B85TH GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

May 20y 1987

PRESIDENT:

The hour of ten having arrivedy the Senate will please
come to order. Will the members be at their desks and will
our guests in the gallery please risees Prayer this morning
by Senator Adeline Geo—-Karisy Lake Countys Illinoise.

SENATOR GEO—KARIS:
(Prayer given by Senator Geo-Karis)
PRESTDENT:

Amene Thank yous Senatore. (Machine cutofflessFriedland,
for what purpose do you arisey sir?
SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank youy Mre Presidente I'd like to be shown as a
hyphenated cosponsor of House Bill 16y please.
PRESIDENT:

The gentleman seeks leave to be shown as the hyphenated
cosponsor on House Bill 16. Without objection, leave is
grantede Reading of the Journaly HMadam Secretarye. Senator
Jacobsy
SENATOR JACOBS:

With leave of the Bodysy there is aeseewith a point of per-—
sonal privilegey if I mighte
PRESIDENT:

State your points sire
SENATOR JACOBS:

We have on your desksesesat each Senator®s desk is a cup
from Deere and Company ineses.in honor of their hundred and
fiftieth anniversary and 1 have a little poem 1I°d like to
read if I couldesehave the.s.the indulgence of the Senate.

{Senator Jacobs reads poem)

And we have Karen Ellert from Deere and Company up in the

rights I°'d like to have her recognized.
PRESIDENT:
Kareny thank yous very muche Please stand and be recog—

nizeda Welcome to Springfields Senator Karpiely for what
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purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank youy Mre Presidente I would like leave by the Body
to be added as a hyphenated cosponsor on House Bill 164y and
alsoeee
PRESIDENT:

The lady seeks leave of the Body to be shown as the
hyphenated cosponsor on HOuse Bill 16 Hithout objectiony
leave is grantede
SENATOR KARPIEL:

And alsoy Mre. Presidenty if we could add Senator
Etheredge on the bille.

PRESIDENT:

And add Senator Etheredge also on House Bill 16+ Without
objectiony leave is granted. Reading of the Journaly HMadam
Secretary. Senator Jacobse
SENATOR JACOBS:

I move that the reading and approval of the Journals of
Tuesdays May 12th? Wednesdays May 13th; Thursdayes May 14th;
Mondays May 18th and Tuesdays May 19thy in the year 1987, be
postponed pending arrival of the printed Journalse
PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Jacobse Is
there any discussion? If noty all in favor indicate by saying
Ayes All opposeds The Ayes have ite The motion carries and
it is so ordered. Senator Mahary for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank yous Mre Presidentes I seek leave of the Body to be
added as a hyphenated cosponsor of Senate Bill 1125.
PRESIDENT:

All righte The gentleman seeks leave of the Body to be
added as a hyphenated cosponsor on Senate Bill 1125. Without

objectiony, leave 1is granted. Nith leave of the Bodys we'll
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move to the Calendar on page 38y and I would just alert the
membershipy we will be starting on page 10 on Senate bills
3rde That's Senators Jacobssy Marovitzsy Keatsy Woodyard,
Friedlandsy DOunne. In the meantimes we®ll movey with leave of
the Bodys to page 38 on the Calendar, Madam Secretarye On
the Order of House Bills 1st Readingsy House bills 1lst
readinge
SECRETARY:
House Bill 48 offered by Senator Topinkae.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 67 offered by Senator Marovitze
(Secretary reads title of bill}
House Bill 72 offered by Senator Savickase
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 84 offered by Senator Woodyarde.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 89 offered by Senator Savickase
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 161 offered by Senators Luft and Rocke
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 232 offered by Senator Schaffere.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 233 offered by Senator Posharde.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 272 offered by Senator Netsche
(Secretary reads title of bill}
House Bill 306 offered by Senator Newhousee.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 310 offered by Senator Etheredgee.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 404 offered by Senator Topinka.
{Secretary reads title of bill})
House Bill 405 offered by Senatore..Topinkae

{Secretary reads title of bill)
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Bill 407 offered by Senator Topinkae.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 410 offered by Senator Schaffere.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 457 offered by Senator Fawell.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
Bill 462 offered by Senator Jacobse
{Secretary reads title of bill}
Billeeo464 offered by Senator Karpiele
({Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 523 offered by Senator Karpiele.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill S7T7 offered by Senator Jacobse.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 748 offered by Senator Jacobse
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 787 offered by Senator Barkhausena
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 813 offered by Senator Vadalabenee
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 854 offered by Senator Kustra.
{Secretary reads title of bill}

Bill 858 offered by Senators Alexander

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 866 offered by Senator Marovitze.

(Secretary reads title of bill}
Bill 954 offered by Senator Schuneman.

{Secretary reads title of bill})

Bill 1194 offered by Senators Alexander

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1198 offered by Senator Donahue.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

and

and
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Billeea1238 offered by Senator Weavere.

{Secretary reads
Bill 1244 offered by
(Secretary reads
B8ill 1259 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1265 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1298 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1317 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1319 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1332 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1349 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1500 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1504 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1508 offered by

{Secretary reads

title of bill)
Senator Jonese.
title of bill)
Senator Jacobs.
title of bill})
Senator O*Daniel.
title of bill)
Senator Demuzioe
title of bill)
Senator Lufte.
title of billy
Senator fFriedland.
title of bill)
Senator del Vallee.
title of bill)
Senator HMabhare.
title of bill)
Senator Geo—Karise
title of bill}
Senator Geo—Karise
title of bill)
Senator Schunemane.

title of bill)

Billees1540 offered by Senator Schuneman.

(Secretary reads
Bill 1548 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1603 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1736 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1742 offered by

(Secretary reads

title of bill})
Senator Savickase
title of bill}
Senators Luft and Hawkinsone
title of bill})

Senator Bermane.

title of bill)

Senator Schaffer.

title of bill)
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Bill 1753 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1758 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1798 offered by
({Secretary reads
Bill 1811 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1832 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1836 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1859 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1904 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1909 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1922 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1923 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 1924 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1953 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 1956 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2007 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 2011l.
(Secretary reads
Bill 2032.

{Secretary reads

1987

Senator Geo—Karis.
title of bill)
Senator Geo—Karise.
title of bill)
Senator Holmberge
title of bill)
Senator Bermane
title of bill})
Senator Netsche.
title of bill)
Senator Lechowicze
title of bill)
Senator Luft.
title of bill)
Senator Carroll.
title of bill)
Senator Holmberge.
title of bill}
Senator Holmberge.
title of billy
Senator Holmberg.
title of bill}
Senator Bermane
title of bill)
Senator O'Daniel.
title of bill)
Senator Netsche
title of bill)
Senator Degnane

title of bill)

title of bill)

title of bill)
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1987

Billeese2033 offered by Senator Posharde.

{Secretary reads

title of bill)

Billees2046 offered by Senator Geo—Karise.

(Secretary reads
Bill 2060 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2062 offered by
(Secretary reads

Bill 2218 offered by

(Secretary reads

Bill
(Secretary reads
Bill 2236 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2243 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 2256 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2258 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 2370 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 2401 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2470 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2492 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2625 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 2694 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2740 offered by

{Secretary reads

title of bill)
Senator Geo—Karise.
title of bill)
Senator Bermane
title of bill)
Senator Etheredgee.

title of bill})

2230 offered by Senators Watson and Topinkae.

title of bill)
Senator Donahue.
title of bill)
Senator Demuzio.
title of bill)
Senator Kustrae.
title of bill}
Senator Demuzioe
title of bill}
Senator Donahue.
title of bill})
Senator Jones.
title of bill)
Senator Kustrae.
title of bill)
Senator Marovitze.
title of bill)
Senator Brookinse.
title of bill)
Senator Zito.
title of bill)
Senator Bermane.

title of bill)
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Bill 2758 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2766 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 2823 offered by
({Secretary reads

Bill 2840 offered by

{Secretary reads
Bill 2842 offered by
(Secretary reads
Bill 2843 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2866 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2845 offered by

(Secretary reads

1987

Senator Donahuee.
title of bill)
Senator Barkhausen.
title of bill)
Senator Barkhausene
title of bill)
Senators Davidson
title of bill)
Senators Schaffer
title of bill)
Senators Schaffer
title of bill)
Senator Woodyard.
title of bill)
Senators Schaffer

title of bill)

Bill 396 offered by Senator Jonese.

{Secretary reads

title of bill)

Bill 824 offered by Senator Jones.

{Secretary reads
Bill 1222 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 2123 offered by
{Secretary reads
Bill 235% offered by

(Secretary reads

title of bill)
Senator Jonese
title of bill)
Senator Philipe.
title of bill}
Senator Jonese.

title of bill)

and

Geo—

and Carroll.

and Carroll.

and Carroll.

PRESIDENT:

Madam Secretaryy if I <can just interrupt you for a

momente Ieseagaine for the benefit of the membershipy those

within the sound of the voicey we're going to start on page

10 of the Calendars page 10y that®s Senate Bill 498 and go

right down the liste And if you'll look at the back of the

Calendary you will see that there are four hundred plus bills
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on 3rd readinge We are going to make an attempt to get to
all of theme We are nots howevery in a position to go
backwardse We will continue to move forwarde So those who
do not avail themselves of their opportunity will be in
theeeein line on Friday late. All righty Madam Secretarys
let's continue withesesowe're going to start Jacobsy Marovitz,
Keatsy Woodyardy Friedlandy Dunne. Madam Secretarys House
bills 1lst readinge.
SECRETARY:
House Bill 2530 offered by Senator Keatse
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2590 offered by Senator Jonese.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2643 offered by Senator Jonese.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2789 offered by Senator Jones.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2834 offered by Senator DeAngelis.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2849 offered by Senator Maitlanda
(Secretary reads title of bill)
PRESIDENT:

Committee reportse
SECRETARY:

Senator Savickasy chairman of the Committee on the
Assignment of Billsy reports the assignment of the following
bills to committees:

Agriculture and Conservation — House Bill 375; Elementary
and Secondary Education — House Bills 27 and 2367; Energy and
Environment — House Billse.e318y 18549y 18567 Executive —
House Bills 16y 117y 163, 301ls 401y 428y 845y 970y 1087,
11469 12849 1370s 1730y 1737y 1841y 19669 1988y 2164y 2250,
2372y 24064y 28024 2812y 28135 Finance — House Bills 1306,

1307y 22683 Higher Education — House Bill 21043 Insurances
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Pensions and Licensed Activities — House Bills 351y 1173,
1223, 1455 and 193337 Judiciary — House Bills 372 and 5353
tabor and Commerce — House Bill 3325 Local Government — House
Bill 28ly 552469539 14549 16299 19455 Public Healthsy Wel-—
fare and Corrections — House Bills 274s 654¢ 88ly 1333y 1464y
14659 1507y 16464 1934, 1992y 20124 20213 Revenue — House
Bills 2269 870 1411y 1412y 1473, 18885 Transportation -—
House Bills 261y 612 and 1801,
PRESIDENT:

Messages from the House and we have a Message for theme.
SECRETARY:

A Message from the House by Mre O®Brieny Clerke.

Mre. President — I am directed to inform the Senate
that the House of Representatives has passed bills with the
following titless in the passage of which I am instructed to
ask the concurrence of the Senatey to—wit:

House Bill 393y House Bill 143, 180y 188s 23T,
3209 3449 393y 49Ty S13¢ 540y S541e 691y 692y T00s 7T03y 7TO0b6,
708y TO099 1041940423789 2494 and 2837.
PRESTDENT:
Messages from the House.
SECRETARY:
A Message from the House by Mre O0'Briens Clerke.

Mre. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
that the House of Representatives has adopted the following
joint resolutions in the adoption of which I am instructed to
ask the concurrence of the Senates to-wit:

House Joint Resolution 77y it*s a death resolu-—
tione
And I have ae<esca like Message on House Joint
Resolution 78.
PRESIDENT:
Consent Calendare All righte With leave of the Body,

we're moving toe.e.sthe Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading on
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page 10y and I*d again call the attention of the membership
to the fact that there are four hundred and forty—two bills
on 3rd readinge Senator Geo—Kariss for what purpose do vyou
arise?

SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Mr. President and tadies and Gentlemen ofe.ee0f the
Senatey the Republican minority would like to have a caucus
at this time.

PRESIDENT:

That request is in order. Republican Caucus immediately
in Senator Philip's offices. The Senate will stand in Recess
for approximately thirty minutese.

RECESS
AFTER RECESS
PRESIDENT:

The Senate will please come to ordere On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Readings middle of page 10, is Senate Bill
498, Read the billy, Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 498.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Jacobse.
SENATOR JACOBS:

Thank youy Mre. Presidents Senate Bill 498 strictly
amends the current Housing and Hobile Home Safety Act that's
been in effect since 1974y and this program is currently
operated by the Department of Public Healthe Howevers the
1974 Act limits the scope of the department®s authority to
units designed for residential use. This bill broadens the
scope of this authority to include motelsy office buildingss
et cetera and not to axceed two floorse. This bill will allow

for 1low cost housing and economic development in our commun—
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itiese This billy I might addy passed out of committee with—
out any NayeesNay votes and 1 ask for your favorable consente.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If nots the
question isy shall Senate Bill 498 pass. Those in favor will
vote Ayes. Opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the records On that questiony there are 48 Ayes,
4 Nayss none voting Present. Senate Bill 498 having recelived
the required constitutional majority is declared passede. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 500.
Senator Marovitz on the Floor? Senator Marovitz on the
Floor? On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
Bill 501y Senator Keats. Read the bill, Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 501.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Keatse.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank yousy Mre Presidents This bill came out of commit-—
tee on a 10 to 1 vote. It is supported by the Municipal
League and Sheriff's Associatione. Very briefly what it does,
right nows sheriffs serve all.summonses. The problem with
this isy number oney they don't have enough deputies andeeoto
do ite Number twos they don't get reimbursed sos therefore,
it's not a high prioritye So they're supporting the bill
that would allow local police to deliver some of these sum—
monses. It saves them a lot of hassle and seems like a good
way to both get them delivered and save the taxpayers a feow
buckse
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Hawkinsone Further discussion?
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If nots the question iss shall Senate Bill 501 passe. Those
in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting 1is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde On that question,
there are 51 Ayess 1 Nays none voting Presente. Senate Bill
501 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passedes On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings
Senate Bill 500. Read the billy Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 500.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank youy very muchy Mre Presidenty members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 500 is a bill that would file the recom—
mendations of the Surgeon General and othersy health profes—
sionals across the country and provide AIDS education in our
schools grades six through twelve. It is not mandatorys any
parent that does not want their child to have AIDS educationy
which 1is the same in sex education todays can merely write a
letter and opt his child out of AIDS education, but it would
allow AIDS education in the schools. 1 think it's extremely
important to use our educational institutions to impart the
correct knowledge about this dread disease to young people
while they'reesssateeseat an early enough age while they still
can change their course of conduct and help prevent the
spread of this dread diseasee I think this is an extremely
important bill. Education bills are being introduced and
passed across the country. This is a very reasonable bill,
it is not a mandatory education bill but will provide edu—
cation to our young people so that they do not have to suffer

the dreads ofeesof this terribly fatal diseasey and 1 would
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urge thesse.your Aye votes on Senate 3ill 500.
PRESIDENT:

The question isy shall Senate Bill 500 passe Discussion?
Senator DeAngelise.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Helly Mre. President, thank youe I had a question of the
Chaire We had already passed 501y why did we go back te 500
if the sponsor did not ask for leave to return to that bill
previously?

PRESIDENT:

Sponsor made a requesty, we were supposed to get to that
bill at eleven o'clock when you got out of caucusi in fact,
you didn't get out till twenty—-five aftere further discus—
ston? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

eeesthank youy very muche Will the sponsor yield for a

question?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yielde Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

SenatorseeeI think I know what your answer is going to
bes but did you include the idea of abstinence in this bill?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Ieeel am not the expert who's going to design the curric—
ulume that is up to our educational expertsy the school
boardsy the State Board of Educations They willeseothey will
design the teaching curriculum and I*m sure that the.e.ethat
which they will teach to sixth graders is much different
thaneessthey will teach to twelfth graders that are ready to
go to collegee Certainly I think thats.esthe most foolproof
way to prevent getting AIDS is abstinencey and I think that

that will be communicated and should be communicated to every
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school child across the State of Illinoise
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yese if 1 may have a question of the sponsory pleases
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yieldy Senator Topinkae.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Wouldesewould you have any idea if this is going to cover
certain sexual behaviors? 1Is that going to be taught and is
that going to be involved in this curriculum?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I think I have an idea what you're talking about and I
would not think that that would be taught whatsoevere Ieesemy
intent by this bill is I thinkesosthat school children should
know what AIDS iss the truth about what AIDS iss how 1it's
communicatedy not the myths that they may hear on the street
cornerse
PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yeahe Ifeeehowevery AIDS <can be communicated through
certain types of sexual behavior as well. Wouldese.would
those types of sexual transmissions also be discussed? I
meany is it going to be the whole shtick?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze.
SENATODR MAROVITZ:

Once againye you're asking me to tell vyou what
thesseeducational professionals of our state will design as a
curriculume I nor anybody in thiseeein this Body are.e.sare

going to design the curriculum for this coursee It is not my
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intent toe.eeto have a course designed to teach safecestoecsto
teach sexual practices to the kidse I want them to know what
AIDS is and the fact that AIDS is and can be disseminated by
sexual conducts periody by sexual conducte

PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

All righte Juste.ssjust from a standpoint of 1legislative
intent then and if I might be able to have you comment since
transmission is in your billy the transmission and that
transmission sexually can come in a number of wayss would it
be your intent to keep it in a heterosexual context?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank youe It is my intent that thes<asethat the school
children of the state should learn what AIDS is and that it
can be communicated and conducted by sexual conduct periode.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Teeel just want to ask a very simple questione This bill
was amended in committeey there was a Floor amendment that
was put one Is there still written parental approval or
thesesopportunity for the student to opt out, that's what I
want to know.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITL:

Absolutely there is. As the communitye..esas the committee
requestedy that amendment was put on on the Floore
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Thank yous Mre. Presidente. I hope I don't get cut off as
quick as I did last time. First of alls Senator Marovitz,
the parent has to objecty it's noteseit®s notes.does not
require parental consente. Does your bill require these.esand
the AIDS educations does it require that they understand that
AIDS can be contracted by intravenous methods also?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Once againe the bill itself does not design the <curric—
ulume It leaves it up to the professionals to tell our kids
what AIDS is and how it can be contracteds Certainlys one of
the main ways it can be contracted is by IV drug use and 1
think that every child in this state with their parents® con—
sent should know that IV drug use is one of the main ways
that any child can contract AIDSy especially for young people
who are prevalent drug users andeesand will be as they go on
andessand subjected to the ravages of drugse I think they
need to know that.

