Berman,

SENATOR BERHA.N:

All right, Let me respond. Your complaint is under the
existing law. May I suggest to you that under this bill the
scenario you havs given would not have :o apply, because I
would believe certainly that the murderer father is either
disqualified because of under a legal disability, he's in the
pententiary or the court can find that he is unfit, both of
which are exclusions under this language.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
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SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thats..that is my point, Art. The court won't find him
unfit because the standards aren't spelled out,
We...vwe...they have tried...they have tried to find this
parent as...have him declared unfit. Do you know what I®n
saying? That's the problen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I...I have no...no problem in suaggesting in...in yoar
scenario and although it's rare, I think it ought to be
addressed, in suggesting to the House sponsor that he
nonconcur in this and provide a sentence that if...you know,
for example, if you are...if I'm a beneficiary uander your
will and I shoot you, I can't take under that will. I have
no problem in adding a sentence that if the reason that
the...that the child is an orphan or...doesa't have
the...the...the custodial parent anymore is because
they're...of a crime perpetrated by the noncustodial parent,
that the noncustodial parent shall not be the recipient of
this child, that doesn't bother me. I am *alking about the
language ine...for this bill of the ninety-nine percent of the
cases where somebody else tries to step in to prevent the
child from going back to the father who allowed the wife to
have the custody in the original divorce case. That's what
this bill is all about. I think it addresses Senator
Dawson's concerns. I have no problem im adding a sentence
that addresses your concern and let's address not =the
aberration but the usual situation to prevent somebody else
from stepping in preventing a father...usually the Ffather
from getting his child back when the wife passes away. I
would ask for your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. PFurther discussion? Senator Collins.



Page 289 - JUNE 25, 1985

SENATOR COLLINS:

I...IsssSenator Berman, I...I want to <clarify this
and...and I'm going to use my son as an example. I have a
three-year-old grandsom who 1lives with his mother and her
mother, Now, does this bill allows...in case something
happens to amy daughter-in-law, does this bill allow her
mother or father *o file a petition without justifiable cause
or...or evidence that my son is unfit, and will he have to
be...will they be able to drag hinm in the courts and fight
for custody over that child? -

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Simple question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

The answer is, yes, they cam go into court because they
have physical custody of the child.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

What...who gave them custody? They...they don't have
custody, the wife had custody and she died.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERHAN:

Yo0...you told me that +the...that the mother and the
grandparents 1live wvwith the child. When I said custody, I
said physical custody not legal custody, they have physical
custody of the child; therefore, under this bill and the
existing law, they have standing to go in and have a hearing
as to what is in the best interest and who should be the

recipient of the legal custody of the child. They have
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standing.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUDZIO)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Well, that is my objection to *he bill. Now, why...why
would they have to drag...you know, go into court over that
kind of fight...you're.,..you're..,.you're saying that...that
on one hand you want to make it easier for a father +to0...to
get custody of a child in case the mother has custody, but
then you're...you're setting up...giving legal standing to
the parent...the girl's parent so that he may have to go
through the courts, spend a lot of money that he may not have
to try to get custody of a child that'’s already his. To nme,
it doesn't nmake sense, Now I can understand what you're
trying to do if, in fact, there is some clear cut evidence
and reason to believe that that father or that mother, the
noncustodial parent, is in fact unfit. Now unless the bill
is doing that, I think it's unfair. 1It's crazy for him to
have to hire a lawyer to go to court to fight for his child
when he and that child has a very good relatioanship together.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Will the sponsor yield to one question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

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

The bill as amended...do I understand correctly, the bill
as amended, if a child has been living with the grandparents
and the mother of the child has died, what this bill will do
then will...it...it will give the grandparents standing to
come in and ask for custody of the child?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Berman.
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SENATOR BERMAN:

They have that standing under existing law.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis,

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

And what is the purpose of this bill to gquarantee that
the...noncustodial parent is the parent who is going to have
the child anyway?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bernman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Because it says that the legal custody passes, by lawv, to
the surviving nponcustodial parent, unless that parent has
been found to be under a legal disability or unfit...unfit by
the court in a hearing brought by persons who have standing.
Among the persons who have standing would be the person such
as the grandparents, if they have physical custody of the
child.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Under the present law, if the...the...the...the custodial
parent dies, automatically...and correct me if I'm wrong,
automatically, “he noncustodial parent has a right to that
child; Isn't that so?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

No. There was an appellate cour%t case that gave rise to
this bill that denied the...the natural parent
that.,.*hat...opportunity. That's why the bill is here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
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But that case,...the...that case denied the opportunity
because the child had been 1living with the grandparents.
Isn't that right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERHAN:

That's what we're talking about.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. I...I apologize
for rising, but when attorneys start talking, I get conm-
pletely 1lost and I think the longer they go on, the farther
we get lost. As a nonattorney, are you trying +to...are you
attempting through +this 1legislation to strengthen the lan-
guage that says, we are now going to provide a better avenue
to return the child to the natural parent?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bernman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Berman may
close.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Senator 2ito, gave my closing argqument. I ask for an Aye
votea.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 1188 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay., The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that ques-
tion, the Ayes are 46, the Nays are 6, 3 voting Present.

House Bill 1188 having received the required constitutional
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majority is declared passed. 1137,...Senator Luft, for what
purpose do you arise?
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr, President. 1I*'d ask leave to add Senator
Poshard as a hyphenated sponsor of House Bill 18445,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All right. Senator Luft seeks leave of the Body o have
Senator Poshard added as a hyphenated cosponsor of House Bill
1145, Is leave... 1445, 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
House Bill 1197, Mr. Secretary. House bills 3rd reading,
read the bill, 1137,

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1197,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Bloomn.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr.,.thank you, Mr. President and fellow Sena-
tors. 1197 basically provides that wherever practicable,
precincts should be situated within a single congressional or
representative or county board district or a single municipal
vard. It's a problem that you find in some urban areas,
split precincts, downstate primarily. I'1ll ansver any ques-
tions, otherwvise, seek an affirmative voie.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 1197 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 59, the Nays are none, none voting
Presen*. House Bill 1197 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. A hundred and fifty

bills to go. House Bill 1202,...Jerome Joyce. House Bill
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1202, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
House...excuse me...House Bill 1202,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr., President. We amended this bill to0...SO
it is exactly like Senate Bill 662 which passed out of here
with fifty-five votes. This amends the Comprehensive Solar
Energy Act of 1377 to establish the Solar Energy Refund Pro-
gram to be administered by the Department of Energy and Natu-
ral Resources. It provides +*+hat a person who OWDS.e..a
department certified solar energy system may receive from the
department a refund of twenty percent, capped at a thousand
dollars of the cost of the system. A...refunds are dependent
on State appropriations or grants. Be happy to anmsver any
questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMU2IO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 1202 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed Nay.
The voting is open, Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, the Ayes are 59, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. House Bill 1202 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 1206,
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1206,

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

Senator Helch.
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SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you. This bill adds to the State Income Tax a
checkoff for higher education assistance in the form of
scholarships to be awarded. It contains the Schaffer amend-
meat, if there's not a hundred thousand bucks, it's off
the...the ballot...it's off the tax return, and I would move
its favorable adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Any discussion? Sepnator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Welch,...question of Senator Welch.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator...

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Do you know how wmuch we have in the Illinois State
Scholarship Commission Fund to disburse?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator DeAngelis,

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

It*s about a hundred and ten million dollars and...and,
you kpnow, I guess it's nice to collect money for scholarship,
but what for? It doesn't mean anything compared to what
ve're doing already.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Just to emphasize what the sponsor has already said,
this is another one of those checkoffs. Our income tax

return is getting longer and longer and longer. I would so



Page 236 - JONE 25, 1385

suggest a No vote,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Welch may close.
SENATOR WELCH:

Well, just let me point out that we do provide on the
Illinois Income Tax for checkoffs for several other funds.
We've added a few more this year and nov we're at the poiant
where we're saying, well, wait a minute, we don't want to
help students, we may not want to help then. The one good
thing about the checkoffs on the income tax return, I've
never been a great fan of them, but one good thing about them
is it does allow for constituents to, in effect, vote with
their pocketbook. If they don't like this, don't give any
money to the thing and if they doa't, by Jack Schaffer’s
amendment, the thing will be dissolved. So, I don®'t think
it*s going to hurt anything, number one., Number two, it will
probably help a few kids going to college which I think is a
good thing and something we should be doing, and I would urge
an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question 1is, shall House Bill 1206 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 28, the Nays are 28, | voting
Present. House Bill 1206 having failed to receive the
reguired constitutional wmajority is declared 1lost. 1217,
Senator Degnan. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 1217,
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1217.

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 1217 amends the
Netropolitan Sanitary District Act, increases by two thousand
every two years the annual salaries of president, vice-
president and chairman of the Committee of Finance. Also,
provides a two thousand dollar every two year increment to
board members. I'd be happy to answer any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Fawvell.

SENATOR PAWELL:

Thank you, very much. #ould the sponsor yield for a
question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Fawell,
SENATOR FAWELL:

According to our...according to our analysis, there is no
exclusion for the State; therefore, the State may be picking
this up. Is *that true?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

No, that's not true. I have a letter from the sanitary
district *o Mr. O'Grady of the Office of Mandates and Spe-
cial Programs vwhich exempts the legislation from the
Mandate's Act.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? If no*, the question is, shall House
Bill 1217 npass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take...take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 42, the Nays are 14, 1 voting Present. House

Bill 1217 having received the required constitutional nmajor-
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ity is declared passed. 1232, Senator Hall. House bills 3rd
reading is House Bill 1232, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1232,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., It does exactly what it says here, it creates enter-
prise high school laboratories to be operated by the State
Superintendent of Education in conjucntion with the enter-
prise high school to provide training for enterprise high
school students and to do research in areas of potential
values to the businesses and other industries. What
this...does 1is that, in effect, it establishes here, it per-
mits school boards to act to contract with the business
located within this area and these pilot tracts are success-
ful. What it means, it means employment and it means some-
thing to do to get students back into the mainstream, and I
would ask your most favorable support of this legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righ*. Any discussion? Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. Obviously, this is going to
have a fiscal impact and I...and I didn't hear that men-
tioned. I'm just curious as to wha*...what is this going to
cost the State of Illinois, Senator?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Sepator Hall...Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:
I...XI think the...it's...it’'s a million one...I don't

have it hear bu® I think it’s a million dollars.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Oh, yes, I noticed hers on my analysis, it says 1.1 mil-
lion dollars. The State of Illinois is going to be putting
into this pilot program for a couple of schools im Senator
Hall's district. I voted against this in conmittee,
I...Senator Hall and St. Clair County is a par:t of...of ay
area, but I don't know if this is necessarily a good idea,
and I probably will be voting No again. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Hall may close.
SENATOR BALL:

-+.what this does, it means that it will get people off
of the rolls and the State Community College will be able to
establish this small...and and provides responsibility in
the college in this regards. I's ask your most favorable
suppor* of this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 1232 pass. Those . in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 34, the WNays are 22, none voting
Present. House Bill 1232 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. 1246, Senator
S§elch. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 1286, ONr.
Secretary, read the bill,

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1246.

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

Senator Welch.
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SENATOR WELCH:

This bill basically clarifies the law regarding payment
to vendors from State agencies. What it does, it clarifies
that the thirty or sixty days which in with...within which a
vendor must be notified of approval of bill or invoice are
calendar days not business days, and if a bill is disap-
proved, the vendor is to be notified within thirty calendar
days rather than immediately., I'd move passage of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

-.s.any discussion? Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Yes, Senator Welch, there's one...part of this has very
good ideas to me but it also has some very big problems. One
of the biggest things is, if we're going to do it in thirty
calendar days, Central Management Service which has to send
out the telephone bills back to the different departments and
agencies for verifica*ion; therefore, you're not going to
give them physically enough time for that to be verified as
legitimate on the charges, and you and I, both know the tele-
phone company does make mistakes whenm it bills you. You have
nothing in here for an exception to the rule, and comse-
quently, to get verification to protect the taxpayer®s money
that it's legitimate bill, ve're going to start paying two
percent interest to the phone conmpany. IS.ssis there any
axclusion at all in this bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:
#ell, nome that I know of, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:
Well, have been the father of the sixty-day bill a few

years back, and in working with all the different parties
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concerned at that time in government who had been excessive
delays in payiang bills, they finally came to the fact that
they could do it in sixty days. At that time the construc-
tion industry and all the other people who had came to me to
solve that problem that time, said, that *s fine, we can live
with it. I see one of the people who voted...who registered
in support of this was a person representing the construction
industry, and I...I think, frankly, they were off base. I
think that we're adding a legitimate delay problem in trying
to say thirty calendar days when it's going to knock at least
two weeks off what the department would have to do, or if the
Comptroller or the Treasurer finds a mistake, then we got to
start paying two percent interest. I don®'t think this is a
good idea.. I urge everybody to vote Noa
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Schunenman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Well, 3just to...to reinforce
some of the arguments made by Senator Davidson, I think that
this one of those ideas that sounds great, but when you try
to make it work, it's not a very practical thing to do. I
know in the case of my own legislative phonme bill, we quite
often are...we're running abou* a month late because of :the
problems in sending the...vouchers to the State and...and by
the time they get them paid, my phonme bill usually shows that
I own...owe two months rather than one month when I get it,
and I think what you're doimg by virtue of +his bill is
simply making that problem a lot worse; and while I support
what you...I think you're trying to do, once again, I
think...it's not a very practical way to solve the problenm.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, Senator Welch nay
close.

SENATOR WELCH:
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This bill 1is one that is designed not only to help con-
stituents who are not paid on time, it's actually one that
also helps us as legislators. 1I'm sure many of you receive
phone calls where...on the campaign trail as we're about your
duties, somebody comes up and says, hey, how come the State
isn*'t paying my bill, and you get some hassle about that and
you try to do something about it. Aand the purpose of this
bill is to...try to encourage the State to pay much quicker,
trying to get <constituents happier and, perhaps, make it
easier on us., I think *hat it's a...i%'s a good idea and I
think it's one that we should pass.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1246 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that ques-
tion, the Ayes are 29, the Nays are 28, none voting Present.
House Bill 1246 having failed to receive a constitutional
najority is declared lost. House Bill 1251, Senator Poshard.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

House Bill 1251.

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

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, MAr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 125] enpowers DCCA to provide information
along with the Department of Energy and Natural Resources co-
operation on the technologies that are available for busi-
nesses to burn Illinois coal and the feasibility of such sys-
tems. t also empovers DCCA to encourage new enterprises to

use equipment that utilize Illinois coal. There are a couple
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of other provisions of the bill. I think it*s a good bill.
It passed out of the House by a vote of 118 to nothing and
out of the Senate Ag. Committee by a vote of 13 to nothing,
and I would ask for your favorable consideration of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator DeAngelis. Any further
discussion? TIf not, the question is, shall House Bill 1251
pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
54, the Nays are none, none voting Present., House Bill 1251
having received the constitutional nmajority is declared
passed. House Bill 1258, Senator Weaver. Read the bill, Nr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill... 1258,

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

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Hr. President. House Bill 1258 does just as
the Calendar states. It anmends the Tax Anticipation Note
Acts. It makes some changes in relation to the amount of
notes that may be issued and the manner...the interest rate
and the manner of refunding those notes. If there's any
question, I'11 be happy to try to answver it.
Appreciate... {machine cutoff)...roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion 1is, shall
House Bill 1258 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55,

the Nays are none, none vo*ing Presen“. House Bill 1258 hav-~-
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ing received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 1262, Senmator Marovitz, House Bill 1277, Senator
Poshard. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1277.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill proposes to create the...corporation for
innovation development which is formed to generate private
verture capital to foster a new research, new businesses and
new industry into the Stat2 of Illinois. It would vprovide
for State corporation operated by five appointees of the
Governor and the legislative leadership and by the directors
2f the Department of Labor and the Commerce and Community
Affairs. The purpose would be to raise funds to make invest-
ments in small business establishments and other industry
that might want to move to the State, and I would ask for
your favorable consideration of the bill. Be happy to answer
any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I'1l1l be very brief, as éenator Demuzio said, !'cause
I would like to be home before 2:00 a.m. I appreciate the
concern of the sponsor. But when you look at the income tax
credits available, there is one question I vant to ask
directly, ‘cause no more than five million in credits may be
granted in total. Is that five million in credits for one

investor?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

It's for all taxpayers for the three-year period.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Okay, what we're saying is, this does allow a tax credit
carryover so that if...if the amount of credit you've got is
more taxes than you were going to pay, you can carry the
credit over “o the next year, which was an innovative idea
that the Federal Government does, but needless to say, that's
vhy most major corporations don't pay taxes, 'cause they
carry these credits over constantly. There are many sSmall
business programs already in Build Illinois and a series of
others, and I laud you for your effort,...you always hate to
stand up and oppose a program like this, but you always say,
well, wve got forty-five thousand programs for small business.
The average small businessman never hears about them anyway,
doesn't wutilize them and if...an example, the small business
administration is usable, they don't always work that well.
Sometimes we're better off letting innovative businessmen be
innovative businessmen and gquit trying to innovate for then.
But I appreciate your concern, I just don't think it's prac-
tical.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator E*heredge,

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
Senator, who is...who will designate those fortunate

individuals that are going to get the tax credits?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

The corporation itself, Senator Etheredge.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator EBtheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

So that the...the director of the Department of...of
Revenue and and of Labor and DCCA and then the...the other
people appointed by the legislative leadership then are going
to sit around the table and...and designate those people that
will be...whose investments will be eligible and those that
will not. I can see...jus*t within tha* mechanism alone, T
can see guite a few administrative problems that...that are
going to arise. There...you also have built into the legis-
lation a five million dollar cap, you know. This...is this
going *o be firs:t come first served? I mean, who really
knows what the...what the credit is...is going to...going to
be? You know, if you okay the investment, that does not tell
you what the credit is going to amount to. It seems to me
that you could be...have some considerable difficulty after
the fact...after a credit has been earned under the provi-
sions of this bill determining who...who of those eligible
for the credit are actually going to get it. I...aS Teesl
reluctantly rise in opposition to a bill that is designed to
encourage investment in Yllineis small business, but I think
that...that this is not the way to get the job done. Ieasl
think <+hat this would result in guite a fev administrative
nightmares. I think we've already set in place a number of
other programs that ar; directed toward the same general
goal, most of those programs are new. I suggest that we vote
this proposal down, give these other programs a...a..a chance
to accomplish the same objective.

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

Thank you, Mr. President. I don't think this a bad
idea. The only problem is, we've already done it. #e estab-
lished within the last couple of years the Venture Capital
Fund within the Department of Commerce and Community Affairs,
and there®s a hundred million dollars that is 1lying in the
fund. The money was just put together in March of this year,
I believe, and so the allocations have not really been made
fron that fund. We have a lot of good ideas around here but
it seems to me that we're tending now to begin to duplicate
those that are already in the works, and it occurs to me that
this is ome of those instances. We probably should wvait and
see how successful our Venture Capital Pund is going to be
before we embark on one more program.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

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

He indicates he will yield.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Poshard, what qualifies for a deduction?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

The corporation that will be appointed will formulate the
rules and regulations. They have the right to...to appoint a
general manager who is a person of recognized ability and
business experience to...to include engineers, accounts and
so on in this operation that will make the determinations as
to who qualifies for.,..for this investment credit.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.
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SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I apologize, Senator Poshard. That was not my
question, What I mean is, what gqualifies? Is it loans,
stocks, guarantees, deposits, what,..what qualifies?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

-+«it will be treated like any other corporation...just a
second, 1I*'ll...loans, guarantees, yes. Those..;the very
things you just mentioned would qualify.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Senator Poshard, I have never heard in my entire
life when someone can deduct a loan from *their State Income
Tax. What happens when the loan is paid back?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

I'm...I"m sorry, Senator DeAngelis, I...I mnisunderstood
your gquestion. I was talking about the...the fipancing fronm
the corporation itself and what may be included in that in
terms of equity, investments, loans, guarantees, combitments
for financing and so on. What qualifies as a tax deduction
is the investment in the corporation or in any entity the
corporation deems appropriate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Delngelis,

END OF REEL
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REEL #8

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Is a loan considered an investment?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

I...I wouldn't assume so. I...I don't think i% would
qualify as a deduction.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

«»+«1 think you'd better read the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

There further discussion? 1If not,...Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

(Machine cutoff)...to address the bill. I mean, I have
never seen a sitgation ip which...and believe me, I am not
shy at all about accepting tax credits or even giving thea,
but you've got a bag here that I've never seen ever given out
as tax credits and there's no mechanism in the event +hat the
equity is either returned or the loan is repaid that the
State is ever going to recover its money.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Sena*or Poshard nmay
close.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Nr. President. First of all, I might point
out that the Venture Capitalism Fund is in the Illinois
Finance Development Authority and that ié tate nmonies.
What we're after here are private funds to...to encourage

private investment in the State of Illinois. Recently, I was
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listening *o a conversation over KMOX...radio in St. Louis, a
conversation with the first vice-president in charge of
investments of the First National Bank of Boston, Massachu-
setts, He was talking about the tremendous amount of high
technology enterprise that has developed in and around the
Boston area as well as in Southern California; thus, the
creation of a subpar five percent unemployment rate in those
areas. Upon the inquiry as %o how they vwere able to create
such enterprise and such business development in those areas,
he.,.he...he replied with this, he said, private capital
investment from the midwest, from 1Illinois, from Michigan,
from Wdisconsin, our mon2y going to the east coast, to the
West coast to finance high technology investment, small busi-
ness, new industry. This simply creates a mechanism for pri-
vate venture capitalism to stay in Illinois, not State monies
to try and to bring in jobs but private, investment capital-
ism right here in Illinois. This creates the mechanism. I
think it's a good bill and I would ask for your support of
the bill. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICERAS)

The ques*ion is, shall House Bill 1277 pass. Those ia
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take “he record. On that gques-
tion, the Ayes are 27, the Nays are 25, U4 voting Present.
House Bill 1277 having failed to receive the constitutional
majority is declared lost, For what purpose Senator Poshard
arise? Ask leave from the Body to put 1277 on the Order of
Postponed Consideration. Hearing no objection, 1leave is
granted. House Bill 12739, Senator Nedza. On the Order of
House Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill 1279, Read the bill, HMr.
Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {8R. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1279.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The bill would allow the RTA to conduct a study of
the adequacy of police protection on the public transporta-
tion systems under its jurisdiction. There's an amendment
offered to the bill which would allow...and it dealt with the
Suburban Bus Board which would allow the directors of
which...all directors are mayors of the respective municipal-
ities, would allow a director to conclude his term even
though he was no longer the chief executive of that nmunici-
pality. If there's no questions, I would ask for your favor-
able consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
House Bill 1273 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. House Bill 1279 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. House Bill 1284, Senator Chew.
Read the bill, Mr...

ACTING SECRETARY: {MB. FERNANDES) -

House Bill 1284,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:
Yes, 1284 is a bill that prohibits insurance companies

from refusing to enter into a contract based on the amount of
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business that was written prior to an independent agent
applying to do business with the company. I don't know of
any opposition, I think it*s a good bill. 1I'1ll answer any
questions., Otherwise, I'd ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion 1is, shall
House Bill 1284 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. House Bill 1284 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. House Bill 1285, Senator
Weaver. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1285,

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

Senator Weaver,

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, ¥r. President. House Bill 1285 amends the
Administrative Procedure Act to permit a State agency to
submait an adgenda of rules, it is considering proposing to
the Illinois Register. This bill...sets forth certain guide-
lines as to how this prerule making procedure is to function,
and if there are any questions, I'1ll be happy to answer thenm.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Bouse Bill 1285 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opsn., Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. House Bill 1285 having received the constitutional

majority 1is declared passed. House Bill 1292, Semnator
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Berman. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1292,

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

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. I want to assure the Body that
this bhas nothing to do with the custody of children in
divorce cases. It deals with the rights of the persons in
nursing homes to...as to withdraw from +he residents?
accounts. It spells out the situnation under which the depos-
its must be applied for the benefit of the residents and
under wvhat circumstances those deposits can be applied for,
any reemaining financial obligation upon the resident's death
or discharge. I ask your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is +there discussion? If no%t, the question is, shall
House Bill 1232 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 58,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill 1292 hav-
ing received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 1306, Senator Joyce. BRead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (8R. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1306.