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Wellsy my only concern is that if you teach them how
unsafe it isy you have to teach them the safe method for
using them andy thereforey I have a great concern because you
may be introducing children in school to...to a method by
which they <can wuse intravenoussesintravenously used drugs
that they may not have discovered beforee My other problem
is that in how many classes would this be taught?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

This would be available in sex classesy family classes

andeesessex educationy family 1life and comprehensive health
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educatione
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

S0 iteesthey would be taught in the three classes?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

It could be available in three classese It was orig—
inally in P«.Ee. The committee asked that it be taken out of
PeEey it was taken out of P.Ee.

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Okaye Welly I think education is a vital component to
resolving the AIDS issues howevers, I'm not so certain that
this approach that®s in this bill is the correct way to do
ity and I would hope that if this bill does pass that we can
work on it a 1little harder because I think it®*s got some
realy real problems. Thank yous Mre. Presidenty I'm all donees
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz may close.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchs Mre. President and members of the
Senatee. Once again this is a permissive billes It gives the
opportunity for our kids to learmn about this dread disease.
They need to know about ity it is only permissives JIeseesevery
health professional 1in the country from the Surgeon General
on down including the President of the United States has
talked about thees.othe necessity for education in order to
stem the spread of this epidemice Kids need this education,
they at least need to know what it is and how to keep from
getting it. Certainly, they®re never going to be taught how

to use drugs safely and I think anybody that insinuates
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thateeel think that®s ridiculouse Tessel don*t think any kid
ought to be using drugs periods periody and leeebut I think
they need to know that if they®re going to...if they're going
to goof around with needlesy periody that they're subjecting
themselves not only to being addicted to drugs but to death
via AIDS. They need to know thaty they need to know
whateesswhat dangerse.e.e.additional dangers there are regarding
sex and sexual activity and it*'s no longer a question of
syphilis and gonorrhea and gettingeessgetting aeceea shot of
penicillin to cure thatey but you're dealing with 1life and
death every time you do thate They need to know that, they
need to know what AIDS is and to be updated regularly on the
new medical information regarding AIDS. Since it*s permis—
sive and it isee.eis only permissivey we're doing this to save
the lives of young people. Please help us get education on
this and to stop the spread of this disease into the schools
on a permissive basise Thank youe.

PRESIDENT:

The question isy shall Senate Bill 500 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questions there
are 29 Ayess 17 Nayse 9 voting Presents. Senate Bill 500 hav—
ing failed to receive the required constitutional majority is
declared loste 504y Senator..eSenator Marovitz requests that
further consideration of Senate Bill 500 be postponed. That
request is in ordere. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 504. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 504.

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

Senator Woodyarde.
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SENATOR WOODYARD:

Thank yous Mre. President andeese.members of the Senatec.
This is the third and last in a series of bills proposed by
the Coroner®s Associationy and it would require a training
program be establishede The bill was amended to say that
that training program would be conducted by the Local Govern—
ment Law Enforcement Training Board. I have had discussions
with Mre. Apa in administering the programes he has no problem
with it and I would encourage its passage or be glad to
answer any questionse
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Smithe Senator del
valleseeeunflick her light theres will youy thank youe Sena—
tor Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Yesy sire Thank yous Mre President. 1I°'d like to ask the
sponsor a questione
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he®ll yields Senator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Who pays for this?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Woodyarde.
SENATOR WOODYARD:

In discussions with Mre. Apas he indicated that he did
have the money within his budget to initiate this training
programe
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

So then thee.sethe counties aren't going to be expected to
pick up the cost? The counties will not pick up the coste.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Woodyarde.
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SENATOR WOODYARD:

That is correcte.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Thank yous Mr. Presidents I'd like to ask the sponsor a
questione.

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he*ll yieldsy Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Will this require training of all existing coroners and
all their assistants or just new people coming in?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Woodyarde
SENATOR WOODYARD:

It is my understanding that the bill is structured so
that it would be for the newly elected coroners coming iny
but it would be a continuing programs and you might be inter—
ested to know there are no penalties for failure to partici-
pate in this training programe This is patterned after the
State of Missouri in which we've found that peer pressure
alone is what brings these people into the training program
to upgrade their degree of professionalism in their office.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

So our analysis is wrong where it says that they're
required to participate?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Woodyard.
SENATOR WOODYARD:

Theressathat 1is a requirements, yesy but since there's no
penalties in the billesslI was concerned about thatee.othat

alsos Senatorey and since there are no penalties in the bill
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itself, it*s my understandingeessand this is certainly what
happened 1in Missourii: when they startedy they only had about
sixty percent participation and there waseseseand there®s no
penalty so you cannot force the coroner to do thise.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hawkinsone.
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

And to follow up on Senator Watson's questions although
there may be enough money currently in the Law Enforcement
Training Boardy in the futurey who'®s going to pay for these?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Woodyarde
SENATOR WOODYARD:

I think it would be like a<.e.slike every other program
that we have ine.sein the State of Illinoisy if there is not
money appropriated fore.eefor programs or trainings then they
are not conducteds not donee.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hawkinson.
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Isn*t it truee.cethat if small towns now send their law
enforcement officers down or their jailers or whatever,
they*re required to pays are they not?

PRESIDENT:

Senator HWoodyarde. Further discussion? Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Welleesealong the same liney it justeeeit just seems to
me thate you knows we're talking about asee.a hundred thousand
dollars worth of a new programe I don*t know where the money
is going to come frome I seriously question whether or not
the Law Officer®s Training Board is going to have any better
program than the Illinois State Police and I'm not sure just
frankly why we're doing this.

PRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Any further discussion? Senator
Halle
SENATOR HALL:

Thank yous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates Will the sponsor yield for a question?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he®ll yields Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senatory myesemy book says that this requires coroners in
office on 1-1-88 to apply within six months of such date and
to complete the program within one year of the application
datee Are you aware of that?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Woodyarde
SENATOR WOODYARD:

I am sorry if I misstated that it would be after the
elections you are correct.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Halle.
SENATOR HALL:

WHells the question you were just askeds you said did that
apply to those who are already in and le.e..my understanding is
you said nos it would just be to new people.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Woodyarde
SENATOR WOODYARD:

I just responded to thats Senatore Jleesl stand cor—
rectedy you are correcte.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Senator Woodyards you wish to

close?
SENATOR WOODYARD:
Thank youy Mre Presidentes As I says the intent of this

bill is to upgrade the professionalism of the coroners and it



Page 24 — May 20y 1987

certainly is supported very strongly by theme and the Law
Enforcement Training Board seems to have no problem with it
andeeesand is also very strongly supportive and I urge vyour
Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

The question isy shall Senate Bill 504 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questionsy there
are 44 Ayess 7 Nayss 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 504 hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings Senate Bill
505y Senator Friedlande Read the billy Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 505.

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

Senator Friedlanda.

SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank vyous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 505 would authorize the sale of two
vacant surplus property parcels in Kane Countys also the
transfer of property in Kankakee County at the request of
Senator Joyce. Other amendments have added a parcel in
Morgan County at the request of Senator Demuzio and also in
exchange of property in Perry County at the request of Sena—
tor Dunny and it®*s passed committee unanimouslys and 1 Jjust
appreciate the staff's good work on this and I commend it for
your passage. Thank youe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If noty the question isy shall
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Senate Bill 505 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee. Those
opposed vote Naye The voting is opens Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde On that questiony the Ayes are 51,
the Nays are noney none voting Present. Senate Bill 505 hav—
ing received the constitutional majority is declared passede
Senate Bill 506, Senator Dunne Read the billsy Madam Secre—
tarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 506.

(Secretary reads title of bill})

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

Senator Dunne
SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. This repeals an obsolete
section of the School Code and is merely technicale.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If noty the question 1iss shall
Senate Bill 506 passe Those in favor will vote Ayes. Those
opposed vote Naye The voting is opens Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
questiony, the Avyes are 544 the Nays are noney none voting
Presente. Senate Bill 506 having received the constitutional
majority 1is declared passede Senate Bill 516y Senator
Degnane Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 516.

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

Senator Degnane
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank vyousy Mre. President. Senate Bill 516 amends the

Civil Service Act of the Metropolitan Sanitary Districte
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Under existing 1law there are two methods for listing candi-
dates for civil service positionse The first method is a
numerical 1list based on examination scorese. The second
method is by categories in order of excellence such as
exceptionally qualifieds well-qualifiedy qualifiede Appoint—
ments from the«e.snumerical list must be made from the first
five namess but there®'s some question as to whether or not
this rule of five applies to the listings by category. This
bill makes it clear that if there are less than five names in
a higher categoryy the appointing officer will receive five
names including some from the lower candidate.eeslower cate-—
gory for selection. Be happy to answer any questionse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Is there discussion? If noty the question iss shall
Senate Bill 516 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opens Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that
questiony the Ayes are 51y the Nays are 1ly none voting
Presente Senate Bill 516 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passede Senate Bill 517+ Senator
Maitlande Read the bills Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 517.

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

Senator Maitlande.

SENATOR MATTLAND:

Thank yous very muchy Mre. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. Senate Bill 517 as amended
addresses some serious problems thateeothat we've had in
Illinois with respect to the 1leasing of property owned
byeeeby the railroad that has grain elevators upon ite And

as it stands nowsseas it stands nowy thissesethis 1land where
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the elevators reside wasseshas been railroad property going
clear back to the twenties and earliery and at the time the
railroads asked the elevators to build their elevators on
this property in close proximity to the track so thats obvi-
ouslyes sidings would not have to reach too far and it would
be a convenience foreesefor the railroads«. Times have changed
now and those elevators still reside on that property and
reside there now wWitheeewith improvementse.sesubstantial
improvementsy and as those leases are negotiated every vyear
or every three years or every five yearsy there really is no
mechanism to force the two sides together and the railroads
haveeesoeseemingly been unwilling to negotiate those leases
andessit?s either take it or leave it type of situations
517¢ and the bill has been substantially amended since it was
heard in committee and it deals only with leases nowe would
suggest that if an agreement can't be madesy then each side
would select an appraiser and then would agree on a third
appraiser and a fair price would be arrived at. The Commerce
Commission would then make the final determination upon that
agreed—to pricee. I would suggest to you and I think
everybody agrees that the railroads simply don't want to go
to the Commerce Commissione It would obviouslys I thinke
beesebeseebeeecathe agreement would be reached prior to that
time but this doese I believes protect farmers andeeesand
grain elevator operators in that the dealesethe lease will be
a falresea fair pricee Agains we have substantially amended
the billy it does not deal with sale at all. It only deals
with leases and it obviously has the support of the Illinois
Farm Bureauy the G6Grain and Feed Associations Grow Mark
Incorporated and othersy and I would be happys Mre. President,
to respond to any questionse

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator O°Daniel.

SENATOR O°*DANIEL:
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Mre. President and members of the Senatey I rise in sup—
port of this bills I think it®seeeit®s a very important bill
to the agriculture Industry in.eein the State of Illinoise.
You knowe these elevatorse.eothese facilities are 1located
ONeeesa lot of them are all or partially located on railroad
property andeeesandessand a big percentage of them are of con-—
crete constructiony and I think this puts the elevator owner
and operator at a very much of a disadvantage when it*'s time
to renew the lease becauses, you know and I knows there®s no
possible way to remove as.esea concrete facility fromesefrom
the locatione Ande.eI formerly managed a large grain company
that had fifteen landlocked elevatorsy all of them were all
or partially of concrete constructions and when it comes time
for the renew of the lease of these facilitiesy iteseit puts
theeeethe owners at very much of a disadvantage. And also
the elevator ownersy they pay theseesthey pay the taxes on
thisessthese facilities and all and I think it's very impor—
tant that they have some say ineeeineee.in the price of the
leases and Teeel would support this legislation very muche
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Ife.eeif nNnotsy the question
iss shall Senate Bill 517 passe Those in favor will vote
Ayee Those opposed vote Naye The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde On that question, the Ayes are 2S5,
the Nays are 224 4 voting Presente. Senate Bill 517 having
failed to receive a constitutional majority is declared
passedeesI meaneeshas failed. Senator Maitland moves to
have Senate Bill 517 placed on the Order of Postponed Con-—
siderationes Hearing no objectiony leave is granteds Senate
8ill 519y Senator Bermansse.Senator 0'Daniely for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR O°DANIEL:

1 was busy seeing that everyone else voted and I failed
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to voteeseoemyself. I*d 1like to be recorded inesein the
affirmatives
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

The record will so indicate. Senate Bill 520, Senator
Brookinse. Read the bill, Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 520.

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

Senator Brookinse
SENATOR BROOKINS:

Thank yous Mre President. Senate Bill 520 is a tax—
payers® bille. It provides that the taxpayers need only to
show that his real estate tax bill is wrong by a preponder—
ance of evidencee Personally, taxpayers must show that his
tax bill is so excessive that it amount to constructive
fraude Real estate tax bills should be fair. If the asses—
sor has made a mistakey a taxpayer should only have to show
that the mistake was madey he should not have to show fraude.
Senator Keats and I believe this is a good bill. It is also
supported by the Chicago Bar Association and the Taxpayers®
Federation. I'd ask for a favorable vote on Senate Bill 520.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If notey the question is, shall
Senate Bill 520 passe. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde Welly
Senatorey I didn*t take the key out nowe Senator Brookins
seeks leave of the Body to be recorded Aye on his bill,
Senate Bill 520. On that questions the Ayes are 53, the Nays
are 2y none voting Present. Senate Bill 520 having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill

521. Senatory is your key in place? Are we ready to roll?
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Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 521
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

(Machine cutoff)eseBrookinse
SENATOR BROOKINS:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. Senate Bill 521 simply allows
a taxpayer to present the certificate of the error to the
courte Presentlyy the state's attorney presents the certif—
icate of error. This bill would allow a taxpayer to present
a certificate himself if he wishes to do soe. I ask for a
favorable votee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussiﬁn? If noty the question isy shall
Senate Bill 521 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee. Those
opposed vote Navye The voting is opene Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that
questiony the Ayes are 51y the Nays are &y none voting
Presente Senate Bill 521 having received the constitutional
majority 1is declared passed. Senate Bill 523, Senator
Marovitze. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 523.