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

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and uwembers of the Sernate.
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House Bill 1306 deals with those situations where Chicago
police officers and Chicago firsfighters sustain an injury in
the line of duty and the individual officer is being dunned
for the bill because the municipality is late in paying it.
It only applies to the City of Chicago. There is an amend-
ment that we have accep*ed that was put on by the medical
society, and I ask for your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

(Machine cutoff)...there discussion? If not, the ques-
tion is, shall House Bill 1306 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The...the voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are
none, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1306 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 1317,
Senator O*Daniel. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1317.

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

Senator O'Daniel.

SENATOR O'DANIEL:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, House Bill 1317
as amended amends the Use Tax Act to define gasohol as having
been produced from cereal grains growa in the...in the...in
the U.S. Also, it...it was amended in...there was an amend-
meat put on it in the House to remove the.,.thousand dollar
threshold on farm equipment and parts...and this was the
companion bill to Senate Bill 429 that passed out of here 57
to nothing. I would appreciate a favorable roll call. I'11
attempt to answer any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *here discussion?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, any discussion? Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

fes, is this vhere they're trying to prevent importation
of any ethanol from other countries to redace the price that
we use when we mix?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator O'Daniel.

SENATOR O'DANIEL:

Yes, this is...actually,...wha* this was for was *o
combat the cheap ethanol that'!s coming from Brazil made from
sugar cane,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, it's nmy understanding that there is a guestion of
the constitutionality of whether this is...we as a State can,
by law, prevent the foreign *rade and prevent this coning in,
and there's also a gquestion on vhether on...on how you can
check wvhether the ethanol is produced with sugar cane or
withe..with grain and...also this would preven: those in the
United States from developing ethanol out of potatoes or
other...or our own sugarf...wvouldn®t it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator O'Daniel.

SENATOR O'DANIEBL:

Well, at present here in this country, they are not
using.s..cane or sugar beets or anything of that nature and I
think it is constitutional. It wvas amended...here...in
the...in committee to specify as grown...produced from cereal
grain. I think this takes care of the constitutional prob-
lem.

PREéIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

#ell, it just strikes me as odd that we're concerned
about our constituency and providing some economical fuel for
their use and automobiles and whatnot, and yet, when there is
a way to enact some savings, we want to restrict that and
prevent...prevent them from getting any gain from the
savings. I...I just think it's contradictory to what our
purposes here are for, and I would vote against this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Joyce, Jerome.

SENATOR JEROME JOICE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I rise in strong support
of this 1legislation. Senator Savickas mentioned the sugar
cane and potatoes., We don't grow much of that in this State,
but we do have a labor force in this State <that is not at
work and if ve pass this legislation, i%'s going to put the
biggest industry in this State...it*ll at least help put then
back to work. Haybe they'll buy a tractor or a combine and
put sone of Senator Savickas®* and some of our urban
people's...constituents back to work in the factories. I
think this is an...excellent piece of legislation, it will
help the hard pressed agriculture community in this State and |
it will also help our urban people get jobs back at decent,
high paying wages making equipment that agriculture can use.
I think this is an excellent bill. I don't think we need to
look out for the major oil companies in this State this year.
I think we need to be wmore concerned about this...this
country's...or this State's major industry and that'll put
more people back to work than any of the major oil companies
will in this State. So, I would urge adoption of this piece
of legislation,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Dkay, we...we have *three...two additional spesakers. We

are down to a hundred and twenty-five bills or thereabouts
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now. Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. One concern that I have about
forbidding the importation of ethanol is +that some of the
small jobbers are having a...a problem of getting ethanol at
a reasonable price. We have ethanol that is made here in the
State of Illinois that's selling for twenty or twenty-five
ceats a gallon more in 1Illinois than it is in Indiana or
Iowa. One...one manufacturer is only selling by the fifty-
five gallon barrel now. There's some real problems here,
Senator. There's many small distributors here in the State
of 1Illinois that are having to blend in order to come up to
the proper octane and it's only going to get worse as we
phase out 1lead, and to restrici, particularly in a...in
ds..3t a time when we're...when they're having to pay twenty,
tventy-five cents more per gallon for that made here in the
State of XIllinois than they're paying in Iowa, Indiana, it's
only going to exacerbate the border problems. I...I don':
kno# what the answer to it is. #e'd certainly like to use
more grain, more corn in the mapnufacturing and...and increase
the refining capacity, but I...I don't know what's going on
in this whole bit.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in favor of this bill and I, 1like some of the other
speakers, that...that feel that agriculture today certainly
needs a...needs a boost. I think this bill does that. For
those that are concerned about...and, Senator Weaver, I
understand some of the problems but some of the...some of the
jobbers and especially some of the other petroleum companies
have an opportunity to manufacturer alcohol if they so desire

bat have chosen another...another direction to go. So, I
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don't really feel sorry for them and I think for us to jeop-
ardize.,.agriculture at the expense of the...the manufac-
tures, I think, is totally wroamg. This bill is a good bill.
The exemptions here is good. It's going to strengthen agri-
culture and they certainly need it because it's going to help
the rest of the State, and I'd ask for a favorable roll call
on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator O'Daniel may close.
SENATOR O'DANIEL:

To...to answer some of Senator Weaver's concerns, ve're
not...we're not saying anything about Indiana or Iowa or any-
thing like that, we're just talking about the foreign ethanol
that's being produced in Brazil and putting our...our people
at very much of a disadvantage. You know, ADM right near
Senator Weaver's hometown of Champaign is...is one...a very
big enmployer of...of people that are prodacing ethanol
and...and I think this is a...a bill that's very badly need,
and I'd appreciate a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Question is, shall House Bill 1317 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wvish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take +the record. On tha* question, the Ayes are
48, the Nays are 6, 3 voting Presen:. House Bill 1317 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1318, Senator Kelly. House bills 3rd reading, House
Bill 1318, #r. Secretary, read the bill, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1318,

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

Senator Kelly.
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SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, #Mr. President and members of the Senate.
House Bill 1318 exempts the towing of wrecked vehicles
ordered towed by 1law enforcement agencies from being regu-
lated by the Illinois Commerce Commission. Current 1law in
Illinois is that the towing operators do not need Illinois
Commerce Commission authority for trucks that are used exclu-
sively for the towing of disabled or damaged vehicles. The
bill...this bill clarifies that language and it permits the
use of newly developed equipment such as the tilt bed and the
rollback car carrier. There was an amendment adopted which
deleted the towing conmpanies and made it towing services and
it also allovs for the...the towing in emergency cases to
de.s.a2 local repair shop or gas station to make repairs.
Other than that, I'll try to amswer any guestions you have
and appreciate your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Just a gquestion. This doesn't take the relocater oper-
ators out of the purview or jurisdiction of the Illinois Com-
merce Commission does it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

I can't answer that. I'm not sure.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I'm just going to assume it doesn*t, *cause I think
ve probably would have heard about it if it...if...if it did,
but I think this bill will be coming back, so no problem.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, we now have +two additional speakers. Senator
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Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. I wasn't aware of this
bill, but as I read the bill and the...and the amendment, I
get the distinct impression that a body shop operating a
towing service whdo would respond to a State police telephone
call could not provide that *owing service unless they were
registered and certified by the Illinois Commerce Commission.
Is...am I correct in that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Well, I...I'm not so sure if it...it doesn't change
that...aspect at all as far as the current law, the way I
read it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman...Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Small body shops around the State who operate a towing
service, are they required now to get a certificate...to
operate by the Illinois Commerce...from the Illinois Commerce
Commission?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

I'm advised they are.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

¥ell, that...that may be true, that was not ay under-
standing; but the other guestion, I guess, is our...our anal-
ysis indicates that this bill is opposed by Illinois State
Police. Are they still in opposition?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

I don't believe with the amendment we have that they’re
in opposition, I haven't gotten any information that they
are in opposition, at least after the amendment was adopted.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Question is,...Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

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

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR HALL:

Senator Kelly, I don't know where this question that was
asked and I...I don't know it myself. W®Rhat is the profes-
sional towing and recovery operation of Illinois? What is
that?...vas there...was such a question asked? I don't know,
I just...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Mr. President, let's just take this bill out of the
record. We can *alk about *this further down the road.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

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

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Two purposes actually.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Hell,...well,...well, let's...let's finish. Senator Kelly
requests leave to take this bill out of the record. 1Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. Take it out of the record.
Senator Rock.

SENATOR BROCK:

A1l right, I've just concluded a meeting with Senator
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Philip and ve've decided...and for the physical and mental
well-being of all of as, we will set the schedule and work
entil 8:00 p.m. tonight and then call it a day. If need be,
by eight ofclock we see the necessity for a...a move to
extend the deadline until *omorrow, we will do so, but I
think plan on eight o'clock tonight; otherwise, we're all
going to get nutty...additionally, I'm sure you're awvare that
the Governor is hosting at this wmoment the gentleman from
Chrysler and M#itsubishi. Senator Philip and I vere kindly
invited to also attend. Re have instead suggested to the
Governor that the Senators in the arsa that the MNitsubishi
folks are interested in attend, and so Senators Sommer and
Luft and Maitland are at the Executive Mansion at this moment
at Senator Philip's request and mine. So, I would ask the
members to bear that in mind when their bills come up. If
somebody else wants *o handle them, that's fine. 1In amy
eveat,...they...they are...have been excused for official
business purposes, So, we'll work until eight. I would
encourage you to...encourage all of us to move as quickly as
possible and then we®ll...if appropriate, make the proper
motion and start again tomorrow morning at nine o'clock.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Top of page 15, House Bill 1335, Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FPERNANDES)

House Bill 1335,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Smith,
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 1335 amends the Public aid Code by first

requiring notices to be posted in all public aid offices that
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describe rights of «clients, to be courteous and give
courteous treatment to the recipients...with an appeal to
denial. Now this passed the House overwhelmingly with no
opposition. Then the second position of this bill is they
extended to the public aid benefits to the maximum extent
that's allowed by our Federal law. It would provide medical
coverage for former recipients who have left the welfare
rolls to take low paying jobs that do not include any health
benefits. These benefits would not be provided in the cases
of former recipients who have secured jobs that pay a suffi-
cient amount so that they are beyond the so-called earned
income category, nor would these benefits apply to households
where any other health benefits are available. Medicaid
would then continue to be a...the payer of last resort. This
bill takes our present policy of continuing medical coverage
from the minimum nine months to the maximum of fifteen months
that 1is allowed to us by our Federal law. The real purpose
of this legislation is to keep working mothers working. He
are trying to establish a safety net. If it should be needed
if one of her children become seriously ill or needs routine
but costly medicare, she may be forced to choose between the
impossible costly medical bills or quitting her job or either
go back on public aid. What we are trying to do in this
legyislation is to keep the mother working so that she will
not have to resort back to public aid. Each states have this
option which decreases the...decrease the welfare load, and I
ask the Assembly to please think kindly toward this legis-
lation and give me an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, any discussion? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUB:

Thank you, wvery wmuch, MHr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I would have %o speak in opposition

to this bill and we have no problem with the first part,
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Bargaret, I think that’s every laudable and I also think the
second par* is in concept; however, Department of Public Aid
already offers the nine months for the extension of the green
card, and what you're trying to do is...is strengthen it
OC..oStretch it to the fifteen wmonths. What the Federal
Government requires in that extra six-month period is exten-
sive administrative proof of eligibility which means on that
six month period that each one of those recipients must cone
in on a monthly basis to prove their eligibility, and I think
that it...it...it's Jjust very difficult for that %o happen,
and I would just move for its...T would just have to speak in
opposition to this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, very amuch, HMr. President. There is
some...there 1is some credibility to the...to the representa-
tion that has just been made, but let me just say this, what
we're talking about is a minimum number of families. For
example, in Massachusetts they've had this program in effect
and over the past year they had a total of fifty families to
take advantage of this...of...of <+this extension, +the six
nonths. Now, Massachusetts®' load is about a quarter of that
of the State of Illinois. So, ve'd be talking
about...perhaps about tvo hundred families., I...I think that
what we have to weigh is the difference between having people
come back on the rolls and be completely...completely and on
the expense seat of the State of Illinois as...at vhich time,
of course, they would have those medical benefits that we're
talking about. So, it isn't a question of extension and...and
loss of dollars from the use of the green card. The fact is,
that we'd have...we'd have the fiscal savings of having these
people at work at the same time. So, it seems to me that on

balance, this is a good deal for the State and we ought %o
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support it. I would urge the support of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse. I'm sorry, Senator

Watson,
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

No, I'm sorry, Senator Watsom, you don't 1look alike, I
just...Senator Watson. '
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd like to ask a question in
regard the amendment. It has referemnce to the Pharmaceutical
Assistance Act. I.esaI'd just 1like to know what are the
provisions in here and what does it do to +the Act...the
Pharmaceutical Assistance Act?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
sssSenator Smith.
SENATOR SNITH:

This...the eligibility of such a person for medical
assistance under this Article is not affected by the payment
of any grant under the senior citizens and disabled persoans
property tax relief and...Pharmaceutical Assistance Aét.
This here was already in the bill and this deals...dealt with
the senior citizens.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHENW:

Thanks, Mr. President. If we talk about saving money for
the State of Illinois, this is really one vehicle that does,
in fact, save money. Senator Newhouse is absolutely correct
on the Massachusetts proposition and certainly we wouldn®':
have an overflow here, but if you just think of staying off
welfare and extending it for that period of time versus going

back on welfare which mandatory that they get it, we can
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automatically discern the difference in the savings there,
Mr. President; and I, too, would urge an Aye vote om it
because it's a money-saving proposition...on the State of
Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

aAll right. Further discussion? Senator Smith nmay
close...oh, I'm sorry, Senator Dudycz. Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Yes, I have a question for the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he...she will yield. Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

In our staff analysis...without the amendment, it says
that there was no fiscal impact and Senator Chew just stated
that with this amendmen% this is going to save us some money.
How much money is this bill going to save us?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Smith,

SENATOR SMITH:

Would you please repeat the guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Yes. Our analysis states tha* without the amendment
there's no Ffiscal impact on the State of Illinois. Sena~-
tor...Chew just stated that with the amendment, this legis-
lation will save the taxpayers some money. How much money
will this save the taxpayers?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Smith, do you...do you wish to yield to Senator

Chew? Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:
I would yield to Senator Newhouse on it. He has

better...
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All right, Senator...Senator Chew yields to Senator
Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Hr., President. Senator, while I can't give
you a figure, I can give you an idea. A1l right*? #®hat we're
talking about is people who are off the rolls who are making
money...at something like the public aid level. Okay? Now,
while...so, that in 1itself 4is a saving to the State. The
difference we're talking about is the greem card, in fact.
Now, if they go back on the rolls, they have the green card.
So, you've got the double whammy. 1Instead of having people
working with a green card so that if the occasion arises
they'd have medical coverage, you'd have people who are not
working, who are on the public aid roll costing the State
those dollars and on top of that having the green card, so
the savings is what we would pay out in public aid benefits.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

.--well, it's my understanding that we're already doing
it for nine months. 1Is that correct? What...what will the
additional six months do for us?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHODSE:

The additional six months would provide the coverage so
they don't go back on the rolls. If at the termination of
the.s.o0f the nine-month period there is sonething
that...something happens, then that persor will go back on
the rolls and have the coverage. It isn't either/or, they'll
to have both. So, what we're doing is just giving it a sort
of a safety net so that we can get them beyond a period where

th2y*1ll be...get the regularity and the experience necessary
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to stay at work. It's a work...this is a work program and
the benefit is, we save public aid dollars.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Well, where do we.,..where do we stop the safety net? Why
continue six months? Why not six years 0r...or sixty years
or sixty days?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Senator Dudycz, may I say this, this is by the Federal
Government, the six months, and this...remember, this is only
optional. Everyone don't have to take it...the option of
this and the...the Department of Public Aid canno:t give you
an accurate count. It's abou*...say about twenty percent of
the caseload, which would be about two hundred people out of
ten thousand people. You're not...you're trying to help and
encourage these women to stay on their jobs. Now, they had
something like this out at County Hospital and they let those
people out and every one of them were devastated, they didm't
know what to do. We are merely trying to provide a vehicle
that these women who want to go to work can have some incen-
tive. Don't be so insensitive. #y goodness, what have you
got? We're merely trying to help these people, that's all we
can do. Do you have an answer for them? These are wmothers
who do not want to go back on welfare. We had a program here
with the corps...mothers. Women who do not want to be a part
of welfare. They have dignity and all they ask us to do is to
help them to help themselves. Now, the government has given
us a provision. Now, let's go along with it. The State has
only have to pay part of it, and all I ask...and the wvelfare
has gone along with this. So, all I'm asking for you...your

Aye vote. Please help us.
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PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEHU2IO)

Question 1is, shall House Bill 1335 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 32, the Nays are 21, none voting Present. House Bill
1335 bhaving received the zequired constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Donahue, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR DONAHUE:

I'm sorry, but I would request a verification.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Donahue has requested a verification.
#ill all Senators be in their seats., The Secretary will read
the affirmative votes.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Carroll,
Chew, Collins, Darrow, Dawson, Degnan, Demuzio, Hall,
Holmberg, Hudson, Jones, Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Kelly,
Lechowicz, Lemke, Luft, Marovitz, Nedza, Netsch, Newhouse,
O'paniel, Poshard, Rupp, Sangmeister, Savickas, Smith,
Vadalabene, Welch, Zito, Mr. President,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Donahue, do you question the presence
of any person who voted in the affirmative?
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Hudson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DERMUZIO)

Senator Hudson here? Senator Hudson on the Floor? Sena-
tor Hudson on the Floor? Strike his nanme.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Dawson on the Floor? Senator Dawson on the
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Floor? Strike his name.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Welch.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch on the Floor? Senator Welch is at the back
of the Chamber.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Jones,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Jomes 1is sitting in his seat where he's suppose
to be.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Carroll.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll is... just walked in the door.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Senator Savickas.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Savickas? Standing right here.at the Podiunm.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

I*ve never done this before. They...they do pop out of
novhere, don't they?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right...Senator Dawson has just returned to the Cham-
ber. Restore his name. Senator Donahue, do you...
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President. No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENHUZIO)

All right. On a verified roll call, there are 31 Ayes,
21 Nays and none voting Present, and...and House Bill 1335
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 1338, Senator Degnan. House
bills 3rd reading, House Bill 1338, Mr. Secretary, read the

bill.
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ACTING SECRETARY: (4B. FERNANDES)
House Bill 1338,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the annual Validation
Act for the Cook County and Cook County Forest Preserve Dis-
tricts to validate their appropriations and tax 1levy ordi-
nances for 1983.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If no%, the question is shall House
Bill...Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, Mr. President. I just have a quick question.
I have wondered ever since I got to the Legislature why it is
that we have to validate the...the levy ordinances in Cook
County and the forest preserve when we don't do that anyplace
else in the Sta:e?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

I have wondered that also, but we do it every year and
I'd ask for your assistance.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Question is, shall House Bill 1338 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are
54, the Nays are 2, none voting Present. House Bill 1338
having received the required constitutional nmajority is
declared passed. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 1341,

Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
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SECRETARY:

House Bill 1341,

{Secretary resads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZ2IO)

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, #r. President. We, in this Body, not too long
ag9,.00increased truck weights and increased truck lengths.
It now seems logical to approve the changes called for in
this bill that would permit tow trucks to handle these
heavier and longer trucks. The current 1law exempts tow
trucks from any requlation of weight limits when towing a
disabled vehicle to the nearest qualified repair station.
That's one of the points where that qualified repair station,
the interpretation of that is one of the points we're trying
to clear up, and that is possible provided that neither vehi-
cle is in itself overweight. This bill actually tightens down
and is much more restrictive than the present lawv. It sets
specific 1limits of weight, twenty-four thousand single rear
axle, forty-four thousand tandum Tear axle.
It*ll...ite.olimits the distance to within fifty miles of the
initial point of the wreck or disablement and requires the
equipnent to have the...the proper lights to be able to tow
in...to tie in to...to the lights and the breaking system of
the vehicles being towed. Since this is really more restric-
tive, I ask that this bill be given a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right, is there amy discussion? If not, the question
is, shall House Bill 1341...wait, Senator Schaffer. Senator
Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAYFFER:
I...I note in the synopsis *hat it says that you can't

tow a vehicle that doesn't have valid license plates except
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by order of a law enforcement officer. If I wake up one
Sunday wmorning and find a car in my front yard, on my well,
how do I get it off my property if it doesn't have a 1license
plate, and TI...and it's Sunday, and I...and the cop says,
we'll see you Tuesday and I kind of what to have my well to
operate?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

I don't know the connection with this particalar bill,
except what I would do, Senator Schaffer, is I would call the
police department, the police would come, and they would call
the tov truck and in this case too, if there is some other
violation of length or wid*h or whatever, that the police can
jive permission for the towing unit to move it and to get it
out of the way and that would be the answer in your case.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 1341 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that guestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. House Bill 1341 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 1353. House
bills 3rd reading, House Bill 1353, HMr. Secretary. Read the
bill, please.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1353,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Hr. Chairman and members of the Senate. House
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Bill 1353 provides that public .museums also means of the
facility operating for the purpose of cultural development.
¥e have in our State forty-one museuns and under the current
Statute, +the Department of Bnergy and Natural Resources is
responsible for State museums and to contribute to the sup-
port of the public museums in this State. This bill would
expand the definition of public museums by adding to the cur-
rent definition, "Promotion, cultural developaent through
special activities or programs," and hence would enable the
Department of WNatural Resources to contribute to public
museunms for such cul*ural purposes. This also acts as a
basis for extended programs that monies can be appropriated
in the future to help the...the development and expansion of
these museums in our State, anmd I ask for ysur favorable vote
if there are no questions,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Schunenman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. This bill was heard in the
Executive Committee and there are some problems, I think,
with this in that this, in effect, would establish a new pro-
gram for which there is no appropriation and which is not in
the Governor's Budget. In effect, what the sponsors and sup-
porters of this 1legislation are trying to do is expand the
purpose of the...definition of public museums in the 1law to
include special activities and programs, and it appears that
the real purpose of the bill is to build a multipurpose the-
ater auditorium and exhibit gallery at the...DuSable Museunm
and there was an appropriation bill of two and a half million
dollars for that purpose but that bill was Tabled in the
House. I suggest to you that we probably should not approve
this bill because there's no appropriation to fund it and
there's some serious consideration as to whether or not we

ought to be starting in this direction.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

Thank you, ¥r. President. The previous speaker said it's
to create a new definition. It expands the definition of
public museum, Senator Schuneman, it doesn't create. The cre-
ation is already there. As far as building the theater to
Dusable Museum, do you find anything wrong with that? It
happens to be for your edification on the southside of
Chicago. The director was Hrs. Margaret Burrs...Doctor
Margaret Burrs. She's one of the most outstanding citizens in
the City of Chicago or the State of Illinois. WNow this bill
camne out of committee, passed the House, I don't know where
the problem is on this bill. I don't see one. MNrs. Smith is
the spoansor of this bill, Senator Brookens was in the House
and it updates the reference to read, the Department of Cen-
tral Management Service instead of the obsolete Department of
Administrative Services; and if a museum is built, I think it
would be a cultured advantage not only to Chicago but for the
State of TIllinois. If you would take time and go by the
DuSable Museum, Senators, you would certainly 1leave there
9ith a different opinion in its entirety as to wvhat the
museum is all about. The few things that are designated here
are important. No one has time to waste for the benefit of
wasting time. Mrs. Smith is definitely encouraged on this
bill. It encouraged all of us. It*'s not a whitesblack
issue., It's an idea which time has come and this legislation
should be passed and signed by the Governor.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATDR DEMUZIO)

Senator Chew, could you...
SENATOR CHEW:

And I would ask for a favorable roll call on House Bill
1353 from all of my friends.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZ2IO)
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Pucther discussion? Senator Topinka.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

fes, if I may ask a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Indicates she will yield, Senator...