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

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank youy very muchs Mre. President and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 523 requires the Department of Public
Aid to include in aesessin a written notice whether an indi-

vidual is eligible or ineligible for AFDCs Medicaides AABD,
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general assistance and AMI. 1If an applicant doesn't qualify
for any of the »programsy all the department has to do is
indicate on the notice that they already give that the appli-
cant is ineligible and a brief statement as to why they're
ineligible. All this is is a due process bille. Today the
way things are doney there isy in facty a defacto denial
because the individual may be given notice that he's eligible
for a particular program but not told that he's ineligible
for other programs andy thereforey he 1loses his chance to
appeal and correct andessesand correct information so that he
may be eligible for those other programse. All we're doing by
this bill is saying to the departmenty if vyou're going to
tell somebody they®re ineligibley let them know specifically
what programs they®re ineligible for so that they can appeal
or correct incorrect information that the department may have
toeeseto allow them to be eligible. That*s all this bill
doeses The department asked me to delay the effective date of
this bill to July 1y 1988« At their requesty I delayed the
effective date wuntil July ls *88 and that is what the bill
doese

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Is there discussion? Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy if I might ask the sponsor some questionss
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy first of ally I appreciate what you're trying to do
herey Senator Marovitze I thinkes you knowsy youreeeointent is
honorablee. Are there any complaints because the Department
of Public Aid claims that there ares...this has not been a
problems so whyesswhy is this necessary? That*s the first
thing and the second thing is 1 don't know that your

billessand maybe you have some limitations in here I'm not
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sure abouts but if a person obviously would be ineligible for
some programse let's say a man would be ineligible for Aid to
Dependent Children, would that not be obvious without having
to go through what would be this increase in paper work and
possibly a redoing of the whole data processing system at
Public Aid?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MARQOVITZ:

All righte First of ally there is a problem or the bill
wouldn*t have been offerede There are thousands of people
throughout the statey many of whom have been brought to me by
the Legal Assistance Foundation who have this problem and
have been given aideeesgranted certain programs but denied
other programs where they may be eligible where there
beesemay be misinformation that has been received by the
Department ofeseof Public Aide It*s a very simple system
and the reason that we...we delayed the effective date is so
that they cane.e.o.better able to computerize the system where
they would Jjust check off a box ineligibles Ifeesaccording
to your exampley all you have to do is say ineligibley wrong
sexs periody 1f 1t's ae.ceesif it's a female program and
you'vese.oyou've got a male applicante 1It's aseeit’s a very
simple thinge All we're saying to these people is if they're
going to be deniedy which the department should dos let them
know that they®re deniedy why they®’re deniedvso that they can
appeals that's all, These people never know that they have a
chance to appeale.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Would you happen to know offhand bhow many potential
public aid programs there would be available? 1 assume that

then according to your bill...and not knowing thise you'd
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have to tell mey let?s say there®s five hundred public aid
programs that are out there that one could avail themselves
of; thereforey, if they could qualify for one or twos they
would still be have to told that four hundred and
ninety—eight they did not qualify for? Because public aid
said this would be a very serious change in their operation,
ifeeeif you'll recall the committee meetinge
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank youes Mre. Presidentes .First of ally there aren't
five hundred programs or anything even akin to that, okay?
not even anything akin to thate WYWhen.e.e.when they make appli-
cation they apply for various programse When they’re
granted a particular programs they'’re not told that they®ve
been denied the other ones. All they have to be told on this
same formey check off that they've been denied a particular
program and that®s ite.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Is there further discus—
sion? 1If noty Senator Marovitz may closee.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Welly, thiseeethis 1is a bill that just would afford due
process to anybody applying to the Department of Public Aid.
It doesn®t require the department to give any additional
grantsyeeedoesn®t cost any moneye. It Jjust says that |if
you're going to turn them downs let them know thatese.the spe—
cific programs they're turned down for so that they can
appeal or provide the correctses.informations that®*s all it
doese Ask for your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question isy shall Senate Bill 523 passe. Those in

favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is

opene Have all voted who wish? Have all votedeeoewish? Have
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all voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questions the
Ayes are 32, the Nays are 23...I meany 2 voting Present.
Senate Bill 523 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passede. Senate Bill 5244 Senator Marovitz. Read
the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 524.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchs Mr. Presidente. This bill estab—
lishes powers of attorneys for financial matterse. It pro—
vides statutory forms to establish those agencies and stan—
dards of care for the agent of the principale It was pro-—
posed by the bar associatione. Unless otherwise specified,
the power of attorney shall remain in effect notwithstanding
later disability of the principal in capacity of the prin—
cipal of the appointment of a guardians If the appointed
agent is the spouse of the principals divorce or legal sepa—
ration will terminate the agency. The agent is required to
exercise due care in administering the property of the prin—
cipale. Basicallys this is a Illinois power of attorney®s
bill and recommended by the Chief Judge of the Probate Divi-—
sion of Cook Countyy and I would ask for your Aye votee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If notsy the gquestion iss shall
Senate Bill 524 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
questiony the Ayes are 47y the Nays are nones none voting
Presente. Senate Bill 524 having received the constitutional

majority 1is declared passede Senate Bill 525, Senator
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Marovitz. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 525.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Marovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchy Mr. President. This bill provides
a funding mechanism for a not—for—profit dispute resolution
center. It authorizes the Supreme Court to establish certain
rules governing the operation of these centers within their
respective circuitse. It authorizes a dollar surcharge on
filings to go to this dispute center and any money that is
left over to go back to the circuitseessthe local circuits
where the money comes foreesefroms This would helpeserelieve
a lot of the clogged caseloads in various circuits across the
State of [llinoise There are certain pilote.eeresolution cen—
ters that have worked very well.e The purpose of the proposal
is the same as the informal arbitration system that has been
conducted in certain countiesy and allows for the Jjudges to
concentrate on a more stringent caseload and for the resolu-
tion centers to settle certain situations that would relieve
judges ofeeeof tedious caseloads and I would ask for the Aye
votes« The bar associationsy both the ABAy IBA and Chicago
Bar are very supportive of this legislation. 1[I would ask for
your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Hawkinsone.
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Thank yous Mre President and members of the Senate. I
think the proposal is laudabley but I voted against it in
committee and I'm going to continue to vote against it today

for one reason and one reason only and that's the funding
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mechanism for this bill. What we're asking people to do is
those who now take advantage of the small «claims court and
the other civil courts but particularly small claimsy in
order to avoid costs of discovery and attorneys® fees and
everything else are going to be asked to pay another
dollareeseto pay a dollar of their fees to supplement this
programy while the people who are taking advantage of this
program regardless of how wealthy they may be are not asked
to pay a nickel towards the support of the programe And 1
think it*s an unfair cross—subsidation of this programey that
we ought to put an amendment on this bill to require at least
fees based on ability to pays and if people are indigent, as
they may be and otherss then don't require a fee. But at
least have some payment out of the people who are using this
system and don't put it on the backs of the people who are
using the small claims court and the other civil system
entirelyy and for that reasons I°'11l continue to oppose the
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If noty Senator Marovitz,
do you wish to close?
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Yesy I certainly wille The purpose of this bill is to
make sure that those people who need to get to the court sys-—
temsy 1let's says parents who need supporty child custody
casess people in serious contract resolution disputesy they
can get to thes.esoto the judges and get their cases heard a
lot quickery in many jurisdictions it takes years to get your
cases heard whileeeesmall disputes can be resolved through
these resolution centerse. We worked with the Supreme Court
of the State of 1Illinois on this legislatione They are
supportive of this concepty they think it*s a very good idea.
The one—dollar fee on an existing filing fee of ninety

dollars in Cook County for a jury case or eighty—-one dollars
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without a Jjury isse.emeans very little but willeeewill offer
tremendous benefits to people across the state who heretofore
again have to wait years to get very important cases heard.
A mother who needs child support and can*'t get her case heard
for months and months and months will be able to have some of
those caseloads reduced and be able to get into court quicker
because some of those other disputes that can be resolved at
the community level will be resolved by the not—for—profit
dispute resolution centery and I solicit your Aye vote for
this bille

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

The question ises shall Senate Bill 525 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nays. The voting is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that ques—
tions the Ayes are 34y the Nays are 23y none voting Presente.
Senate Bill 525 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passede Senate Bill 527, Senator Marovitz. Read

the billy Madam Secretarye.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 527. _
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Marovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchs. All Senate Bill 527 does<.sthe
condominium billy an individual who takes owner—
shipeeetitleesseor ownership possession after a judicial sale
would owe any assessments from the date of that sale one
That®s all the bill does. Everything else has been taken
from the bille The change in the standard of care for board
of directors has been deleted from the bill and that's all
the bill does now 1is tell whenssewhen the individual who
takes ownership after a judicial salessewhatesewhat assess—
ments he owese I would ask for your Aye votee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If noty the question iss shall
Senate Bill 527 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Naye. The voting is opens. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questiony the Ayes are 574 the Nays
are nones none voting Presente. Senate Bill 527 having
received the constitutional majority is declared passeds For
what purpose Senator Kelly seek recognition? SenatesseSenate
Bill 532y Senator Schaffer. Read the billy Madam Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 532.

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

Senator Schafferes
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mre President and members of the Senatey a couple of
years ago we passed the bill limiting who could have
deeefirearms owner identification carde restricting con—
victedeoofelons and people with past criminal recordse In
the course of that bill we put a series of exemptions. One
group that was not provided with an exemptioneeseand let me
define an exemptione.se.an exemption means that these people
have the right to go to the director of the Department of Law
Enforcement or I guess it's the head of the State Police now
and present their casee The group we did not give that right
are those people who have been pardoned by the Governor. Now
this 1is a very small number of peoples in the course of the
committee discussiony I think thee.esthe figure of ten or fif-—
teen people a yeare Nowy you have to ask who goes before the
Governor for a pardon for one of these crimes? It's gener—
ally someone who wishes to get into law enforcement, and what
has happened 1in my area is that some people who had aesesand
I'm aware of a couple of cases and I believe there are
several others around the states people that been involved
ineeein legal problemsy crimes when they were quite youngy
later in their life had straightened outy decided they wanted
to into law enforcement and had to go through the lengthyeesl
believe 1it®s about a two—year procedure to get a pardon from
the Governor to become law enforcement officerss Helly,
unfortunatelys now they cannot have a gun owner identifi-—
cation card and technically cannot carry a weapon even though
they are pardoned and some of them are career fifteen— and
twenty—year employees of various law enforcement agenciese.
All this bill would do wouldssesallow those people to go

before theeeshead of the State Policey present their creden—
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tialsy and if he so deemsy get an exemption from the law so
they can have a gun owners identification carde I am unaware
of any oppositione
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yess thank youy Mre Presidente Would the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he wille.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

YeahseeeSenator Schaffery about two or three years agos [
sponsored a bill fore.e.sfor an individual in a district who at
the time was eighteen years old and broke into an establish-
ment and stole some cigarettes and candyy and I was berated
in the Judiciary Committee for trying toeeesafter I think it
was about twenty—five or thirty years he was married and had
two or three children and he wanted to go hunting with
hiseeewith his familys and because of that crimes he was
charged a with felony, and to this days if I recally he
cannot yet get ane.e.e.one of these firearm licensesy and I
waseeetook to task in committee because I was trying to get a
felonesosfelon a licenses Would thiseeewould this help him
out or not?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffere.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Only if he went through the somewhat lengthy procedure of
getting an official pardon from the Governore I believe
there's another bill later on the Calendar who wouldesothat
addresses your problem thoughy but it*s not this
onee.essponsored by a good looking fellow from the other side
of the aisle.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

I wonder who that could bey Teeeleeel really am serious
about this because this man had never committed another
crimey he has a nice family that can't go hunting with
hiseeewith his sons andeeesand I'mesel’m very serious about
thise There is a bill here that will take care of that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If noty the question is,
shall Senate Bill 532 passe Those in favor will vote Ayees
Those opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Would you vote me Ayey
Senator Luft? Vote me Ayey Senator..o.thank youe. On that
questiony, the Ayes are 44e.s.etake the records Madam Secretarye.
The Ayes are 434 the Nays are 69 &6 voting Presentes Senate
Bill 532 having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 534, Senator Berman. Read the
bille Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 534.

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

Senator Bermane
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank yous Mr. Presidente Senate Bill 534 merely extends
the life of the Joint Committee ones..on the Oversight of Edu—
cation Reform from June 30thy *8T to January ls 1989. Ask
your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If noty the question isy shall
Senate Bill 534 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that

questiony the Ayes are 55y the Nays are noney none voting
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Ay

Present. Senate Bill 534 having receivad the constitutional
majority is declared passede Senate Bill 535, Senator Smithe
Senator Smithy 535. Senate Bill 536y Senator Poshard. Read
the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 536.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank yous Mr. Chairman and tadies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. Mr. Presidenty presentlys, school districts in
the State of Illinois are required to develop a school term
calendar of a hundred and seventy—six instructional days. 1If
for any reason districts to not meet the one hundred and
seventy—-six day minimum calendary they may elect to either
add more school days or if they do not want to make up the
dayse they can elect to receive a 1—-1-76 state aid penalty
for each day short of the one hundred and seventy-six day
calendare. For many school districts in the state it*s often
less expensive to accept the 1-1-76 penalty than to get the
schools back 1in operation and pay the necessary expenses of
running the schools. Currently, as I have saids the only
penalty which may be imposed on the school districts offering
less than the one hundred and seventy—six days instructional
calendar is the 1-1-76 reduction in state aid. This bill
would delete the exclusive state aid penalty thus allowing
the state superintendent to use broader discretionary author-—
ity to help settle these issues which are keeping our chil-
dren out of school for longer periods of timee HMre. Presi—
denty my primary reason for sponsoring this bill is to effect
a solution for getting our children back in schoole. One of

the things that our educational system is most criticized for



Page 43 — May 20+ 1987

is the smaller amount of days our children spend in school
compared to other leading technolegically oriented countries
with whom we must compete. Evidence suggests that over the
past few years increasing numbers of school districts are not
meeting the one hundred and seventy—six days of instructional
time and the 1loss of state aid 1is not enough of a
disincentive to require them to get the kids back to schoole.
This is a situation that has to be resolved and this bill is
the first step in that directiony and I would ask for
youreeeofavorable support of the bille.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. I stand in support of Senate
Bill 536. Let me share with you what took place at the hear—
ing of this bill in the Senate Committee on Elementary and
Secondary Educatione. The superintendent of educationy Ted
Sandersy testifiedesowas the leadeeeolead witness on behalf of
this billy and T candidly said to hims why in the world would
he want to get in the middle of the labor—management disputes
betweenssothe administratorssy the board on one side and the
teachers on the other. His answer was that he felt that
maintaining a hundred and seventy—-six days of education was
more important than the question of whether he takes a step
back and allows the two parties to resolve their own differ—
encess This is a controversial bille I*ve been contacted by
a number of my friends who are school board membersy they
don't like the bille Let me share with you what I've said to
theme. Even with the passage of this billy at the bargaining
tabley the boardsy I thinky has substantial 1leverage 1if
they®*ve got the guts to use it; and among those tools that
they have is to point out that if there 1is a strikees for
exampley in the early days of the fall semester that they can

determine<.s.the board can determine that there®s not going to
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be a Thanksgiving holiday or that there won®t be a Christmas
holiday and that school will be held on those days to make up
for the lost dayss and if there's a strike in the spring
semester that the board can says teachersy if you go on
strikes you might as well forget your summer jobs because
we're going to continue school beyond the previous closing
date into June, into July, whatever and you're the ones that
are going to have to work to make up those school days. Soy
I would suggest to you that my vote today in favor of Senate
Bill 536 is going to be based essentially on my confidence
and hopesesl hope it'seesl don*t think it’s misplacedesein
Ted Sanders that he®s going to see to it that a minimum
number of days or certainly less days have been lost than in
the paste I have asked him and he has agreed to report back
to us in about a year to see how successful he has been in
this new role that Senate Bill 526 is thrusting upon hime
For those reasonss I'm going to vote Aye today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Thank youy Mre. President. Will the sponsor yield for a
couple of questions?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR HAWKINSON:

First question 1iSseeeas I have read this billy iteseit
simply deletes existing language making this the sole remedy
ande thereforey theesessthe bill in no way would require the
make up of school days but would only give that option to the
state boarde 1Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Posharde.

SENATOR POSHARD:

That®*s basically correcte The bill does not require the
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localeeeschool districts to make them upsy but it would give
the state school superintendent other discretionary authority
that he does not presently enjoy to try to get the school
back in sessione.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hawkinsone
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

1 believe you've Jjust answered my next questiony
butessebut that isecessour analysis refers to powers of the
state board and you refer to the superintendent. [s thiseeesa
power that could be exercised solely by the superintendent
without the concurrence of the...the state board?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Posharde.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Noy Senator Hawkinsons it is noty Ie..I used those inter—
changeablye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keatse.

SENATOR KEATS:

After serving eleven years in the Education Committee,
Ieeel normally follow my chairman®s lead on almost every-
thingy but I want to sayy he was correct in saying this is a
controversial bill but I'm not sure his lead is the one I
want. Simplify this very quicklye All we're saying is we
are making it easier for school districts not to meet. Now
if you compare our school vyear that's a hundred and
seventy—-six days to the Japanese school year that's two hun—
dred and forty dayss you begin to realize why some of their
kids are ending up better educated than our kidse Now if
we're already seventy days or sixty some days behind the
Japanesey this now makes it easier for us to fall farther and
farther behinde Now I understand that certain special inter—

est groups 1like +to make it easier to fall behind because
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they*d just as soon not face the consequences of their
actionssy but the plain and simple fact isy if are a parent
and if you have kids in the public schoolsy you just
geteseyou?re getting kicked in the teeth by this bill. We
should not be going in the direction of...making it easier to
shorten the school year. If we were truly being responsible
what we would be doing is attempting to lengthen the school
year somewhaty not only to better utilize our facilities but
to make sure kids have a better chance to learn. To leave
this in the lap of the state board to says ohy welly, gee,
it*s too bad they missed eight more daysy I'm really sorrye.
What about the kids? What about the educational opportunity
they 1lost? I think we should bz opposed to the bill and I'm
SuUreeeesI'm sure parents in your district would agree with
thate

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Severnsesofor what purpose do you arisey Senator
Poshard?

SENATOR POSHARD:

HWells I*m the sponsor of the bills Hre. President. I1*d
like to respond toees
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Helly he just made a statements. You®'ll have a closing
arguments to responde Senator Severnse
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank youy Mre President and members of the Senate. I
spoke out in favor of Senate Bill 536 in committee because 1
think the real question iss» what are we going to do to keep
our children in the schools for the length of period that
they need to be to best train them for the challenges of the
futures and I think Senator Bill 536 addresses that. But
after speaking out I, tooy had questions raised with me and
there seems to be a lot of discussion about bargaininge. I

would like to ask the sponsory if he*d yieldeoeo
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he wille
SENATOR SEVERNS:

eeel?d like to ask the sponsore.ee.are there more strikes
now than before the bargaining bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Posharde.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Senator Severnse it is my understanding that there are
less strikes nowe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GED—-KARIS:

Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senatey
this billsy I thinks has some fallacies in ite There were
more strikes after the original bill was passed than we had
for a long times let me inform my colleague whom I
haveeseohighest respect for and if you®ll checky you*'ll find
oute This bill certainly is going to circumvent collective
bargaining and when thee...days are all made upy well, then
what*s to stop strikers from continuing to strike? This is
not going to solve the problem and I don*'t agree with the
state board of...the state board superintendente. I think
he®s wrong about it and I can tell you this thateesthe
instructional time 1is lost each year due to voluntary
absences and suspensions more than it is loss with strikes,
but T don®t think you're going to put a curb on this at all
with this kind of a bille I think what you're going to do is
lengthen strikess and I feel that children will be deprived
of their education more so andeseas I saidy your bargaining
tool is going to go out the window: thereforey, I rise in
opposition to this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.