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Would this apply to some of these 1little suburban type
museums that many of our municipalities or historical socie-
ties run?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMOUZIO)

Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you. Senator Topinka, I have in my hand here a
list of forty-one museums that are residing in our State. I
have from Springfield, Batavia, my home; I have from Glencoe,
I have Brookfield, Illinois; I have Des Plains, Pekin,
fheaton, Elgin, DeKalb, Elmhurst, Evanston, Glen Ellyn,
Aurora, Preeport, Galena, Joliet, Kankakee, Libertyville,
Peoria, Decatur, Bloomington...two in Decatur, Bloomington,
Addison,...Palatine should I say, Hennepin,
Rockford...Rockford, Freeport and west Chicago, Illinois. To
answer your question, this includes all and all of them are
advisable to...and...and free to accept anything that this
bill has to offer. 1If they want to expand, the vehicle is
here. This is all wetre *%rying to do in this particular
piece of legislation is provide the vehicle that if any of
these museums want to ask for a grant or anything, that...the
mechanism is here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Question is, shall House Bill 1353 pass., Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On

that question, the Ayes are 38, the Nays are 16, none voting
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Present. House Bill 1353 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. 1389, Senator
Netsch. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 1389, Mr. Secre-
tary, read the bill,
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1389,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator ¥Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, #r. President. This bill was requested by the
Comptroller?’s Office and its purpose is to make it easier to
transfer all of the information...financial information that
is received from units of 1local government on to the
Comptroller's electronic data computers. The fire districts
who currently file...or file their audits but not a report
that can be transferred into the computer system, this would
make it clear that their information would be...it's not a
heavy burden on them because they already file an audit and
all they bhave to do is...take some information off of that
form that is already easily available to thenm. It 1is sup-
ported by the Comptroller's Local Government Audit Advisory
Board, the Municipal Andit Advisory Board and the County
Audit Advisory Board. 1I'd be happy to answer any questions;
if not, I would solicit your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
House Bill 1383 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The...voting is open., Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On tha* question, the Ayes are 57,
the Nays are none, nome voting Present. House Bill 1389 hav-
ing received the constitutional majority is declared passed.

House Bill 1393, Senator Sangmeister. Read the bill, Mr.
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Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1393,

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

Is.s.eSenator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thagk you, Ar. President and members of the Senate. This
bill originally vas on the Agreed List and I understand that
sonebody got emnough signatures obviously to knock it off. If
there is some coacerms, I certainly want to address those.
Simply what this bill does...and I wan% you to know that this
is introduced...by the...TIllinois Association of Park Dis-
tricts, it's their bill, that doesn't make it sacrosaanct just
because it*s their bill, but it would allow them and other
taxing districts to do what I think is a very wise thing to
do and that is to go into risk management prograss. Now, for
those of you that don®t knov what a risk management program
is, it's simply a program where you bring an expert in who
takes a look at your operation and *tells you where, in
effect, you could be sued because of a negligent type of
operation that you're conducting. Surely you understand what
the park districts...one of their big problems has been that
they are getting sued because of young people who are, say
for example, I guess it did happen over in Gary, Indiana, so,
but it would still be germane here in Illinois, where a park
district left a swimming pool unattended and some kids...died
in it. T...now if you had a...an expert that came in,
although you'd hardly need an expert in that case, could tell
you that you really ought not to do that, that that ought to
be fenced off and that that pool ought to be drained. That's
what...vhat...risk care management is all about. Private

industry has been doing it for years. And actually instead
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of a cost increase, because you can levy...for this type
of...of a plan, it should be a saving for the simple reason
that your insurance premiums are going to go down. Park dis-
tricts and other taxing bodies pay on the basis of what their
experience is, and if the experience is bad, you're going to
pay more, This is to save taxes, not...not raise them, and
I*'1ll be happy to discuss that issue further with anybody. If
there are any...objections, I'd appreciate amn approval for
the park districts and other taxing bodies.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

We have Senator Keats, Schaffer and Schuneman. Senator
Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank...thank you, Mr. President. Actually, I didn*t
knock it off the...the...lis%, but as reading it over now,
I...I can see why someone did. We've...we've got sonme
legitimate questions. First of all, in terms of...according
to our analysis, there's a provision for the issuance of
bonds and tax anticipation notes to cover unpaid tort judg-
ments. Is that a new provision of the law?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

No, that's in the law right now.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«ss5enator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

What...what does a risk management program cost?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I can't put a figure on that, but I think vyou...I asked

that question of the park district psople and they estimate

it would probably cost a couple of thousand dollars to bring
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in some people for a week to review their...their parks to
se2 wha*t they are doing that's wrong that they can reduce
their...their 1liability. That's the best figure that I can
give you, a couple of thousand dollars to bring somebody in
to take a look at what's going on.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

This a referendum itenm?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

You...you want a referendum for...to spend two thousand
dollars for the park district to take a look at what's maybe
a problem?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

N9...no, you misunderstand mf...misunderstand ny ques-
tion. In terms of a tort...immunity, the tort 1liability
insurance, that's a separate levy. Is that a referendunm
levyssawhichsa.'canuse this would be...the mnoney would come
under that. 1Is that a referendum levy?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

No, that is not a referendum...levy for the simple reason
if your park district gets hit with a judgment whether the
funds are there or not, you're going to have to levy to pay
for it. All they want to do is under that same levy is to
use some of those same funds to be able to reduce
theirs...their outstanding 1liability, and I think that,
frankly, makes sense, I also would say to you, I think %hey

can do it under the present law but this would make it clear
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that they can use funds for that purpose.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Sangmeister, I didn®t take it off the 1list
either, wmaybe Senator Bloom did, I don't know. That go* his
attention. 1I'm kind of curious about the complete...sorry to
mess up your daye...I would like a little more definition of
risk care management. We're not talking about if...if you
hire the consultant, they come in and say, hey, your fence
around the swimming pool isn't big enough, it should be here,
and you got to have double 1lock on the gate. He're not
talking about the cost of putting the fence up, we're just
talking about the management, the...the looking at and...and
what have you.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

That's a very good question I hadn't even “hought about,
somgbody may be thinking of that. That's not my interpre-
tation of this, this is only to cover the cost of a risk care
mapagement program, DOt...n0% the...the program of rebuilding
or putting a whole new fence around it, that's got to cone
under...under your operating budget. But just to bring
somebody in to say that feace is defective and it ought to be
repaired, not the cost of repairing it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I believe that we have a...a similar program at the State
level which I think has made a lot of sense and saved an
awful lot of nmoney. I think at the State 1level we
have...actually have a couple of people in a division that

does this. Could a...a large park district hire a full-time
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person to do this and...and put it in that area? I mean, I'n
obviously thinking about Chicago or one of the super big
ones.
PRESIDING OFPFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, surely you could hire a full-time person to do this
but I...I think that would be a vaste of...of taxr money
because what you really need is a survey to be done. Once
the survey is done of what's wrong...course, obviously, there
can always be a contimuing on-going survey. Bat I don't
think you want a person hired full-time all the time just to
be seeing what's wrong with what the park district people are
doing or any other taxing body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMNAN:

Question of the spomsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Does this increase the authorized tax levy, George?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

No, it does not increase the...the...the tax lsvy but
allous funds that are raised under the existing tax levy to
be used.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNENAN:

Okay, thank you. Mr. President and members of the

Senate, this is a good bill. For wmany park districts and

other...units of government who have large insurance pro-
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grams, many properties to manage, they need the kind of
expert help that is oftentimes provided by a risk manager.
There are many cases where the park district, for exanmple,
may be better off not to insure some things, they may not
recognize that. The risk manager is amn expert im figuring
out what the park district ought to insure, what it
not...vhat it should not insure. He's an expert in...in
advising them on how to reduce *their risk and this is a
legitimate expenditnre of those funds. We ought to support
this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 1333 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that guestion, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 4, 1 voting
Present. House Bill 1333 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. House Bill 1335, Senator Nedza.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1395.

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

Sepator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 1395 as amended now permits downstate
districts to generate the necessary funds required by refer-
endum up to ten percent to address those repairs and/or
alterations to their facilities regquired to meet standards
imposed on them by another requlatory agency. The 6bjections
that were to the bill were removed by the amendment and I

know of no others and I would solicit your Aye vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Quick gqaestion. Life safety funds. WNow for any of as
who've been on the Education Committee f£for years remenber
probably the single, most abused nonreferendum tax in the
entire State is the life safety. They build...runring tracks,
light field houses, replace windows, put in concrete
sidewalks across lawns. Who reviews what's a life safety
progran to find out? I know when you say referendum, if you
look at the awmendmen*, there's no referendum up-front and
then a referendum for the second one, so, it's a partial
referendun...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR KEATS:

«»+who reviews those projects?
SENATOR NEDZA:

Senator, it says the proposition to oppose a tax under
this section may beiinitiated by resolution of the 1local
parka That's it. No matter what you're going to be doing
with i%t, that's what it has to do, and on...upon approval of
a proposition by the majority of those electors voting
thereon.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

The approval of the individual projects takes a...that's
vhat I'm saying.  Who approves when they decide to...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR KEATS:
e«-to build a new field house off this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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.sesSenator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

No mattter what...Senator Keats, no matter what they do..
The amendment...Senator Watson's amendment deleted everything
in the bill other than whatever they wanted in the bill nmust
be done by referendun,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 1395 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
439, the Nays are 5, none voting Present. House Bill 1335
having received the constitutional majority is declared
passed. Bouse Bill 1410, Senator Marovitz. Read the bili,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1410.