Page 48 — May 20+ 1987

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente I rise in support of the bill,
ande Senator Keatsy if I might have your attention just a
moment. I think that the speech that you made actually was
one in favor of the bill rather than against ity because the
whole point of the bill is ¢to increase the penalties for
going under the one hundred and seventy-six days or at least
to provide discretionary authority to increase the penalties
for going under the one hundred and seventy—six days and,
therefores really encourageeeeif not stronger than that,
meeting at least that minimum number; admittedly, that still
doesn*'t equal Japan's two hundred and fortys but atess.at the
very leasty it would almost require that someone figure out a
way to get the hundred and seventy-six dayse Soy I think
actually it is moving very much in the direction thatesssthat
you were suggesting and that is the reason why a lot of us
did support it in committee and will continue to on the
Floore I think anything that can be done to increase the
number of days that our kids are in school is very much to be
desired and this bill has that purpose.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy first offy I'd like to note that JTeeel Jjust very
much admire the sponsor and I like the majority of this bill,
and having voted for collective bargaining in the past for
thisessfor schools andesesand I think this one is goods I have
one questione Ify indeedy we doesewe do extend theeseethe
hundred and seventy—six days so we know that somewhere along
the line the power now would rest with the superintend—
ent..ethe state superintendent to extend it and get that full
one hundred and seventy—-six dayss ify indeedy there had been
a strike somewhere along the liney would we noty in facty be

paying someone to strike andeseand basically making up monies
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that would have been lost during the strike? Because I think
if you're going to strikee vyou take that risks it's a
crapshoot and that's faire and thises.sthat's troublesome to
me in this billy it*s the one part I have trouble withe
Could you respond to that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank youy Mre. President. Suppose the only way I can
respondy Senator Topinkas is in a philosophical wave If
we're talking about people striking in a factory where a
product is being made that's of a mechanical nature or other—
wisey sometimes T guess we canee.swessewe tolerate that and we
have to understand that because of employee rights and so one
we have less productione. But schools are differente. In
schools we®re not dealing with an inanimate object or a
mechanical product at the end of the assembly 1lines we're
dealing with a childy a child®s lifes and we're talking about
a hundred and seventy—six days of the school yeare. I don't
know how to respond to your question other than thaty that's
been the standard and I don't think we can shortchange the
children on the basis of whether we're paying the teachers or
anyone else a few days pay while they®re out. They®re going
to have to make that time up alsos whether it*s in July ory,
as Senator Berman had indicatedy over Christmas vacation or
Thanksgiving or Easter or whatevere They®'re not getting paid
for any days that they do not worky period.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberge.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Thank youes Mre President. I rise in support of this bill
as welly but I also would like to clarify something that I
think is not understood in some cases by some of the school

districts that are calling us on this particular piece of
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legislations I think the check and balance that we put back
into the system by allowing the state superintendent to
review the recognition status is a verye very important
component and there seems to be a certain misunderstanding
about when the state superintendent of education could use
that power that wee.ssestablish in this billy and I would ask
of the sponsory if the state superintendent reviews recogni-
tion statuse when does it occur?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Senator Posharde.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Senator Holmbergy I'm quite sure that that occurs very
early in July each yeare.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberge.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

I think that®s critical 'cause that®s as<.another compo—
nent that gives you the end of the fiscal yeary it gives you
deseresolution date on when dates have to be made up or when
you might 1lose your recognition statusy and I think it's
important that we do everything within our power to ensure
that school <children are given the opportunity to learn and
that this is an important safeguard that has been built into
this piece of legislatione.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredgee.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank yous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates I rise in opposition to this bille 1Ify and I say,
if we are truly interested in increasing the number of days
that students spend in the classrooms then I would ask why
doesn*'t the state board direct some of its considerable
resources toward other reasons? Reasonsesethatessthat result

in the loss of classroom instructional timey, reasons that
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create a far greater loss than lost time due to strikes and
I*m thinking about volunteer...voluntary absenteeisms I'm
talking about the rising number of suspensions and other
similar reasons. Those reasons account for far more lost
instructional time than days lost by strikese I would says
tooy in opposing this billy one of the things it does is to
create an unlevely uneven playing fielde There are those on
the Floor of the Senate today that...supported the collective
bargaining bill for teachers because it included a provision
that wouldeosemake possibleessepossible 1lost pay as a conse—
quence of entering a strike. What this bill does is to
eliminate that possibility and create a levels.e.san uneveny
unlevel playing fielde. I think that is a reason to oppose the
bille One of my colleagues who sits with me on the Elemen—
tary and Secondary Education Committee who happens to be an
attorney made aseea very famous remark during thise..o.during
the testimonye She saidy if I were a school attorney and this
bill were to become 1lawy 1 would blow my brains oute. I
repeat that here because I think it underlines the serious—
ness of this bille This is a very bad bill and I would urge
you to vote Noe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte further discussion? There are three addi—
tional speakers andeeeand one for a second time. We're going
to be here all nighte. Further discussion? Senator Keats,
you've had your opportunity. Senator Schunemans
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank yous Mre President.s 1I°'1l1 be very brief. He've
heard a lot of rather high sounding rhetoric about education
of children and we're all interestad in that, but it seems to
me that what this really does is insulate union members from
any risk ofeeesany risk when they decide to strikes« Now in
the private sectory if union members vote to strikey they

know there®'s a possibility of losing that strikey they know
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also that there's a possibility of.e..of losing incomes and it
seems to me that what this bill is designed to do rather than
helping kidsy it*s really designed to make sure that wunion
members are running no risk of loss of pay ifes in facty they
do strike.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Hatsone.
SENATOR WATSON:

Welly thank youy Mre Presidente I hate to follow my good
friend over herey which usually I follow philosophically in
regard to issues such as thisy and I"meeel am going to sup—
port this which is contrary generally to myee.omy beliefs and
my followings buteesat least as far as the labor—management
issues goy and wee.o..we get caught up in the 1labor—management
situation here ineeein regard to education and Ieesand I
think that's wrongs I think that's wrong and I think this is
an issue that really..sif we®re going to have quality edu—
cations the way to bring about quality education is have
those kids in the classroomy and I understand how this
weights in favor of the wunions and I understand where
everybody is coming fromy but I think those kids need to be
in the classroomy and I think with that thought in minde I°'m
going to be supporting this legislation and urgee.e.sothers to
do soe. Thank youes
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicze.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Mr. Presidenty I move the previous questions
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All rights weaeewe haves.e.e.we have only one additional
speaker who wishes to speake Senatore.esesSenator Ralph Dunne
SENATOR RALPH DUNN:

Thank yous Mr. President and members of the Senate.

Jeool always followeeesor try to follow Senator Keatss, but
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this time he's absolutely wrongs he had it exactly backwardse.
This bill would require that you go to schooleesothat children
go school for a hundred and seventy—six days and it does
noteese«do anything to lessen the school dayssy it would require
more school dayse as I understand ite It does not amend the
Il1linois Educational Labor Relations Act that we...talk about
the School Act. It*'s a bill that gives the state super-—
intendent a tool to deal with people who don't go a hundred
and seventy—-six dayses and I move for its passage and think
it*s a fine bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty further discussion? Senator Keats for a
second times..s.to be briefe.
SENATOR KEATS:

I would not have riseneessand I appreciate what Senator
Dunn and Senator Netsch saidy but vyou 1listened to the
fhetoric and forgot to read the bille What it sayss right
nowy the penalty is these guys lose moneye what this bill
switches it to is it allows the superintendent to review
their certifications Nowsseelet me remind you what certifi-
cation meansy that recognition status for the district fails
to meet adequate standardss et ceteras they caneseesthe super-—
intendent can come down on them and there would be a reduc—
tion of recognition could affect the district’s ability to
levy taxes and to receive and expend funds. The superintend-—
ent said in committee this has never been done. Soy what he
basically said In answer to the questions wass the only pen—
alty 1 can offer is a penalty that's never been done and is
so heavy can't be done because you essentially shut down a
school district which is what the superintendent saide Soy
in realitys you go to a limited penalty or you go to what the
superintendent sayssy a penalty never doney and let me stress
the words the superintendent saidey never dones Soe to say

that this lengthens the school days you simply haven®t read
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the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

NOWyseoewe®re going to be here till midnight ifeseifeseif
we keep this upe Senator Poshard to closee.
SENATOR PDSHARD:

Thank youees
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

eseSenator Davidsons for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Wells under our temporary ruless we have a time 1limit.
Would you please start the clock from now on in so we can
keep this debate to 3deece
PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATOR DEMUZIO})

Senator Davidsony we have attempted toesetoescafford
everyone the opportunity to speake It just seems to me that
vWe are all reasonable people heres 1It*s not necessary for
the clocka. If it becomes necessary in the future, we
Willesaewe will do soy but it*s a good pointe. Senator Poshard
to close.

SENATDOR POSHARD:

Welley thank yous Mr. President. Mre Presidenty we have
discussed many issues here in regard to this billy but the
most important issue is not whether the teachers get paid for
a hundred and sixty—five days or a hundred and seventy-six
dayses most important issue is not whether the school board
gets reimbursed for a hundred and sixty—five days or a hun—
dred and seventy-six dayse The most important issue is not
even whether or not we are increasing or diminishing the
authority of the State Board of Educatione. The most important
issue is whether or not we want to say to the parents of
every school child in this state that we believe vyour child
should be in school the minimum one hundred and seventy-six
instructional days per yeare. If we want to say that to the

children of this states then we should vote for this billy
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and I would ask for your favorable consideratione
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question ise shall Senate Bill 536 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde On that question,
the Ayes are 41y the Nays are 18y none voting Presente.
Senate Bill 536 having received the required constitutional
majority 1is declared passedes JeeolI think we were like
fortyeesoforty—five minutes on this last bille He have five
hundred to go. Bottom of page 1lly Senate Bille.s.e3rd reading
is Senate Bill 537y Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 537.

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

Senator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Yesy siry thank yous Mre. Presidents This is the Illinois
Optometric Practice Act and after lengthy discussions and
meetings and all between the Department of Registration and
Educationy the only optometrists and the ophthalmologists
we've come up with what we think is an agreed piece of legis—
latione. Thiseeothis is aeceesunsetsy of courses in ten years
and I know of no objection and would be glad to answer any
questions: otherwiseesess
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Discussion? Discussion on this bill? If noty the ques—
tion isy shall Senate Bill 537 pass. Those in favor will
vote Ayes Those opposed will vote Nays. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that question, the Ayes

are 58y the Nays are noney none voting Present. Senate Bill
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537 having received the raquired constitutional majority 1is
declared passede. Senator Severnsy for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank youy Mre Presidents I°d like to rise for a point
of personal privilege.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your pointe.

SENATOR SEVERNS:

Today we have 1in the President®s Gallery, Mike Ross,
along with his friendsy Chris and Cory Thompson and
I'desafrom Decatur. 1I°d like them toee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty will our guests in the gallery please rise and
be welcomed ¢to Springfielde Congratulations. Top of page
12y Senate bills 3rd readings Senate Bill 539, Madam Secre-—
tarye Read the bille.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 539.

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

Senator 0O'Daniels
SENATOR O'DANIEL:

Mr. President and members of the Senates Senate 3ill 539
is a bill that came out of the JCAR Committee and ase.ssas
amended iteeesit just simply states that a foreign manufac-—
tured vehicle that doesn®t meet our safety and emission stan-
dards must be brought into compliance before being titled and
registereds and I don*t know of any opposition and 1I°'d
appreciate your favorableess
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Discussion? If noty the question isy shall

Senate Bill 539 passe Those in favor will vote Ayes Those
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opposed Nays The voting is opens Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde On that questions the Ayes are 55y the Nays are
noney none voting Presents Senate Bill 539 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passeds
542y Senator DeAngelis. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Reading 1is Senate Bill 542y Madam Secretary. Read the bill,
please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 542.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank youy Mre Presidents Senate Bill 542 does exactly
what the caption sayse. Currentlyy we allow people who are in
industries in which their products are taxed to maintain a
small portion for administrative costse The hotel industry,
to my knowledgey is the only one at this point which has not
been having that small recompense for their efforts: and what
this bill doess it allows them to keep 2.1 percent of the
amount of monies collected or twenty—five dollars annually
whichever amount be greatery and I would wurge your support
for this bille 1I°'1l1l be happy to answer any questionse
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Lechowicze.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

One questions Mre Presidenty if I may?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

esesponsor indicates he will yielde. Senator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

What's the fiscal impact to the state on this bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}
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Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Annually it would be about 1.2 million dollarss Senator
Lechowicze.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicze.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

1.2 million statewide?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator DeAngelise.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yesy siry on an annualized basise For this fiscal vyear
it would be less because it*s going into effect latery but on
an annual basisy it*1l]l be 1.2 millione
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

essSenator Lechowicze
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Answers my questions, thank youe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All rights further discussion? Further discussion? Sena-
tor DeAngelisy you wish to close? Question isy shall Senate
Bill 542 passe. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Naye The voting is opene Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Senator
Savickassy can you vote me Aye? Take the record. On that
questions the Ayes are 57y Nays are noney none voting
Presente. Senate Bill 542 having received the required con—
stitutional majority is declared passede Senate bills 3rd
readings Senate Bill 547yeeeMadam Secretaryy read the bille.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 547.

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Woodyarde
SENATOR WOODYARD:

Thank yous Mre. President and members of the Senates This
is a Department of Agriculture bille It amends the Insects
Pest and Plant Disease Acte It clarifies languageeesupdates
language. It authorizes the department to levy and collect
administrative penalties.s 1It's a rather technicaly 1lengthy
bill. The net revenue generation of the bill ise...is about
two hundred and forty dollarse. It only affects the twenty—
four nurserymen in the state at this time and they are in
support of the bille 1I1°%d be happy to answer any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Hawkinson.

SENATOR HAWKINSON:

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

Sponsor indicates he will yielde Senator Hawkinsone.
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

When youessewhen you say nurserymen are in support and
there®s only twenty—four of thems this bill does not affect
the folks in all of our towns whoeseewho sell flowers and
trees and evergreens and...and other plants?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Woodyarde
SENATOR WOODYARD:

Thatessthat?s correcty it's just theseethe licensed
nurserymen that this affectses
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Furtheresefurther discussion? Senator Woodyards you wish
to close? If noty the gquestion isey shall Senate Bill 547
passe Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Naye.
The voting is opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On

that questiony the Ayes are 59, the Nays are nonee. Senate
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Bill 547 having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passedes Next bills S50 is on the recall liste.
551« On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy Senate Bill
551y Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill S51.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senatey does what it
says on the Calendar. This is a Department of Transportation
bill to make one section of law consistent with the other
sectiony and I don*t know of any opposition to ite.
Appreciate a favorable votee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Kellye
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente 1'd like to ask the sponsor if
there®s a limitation 1ift beingeeebeing 1lifted on axle
weights? Does it have anything to do with that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

There®s no limitation on the overall weighte. This is let—
ting the triaxial people travel on the other thinge Actually,
it's a better thing for the highways ®cause it spreads the
load over a further area and does not do as much damage.
There is no increase in the gross amount of weighte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Senator Kellye.

SENATOR KELLY:

That's my question. 1 wanted to know if there was any
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increase and there isn't. Okaye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Further discussion? If notsy the question
ise shall Senate Bill 551 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee.
Those opposed Naye The voting is opene Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questions the Ayes are 58, the Nays
are nones none voting present. Senate Bill 551 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede Senate bills 3rd readingy Senate Bill 556, Madam
Secretary. Read the bille please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 556.
(Secretary reads title of bill})
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank youy Mre. Presidente. Senate Bill 556 is a vehicle
bill that I call "The Rights of Spring.” As you knows each
year a nursing home and Department of Public Aid tried to
negotiate a ratey and as you knows they probably don*t get it
done till.about the last two weekse Soy I would just like to
have permission of the Body to move this bill forward to the
Houses leave it openy we'll see it againeee.pardonsc<.and we*ll
see it back again somewhere at the <close of the Session
ineesin some type of forme.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? If noty the question ise shall Senate Bill
556 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee Those opposed Naye
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde On
that questions the Ayes are 55¢ the Nays are 1y 1 wvoting

Present. Senate Bill 556 having received the required con—
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stitutional majority is declared passeds Senate Bill 559,
Senator Jerome Joycee. On the Order of..eSenate Bills 3rd
Reading is Senate Bill 559y Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY: ‘
Senate Bill 559.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joycee
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente What this bill does iseseit
allows wheeling electricity in enterprise zoness. This would
allow a business that®s located in an enterprise zone to seek
competitive bids for the provision of electrical servicee. 1In
our part of Illinois and the northern part of 1I1llinois,
thes.eothe rates areeescare extremely highe I°ve had busi-
nesses who were very willing to come into that part of Illi-
nois who suddenly found out what the utility -rates were and
have gone on to another state. 1In facts one of thes..e.a large
company was going to laye.s.slocate two plantss one in Kankakee
and one in DeKalby and instead they located in lowa. Soy
what this would do on a trial basis ise.eeis let those busi-
nesses in an enterprise zone deal with the utility companies
to try andeesand get the best price for their businesse. Now
thateeeit doesn*'t necessarily mean that they would wuse a
utility from out of their areas they could use the same util-—
ity that*s in their area and probably woulds but it would be
competitive bidding and leeel think that that wouldeeewould
help attract industry to this state as much as anything we
could possibly do in this General Assemblye I*'d be happy to
answer any questionse.

PRESTIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
All righty WCIA-TV has requested permission to tape the

Senate proceedingss Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Is
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there discussion? Senator Ralph Dunne.
SENATOR RALPH DUNN:

Thank youy Mre Presidente Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yielde Senator Ralph Dunne.
SENATOR RALPH DUNN:

Mr.e.e.Senator Joyces I don’t quite understand why the bill
would be an advantage toseesfor an enterprise zonee. It sounds
to me like it's ane...at least it*'s an anticoal bill and I°'m
going to vote against it and urge that you would because
there®s a possibility that we'd be buyingees.utilities could
besessor enterprise zones could be buying coal from Allis Fate
or even out of the nations from Canada. [Is that not right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Joycee.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Wwelly, it doesn*t have anything to do with coale
Iteeewhat it doesy itessit lets them buy from a utility who
has the cheapest ratee Nows Ileeel don't know thatesoshow that
would affect Illinois coale The utilities still have to
follow the same guidelines that they do burning Illinois coal
with or without this bill andeesesand leeequite honestly, I
don*t know how many enterprise zones would bes you Kknowe
affected by thise.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty I justeesol just want to point out there's at
least seven or eight speakers on thise Senator Ralph Ounne.
SENATOR RALPH DUNN:

Teeoeleeel®d just like to point out to the sponsor that
electricity 1is generated throughout 1Illinois by several
different meansy one of which is coali ands of courses we in
the southern part of the states and particularly in an area
that generates a lot of coaly we would like to see more I1lli-—

nois coal burnt and thisy we are afraid and the coal industry
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is afraideessboth the operators and the United Mine Workers
have spoke to me about the possibility that this would cause
utility to buyeeseyou could buy electricity from out ofe.sceven
out of the country and particularly out of the statey and
maybe that sometime or other that even nuclear powered plants
would be cheaper and this would knock coal out altogethere.
We'rese.ethat®s not the case at presenty buteecelesecawe think
it's a bad precedent and I would urge a No vote. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty further discussion? I'm going to point out
there are threey four, fivey, sixy seven, eighty nine speakers
on this bille Senator Weavere
SENATOR WEAVER:

Mrsesquestion of the sponsore
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Senatore.«.Serator Joycey does this just apply to new
industry in the enterprise zone or all existing industry?
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joycee.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yesy it would be applicable to anyeeeany businesss new
and olde.

PRESIDING DFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Welly it would appear to me that as an existing utility
who had made an investment to serve the existing industry in
an enterprise zone has quite an investment theneseseand I don't
think it's quite fFair just to cut offe.eenow if you've made
this apply only to new industry 1locating 1in an enterprise
zoney why that®d be a different storys but there is quite an

investment made to serve existing industry by the wutility
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company no matter where it ise
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joycee.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

I move the previous questione.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty we have Senators Mahars Donahue, Davidson,
Woodyardy Maitlands Halley Zito and Lechowicze Senator
Macdonald...s.Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Welly I have to rise to oppose this particular piece of
legislatione Traditionallys this state has granted utilities
an exclusive geographic franchise and expected in return a
utility*s obligation to serve all of the customerse For
instances let®'s take the case of CILCO in central Illinoise

Currentlyy I guessy there are seven enterprise zones in that
particular service area and they contain probablyeesI think
an estimated twenty—-six hundred commercial
accountseeeandeesesaccount for fifty—eight million dollars in
electrical revenues. Nowy should that particular situation
changey I think that there 1is no doubt but what it would
trigger a rate increasesse0fese0f a substantial amount and I
think we should be very careful about what we're doing in
this particular bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: [(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Maitlande.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank yous very muchy Mre President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I+ tooy rise in opposition to
Senate Bill 559 ands yets I know that Senator Joyce has a
particular problem in his part of the state and introduces
this piece of legislation with an attempteeein an attempt to
help thatesothat problems but as Senator Macdonald has

already indicatedy this creates a very seriousy serious prob—
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lem fore.eofor homes that would be ones..and with the same
companye If you take a very major user of that utility away
from that rate basey it can do nothing more than to raise the
cost to those homeowners who are with that same companys be
it investor—owned company or cooperative and you have to be
concerned about thate Free enterprise is great if everybody
could do ite but it doesn®t work that way and you're going to
force some of these people into some very high utility ratese.
In addition to thats...ands farmersy listen to thisy those of
us who are in close proximity to an enterprise zone and yet
are with that same companys we're out on the end of the line
and would nevery ever be able to take advantage of thise. Our
rates are already high and this would do nothing more than to
raise those rates once agains and I would urge opposition to
Senate Bill 559.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Woodyarde.

SENATOR WODDYARD:

Thank yous Mre Presidenty and I do apologize for taking
the time of the Body. A questions Senatore.e.sa hypothetical
questione. Whateeewhat 1is preventing these companies from
doing this right now?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Well, there®s no provision in the law fore.eseofor them
toseseto deal with compatitive biddings Nows there is with
natural gass they can wheel npatural gas but you cannot do it
with electricity.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Woodyarde.
SENATOR WOOODOYARD:
It is my understanding some companies are already doing

thise out of stateeceeinesesin some other wutility companiess
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The second part of thatees.if that premise is correcty your
billesewould it possibly limit only to the enterprise zones
and what about those companies that are wheeling from out of
state?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Senator Joycee.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes. Right nows they cannot wheel into Illinoiss. The ICC
won*t let them do ite
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All rights further discussion? Senator Davidsone.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mre. President and wmembers of the Senates I rise in
opposition to this bill ‘*cause you forget two big
peoplecestwo big groups of peoplees It*s great maybe for
those people within that enterprise zones but all the rest of
the peopley be they private homesy be there other businesses
going to have to shoulder the costs "cause when you drop a
major group of customers from a utilityeseand we all know
that the wutility rates are based in relation to the flat
overhead or the amount to generate is divided among the cus—
tomerssy and when you drop out a major number of those cus—
tomersy consequently, the rate goes up for the rest of use
This is a bill that should be defeated unless you want to go
back home and tell your peopley both the private home and the
businesses thaty ohs we gave a break to those few people in
enterprise zoney, but we just passed the cost on to youe
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOD)

All rights further discussion? Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank vyous Mre. President and members. I rise in support
of this bille Wheeling electric power in the State of Illi-
nois 1is competition andy unfortunately, the word competition

is not in the vocabulary of some of the wutilities in our
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state. My experienceessas a businessman in support of the
business issue as before the General Assembly the 1last two
years 1isy 1is to support wherever [ can competition because
the consumery in the final analysise is the beneficiary of
competitions It forces companies to control their costs. It
forces them to be lean and mean in the marketplaces. If
they're noty some of the stockholders have’everv opportunity
to restructure their boarde. Wheeling might have and probably
would have an adverse effect if it was statewideeesa utility
who would be a significant loser in their marketplace would
obviouslyeseehave some adversesessfinancing iNeseiNeasin
structuring their debt and whatnoty but in this particular
casey we're only talking enterprise zones. I think this is
perfect pilot study for us to measures.ssstatistically measure
the effects of wheeling in the State of Illinoisi certainly
all the large manufacturers are in support of ity and I urge
your support of the bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATDOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Teeerise 1in strong opposition to this, and on the
point that Senator Mahar just madey if you have fixed cost to
the utility and you takee.e.e.everybody bears that coste You
take a major employer out of thates a major usery and it
raises the cost to every other individual on that 1liney
andeseand this is a rate increases and to sit here and see on
our analysis talks about small businessmen have supported
this legislations if you are a part of that enterprise zoney
it might affect your cost but it’s going to raise the cost to
other small businesses located outside that enterprise zone,
it*s going to raise the cost to our individual users and it's
going to raise the cost to our farmerse I think this is a

bad piece of legislation and I oppose ite
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}
eeefurther discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank vyous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senates Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Sponsor indicates he will yielde Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator Joycey I share your concerns and I'm sure that
youseothat I feelesecertainly feel that the utility rates are
too doggoned high nows andeeewhat I want to know is this, I
have two suppliers in my districty one 1is Union Electric
which has electricity only and it*s in Missouris the other is
Illinois Power which has both gas and electrice Nowy my con-
cern is thisy that they're saying that this will raise the
ratesy but do you feel that this bill would raise the rates?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senatorse.Senator...Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Nos Senatore I don't think {it*ll raise the rates. I
think that the arguments made around here areseecareeessare
not very well thought out. Number oney competition generally
brings the price down and as far as the people out on the
fringe areasy thessesthe homeowner and what have yous those
have to go before the Commerce Commissionesebefore any rates
can be raised it has to go before the Commerce Commissione
Soy I don®t..s.I don®'t particularly believe that because a
utility companye.eesone utility company might lose a business
to another wutility companys why is that going to raise the
rates to an individual homeowner? I don*t think it is. You
Knowse they generate so much electricityessswe®veeeewe’ve
talked about that in here about limiting excess capacity and
we couldn't do thate Most of these utility companies have

twenty—fivey thirty, forty percent excess capacitye Sos 1let
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them bid on thise.sethis situation andeeseand it*1ll bring the
price down. For those particular industries that are think—
ing about leaving the state or that are thinking about coming
into this statesy 1it?ll provide jobse Sos Ieeesl think the
overall benefit is that we are going to 1let our industries
have somessessome jobs andeesand get a little break on their
electricity and also our homeownerseseosthat utility company
would have to go to the Commerce Commission to raise their
rates and I don't think the Commerce Commission is going to
let that happen. Sos I think what will happen is that the
competition will bring the price downe

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? All rights the last speaker is Sena-
tor Zito. Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank yous Mre. President and memberses Will the sponsor
yield for a questiony please?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENAYOR DEMUZIOQ)

Sponsor indicates he will yields Senator Zitoe
SENATOR Z2170:

Senator Joycey I have no problem supporting the concept
of this legislationy but as many of the previous speakers
have indicatedy some of us do not have enterprise zones in
our districts and we're worried about the adverse effect.
Would you be willing to entertain an amendments.e.erather
than...containing this legislation only to enterprise zones,
would vyou be willing to open this up statewide in an amend-—
ment process either in the House ore.e.eor some other place? 1
realize it*s too late for this Sessions but can we have your
feelings and comments on that question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yesy leesIl wWould beeselesel think that before this bill
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gets through the House that there will be many amendments
tried on ite There are negotiations going on right nows I
would just as soon had not called the bill at the present
time but I was afraid we would not get back to ite. Sos there
areeeesthere are a 1lot of negotiations, I feel, that
willeeawill go on with this bill beforeeseebefore it ever gets
to the Governory ife indeedy it does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Welly, thank youe Ifeeeif we have your commitment that at
least we will attempt in the House to open it up statewide,
I'd like to see now some of us that would otherwise have to
oppose this 1legislation could support ite. Againe I believe
in the concept but it certainly is not going to help my dis—
trict in light of the fact that we have no enterprise zones.
With your commitment and provisoy leeel will support the
legislation and hope the others that raised that point of
opposition do as well.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Further discussion? 1If not, Senator Joyce may closee.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Welle T think the bottom line that we talk about in this
General Assembly is.e.esis the economy and bringing jobs into
the State of Illinoise We on this side of the aisle some—
times say thaty you knows we can't touch the workmen's compe
and unemployment compensation because that®s near and dear
toeseto our hearty and on the other side of the aisle I hear
arguments about competition and so on andy welly, thise.e.eothis
is aeeea trulye.eea competitive process and I think that it
willy indeedy bring the price downe It will show thz Com—
merce Commission and it will show everyone else that the
utilities can live with a cheaper pricey and let them have

the opportunity toes.eeto go out there and have these busi-—
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nesses have the opportunity to go there and try and get a
lower pricee It doesn't necessarily mean thatese.ethere will
be a foreign utility company coming into your areae.eechances
are it'll be the same one but they*ll have to meet theeseo.the
bids ofe.se0f the other utility companies. Sos with that,
Teswel would Jjust ask that you give business a hand in the
State of Illinois and support this piece of 1legislation.
Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question 1isy shall Senate Bill 559 passe Those in favor
will vote Ayes Those opposed will vote Nays. The voting is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questions the Ayes
are 28y the Nays are 254 & voting Presente Senate B8ill 559
having failed to receive the required constitutional major-
ity is declared lost. Senator Joyce requests postponed con—
sideratione Postponed consideration on 559, Can I have your
attentions please. Senator Carroll has some honored guests
that he would like to introduce.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Senator Posharde Weaversy Senator Watson would join me.
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senatey we are honored to have
with us the winnersess.efour winners of the statewide Nutrition
Poster Contest where over seven thousand students throughout
the state participated in...presenting posters on nutrition
that was cosponsored by our Illinois Department of Public
Health in addition to the regional superintendents of
schoolsy the 1Illinois Home Economics Associations Illinois
Nutrition Associatione the Illinois Dietetic Association and
the IllinoisesePediatric Associations. These peopley who 1711
ask you to recognize in a secondy are here with their par-
entse They received not only a plaque but a bicycle which I

think they all felt was the better part of the awards and it
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was for giving a poster that would teach their fellow stu-
dents what to choose to eat. So if those of you who are
nibbling on popcorn will stop for a secondsy we have the
nutrition group instead who have indicated that there are
better things to eat than what most of eat all day on the
Floore. The kindergarten studenty Mark Allen Fitch and his
parentse Where's Mark? Marke Can you see him? Glad you're
going to pick him upes The posters are in the building so
that you can all 1later see theme First and second gradey
Rusty Parkery a second grade student at St. John Newman
School in Collinsvilles Right heree. His posters "Wheel of
Nutrition — Good Nutrition Keeps You Spinning.™ And he's got
a new bikee Right? Jana Harte fourth grade student at
Buckley Loda School in Loda. "Good Nutrition — A Personal
Choice — Dancin® to the Beat of Good Nutrition.® Janas over
this waye Okaye Wavee And last but not leasty an eighth
grade student at Ste. Lambert®s School 1in Skokiey Jean
Robinsony whose poster entitled *Good Nutrition — A Personal
Choice™ shows a boy making a decision between junk food and
nutrition food groupse Jeaneseebehind mee. Here we
areeseeJeany waveeesesand her parentss The Senate thanks vyou
for your efforts on behalf of good nutrition for all of I[1li-
noise Thank youe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Okays on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings Senate
Bill 561« Hre Secretaryy, read the billy pleasee.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR HARRY)

Senate Bill S561.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Savickase
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yesy Mre President and members of the Senatey House
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Billeeeor Senate Bill 561 amends the Nursing Home Care Reform
Act to authorize the Department of Public Aid to increase the
reimbursement to nursing home facilities for beds being held
for residents who are hospitalized for ten days or less or
who require home visits to ninety—-five percent of the
resident?*s per dieme At the present timey the Department of
Public Aid reimburses a facility at the rate of seventy—five
percent of the resident®s per diem if and only if the facil—
ity has an occupancy rate of ninety-three percent or highere.
The rationale for these changes is twofolde Firsty when a
resident 1leaves a facility for a short period of time, the
facility*s costs do not decrease capital costsy administra—
tive costs or personnel costs 1in equipment supplies and
commoditiese These costs remain the same; thereforey the
facility would be reimbursed at or very near the residentts
per dieme And secondy the bed—hold reimbursement mythology
is tied to a facility®s occupancy rates and the ninety—three
percent rate is unreasonably high in view of the fact that
the 1985 statewide occupancy rates range from 93.8 percent to
882 percent with an average of 90.7 percent. Senate Bill
561 would become effective on July lsty 1988. It was intro—
duced at the request of the Illinois Health Care Association
and I would appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO}

All rights discussion? Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yese would the sponsor answer one question, please?
PRESIDING DFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yields Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yeahs we're.s.ewe’re showing that the cost of this would
be 11.2 million. 1Is that correcty sir?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickase.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Welly that cost is a proposed estimate...estimated cost
that would kick in in 1989 ife.eeif all the facilities eli-
gible for bed—hold reimbursement apply for such reimburse-
menteeenoy ateeetodayeesif this bill went in effect
todayeeeJuly 1sty nos that would not be the costs but it's
the projected cost (ifaesif everybody wantse.eseeverybody
applies for it and everybody takes advantage of ity buteeol
don't see that happeninge
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Savickas may closee.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I would move its favorablesoeroll calle.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZ1O)

Question iss shall Senate Bill 561 pass. Those in favor
will vote Ayes Those opposed Nay. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that
questiony the Ayes are 40y the Nays are 17+ 1 voting Present.
Senate Bill S61 having received the required constitutional
majority 1is declared passed. Senate bills 3rd reading,
Senate Bill 564. Mre. Secretaryy read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 564.