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

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and wmembers of the
Senate. House Bill 1410 has two different parts in it.
First,...the first part amends the Illinois Public Aid Code.
It prohibits a nursing home from knowingly charging a resi-
dent for covered services paid for by the Medicaid progran
and prohibits a nursing home from knowingly charging, solic-
iting or accepting any gift, money, donation or other con-
sideration as a precondition to admitiing or...expediting his
or her admission to a nursing home, in other words, under the
table payments, or as the requirement for his or her con-
tinued stay vhen the services are paid for my Medicaid. The

sécond part of the bill amends the Nursing Home Care Reforn
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Act of 1979, and I think this is the most important part of
the bill in terms of people-oriented services, in terms of
cost effectiveness and cos*: containment. It prohibits a fac-
ulty...a facility from involuntarily discharing a resident
when the resident switches from private pay to Medicaid, and
it estabilishes a ten-day bed hold policy for each hospital
adpission. This ten-day policy is already in the public aid
regulatory policy. We are putting it in the Statutes. We are
codifying it, this ten-day bed hold policy. It establishes a
business offense of not 1less than five hundred dollars or
more than a thousand for the first offense and not less than
a thousand or more than five thousand for each subsequent
offense. In other words, what the second part of the bill is
saying is that if a resident has been in a nursing home as a
private pay patient for five years and depleted his or her
net worth, savings, and eventually has to go on HMedicaid,
that facility can't say, well, we've gotten all your money,
we got all your life savings and nowv goodbye...you can't stay
here anymore. It prohibits a facility from saying to someone
who is sick and has to go to a hospital for a short-term stay
.from saying, okay, we're shipping you off to that hospital
bat your bed is not going to be there when you come back.
They can®t do that. Other states have done this, Massachu-
setts, Ohio, California, Nev York. Let me tell you what New
York just said about this provision and this is quoting from
New York, "Discrimination against Medicaid recipients has the
effect of forcing many patients to remain in hospitals where
they do not receive the recreational, wmotivational, social
and other activities that would be available if they were
appropriately placed in a residential health-care facility.
Horeover, New VYork State’s interest in the efficient use of
Medicaid funds is adversely affected by the necessity of
keeping Medicaid recipients in higher cost aﬁcute-care

facilities. Funds that might more usefully be spent provid-
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ing elderly citizems with appropriate carz in nursing homes
are used to pay costs for extended stays in hospitals.®
Today... just today in the Decatur Herald there®s an article,
and I hope Senator Rupp and Senator Maitland and Senator
Weaver are listening *cause...this relates to their constitu-
encye. In the Decatur Herald, the headline, it says, "Homes
refuse to admit paralyzed woman"” and I'm just going to read
two paragraphs f£from it. "Rita Cockran probably knows what
it's like to be trapped. The Piatt County woman has been
paralyzed since a car accident in 1380, trapped im a body
that no longer gives her control of movement, but recently
she and bher husband, Clifford, have been battling another
kind of confinerment. The nursing homes where the woman once
stayed have said they won't take Rita back, forcimg her to
stay in a hospital that charges ten times the cost of nursing
home care. 'I wanted to go back to Piatt County where vwe
live,* Clifford said, *ve paid taxes there for fifteenm years
and I think our own county people should take care of her,'
Carrently, Rita is in Mercy Hospital in Urbana. Richard
Jones, the fanmily's minister, said she was transferred there
from a Savoy nursing home in May 1384 when she became ill.
Rita recovered in four days and tried to return to Carl
Arbors in Savory but the nursing home told her the family bed
that...told her and the family that the bed was filled. As a
result of this situation, the Illinois Department of Public
Health and the Illinois Department of Pablic Aid is looking
into the matter. 'This case might force the State to inter-
pret its rule concerning the holding of beds,® said Dan
Pitman, a spokesman for the Department of Public Aid. *0ur
interpretation is that, yes, any nursing home is required to
hold the bed ten days for a resident if its census is below
ninety-three percent.' This stay in the hospital has already
cost this family...already cost the State...excuse ne,

already cost the State of Illinois on Medicaid a hundred and
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thirty-six thousand dollars...a hondred and thirty-six thou-
sand dollars. It goes up three hundred and fifty dollars a
day. If she stayed in a nursing home, it would cost the
State thirty-six dollars a day." Ladies and gentlemen, we
talk here all the time about cost containment...always talk
about cost containment. This bill provides gquality care to
people across the State, guarantees that they can stay in
nursing homes while providing cost containment for the State
of Illinois and the taxpayers of the State of Illinois. I
would solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

We have Senator Donahue, Schaffer and DeAngelis. Senator
Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, The first part of your bill, Senator Marovitz, we
don't have any problem with, It's the second par:t that we do
and I think from all the...speaking that you've just dome, if
you could produce a bill that would do what you've just said,
we'd vote for it, but the point of this bill...no, no, I
would totally disagree. There's a word that you...neglected
to talk about and one that we®re becoming more and more
familiar vith and that's the word "cost shift." What happens
im our nursing homes today is the private pay patients are
taking and paying...helping to pay the bill of our Medicare
patients because the State doesn't reimburse for the costs.
So, what...what you're saying is that if the nursing home
cannot control their beds, they're not going to provide these
public aid beds, and what you're going to have happen is
there are going to be less and less public aid beds for these
people to go to, and I thing this is a bad bill and I would
hope we would defeat it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.
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SENATOR SCHAFFER:

A couple of questions., Will our Department of Public Aid
reimburse a nursing home for that empty bed for those ten
days?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

The...the answer is...that's a very good question and the
answer is yes, they're doing it today for...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

-sesthatts correct for those...for that time that
that...that that Medicaid patient is in the hospital, they
get reimbursed...State reimburses them now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I have, as I think all of us have, dealt with
people who have been in that situation where they've been in
a nuarsing home and depleted their savings and the nursing
home...frankly, the nursing homes in my area with all the
regulation we have so cheerfully foisted upon them can't make
it on Medicaid an§ Medicare payment levels. They have to have
a certain ratio of private pay so that the private pay people
can cross-subsidize the Medicaid and Medicare patients
that...because of the costs that vwe have driven ap
artifically, but you have an interesting concept here, Sena-
tor Marovitz. Perhaps it's one we ought to expand. In
assence what you said, if a business takes the senior
citizen's money for five years and then they go...the senior
citizen then runs out of money that the business should then
provide the same services for two-thirds the cost that they

previously charged. Youn put an amendment on that says a law-
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yer who does work for a client for five years and that
lavyer's client becoames a senior citizen and doesn't have
money, that that lawyer is required to do that for two-thirds
of what he was charging, I'1ll vote for the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

END OF REEL
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REEL #9

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well...thank you, Mr. President. I am real pleased that
House Bill 1410 is finally called. Por four days 1I've been
trying to get it amended without too much luck. Senator
Marovitz, I have a lot of respect for you but you have done
some things with this bill that are just absolutely
outlandish and more so in your debate. You have nixed
metaphors, you have unrelated analogies, and outright
distortions. That analogy that you brought about that lady
is absolutely not covered in this bill at all. That wvoman
would not be covered with this bill that you have. 1It's nice
to evoke the sympathy of this Body but this bill has nothing
to do with it. WNow you also stated that other states have
these laws., What you failed to tell them is they all have
caps. This has one hundred percent of those patients. HNow,
let me tell you, this bill...should be <called, as Darryl
Royal would say, the forward pass, three things could happen
and two of them are bad. The first bad thing is that no pri-
vate pay could get in; two, no Medicaid person could get in.
Now the good thing is that the person who goes in as a pri-
vate pay and becomes Medicaid is guaranteed a bed; the other
tvo night not. Now we realize this is a difficult problen,
but forcing private pay out of nursing homes or forcing
people on Medicaid not to have a bed, I don't bhelieve is a
good trade-off. And I really think that you should 1look at
this. I know where this bill is coming from, it's some more
of that, you know, puff and stuff; but I got to tell you,
it*s a bad concept, the consequences are bad, it ought to be
voted down.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If no%t, Senator Marovitz
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may close.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. 1I'd like to clarify
some things. Senator DelAngelis, you made a comment about
a...a nice sympathy story. The fact is, andu..and I will 1let
you see this article, this lady was out of her home for four
days and tried to get back to the nursing home, that is
exactly on target what this bill covers and says, that if
you're out of your nursing home for less than ten days, you
nust be allowed to come backs That is exactly what this
article is about, exactly what this case is and exactly what
this bill does. And for you to standup and say that, is not
accurate, for you to stand up and tell this Body that every
other state has a cap, is not accurate. There's no cap in
California, there's no cap in Florida. Okay? So let's be
honest about it. The fact is, let me read some of the groups
that are in support of this legislation, the Illinois Depart-
ment of Public Aid, Catholic Charities, the Hospital Associa-
tion, Illinois Homes for the Aging, the Illinois Nurse's
Association, the American Association Retarded People, the
State Council of Senior Citizens, the Gray Panthers and a
dozen other groups that are in favor of this 1legislation.
Senator Schaffer made a analogy about lawyers. There!s only
one difference in Senator Schaffer's analogy, we're not
talking about the place where somebody 1lives, somebody
infirmed lives, this is their home, their last residence and
we are saying, kick them out of their last residence. Nobody
has to take...Medicaid patients, no home in this State has to
take Medicaid patients, that's their choice, they have a.a..a
freedom of choice., They can say we're only going to take
private pay patients, that's...that's up to them. All this
bill says...is saying is, if you take a private pay patient
and she's subsequently because of the...the depletion of her

funds has to go on Medicaid, you can't throw her out of her
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houses It also says that if she's on Medicaid and she has to
go to the hospital for within ten days because she's sick and
infirmed and needs wmore extensive medical treatment, you
can't tell her after four days, like happened in this arti-
cle, you can't come back, Let's be honest about what this
bill does and not give me some hyperboles about comparisons
with lawyers. These are sick and infirmed people, we're
talking about cost containment and taking their homes away
from them. Let's see where people stand on that issue. And
I solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«esquestion is, shall House Bill 1410 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 34, the Nays
are 22, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1410 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill
1413, Senator Lemke. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1413,

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

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEHKE:

What +this bill does is amends the Criminal Justice
Information Authority, removes the two...three judicial mem-
bers as requested by the Supreme Court, adds the director of
the State's...Attorney Appellate Service Commission,
increases the public members from three to five. I think
it's a good amendment, I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Lemke. 1Is there discussion? If not, the ques-

tion 1is, shall House Bill 1413 pass. Those in favor will
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vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 1, none voting Present. House
Bill 1413 having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 1417, Senator Demuzio. Let's
go, Demuzio. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1417,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Let's go, Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, thank you, Mr. President, we are all delighted that
you are now in a hurry. House Bill 1417 was a bill that came
to us from the Comptroller and it would allow for direct
deposit of State employee's paychecks. Would give the
express authority to the Comptroller to offset payments in
favor of locally held funds, clarifies some terminology such
as records, and would require a copy of an exemption state-
ment +to be filed with the Comptroller with respect to the
State employee's holding a contract under the Purchasing Act,
allows the Comptroller to name a designee to serve on the
Travel Control Board and it would allow the Comptroller to
transfer Pederal cost reimbursement of monies from a tempo-
rary fund %to the appropriate fund without direct...without a
direct...appropriation. It is...this bill is promoted by the
Comptroller and I would appreciate a favorable roll.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. éresident and members of the Senate, I rise in sup-

port of this bill, wve're already doing it for elderly and the

Public Aid. Gives the opportunity for a State employee, if
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they desire, it's their...it's voluntarily that they caa do
it. It takes...removes any chance...those few who has mailed
getting stolen, wost of them delivered in hand, they don't
get lost, they don't get held up. It reduces the cost of
warrant printing of thirty ‘housand dollars. I think it's a
good bill, I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 1417 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. dave all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
58, the Nays are none, none vo:ing Present. House Bill 1417
having received the constitutional majority is declared
passed. House Bill 1436, Semator Joyce. Bead the bill, Hr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1436.

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

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JERONE JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President., First, I*d like to have Sena-
tor Rigney added as a hyphenated sponsor, to have leave.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You've heard the motion. Is there any objection? Hear-
ing no objection, leave is granted.