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

Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MARQOVITZ:

Thank youse.eothank yous very muche Mre President and mem—
bers of the Senate. Senate Bill 564 increases the maximum
monthly replacement service loss from seven hundred and fifty
dollars to a thousand dollars and thé maximum funeral loss

from two thousand to three thousande. Replacement services
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are those which exp;nses occurred in obtaining services in
lieu of those that thes.esthe victim would have performed if
it had not been for the injury.se.but they benefit his family
and they were required because of the injury of the indi—
viduale. The program is administered by the Attorney General
and the Court of Claimse A maximum final award is still the
samey it only increases the replacement services and the
funeral costs and I solicit your Aye votee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? If noty the question ise shall Senate Bill
564 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee. Those opposed Naye.
The voting is open.s Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that questiony the Ayes are 569 the Nays are ly none voting
Presente. Senate Bill 564 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passede On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 566y Mre. Secretarye.
Read the billy pleasee.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)
Senate Bill 566.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Brookins.
SENATOR BROOKINS:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente. Technology in the field of
health care is rapidly changinge Bills such as 566 will pro—
vide safeguards for both hospital settings but more important
in the expanding field of home care. Individuals who are in
need of respiratory service will be assured that competent
personnel will deliver theme. It is also important to note
that this bill will not increase the cost of health care.
Beginning in 1988y physician®s assistantsy occupation thera—

pist and the X-ray technician have been registered with
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noeseesincrease in the rate of health care costse. I ask for a
favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank vyouy Mre President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey here we have another request to license another
groupe This is usually Senator Schaffer®s speech and I don't
know where he is right noweesebut IeeelI’d like to make some of
the points that he makes. Normally and often around here
when we are asked to license a groups what we®re really being
asked to do is insulate that group from competition or set
them out in some way so that other people can't do the par—
ticular work that they think only they can doe. This bill
has been before this Body in other years. It's always lost
somewhere along the lines I understand that the bill has
been kept in committee in the Housey so it®s unlikely that
the bill is going to pass the General Assembly. At some
pointy we need to draw the line andesecand this worke I thinky
based upon the.ssthe testimony that we had inseein the
committees this kind of work is being done by nurses now,
iteesthere 1is a registration procedure for people engaged in
this occupation. We really don't need to set up another
category of state 1licensinge The 1idea of increasing the
costse contrary to what the sponsor tells us, other groupsy
the hospitals and othersy tell us that this will increase the
cost. Sos I think we have a disagreement there andeesand I,
for oney am going to be voting against this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jonese.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank yous Mre. President and members of the Senatee I
rise in support of Senate Bill 566« Senate Bill 566..ewas

heard in the Insurancey License and Pension Committees As we
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talk about health cares this is the only lifee.<esonly profes—
sion that deals with lifesaving is that is not licensed by
the states I see Senator Schaffer was over heree I thought
perhaps he has seen the lighty but heeeel seeseeback over on
the other side of the aisle’ howeverseesothis area is a area
that we must really concern ourselves withe Persons working
in hospitals who are trained along these lines must know what
they are doinge Sure, some nurses may knowe but they're not
trained specifically inesein respiratory caree« SO0y wWeaesethis
bill should receive a strong affirmative vote because we're
talking about lifesaving techniques that<sethat the respira-—
tory therapists are trained and know abouteeofrom time to
timeeesoeone of us may be in the hospital ourselves and we want
that person there dealing with our respiratory care who know
what they are doing and will be regulated by the State of
Illinoise Soe I ask for a strong Yes vote on Senate Bill
566

PRESIODING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Hell, further discussion? Senator Jonesy, your speech has
brought on some more lights. Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I just wanted to be consistent. This is another one of
these God awful licensure billse We're going toesesif it
movess we're going to license it in this state. Why don't we
license 1legislators and just grandfather ourselves in and
make sure nobody else can ever run for offices See if the
press would buy thate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator Raicae.
SENATDR RAICA:

Thank yous Mre Presidents. I rise in support of this
bille Whatesewe have these classes taught by community col-
leges and other various programse If we vote against this

billy what we're saying is that we don®t recognize that these
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people are trained and needed in the hospital facilities and,
thereforey these people have a problem. I meany it's a
source of income for all the community colleges and every-—
thing that have programs like thise We have other people
that are doing this job now and not the people that we sent
to school to train in thise. Soy I stand in support of Sena-
tor Brookins and Senator Jonese.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOD)

All righty further discussion? If noty Senator Brookins
may closees
SENATOR BROOKINS:

This is a good bille It doeSeeesitessit raises no addi-
tional <cost to the state. There's over seven thousand res—
piratory therapists in Illinois and the fees wouldeeoeset the
coste I ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question 1iss shall Senate Bill 566 passe. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The wvoting is
opene. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde On that questions, the Ayes are 45y the Nays are 10,
1 voting Presents Senate Bill 566 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passede 569
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 569.

Mre. Secretarys read the billy pleases
ACTING SECREVARY: {(MRe. HARRY)

Senate Bill 569.

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

Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank vyous Mr. Presidente. Senate Bill 569 and Senate

Bill 570y the one that followss were the results of
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aeseseries of public hearings that were held by the Illinois
Coalition Against Sexual Assault to review how the bill that
we passed a couple of years ago which totally rewrote the
sexual offenses for the State of Illinois was working in
practice. These hearings were held in November 1986y and out
of them came several proposals for some modifications in the
laws that relate to two sex offenseses I would like to sayy
by the waye for thes.esinitially that the testimony which came
from state's attorneysy those who counsel sex offense victims
and a number of others who are involved in this area of the
law indicated that the Criminal Sexual Assault Law of 1984
had greatly improved the handling of sexual assault casese.
Soe I think the Legislature can feel very good about what it
did in that respecty but there were several suggestions for
improvement and Senate Bill 569 is one of theme. Probably
theeeeleeel passed out yesterdays by the ways a chart which
indicates to you the four basic sexual offense crimes that
are now part of the Illinois law and the components thereof
and also charts the changes that 569 would makeeesI think
it*s probably fair to say that basically the changes, which
are not majore involve two thingse or maybe one basic thinge
The evidence that was givenee.othe experience that was given
to those who heard the hearing was that the age of consent
which went through fifteen really should include
sixteen—year—oldsy that there were just too many who have
experiencey whether from the law enforcement or the crime
victim counseling side with people who hadeesebeen victims who
are in the sixteen—year—old category and the offense was not
ofeesof the higher magnitude because of the way the law was
then structurede. That is particularly true where the
offender is one who is an authority figures and that means a
teacher, someone who runs an institutions if it happens to be
someone who is institutionalized or whatevery that 1is prob-—

ably the singles major componente In additiony there was a
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feeling thatesewith respect to sixteen—-year—olds generallys
there needed to be some adjustment in the ages involved in
the more serious of the crimes involving criminal sexual
abusey that 1is the <(Class II category which is aggravated
criminal sexual abuse whichy in facty is a Class II felony
and if vyou find this charty, which 1I*'d put your desks
yesterdays you will see essentially the adjustments that were
made to reflect these basic findings and principles that
theeseohearings developeds 1I'11 be happy to answer any ques—
tionse and if noty I would certainly solicit your supporte
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

END OF REEL
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REEL #3

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Netsche I'm going to support your bill certainly
as I did in committeesy but I do think a couple of concerns
ought to be brought to light and I wouldeeeand I would also
askeesor urge that the bill be considered for further amend-
ment when it..ewhen it reaches the Houses. My basic concern
iseesare those situations thatese..that do note.s.either do not
involve force in which case we'reseswe're going all the way
up to a Class II felony and those situations thatee..that
involve some sort of sexual conduct other than sexual inter-—
course ine.sesin which case we're also going all the way up to
a Class Il felonys I agree that the penalties ought to be
strengthened where we haveeesesexual assault between one who
is 3eeeshould be performing the role of in loco parentis such
as a teachers But I think rather than talking in terms
o0feeesimply of age differentialsy weeesowe might better get at
the problem by specifically directing legislation to those
who wereee.ewho are in those roles such as teachers and who
take advantage of children in this waye But Ieeel do think
overall theesosthat the bill merits support at least at this
stage of the gamey but Is..el would ask you to consider for
further amendments as the bill works its way through the
legislative processe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If note the question isys
shall Senate Bill 569 passe Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Naye. The voting is opens Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. on
that questions the Ayes are 56, the Nays are nones none

voting Presente...1l voting Present. Senate Bill 569 having
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received the constitutional majority 1is declared passed.
Senate Bill 570y Senator Netsch. Read the billy HMre. Secre-—
tary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe. HARRY)

Senate Bill 570.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Netsche.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank youy Mre President. Senate Bill 570 which is
another of the package of four bills that arose from the
findings of the Illinois Coalition Against Sexual Assault has
to do with the hearsay exception involving a child®s testi-
monye Basically what it does is to expand somewhat
theeeethat which may be testified to by the witness who has
heard a child testify that he or she has been sexually
assaultede. The way the courts have been interpreting the
exception which was already a matter of lawy as a matter of
facty was that the outcry witnessy which is what that witness
is calledy could testify only to the fact that the child
saide yvesy I was assaulted but none of the surrounding
circumstances. This bill would broaden that to allow
theeeealleeoathe testimony of that witness to include the fact
that a complaint was made to the person and testimony about
the alleged acts constituting the offense and statements made
by the <child in response to questions asked by that person
about the alleged actse That is the extent to which it is
broadened buty againy the experience of the state®'s attorneys
and others who have been involved in prosecuting crimes
involving children was that the exception was not suffi-
ciently broad particularly as being interpreted by the judges
to be able to accomplish its purposes« I should emphasize one

other thing that this is availables this hearsay exceptiony
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only when the child has been present to testify. So that it
is not a completely out of court matter. B8e happy to answer
questionse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS})

Is there discussion? If note the question iss shall
Senate Bill 570 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the records On that
questiony the Ayes are STy the Nays are nones none voting
Presente. Senate Bill 570 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passedes Senate Bill 573, Senator
Etheredge. Read the billy Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe. HARRY)

Senate Bill S573.

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

Senator Etheredgee.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank vyouy Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee The bill does just exactly what the Calendar states.
It does create an Illinois Alternative Energy Loan Repayment
Fund and does empower the Department of Energy and Natural
Resources to make loans as well as grants for the purpose of
developing alternative energy technologiese And it also does
include ineeea five million dollar increase in the General
Obligation Bond Fund in order to make monies available for
this programe 1I°d be happy to respond to any questionse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If noty the question isy shall
Senate Bill 573 passe Those in favor will vote Avye. Those
opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. On that

questiony the Ayes are 53y the Nays are 1y 2 voting Present.
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Senate Bill 573 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 57T4y Senator..s.Senate Bill
576y Senator Brookinse Read the bille Mre. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 576.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

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

Senator Brookinse
SENATOR BROOKINS:

Yesy thank vyous Mre President. This would allow
thateeethe action wouldesesprovide that the appeal should be
taken in the appellate court in the Jjurisdiction where
theeeesoffense occurredeseeawhere the action is and it*s a nice
labor bill. Ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING DOFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank yous Mr. President. This dDill was heard in our
Senate Labor and Commerce Committee and I think the reserva—
tions there expressed by somey at leasty centered around the
fact that we wondered really ifeeewith all of the workload
that the Chicago courts now have in their system whether they
really needed this additional burden and whether that would
be in the long—run the most.e.sthe most efficient way to go.
As it is nows these appeals are heard in Springfie}d: the
principal cityy and wee.ese.that question was raised in éommit—
tee and I would justeesthought I would bring it to the atten—
tion of the Body that’s alle
PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If notsy the gquestion isy
shall Senate Bill 576 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee.
Those opposed vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde On
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that questiony the Ayes are 454 the Nays are 99+ none voting
Present. Senate Bill 5-7-6 having received the constitu-
tional majority is declared passede Senate Bill 579, Senator
Smithe Read the bills Mr. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 579.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Smithe
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank youy Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 579%.+.this legislation provides that if
one party requests the use of Federal mediation and concil-—
iation servicey the other party shall join in that request or
pay the entire cost of mediation. With this procedure the
collective bargaining process in the public schools will be
improved significantly. This legislation was recommended by
the Illinois Federation of Teachers and also the State
AFL—-CI0.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS?

Is there discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank youy Mre President. This was another bill that was
before our Senate Labor and Commerce Committee and I think
this one deserves a little more perhaps scrutinys and with
all due respect to Senator Smithy a very.e.e.a very sincere and
forthright proponent of her legislationy Ieeel think there
are some serious questions here. What we're doing really is
changing some ground rules that to many of us don't seem
fair. Now to move from a position where we have shared costs
on thesee.eeson these matters that involve disputes to saying
that if both parties do not agree on thise..edo not agree to

accept the Federal mediational..e.mediation andeeesconciliation
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servicey if they both do not agree, then the party who does
not agree to this bears the total cost of thes.sso0f the court
costy the total assessmenty seems to be tantamountly unfair
on Itseeeson its surfaces And I don't think it*s going to do
Aeesea thing to improve the educational system or service of
the vyoung people in our statey, and 1 would like for all of
you to consider this veryy very seriously before you place a
green vote on this particular measure. As a matter of fact,
I would recommend that you votessathat you vote No on this
onee
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

Welly Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatey I have the highest regard for the sponsor of the
billy but at the present timey the Federalee.mediation...the
Federal mediation andeeseand conciliation service is free and
will not agree to mediate a dispute unless both parties
request the services.s And if you're going to penalize one
party who*s willing to go to that servicey and according to
the way this bill is writteny if I'm not wrongs it's the
other party noteeceifessifeaeceif a one party does not want to
Join the request of going to the servicey it would have
toessbear the burden of paying the mediation services of
anothers I don®t knoweeeI don't knows why do we have to get
involved 1like that? When we got a free mediation service
with the Federal mediation andes.econciliation servicesy why do
we want to add more expense? We®ve got enough expense in the
state budget and vou know we haven®t passed any taxes to
supplement any additions that we neede So 1 think we're
going a little too far and I rise to speak against the bille
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If noty Senator Smith may

closee

-

. E
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SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente I merely want to say to my
colleagues on the other side that this is what we are seeking
to does that currentlye...it®s sometimes they have to wait
three weeks for a private sector mediator and with the Fed—
eral mediation conciliation services we can get it without
pay and get it freee This is all we're trying to do 1is to
save the money and meet the neads of the.e.speople involvede.
I merely ask for your favorable vote on thise This is some—
thing that will help them rather than to hinder theme
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question 1isy shall Senate Bill 579 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
opens Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the recordes On that question,
the Ayes are 334 the Nays are 249 1 voting Presente. Senate
Bill 5-T7T—9 having received the constitutional majority is
declared passeds Senate Bill 586+ Senator Degnane Read the
billy Mre..e.Senator Poshardy for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank youy Mre Presidente. A point of personal
privilege.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your pointe.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Mre. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senatey today
we have here 1in the Senate Chambers some of the very out—
standing students from my district in the Eldorado school
system joined with their teacherssy Marvann Allens Rhonda
Hamiltony Marie Miller and Joanna Lane and 1I*d like to
welcome them to the Senate,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Would they please rise and be recognized. On the Order

of Sepnate Bills 3rd Readings Senate Bill 586. Read the bill,
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Mre. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe. HARRY)

Senate Bill 586.

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

Senator Degnane
SENATOR DEGNANS

Thank yousesethank yous Mre Presidente Senate Bill 586
as amended establishes residency requirements for new
employees or former employees returning to work after ODecem—
ber 31lsty 1987 and requires those metropolitan sanitary dis—
trict employees to live within the territorial boundaries of
the sanitary districte 1°d be happy to answer any questione
PRESIDING DFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If noty the question iss shall
Senate Bill 586 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Naye The voting is opene. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
questions the Ayes are 56, the Nays are nones none voting
Present. Senate Bill 5-8-6 having received the constitu—
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 588, Senator
Topinkas Read the billy Mre. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 588.