SENATOB JEROME JOYCE:

All right, thank you. This bill requires businesses to
have a vritten emergency plan. The guidelines for the co-
ordination of this plan are to be established by the Emer-
gency Services and Disaster Aagency and if a significant
release occurs, the EPA will review how the plan worked and

may suggest changes in the plan. An employer...employee edu-
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cation plan is also required beginning ia October of 1987.
The Emergency Services and...Disaster Agency must publish a
county-by-county report which includes a list of those busi-
nesses which have an emergency plan, if any releases have
occurred and what...and enforcement actions have been taken.
I'd be happy to answer any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If aot, the question is, shall
House Bill 1436 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 356,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill 1436 hav-
ing received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 1445, Senator Luft. Senator Denuzio is...I
@ean...Poshard is handling for Senator Luft. Read the bill,
Br, Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1445,

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

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, MHr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Sehate. House Bill 1445 amends the State Employee's Article
of the Illinois Pension Code. There are several parts of
this bill as...has been amended. Each part has been debated
in committee and on this Floor. I know of no opposition to
the bill in its present form and I would move for its adop-
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Poshard has moved the passage of the bill. Sena-

tor Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
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Well, thank you, Hr. President. Senator, the Amendment
No. 3 that you attached to *he bill has a significant finan-
cial impact on *he pension system and is, in fact, @a...a
reincarnation of Senate bill...that was passed out of here
earlier but died in the House, apparently for 1lack of sup-
port, or at 1least 1is being held in the House, and to say
there's no opposition to the...to the bill is certainly some-
vhat of a...an understatement. How wmuch is the wunfunded
accrued liability increased by means of Amendment No. 32
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

0h, Semator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Schuneman, forgive nme,
I 4did pot know we would debate this again. This amendment
did pass out of here by a sizable margin. It wvas amended
back into this bill without any opposition, as I remenber,
and we can debate it again. I...I think the accrued 1liabil-
ity was 30.6 million...if this is...if this is correct, if
this is the right one. We had about three or four from eco-
nonic and fiscal on this. This amendment, and let me state
it again) this amendment makes certain Department of Correc-
tions' security employees eligible for the alternative annu-
ity that*'s already being provided by the State Police, for
Central Management Services employees, for Conservation
Police and others. And we...we did go over this before, sir.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

#ell, okay. Amendment No. 3 seeks to give the sane
tventy-year eligibility for pensions to prison guards that we
have already extended to policemen. And I simply poiat out
the Body one more time *that there's a big difference between
prison gunards and State policemen. And the fiscal impact of

this bill and the unfunded accrued liability is something in
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 right. Puarther discussion? Senator Poshard may
close.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. I would just call for a
favorable vote on the bill. I think it is a good bill and,
as I said, all parts have been debated, and I would
appreciate for your favorable consideration of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. The question is, shall House Bill 1445 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote WNay.
The voting is open. Have all...Senator Savickas. 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 48, the Nays are 10, none voting
Present. House Bill 1445 having received the required con-
stitutional nmajority is declared passed. 1453. 1474, Sena-
tor Newvhouse. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 1474, Nr, .
Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1474,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of *he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senators, this bill amends the
Public Aid...Code, and what it does is permit people to enter
on education programs beyond the current perisd. Now there
are two amendmen%s on this bill. The first amendment was
by...Senator Luft which brought the bill into...just a
seconde...vwhich limited the program to...to recipients who are

currently encolled in the undergraduate programs of the
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bDepartment of Public Aid. There was a second amendment by
Senator Donahue that took care of some Department of Public
Aid concerns. So that in its present posture the bill would
permit public aid recipients to have...to have access to two-
year vocational programs and to college programs. This would
permit them to then become skilled enough to go into that job
narket and stay off the public aid rolls. I would ansver any
guestions; if there are none, I would ask for a favorable
roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Very quickly, I would hope
that members on our side would look at the amendments. The
amendments have taken care of our opposition to this and
I...it's a good bill and I hope we can support it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 14784 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 57, the Nays are 2, none voting Present. House Bill 1474
having received the required constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. 1476, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1476.

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

Thank you, HNr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of theo

Senate. House Bill 1476 is an amendment to the Public Aid

Code and says in very short order that it...it will require
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the department to pay attorneys or advocates who receive
favorable decisions concerning supplemental security income.
As you know, this is all subject to Federal reimbursement, so
the fact is that the attorneys who successfully obtair money
both for the client and the State will receive some money.
Massachusetts and New York have been very successful with
this program. The State is sharing money recouped only if
the claimant does not win, the attorney and the State get
nothing. I know of no opposition. The bill was originated
from some who provide legal services for the poor and has
been supported by the Department of Public aid. I know of
no opposition and I solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1476 pass. Those 1in
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? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 55, the Nays are 3, none voting Present. House Bill 1476
having received the required constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. House Bill 1478, Mr. Secretary. Read the
bill,

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1478,

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

Senator Smith,

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. I
come with this House Bill 1478, it has been quite controver-
sial, back and forth, and it was passed overwhelmingly in the
House. And we changed the original bill and we pu:t on an
amendment which became the bill. And the provisions of the

Act was to create the Minority and Female Business Enterprise
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Act and to amend the Act named therein, approved September
the 6th, 1384 as now or hereafter amended and hereby
expressly adopted and shall...apply to all purchases, con-
tracts..and them I was asked by one of the members of the
Department of Aging to *ake out "and other obligations®™ of
which I did and they in turn approved this bill. So, it read
"contracts or expenditures of...funds by the department. The
department shall meet the goal for contract award established
by Section % of such Act. For purposes of this Act the
provision of the Act is to create the Minority Fempale Busi-
ness Act...Enterprise Act and to amend and Act named therein,
approved September the 6th, 1984 as now or hereafter
amended.” t is for any non-for-profit corporation a major-
ity of whose board its directors is comprised of minority
mnenbers. Now this bill was given to me and asked that I
would...bring this into the Senate. And it vas approved by
the Department of Aging to support this bill. I am asking
the Assembly if you'd be so kind with questions or whatever
is before me that you will consider this legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

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

Indicates she will yield. Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Senator Smith,...we already have a Female MNinority ten
percent Statute, Why this bill.,.load up the Statute with
something that's already law?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)
Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:
I1f +this legislation becémes law, ¢this would allow the

Department of Aging and non-for-profit organizations to take
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participation immedia*ely, which is needed.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, Sena*or Smith, whoever is giving you the informa-
tion is not giving you good information because the Act which
I passed last year 1is already in force and it applies to
avery State agency that exists in the State of 1Illinois and
whoever does business with them. And it?'s already law. It's
not a matter of something that!s going to apply immediately,
it's already law now. And this bill is redundant and, conse-
queatly, I would highly recommend all of us vote No. We..oWE
sent out of here last year the female and minority contract
ten percent mandatory for all sState agencies by an
overwhelning vote, fifty some o0dd, late last year. It's
already law, it's in effect now. This bill obvious with put-
ting the amendment for not-for-profit is aimed at ome indi-
vidoal not-for-profit association. What it is, I don't know
and I don't want to know. And the Department of Aging is not
for this bill, they were neutral. I urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMDZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Pirst of all, for the
edification of some of the members, the synopsis is not cor-
rect on this bill, the original language in the bill has been
stricken, And siamply to second what Senator Davidson said,
this bill is redundant in that it would impose the HMinority
and Female Business Enterprise Act provisions on the Depart-
ment of Aging when those provisions are already imposed upon
the aginges.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
seeSenator Chew...pardon me, Senator Schuneman. Senator

Chew, for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR CHEW:

I believe the sponsor wants to take this...this bill out
of the record.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR DENMUZIO)

Well, Senator...Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

I'11 do that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Senator Smith...seeks leave of the Body to
take it out of the record. Take it out of the record. House
Bill 1479, Senator Welch. House bills 3rd reading, House
Bill 1479, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1473,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you. I'd 1like to point out that the Calendar is
only partly correct, the first senteace in the Calendar
referring to the amount of individual income is no longer in
the bill. #hat the bill does at this point is
require...authorize the Department of Public Aid to...i*
requires the Department of Public Aid, excuse me, to imple-
ment a three-year demonstration Medicare Assistance Project
to provide legal assistance to public aid recipients who nmay
be entitled to Medicare. This project will be administered
by contract with a legal service entity primarily serving
indigent clients, The project cost wounld initially be two
hundred and fifty thousand dollars which is contained in a
separate appropriation bill making its way through the Gen-
eral Assembly at this time. The purpose of the bill is to

try to ensure that those individuals on public aid entitled



Page 364 -~ JUNE 25, 1385

to Medicare benefits but who have been denied will have legal
help to help them fight to get back benefits to which they
are entitled. #hat we hope this program will do is...is
similar to what happened in Connecticut where they recouped
over eighty-two thousand dollars with an initial contract
expenditure of thirty-two thousand dollars, meaning the State
made fifty thousand dollars on a bill of this particular
type, more than one hupndred percent. I'd be glad to answver
any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Br. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I hope someone reads the analysis of this bill.
What it is is essentially the Legal Assistance...Foundation
of Chicago will be...or a group like that will be paid to sue
the Pederal Government. Now, if someone is denied
Medicares...you know, ve've got twenty-two Congressmen who've
made entire careers making sure people get Federal benefits.
We have two United States Senators who've made careers out of
naking sure people get benefits. We have got a Govermor and
an Attorney General who have advocates all over their staffs.
In fact, unless I'm wrong, the Attorney General has two or
three attorneys on his staff. This is part of their func-
tion. Besides, you have fifty-nine Senators and a hundred
and eighteen State Reps. Hho will intervene in cases like
this. In the City of Chicago you have fifty aldermen who
take care of cases like this. 1In fact, I hear Eddie Vrdolyak
would even handle a case like this. #§hat I'm trying to say
is, the duplication in +terms of, are there people ready,
willing and able to attemp: to get the Pederal Government to
pay benefits, it's...it's just...it's almost silly to think
about. The Department of Public Aid is mandatorily going to

contract with a group im Chicago and I'm just saying, how
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many lawyers are on the State payroll today? There are
plenty available if we needed that. Now, what we're saying
is, we're going to shift them from Medicaid to HMedicare. I
don*t know if anyone has ever no*iced but Medicaid comes out
of your right pocket and Medicare comes out of your left
pocket, but it's the same pair of pants. And...we sometimes
wonder why Congress can't balance their budget? I mean, here
we are saying, all righ* lat*s shift from program to progranm,
the taxpayers are going to pay not only for the benefits
we're paying for now, but we're now going to pay for a lawyer
who will sue us so we can pay for the benefits we're pres-
ently payirg for now. This is a heck of an idea.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

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

Senator Keats, my hat is off to you; unfortunately, once
again, it's a straw hat because you've created another
strawman, as you asually do, and then knock him down. What
you're saying is that every alderman imn the City of
Chicago...perhaps you should talk to Savickas, because what
you're saying is every alderman should be a lawyer and should
give 1legal advice to every Medicare potential recipient,
that's what you're saying. The Congressman can't go into
hearings and give 1legal advice to these people, that's all
they'd be doing. That's ridiculous and you know it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I think, frankly, this may be the big government
bill of the Session. Basically what this is is to hire our
lawyers to sue the Federal Government's lawyers ‘o help poor
people. Why is it whenever ve want to help somebody we end
up giving more money to lawyers? When ve want...yeah, I know

we have a lobby here, I appreciate that...when wve wvanted to
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help the farmers, what did we do? We sent more money to the
lawyers. ©Now we want to help public aid people, we'll spend
more money on lawyers. Why don*t we just cut out the
middleman and send all the money to the lawyers?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Welch
maY...Senator Lenmke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I just was asked by the press about the feelings towards
lawyers, if ve're anti- or pro-lawyer and I said there are
certain people that just...envious of lawyers. They'd like
to be a lawyer, they should have voted for the bill. But I'm
telling you this, if you think lawyers are going to make
noney on these kind of cases, forget about it. That's why
the.s.the Illinois Legislative Counsel of Chicago or Legal
Assistant Foundation are the lawyers going to represent these
people. There is no fees here, there's no money here.
They're just getting benefits from the Federal Goveranmemt. I
think it's...it's a good bill 'cahse normal lawyers are not
going to handle these kind of cases. And if you think by
anti-lawyer feeling you're going to kill this bill, I <think
it's silly. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

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

Well, H#r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I'n sure the sponsor of this bill is well aware of the fact
that every bar association has a group that's called...it's
attached to it, Prairie States in our area, that takes care
of indigents. And I don't see the...the necessity to add
more lawyers and I'm a lawyer, maybe I'm speaking against ny
interest, I don't care. But I can tell you right now, we
already have the...the people available to help these people

so why add another group? I speak against it.
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PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

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

Well, briefly to respond to the three opponents, let me
just say, Senator...Senator Geo-Karis, we also have legal aiad
in my county, it's Prairie State, they don't have enough law-
yers to handle these cases so they don't do them. The people
go without the benefits. Number two, +to Senator Schaffer.
Senator, I wish life was so easy that we didn't need lawyers
as well, but this is the 1380's. Bills that we pass here add
to the need for lawyers just as well as the bills that Con-
gress pass. The Social Security Act is so complex and so
confusing that you have to have lavyers to implement it. I'm
sorry you don't like lawyers, that's 1life. Senator Keats,
you know how it is to get through a...through a sea of
bureaucratic red tape. The great swimmer that you are, well
recognized throughout 1Illinois, you know hov %ough it is to
swim in a sea of red tape and I'm surprised that you oppose
this bill, However, I think that if you look at the...the
parpose and the altimate realization of money from this bill,
if you base it on what happened imn Connecticut, we'll get
money back. We expect to get back two dollars for every one
dollar that we get in. We're always passing off-track bet-
ting bills and dog racing bills, here's another chance. This
bill is going to bring back more money than we put out. Yoa
know, there is an old Biblical quote, I'm sure Senator Smith
will correct wme, but I think it goes something like, cast
your bread upoﬁ the wvater and it will...will return a
hundredfold. Well, we're hoping %o re:urn two for one here,
and I would urge your support for people who are trying to
get money back to us, to the State of Illinois, so that we
don*t have to spend as much for money that we are deserving
of. That's all this bill does and I would urge your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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811 right. The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1473 pass.
Those of vyou in favor may cast your vote Aye.
Those...opposed Nay. The voting is open. (Machine cut-
0ff).a.voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 30, the ©Nays are 23, none
voting Present., House Bill 1479 having received the reguired
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Keats,
for what purpose do your arise?

SENATOR KEATS:

I would like to verify the affirmative roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Keats has requested a verification of
the affirmative roll. The Secretary will...will read those
menbers who voted the affirmative.

SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Carroll,
Chew, Collias, D'Arco, Darrow, Dawsom, Degnan, Demuzio, Hall,
Holmberg, Jones, Jeremiah Joyce, Jerome Joyce, Kelly, Lenmke,
Luft, Marovitz, Nedza, Netsch, Newhouse, O'Daniel, Poshard,
Sangmeister, Savickas, Smith, Vadalabene, Welch, Zito, Nr.
President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Keats, do you question anyone?
SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Collins,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Collins on the Floor? Senator Collins is at the
back of the Chamber.

SENATOR KEATS:
Senator Savickas.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Savickas on the Floor? Senator Savickas on the

Floor? Senaior...Senator Savickas on the Floor? Strike his
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name,
SENATOR KEATS:

Strike his name...I mean, strike his name, and that's
enough.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMNUZIO)

All right. On that...Senator Keats, are you finished?
Have you concluded? all right.

SENATOR KEATS:

Yeah, I'n through.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMOUZIO)

All right. The...the...on that question, there are
29...2l11 right. Senator...Senator Welch, for what purpose do
you arise?

SENATOR WELCH:

I'd move to verify the negative vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well, I...I don't know of anytime in my eleven years
we've ever denied an...a member an opportunity to deny a vote
ONe..a verification onm his bill whether it was in the affirn;
ative or the negative. Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

It's dilatory. It takes thirty %to pass regardless of the
negative. If he...got every one of us off it*s irrelevant,
so it's dilatory and I would ask that you rule it that way.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well.

SENATOR KEATS:

And announce the roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator, JT...I don't know, in my...in my eleven years I
have never deni2d a member the opportunity *to...to verify the
roll. I didn®t say that, you said that. All right. On that
gquestion, there are 23 Ayes and 29 Nays. Do you persist in

YOUrL...Your request? Senator Welch.
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SENATOR WELCH:

I'm looking for the rule about...dilatoriness.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Savickas 1is on the Floor. I have not announced
the roll call, Restore his name. Do you wish to...on that
gquestion, there are 30 Ayes, 29 Nays, none voting Present.
The roll has been verified, and House Bill 1479 having
received <+he required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1510, Senator Vadalabene. House bills 3rd reading,
is House Bill 1510, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1510,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
House Bill 1510 provides that all hearings involving 1liquor
licenses shall be open to the public. Rather than being
tried again, appeals from certain hearings-shall be limited
to a reviev of the record if the city council, the board of
trustees or the county board adopts a resolution requiring
that the records...the review be on record. The bill is sup-
ported by the Liquor Control Commission and it passed Local
Government by a vote of 11 to nothing, and I would appreciate
a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not, the question |is,
shall House Bill 1510 pass., Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays

are none, | voting Present. House Bill 1510 having received
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the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 1517, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:
House Bill 1517,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Oh, wait...wait...wait...wait...wait. Senator Keats, for

vhat purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KEATS:

A verification.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Keats has requested a verification
0f...0f what...the affirmative roll?
SENATOR KEATS:

It*s no* dilatory. I sean, if you feel this way, it's
not dilatory. We can verify every bill, even one 1like this
that's 55 to nothing.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right.

SENATOR KEATS:

If you wvant to play with the rules, we can play with your
tules. We're in no hurry, you're the guys who need the
bills, not us.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Keats has requested a verification of the affirm-
ative votes. Mr, Secretary, call the affirmative roll.
SECRETARY:

Barkhausen, Berman, Blooa, Carroll, Chevw, Coffey,
Collins, D'Arco, Darrow, Davidson, Dawson, DeAngelis, Degnan,
Demuzio, Donahue, Dudycz, Dunn, Etheredge, Pawvell, Friedland,
Geo-Karis, Hall, Holmberg, Hudson, Jones, Jeremiah Joyce,
Jerome Joyce, Karpiel, Kelly, Kustra, Lechowicz, lemke, Lufth
Macdonald, Mahar, Maitland, Marovitz, Nedza, Netsch,
Newhouse, Philip, Rigney, BRupp, Sangmeister, Schaffer,

Schuneman, Smith, Sommer, Topinka, Vadalabene, Watson, #Welch,
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2ito, Mr., President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Keats, do you gquestion any...anyone
who voted in the affirmative?
SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Barkhausen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen? Senator Barkhausen on the Ploor?
He's sitting in his seat.

SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Berman.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman's in...in his seat.
SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Bloom.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Senator Bloom is in his seat.
SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Carroll.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Carroll is on the Ploor.

SENATOR KEATS:

Senator Chew.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Chew is...Senator Chew here? Senator Lechowicz, for what
purpose do you arise?
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Point of order, Mr. President. I believe the gentleman
has requested a verification and was dilatory when the vote
wvas 55 to nothing. He is proceeding to read the affirmative
vote and question every member. I would hope that you would
rule him out of order, proceed to the next order of business.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Ne...we will proceed on this order until we...until we
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finish with this and then we're prepared to make a ruling.

Senator Keats, you may continue.

SENATOR KEATS:

«»sfor Senator Lechowicz's interest,

second line,..

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

read Rule

2

3, the

Well, Senator Keats, are you on the verification or a

point of personal privilege or what are you on here?

Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:
Yeah. Senator Coffey.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)
Coffey is in his seat.
SENATOR KEATS:
Senator Collins.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Collins is in her seat.
SENATOR KEATS:
Senator D'Arco.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator D*'Arco on the Floor? Yeah,
cratic side.
SENATOR KEATS:
Senator Darrow.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Darrow is on the Floor.
SENATOR KEATS:
Senator Davidson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Davidson is on the Floor.
SENATOR KEATS:
Senator Dawson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

he's

on

the

Senator

Demo-

He's on the Floor. All right. On that question, there



Page 374 - JONE 25, 1985

are 55 Ayes, no Nays, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1510 on a
verified roll call is declared...having received the
required...constitutional majority is declared passed. House
bills 3rd reading is House Bill 1523, Senator Degnan. House
bills on 3rd reading is House Bill 1523. Mr. Secretary, read
the bill. Oh, I'm sorry, ve skipped 1517, I beg your pardon.
House Bill 1517, ©Fope, she wants it held. 1523, Senator
Degnan. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 1523. Senator
Keats, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR KEATS:

Point of order. I would ask for a parliamentary ruling
from the Parliamentarian, Rule 23. In terms of what is dila-
tory, any...after any roll call vote except for a vote which
requires a specific number of...affirmative votes, which has
not received the...required votes and before intervening
business, it shall be in order for any Senator to request a
verification of the results of the roll call. It says
affirmative. Now, if the last act of my part was not dila-
tory or if it was, as you seem to feel it was, and I have to
be guite frank, I agreed, I thought Senator Lechowicz's point
was a hundred percent correct, read that rule, read youre..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

=ssSenator Keats, I never said that you were dilatory.
Senator Rock, !
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. I‘m sure the gentleman well
knows that advisory opinions are given by the Attorney Gen-
eral or by your private counsel. I'd be happy to hire myself
out if you want an opinion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 1523,
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

House Bill...1523.



Page 375 - JUNE 25, 1385

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

esesS5€Natess.SeNAtRLse52NAtE. .

SECRETARY:

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING CPFICER: {SENATOR DEMOUZIO)

All right. Senator Joyce, what purpose do...you arise?
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

I move we adjourn.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Senator...Senator Rock. Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

¥ell...this is as logical place as any to stop. I have a
motion, if the gentleman will withhold that for a moment,
just to...a mo%tion im writing to suspend the rules, Rale 5C
in particular, to afford those members who have not yet had
the courtesy of having their bills heard, they have the cour-
tesy of having them heard tomorrow so that it would effec-
tively extend +the deadline for the consideration of House
bills until Wednesday, June the 26th; and I would suggest
that if that motion is successful, then probably it is a good
time to adjourn wuntil nine o'clock tomorrow morning and we
can have some more fun.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, Senator, we have some housekeeping stuff to do
here. Let's take House Bill 1523 out of the record, return
it to the Order of 3rd Reading. All right. Messages fron
the House. Senator...Senator Zito, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR ZITO:

Well, now that we've taken Senator Holmberg®s bill out of
the record, will we, in fact, again begin on that order of
business?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Yes.
SENATOR ZITO:
Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Messages from the House.
SECRETARY:
A Message from the House by Mr. O'Briem, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has concurred with the Senate
passage of bills with the following titles, *together with
House amendments:

Senate Bills 16 with House Amendment 1 and 2.
31 with 2 ard 5.
32 with 1 and 2.
114 with t and 2.
159, 1.

212 with 1.

224 with 1 and 2.
235 with 3.

259 with 1 and 2,
303 with 1 and 2.
401 with 1 and 2.
413 with 2,
ees513 with 1,
518, { and 2.

601 with 1,

648 with 1,

651 with 1 and 2.
688 with 1.

633 with 1.,

730 with 1,

749 with 2,

786, 1.

791, 1.



736
813

823
830
831
853
856
861
862
864
875
891
892
1004
1041
1047
1090
1095
1102
1111
1125
1164
1165
1183
1224
1260
1266
1267
1287
1303
1350
1380

1412

Page

with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
with
¥ith
with
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1 and 2.
1,
1.
1.
1,
3.
t and 2.
1 and 2.
1.
1.
2.
1.
1.
1.
1.
1.
1.
1 and 2.
1, 2, and 3.
1 and 2.
1.
1.
1.
I and 2.
1 and 2.
1.
1 and 2.

1385
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1417 with 1,

1430 with 1,

1436 with 1 and 2.

1437 with 1 and 2.

And 14852 with 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

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

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. I think so that everyhody can
have a pleasant evening and go home and read some more bills
I would nmove that the provisions of Rule 5C be suspended
and/or amended to provide that the final day for passage of
House bills, in fact, be changed until ®ednesday, June 26,
1985, so that we will afford the members the courtesy of
allowing them to present their bills tomorrow.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Semator Rock has...provided a writtenm aotion
relevant to the suspension of the amendment of Rule 5C so
that House bills omn 3rd reading can be heard +tomorrow,
Wednesday, June 26th, You've heard the motion. Those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
The rules are suspended. All right. Senator Rock has now
moved the adoption of the...o0f..,.of the motion. Those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
The motion is adopted. Senator...all right. Message from
the Secretary of State.

SECRETARY:

To the Honorable members of the Senate, the 84th
General Assembly, I have nominated and appointed the follow-
ing nanmed person to the office enumerated below and
respectfully ask concurrence im and confirmation of this
appointment by your Honorable Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Executive A and A. All right. Any further business to
come before the Senate? Senator Rock moves that the Senate
stand adjourned until tomorrow morning...June 26, at the hour
of nine o'clock. The Senate stands adjourned until tomorrow

morning.