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

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yessy Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates Senate Bill 588 amends the Hospital Licensing Act and
the Nursing Home Care Reform Act of 1979y and it eliminates

the exemption for hospitals who provide 1long—term care
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services within their facilities from the regulations under
the Nursing Home Care Reform Acte. I would submit to you that
it*s hardly reasonable to allow a difference in care because
of the place the care is being rendered. Each recipient of
care should be assured at least the same wminimum standards
set out by the Nursing Home Care Reform Act of 1979y which
was put together here in the Legislaturey and which currently
applies to nine hundred nursing homesy ninetyee.snine hundred
plus nursing homes in the state including those which are
owned by hospitals but are not in the hospital settinge 1 do
not cast aspersions at hospitals' attempts at long—term caree.
This is not any kind of an attempt to discourage hospitals
from getting into the long—term care fielde We think it's a
good ideas but at the same timey, I think whatever the entity,
if it looks like a nursing home and it acts like one and it
seeks to be oney welly the chances are pretty likely it is a
nursing homee JIesesbasicallyes I have more I <could probably
say but I think 1if we open this up for questions it will
probably go a lot faster.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Demuzioe. 1Is there further
discussion? Senator Smithe.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank youe Mre Presidente. I want to make a statement
firste I want to state that for the record, Senate Bill 588
passed out of the committee by 6 to 4 and there was a great
deal of discussion and confusion concerning the bill in the
committeee. I'd 1like to ask the sponsor if she would yield
for a questions okay?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she wille
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank youy darlinges I wanted to find out from vyou why

was theree..«the hospitals excluded from the Nursing Home Care
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Reform Act when the law was created in 19792
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

It is my understanding as I do my homework that the
hospitals were excluded from the Nursing Home Reform Act in
1979 for purely political considerations in attempting to
pass the Nursing Home Reform Act in 1979.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Senator Smithe
SENATOR SMITH:

Can you tell mey how will 588 improve the health care of
residents of the facilitiesea.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Topinkae.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

It will improve the health care becausey for one thing,
it will now put everybody on a level playing field so that
the public 1is assured of one basic type of service that is
available with enforcement powers which currently do not
existe It is also supported by some sixteen agencies includ-—
ing most senior citizens®' groups andesecommunityesereligious
groups that are involved andy you knowy iteesit is felt that
in generaly if you have ae.eea common ground that you can
touchy you're guaranteeing the public that health care they
deserve.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Donahue.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank yous Mre Presidenty, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to this bill not because 1
believeeeeor disagree with the principle of a level playing
field but to get at what Senator Topinka was Jjust referring

to and that's the quality of care issue. 1 don't think we
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can legislate the quality of caree. We have tried through the
Nursing Home Reform Acty and as I travel around my districte
I hear from my nursing homes on how they are frustrated and
harassed by the Nursing Home Reform Act and we are going to
add that to our hospitals. We're going to add another
regulatory agencye more rules and regulationss and from
theireestheir propaganday it®'s about five thousand rules and
regulations and T don't see how we can regulate or control
the quality of caree. We've got substandard nursing homes
today under this Act and we®re going to have substandard
hospital nursing home care with this Acte I wish that we
would put our energies behind the reform of that rules and
regulations we have on the books right now and really try to
do the right thinge I think this is not a good bill and I
would hope we could oppose ite.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelise Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Could T follow Senator Carroll, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Wells Senator Carroll was way on the bottom of the liste.
We have Senator Etheredges Watsony Weavery Macdonalde Demuzio
and then Carroll.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Welly I willeesoI will speake I may be forced to speak a
second timee. First of ally for some of the newer members of
this Body that were not heres you®llecelet me remind you that
this bill was attempted two years ago by two of our better
qualified and known Senatorsy Senator Carroll and the late
Prescott Bloom. They got the resounding support of nine
votes; in facte I think that was the record for the Session
and I*m pointing that out because I don®t think this bill has
gotten better in two yearse It is not like wine when it gets

better; in facty this timeseesand I told Senator Topinka 1
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might be gentle, but there®s been such a campaign on this
bill that I think I have to perhaps be a little 1less gentle
than 1 thought I would be. Let me tell yous we talk about a
level playing fields There is no issue about a level playing
field in this at all. This situation has existed for a long,
long time andy Senator Topinkas I really believe that your
insinuation that the reason the hospitals were left out was
for political reasonsy I've got to correct the record. The
reasons they were left outs.se®cause they were not the
culpritss The reason the nursing homes were in that bill is
because they werey in facty the violatorse not the hospitalse
and I have some feelings that there might be a sinister
attempt here to include the hospitals in and then force them
into a position of protesting against the current Nursing
Home Act so as to come back next year and change that Act
that had been worked on for quite a long period of time. Let
me point out to youy hospitals are not in the nursing home
business and for anybody to say that they arey it*s errone—
ousy because those hospitals that are in nursing home busi—
nesses have their own nursing homes and are 1licensed under
the Nursing Home Acte Hospitals fill a way different need in
terms of the long—care field with the DRGs todays and most of
you I'm sure have had the same experiencey where people are
being forced out of their hospital bed into something else
and there isn*'t a week that doesn®t go by that I don*t get
that cally and in many instances the hospitals are taking
care of that because many of those same people that are
forced out of that bed come back again within thirty days to
get back into ite And I want to tell youy for those of you
who are from downstates this bill will abolish the swing bed
situations, and for those of you who may not know what that
isy hospitals are allowed today to keep a certain percentage
of their beds in this situatione Tt is the lifeblood of some

of those hospitalse It is also the lifeblood of some of the
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urban hospitals and I'*m going to tell you what we®re doing
right here 1is trying to fix something that ain*'t broke and
anybody who is trying to tell me that they®re doing this to
improve health care in Illinoisy they better find somebody
else to tell it toe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank youe Mre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to this bill and I would direct
your attention to the fiscal note which has been submitted on
the bill which says that the fiscal impact of this bill is
zero or will be zero. Now this is what the Department of
Public Health is telling use Theyeesewhat they are saying is
that they don*t propose to add any more staff or do any more
traveling or do anything moreeseswhateseseven if this bill is
passede Nowy either that means that the Department of Public
Health have staff members that are sitting around doing noth-—
ingy which I really don't believe or it means that tﬁev will
not do anysessany additional work, any additional inspection
as a consequence of the passage of the billi that I think ise
in facty true. What that fiscal note really is telling us is
something that we already knowe The hospitals in this state
are already among the most highly regulated institutions in
this states I don®t believe that there is any demonstrated
need for additional regulation that would bee.serequired under
this bille T think it is a bad bill and I think it should be
defeated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS!

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Welly thank yous very muchy Mre President and Ladies and

Gentlemen of the Senate. I want to echo some of the comments

that have been made but I certainly won?tes..don*t want to go



Page 95 — May 204 1987

over the ground that's already been covereds I don't know
what we're doing here; you knowy in the 1last twelve months
we've lost ten hospitalseeeseleven hospitals in Illinoise.
We*ve lost seven of those I think in the 1last six monthse.
We're probablyeeeif Congress doesn®t change its waysy we're
probably going to 1lose another thirty—four in the next
foureesethree to four to five years and this is Just
anothersesanother thing that we certainly don*t need. HWe
don*t need this in our small, rural community hospitals in
downstate and Is franklys would urgee.escomplete opposition.
I can remember when the Nursing Home Reform Act passed heres
weeeoWe explicitly excluded theessostheeesthe hospitals and
that was part of the agreement and now here we are back again
now trying to put them back ine I think that this is a
ill-conceived piece of legislation that comes at the wrong
time in the Genperal Assembly and I would urge opposition to
Senate Bill 588.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watsone.
SENATOR WATSON:

Yesy sire Thank yous Mre. President.e 1I°'d like to ask the
sponsor a question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she®ll yield.
SENATOR WATSON:

The topic was brought up about swing beds. How does this
affect swing beds in rural hospitals?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

It's my understanding that Federal law covers hospitals
of fifty beds or under in dealing with that issue. And I
might suggest that in discussions that went on in which the

Hospital Association wasy indeedy involvedy we did suggest
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the possibility of a swing bed amendment and that was
refusede.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Well, will you accept that amendment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Senator Topinkae.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

If the bill goes to the Housey I'm sure we could once
againeesreopen negotiations on that possibility.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Welly 1 appreciate that because that is aeeea major issue
in all the rural hospitals in my area is the swing bed situa-—-
tione and ifeeeif we think we're going to do anything in
regard to health care cost by passing something like this,
TeeoI think we'reesewe're gravely mistakene And I understand
the nursing home industry's problemss I was on a board for
several years and Ies.esand that®s an industry that®s in
trouble in Illinoisy but I don*t think by passing legislation
like this we're going to be really helping the nursing home
industriese. I think we're going to be hurting the hospitals
and especially rural hospitals and I urge a No votee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carrolle.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank yous Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As Senator DeAngelis so well identifieds when we had
this ideas it might have been a little before its time. The
late Senator Bloom and I offered this as an amendment to
closing daye 1if I recally it was on a House bill and were

uniquely less than successful. The issuey howevery has now
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ripened in my opiniony and I think many of you are casting
this in terms very different than what I think the issue is
and should bee. Whenes in facty the Nursing Home Reform Act
passed there.were veryy very few hospitals in Illinois that
had any beds within the hospitals that they were using or
sections within the hospitals that they were using as a nurs—
ing component. Some of them subsequently and maybe even then
own nursing homes and those homesy of courses were licensed
and regulated. Even a couple of years ago when we offered
the bill there were almost no beds that nursing home patients
were in that were in hospitals. That is no longer the casee.
We all know the problems hospitals are also having and we
arey in facty concerned about those; in facty we've encour—
aged theme You've got surplus bedse turn them into nursing
home beds ands understandy the vast majority of nursing home
patients in 1Illinois are referred by hospitals in Illinoise.
I would assume that their accounting offices refer them to
their own beds, if at all possible, anrl there may be nothing
wrong in thate The issue is the patisnty not the nursing
home and not the hospitale Why should a patient be denied
rehabilitation services? Why should a patient be denied
access to social activities merely because the hospital has
saide 1°'11 keep that patient in a bed in wmy building? Why
should it be right to have a corridor size determine the
number of licensed nurses if that person is sent to a home
and not determine it if that person stayed in what was once a
hospital setting but is no mores.eseis no more? The issue
should be securitys safety and rehabilitation for patients,
not the hospitals and not the homese If the hospitals want
to keep these people in beds that they have deconverted to
nursing bedsy sobeity but protect the patient so that we have
the appropriate oversighty the appropriate regulations the
appropriate services that is not being guaranteed today if

they happen to keep them; ande remembery they're the ones who



Page 98 — HMay 20y 1987

decidey their social workers usually tell youy it®*s time for
a nursing bed and they may decide to stay in the building or
in the wing or in the adjoining buildinge That's the real
issuee Why should your or my constituents be denied social
programsy rehabilitation and proper monitoring merely because
the hospital needed some income correctly and turned the bed
into a nursing bed? There has to be some regulation and
there has to be some patient®s rights and that®s what this is
truly all about. I think this is a good billy as I did years
agoe I think it is time we preserve the rights of citizens
of Illinois who need nursing care regardless of the setting
of that care.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank vyouy Mre Presidents I rise in strong support as a
chief cosponsor of this legislationsy and I want to make it
very clear that in my particular district probably one of the
finest facilities in my district is a hospital facility, it's
Northwest Community Hospital Continuing Care Center. It
leaves nothing to be desired and certainly this andeeemy
cosponsorship of this billeeeis in no way derogatory to any
of the facilities in my area. I do look down the roade how—
every and I realize thates.emore increasingly the median age
of this society is changing and we are going to have more and
more need of nursing home facilities.s There will be more and
more hospitals that will be going into this area of care and
I certainly do see the great need for uniform care and for
facilities as good as Northwest Community Continuing Care
Centere. And 1 don*t think that good hospitals have anything
to fear in just simply being brought into a uniform situation
with care of the elderly. So I strongly support this partic—
ular piece of legislation and I hope my colleagues listened

very carefully to what Senator Carroll said.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Ounne
SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Will the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she wille
SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Senator Carroll brought up the question of patients, and
I'm wondering in the two—year interim period when the bill
was brought up 1last time 1{if there has been any record of
patient complaints in hospitals dealing with long—term care?
Are there any statistics?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

It*'s very difficult to develop statistics because there
is noe.esbecause the hospital based nursing homes do not fall
under the Acty you do not have the reporting process nor the
enforcement process that the Department of Public Health pro—
vides under the Nursing Home Care Reform Acte. Yesy there
have been incldents buts nos there is no enforcement power on
theeseeon the part of the Department of Public Health to be
able to do anything in terms of these hospitals for the
simple reason they are licensed under one licenseys that is as
a hospital; and as we've all discussed todays we don't want
to take down any hospitals and I think the Department of
Public Health has the same probleme To be able to try and
ameliorate a problems you'd have to go at the entire 1licen—
sure and take down the entire hospitaly and I don*t think
anybody is willing to do thaty so it kind of ridess
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Topinka may
closee.

SENATOR TOPINKA:
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Welly if all things are equaly as they arey we're deal-
ingeeseand this comes out of long meetings with all the poten—
tial players who are involved herese..including the hospitalse
Senator DeAngelis mentioned that hospitals are not in the
nursing home businesse 1In our meetingssy they sure as heck
said that they were in the nursing home business and they®ve
got two thousand beds in play in eighty some hospitals that
say they are in the nursing home businesss There is nothing
sinister in the intent of this bill but to develop one stan—
dard of health care that people can depend on when either
they are seeking access to a nursing home themsevles or for
their families so that they can be ensured that they are get—
ting safe and good carey so that they know that there is
somebody monitoring that safe and good cares they know there
are enforcement provisions to make sure that that good care
is provided; and also I think the basic difference batween
the current voluntary accreditation that hospitals now get in
terms of nursing home as opposed to the mandated care
iseeethat we get under the Nursing Home Reform Act is the
difference in philosophye One is of suggestion and
encouragementy the other saysy you knows we are demanding
that some standard be sety and on that basisy what's fair is
faire 1I'd ask for a positive votee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question ise shall Senate Bill 588 passe Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye The voting is opena
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that gquestion, the Ayes
are 29y the Nays are 26y none voting Present. Senate Bill
5-8—BeeeSenator Topinka seeks leave of the Body to put it on
postponed consideratione. Is leave granted? Hearing no
objectiony leave 1is granteds {(Machine cutoffle.eBill 591,
Senator Zito. Read the billy Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)
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Senate Bill 591.

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

Senator Zitoe.

SENATOR Z170:

Thank yous Mre President and memberse. Senate Bill 591
was introduced to eliminate the duplication in government as
it regards to the Open Space Land Act. The thrust of the
bill states that if a municipalitys park district or forest
preserve district exists in the areas townships must leave
the open space acquisition to those established governmental
unitse. Howevery if no government serves the areas then the
township may proceede The bill was conceived because of the
confusion in halting the traditional planning and zoning
procedures by municipalities. The threat of future abuses
has endangered planning and approved commercialy industrial
and residential developmentse I wouldeeerespectfully request
support of Sepate Bill 591 and would ask that we restrict
this expensive duplication of government. Be happy to
respond to any questionse
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

eeeis there discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Will the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS})

He indicates he wille
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Zitoy I'mecerising because theeseesthe bill
iseeecadresses an issue that...that stems from wmy district
iNesein the Township of Libertyville where one of
theseessleeel guess perhaps the only township open space dis—
trict is in effecte And I'm simply concerned about the pos—

sibility that it woulde..emight applys.ssI have been told that
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it doesn*'t but I'm not entirely sure that it doesn*t,y that it
might apply to an existing township open space districtes Can
you address that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Before we address that, the State Journal—Register seeks
leave of the Body to photograph the proceedingse. Is leave
granted? Hearing no objections leave is grantede. Senator
Zitos
SENATOR ZITO:

essyesy Mr. Presidents thank youe Senator Barkhausen,
that wase in facty addressed in committees I don't if vyou
happened to be in the Senate Local Government Committees this
bill passed out 10 to nothinge. Representatives from the
Township of Libertyville did testifyy I had talked to them
privately in my office and in committee. We are both
assuredy their attorneys andeee.and our staff has assured
theme that this would not be retroactive; hences it would not
interfere with any of their ongoing planse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausene
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

IeeeI had been told that it would not affect bonds that
had already been authorized andeseand I guess my question is
whether that is true or whether it will simply notes.ewhether
it will not affectseewelly let mes.olet me restate that.
TheeeeI am wondering whether iteeeit affects only bonds that
haveesohave not been.s..that have not been authorized or
whethery in facty it might affect bonds that have already
been authorized but have not yet beeneesthe proceeds have not
yet been spent becausey insesinessin Libertyville all the
bondsy of coursey have been authorized when the referendum
was approved but most of the proceeds have not been spent
andeeeand if it affected bond proceeds that have not been

spenty then it would cripple the operation of thesessof the
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district; and my...my feeling is that in my area that even
though I+ franklys have some misgivings about the district, I
don"tese]l don't live in Libertyville but my feeling is that
the people have spoken in Libertyville Township not only when
they created a referendum but in several other election cam—
paigns where this has been made an issues and that hav—
inge.eehaving spoken 1in favor of the creation of this dis—
tricty thatesesat least there it ought to be given a chance to
worke But if you could answer my question about whether it
affects all bonds authorized ore.esor bonds authorized that
haven*t yet been spent?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS?}

Senator Zitoe. 1 would just like to inform the membership
in the last two hours we've passed eleven billse. There are
five hundred bills on the Calendar and at this rate it should
last till Sunday afternoon sometime. Senator Zitoe.

SENATOR ZITO:

I*11 be brief in my responsey Mre Presidents Daves to
the best of my knowledgey and I am not an attorney but I*ve
been assured by 1legal counsel on both sides of the issue,
that it will have no affect on Libertyville Township or the
bonds that they are now engaged ine
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank vyouy very muche I am the minority spokesman on
this committee and I thinke.eseit would behoove my side to
realize that this bill did go out unanimously. ¥We dideesofeel
after the testimony it was an excellent bill and I would ask
for your Aye votee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberge.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente Question of the sponsor?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yielde.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Senator Zitos one of the things that did come up ineeein
committee is that there might be a possible amendment pro-
posed on the bill that maybe not all parties were quite at a
point ofe.esecagreemente Are you of the opinion that something
like that is still needed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}?

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Well, Senatory we've worked diligently to try to get all
parties that had interest in this legislation together. My
commitment toeeosto this Body was suche We did not develop
any amendmentsey I Kknow that the Senates..ethe House sponsor
has a same commitment and if this bill needs any cleanup or
any technical addressingsy we can do that in the House and
both sponsors are agreed to that processe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo—Karise
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, 1
speak in favor of the bill because I have a philosophical
distaste when a township can go in and take 1land within a
municipality for a so—called open space purposes without the
consent of the municipality. I think this bill addresses it
very carefully. I might tell you that in Libertyville before
this open space referendum went into effect 1last yeary
Libertyville hadeesesover twenty—six hundred acres of open
spaces 1 think we.sewe instituted the Forest Preserve Dis—
tricty let them do the jobe that®'s the way to be done and
I'mees] speak in favor of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}?

Is there further discussion? If nots Senator Zito may
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closee.
SENATOR ZITO:

Well, thank yous Mr. President, ['1l1l be briefe. This is
obviously an attempt not to stop the acquisition of open
lande Certainly ass.e«eas one of the supporters and sponsors
of that legislations I can assure you that’s not the intent.
What it is to do is allow municipalities and other units of
local government that have interest in that open land to par-—
ticipate equally with townships andesesany other form of local
government. That®*s our intent of Senate Bill 591. I
strongly believe that that addresses that need and would
appreclate your supporte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question 1ise shall Senate Bill 591 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye The voting is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questioney the Ayes are 524 the Nays
are 5. none voting Presentes Senate Bill 5-9-1 having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 597y Senator Schunemane. Read the billy Hre.
Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 597.

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

Senator Schunemane.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank yous Mre President, members of the Senatee. Senate
Bill 597 is offered as an alternative to school consoli-
dation. The bill would allow two or more school districts in
Illinois to form a cooperative high school. The school
would be formed by referendum and would be managed by an

advisory board made up of the boards of directorsy boards of
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education members of the individual schools that are parti-—
clipatinge. The cost for operating such a school would be
borne on a per capita basis by the participating schools. 1
mentioned that it could only be done by referendume This
idea was presented primarily because of a great reluctance
that we were all aware of particularly in downstate rural
areas to consolidate schoolse and 1 think that reluctance
stems primarily from two sources, one is that the people in
those communities want to maintain some kind of local control
over their schoolse Secondly, they're very concerned about
the possible 1loss of elementary attendance centers. I do
think there iss howevers a growing willingness on the part of
many of those communities to do something about their high
schoolsy but they cannot under the present law do anything
about changing the structure of their high schools without
dismantling their wunit districtse. This would allow them
toeesto leave their unit districts in place and simply form a
cooporative high schoole The bill is supported by the State
Board of Education. It came out of the Education Committee
on the Agreed Bill List. I know of no opposition to the
bille I would urge your supporte.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welche.
SENATOR WELCH:

Question of the sponsors Mre Presidente.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he*ll vield.
SENATOR WELCH:

For purposes of legislative intent, Senator Schuneman,
could you tell me when existing high schools are merged what
is the employment status of the employees of those two
schools?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunemane
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SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Yesy there were negotiations between the representatives
of the State Board of Education and the Illinois Education
Association in an attempt to try to work out the answers to
all these questions. The employment status of the employees,
it 1is intended that they will continue to be employed by the
originating school districtss that iss those districts with
whom they are presently employeds they will continue to be
employed by those same districts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welche.

SENATOR WELCH:

Theeeewho determines the assignment of employees to an
attendance center?

PRESIDING DOFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

The employing districte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Senator Welche
SENATOR WELCH:

The bill provides for participating districts to assign
or hire a principal to manage the cooporative high schools.
What powers or responsibilities does the principal have?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Welle the responsibility of the principal would be that
normally assigned to a principals: however, the agreement spe-—
cifically requires that that principal would not have the
right to hirey fire or discipline employees. That would have
to beeesesuch matters would have to be referred back to the
originating district.

PRESIDING OFFICER: [SENATOR SAVICKAS}
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Senator Welcha
SENATOR WELCH:

One last questions Senatore If the cooperative high
school needs additional employeesy who hires those new
employees?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

They would have to be hired by one of the participating
districtse
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Senator Posharde.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank vyous Mr. Presidente Senator Schunemany just
one questione This will be accomplished by referendume is
that correct? Could youeeecould vyou specify for mey will
this be accomplished by referendum by a majority vote of the
voters in each respective district or by a majority of the
voters in the conglomerate area which may be intending to
consolidate?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunemane.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

In order for a district to be formedy it must be approved
by the voters in each participating districte.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rigneys Is theresesis there further discussion?
If noty Senator Schuneman may close.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Just ask for a favorable roll calle.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question isy shall Senate Bill 597 passe. Those in
favor will vote Ayee. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is

opene Have all voted who wish? Would you vote me Ayey Sena—
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tor? Take the recorde On that questions the Ayes are 55,
the Nays are 3y 1 voting Presente Senate Bill 5-9-7 having
received the constitutional majority 1is declared passede.
Channel 20 requests permission to tape the proceedings. Is
there any objection? Hearing no objectiony leave is grantede.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingsy Senate Bill 600,
Senator Rocke Read the billy Mre. Secretarye
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)
Senate Bill 600.

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

Senator Rocke
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank yousy Mre. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee Senate 8ill 600 is an amendment to the Park District
Code and to the Illinois Municipal Codee Pursuant to the new
Constitution back in 1972, over one hundred park districts
and municipalities got together by virtue of an agree—
mente.eseintergovernmental agreement and started to provide
recreational programs for people with disabilitiess the
handicappeds 1In 1973y there were three hundred and ninety-
five people in this state who participated in these programse
In 1986y -there were fifty—four thousand who participated.
There arey we were told in committee seventeen joint programs
across the state whichee.ewhich comprise over a hundred or a
hundred twenty—five municipalities and park districts that
provide recreation programs for the developmentally disabled,
the disabled and the handicapped in terms of arts and crafts
and social programse. This would authorizes...authorize, it is
permissives it would authorize an increase in the levy from
002 to <04 Right nowy the 1levy statewide across these
seventeen districts raises approximately three and a half

million dollarse This wouldy if the respective boards vote
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on ity double it and the bill also takes out the backdoor
referendume So it is a tax increasesescauthorization for a
tax increase without referendum either front or backdoore.
The purpose iSeseis laudable and worthys and because of the
unique nature of these recreation associationsey they are com—
prised of both park districts and of municipalitiesy iteseit
requires joint action. There was a question in committee,
what if the village and the park district both at the same
time raised taxesy you®'d have a double tax increase. We put
an amendment on to say you can’t do that, that was not the
intent of the associationse All they want is the opportunity
to go If theeeeif the respective park districts and munici-
palitiesy in facty want to raise more moneys, they are author-
ized toeeeto doubley in effecty their levye 1 would solicit
your favorable support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre. Presidents 1 would rise in support of
Senate Bill 600. One of the points that I wanted to make I
think Senator Rock did make in hise.eeat the <close of his
remarks and that is a concern that there would be a duplicate
tax for these Jjoint programsy one by the park district and
one by the municipality. That was taken care of and that
possibility eliminated by amendment. I would point out that
while it is a tax increase without referendumsy a very modest
one but nevertheless oney the bill was approved in the
Revenue Committee 10 to nothingy and it also is on the list
of bills to which the Taxpayers® Federation has no objection.
I think the reason is that it is a long established programs
it is an exceedingly modest amount of money involvedy and it
is a fairly unique set of circumstances.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Macdonalde.
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SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank youy Mr. Presidente 1 am a chief cosponsor of this
legislation and whileseseI have not been involved in too many
tax increasesy this is one of the most important programs in
terms of the bhandicapped in Illinois« I was approached to
cosponsor this legislation by Kevin Kendregan who was one of
the people who started this program in 19724 and he did come
to me telling me that the Taxpayers® Federation had consulted
with them andy actuallys they were the ones who had suggested
that we might even be able to do witheeewithout the backdoor
referendume So I strongly urge your support of this programe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? If nots Senator Rock may closee
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank youe 1 think it's all been saide The average cost
to the taxpayer at this moment to provide recreational
services through these fourteen or seventeen associations is
three dollars a yeare. If this is fully implementedy the cost
will be somewhere in the neighborhood of five dollars a year
for our handicapped fellow residentse I urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING DFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question iss shall Senate Bill 600 passe Those in
favor will vote Ayee. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is opens. 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 questions the Ayes are 41y the Nays
are 16y 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 600 having received
the required constitutional majority 1is declared passede
Page 14y 601 1is on the recall list. 602eeebl3y Sena—
tore.e.eSenator Donahues
SENATOR DONAHUE:

{Machine cutoffleessthank vyous Mre Presidente. 601
shouldn®*t be on the recall liste.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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We have it on the recall list. There is an apparent
amendment that*s been filed withesewith your name on it. We
mighteseswhy don*t we just drop to the next bill and weeesif
there'sesesthere is no amendment filed? All righte Appar—
entlyy it®Seeeit®s on the recall listeeseI®m sorrys the amend-—
menty theeseothe clerk tells me has been withdrawne Okay. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readinges page 14y Senate BIll
60le Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR« HARRY)
Senate Bill 601.
(Secretary reads title of bill})
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank youy Mre Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 601 is a JCAR bill and it amends the
Carnival Amusement Ride Safety Acty and the confusion over
the amendmenteeethe committee amendment witheeeodeleted the
provision that this other amendment was supposed to amende.
So it'see.it®s moot reallye All this bill does is allow for
a mechanism by which the fees that aree.e.o.that come from our
carnival rides can be paid to the department and not to the
inspectore We're trying to keep the inspector from collect—
ing monies and it can goeesdirectly to the department and
that*s all this bill does and I would move for its adop—
tioneesesor its passages
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Discussion? 1f nots the question iss shall
Senate Bill 601 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee. Those
opposed Nays. 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 recorde. On that questiony the Ayes

are 55¢ the Nays are nones none voting Presente Senate Bill
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601 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passeds. Senate bills 3rd readingy 602« 613y Sena—
tor Degnane 634y Senator Topinkae Senate bills 3rd reading
is Senate Bill 634y Mr. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 634%.

({Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

eseeXCUSE Mey MreeeMres Presidenty, did the Secretary say
certain fire protection districts or did you say park dis—
tricts oreseor forest preserve districts? One way or
anothery it®s forest preserve districtsy, whatever it ise.
Okaye Senate Bill 634 allows for forest preserve districts
to have first right of refusal over the sale of golf coursese.
It applies only to Cook and DuPage Countiese It has been
supported by both the DuPage County and Cook County Boards.
I know of no opposition.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate Bill
634 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee Those opposed Naye
The voting is openes Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that questiony the Ayes are 58y the Nays are noney none
voting Present. Senate Bill 634 having received the required
constitutional majority 1is declared passede 645 is on the
recall liste. 647y Senator Alexandere. Senate bills 3rd
readingy Senate Bill 647 Mre Secretarye
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

Senate Bill 647.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bille.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQO)

Senator Alexander.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank youy Mre President. House Billsesenot House
billeeseSenate Bill 647 provides that the Department of
Correction shall establish postincarceration follow—up and
after—care services to all single parents and their minor
childrens include the employment or training counsel place—
ment and job assistancey public assistance advocacy and other
social serviceee.omatters. I°m going to be addressing the
Senate from the memorandum I received from the Illinois
Department of Correction dated May 12y 1987,y prepared by Mrs.
Stutler who's their intergovernmental relation persones In
the bill analysis as presented to me by the Department of
Correctiony they raise the question or ask the question what
would bhappen to parolees or releasees who are single parent.
My answer to that isy these individualsey much to my sorrowe
would not be involved if this bill were to become law or it
is adopteds. As to the fiscal year impacte the documentation
recites that the cost of implementing this program would cost
three hundred and forty—four thousand seven hundred dollars.
They also state in this documentation that their records
reveal that there are some sixty—six percenty women in par-—
ticulary who are singley marriedy separateds divorced parents
who may have had the custody of their children. The point of
thiseeepiece of legislation is trying to renite families back
together. When an inmate leaves the institutions, they run
into the problem of lack of jobs lack of training, they’re
coming back into a foreign society and this piece of legis—
lation not only would it unite parentsy it would also be a
savings to yous you and you and to the <citizens of this
Statesssusing their configurations presented to me by the
Department of Correction that there are sixty—-six percent

single parentseeesand I just called momentarily to the depart-—
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ment to find outy and one of the institutions mainly Dwight,
how many inmates presently today is 1lodged there? Their
total was that there are five hundred and thirty inmates in
Dwight today when there should be only four hundred and
fortys meaning there 1is a ninety inmate over populatione
Using simple and basic arithmeticy if sixty-six percent of
the persons are single parents of that five hundred and
thirty incarcerated todays in order to maintain an inmate in
our Institutionses we know it runs about twenty—two to twenty—
four thousand dollars a year; and taking the same
configurations that they uses we're talking about eight mil-
lion four hundred thousand dollars a year to house these
inmates right nowe 1If the cost of implementing this program
using the same configuration comes to three««.I mean three
hundred and forty—four thousand seven hundredy as a cost
factory this billy in facty would be saving the state eight
million four hundred thousand dollars a vyear and it alseo
would be reunitings as 1 sayy restabilizing families and it
would also possibly reduce our public aid budget when these
persons are able to find jobs and know how to present them—
selves again into societys I answer questions if there are
any present and I*d sincerely ask for the passage of this
piece of legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy a question of the sponsors please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The sponsor indicates she will yieldy Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

I'm sorryy could you once again tell me what the cost of
this would be?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Alexandere
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SENATOR ALEXANDER:

The cost as presented to me was three hundred and forty—
four thousand seven hundred dollars yearlye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Topinka.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yess to the billy the cost as presented to our committee
by the Department of Corrections was six hundred and forty
thousand dollars annually. I would put forward thats vyou
knowes we do have a problem with single parents out in the
publicy not even incarcerated at this pointy for whoms you
knows there are very few programs if anyy and I think that
it's a little unfair to work with assean 1incarcerated group
of single parents who at this point are serving time and,
obviouslys have problems but to a great extent they?ve
created a 1lot of their own problemsy when we have people on
the outside who are having some difficulty and with this
unbudgeted coste. So I think it reflects the negative vote
that came out of committee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Yesy sire Mre. President and thank youe. I°d like to ask
the sponsor a questione
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates she will yieldes Senator Watsone
SENATOR WATSON:

Okays Weeeowe've heard what the costs ares nowy Is this
in the budget?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOD)
Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:
To myeesto my knowledges Senatore this amount of money is

not in the budgeta.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Welles I appreciate what you're trying to do and I think
it*Seeeit®’seaeyou’re to be commended for thisy but if we
simply don®t have the money and it's not in the budget, this
isn't any time to be talking about new revenues.e.e.or
increased revenues to the Department of Correctionse They've
got enough problems in dealing with what they®ve gote I
think if we pass legislation such as thisy we're just going
to be creating more problems for themes So I think a No vote
is appropriates Thank youe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Alexander may closee
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

I thank vyou for vyour comments but this bill is a cost
saving bille. And,y Senator Topinkas I'meesappreciate
youre.essdocumentation that you havey my memorandum is dated
May 12th and youtre welcome to see it where the cost show to
be three hundred and forty—four thousand dollars and not the
six as statedes Those of you who are here to help the people
of this state to rehabilitate themselves and with regards to
those who are on the outside trying to make thems we're pass—
ing legislation every day to try to help themy but what about
those that we can prevent from coming into that kind of a
situation where they would require helpy such as proper job
counseling and job trainings And more than all that 1I°'ve
said here on this Floor this morningy I*m thinking about the
reuniting of families of bringing them back together to
stabilize the homes I would appreciate an Aye vote on this
mattere
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

The question isy shall Senate Bill 647 passe Those in

favor will vote Ayee. Those opposed Naye. The voting is open.
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Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that questions the Ayes are 30y the Nays
are 27y 1 voting Presente Senate Bill 647 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senator Karpiels, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Verification of the Aye votey pleasee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Karpiel has requested a verification of those who
voted in the affirmative. Will all members be in their
seatss The Secreta;y will read slowly the members who voted
in the affirmative. HMre. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

The following voted in the affirmative: Alexandery
Bermany Brookinse Carrolly Collinss D*Arcos Degnany del
Valles Demuziosy Thomas Dunns Fawells Halle Holmbergs Jacobsy
Jonesy Jerome Joyces Kellyy Lechowiczs Lufty Marovitzy
Netschy Newhousey 0O'Daniely Posharde Savickass Severnse
Smithy Vadalabenes Zitos Mre. Presidente.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Karpiely, do you question the presence of any
member who voted in the affirmative?
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Yesy Mre. Presidenty Senator Zitoe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is Senator Zito on the Floor? Is Senator Zito on the
Floor? 1Is Senator Zito on the Floor? Strike his namee.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

That*s ally Mre. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
All righte On theses<Mre Secretaryy could vyou give me

theeseookaye On aeeeon a verified roll cally there are 29
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Yeass 27 Nayss 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 647 having
failed to receive the required constitutional majority is
declared loste Senator Alexanders you wish to request post—
poned consideration?

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank yous Mre Presidentes
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

All righte postponed consideratione All righte On the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 650y Senator
Smithe (Machine cutoffleseSenator Smithe On the Order of
Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 6-5-0. Mr. Secre—
tarys read theeeseread the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)
Senate Bill 650.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID}
Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yous Mre President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee. This bill is inspired by the Citizens® Council on
Women that was appointed by our Governor and theeseesour headse.
It simply establishes a <¢ivil rights subcommittee of the
Illinois Job Training Coordinating Council. Since its incep—
tiony criticism of the Job Training Program in Illinois has
focused in part on civil rights® compliance issues. Through-—
out this periody the statey, the chief administrator of the
program has assumed only menial responsibility for civil
rights enforcement; yets clearlyy problems do existe It has
been found that the civil rights enforcement has been plagued
on the state 1level by 1inadequate staffing, resource and
commitmente. In generaly the state has assumed 1little
leadership and has given local job training programs little

direction in this areas Senate Bill 650 seeks to respond to
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these concerns by establishing a civil rights subcommittee
which will assume oversight responsibility for all compliance
issues relating to equal opportunity affirmative action.
Creation of a subcommittee on civil rights compliance will
acknowledge the state’s commitment and enhance its enforce—
ment evere.e.eeffortse I will be willing to answer any ques—
tionsy but I hope that you will give this your favorable con-—
sideration in voting for this piece of 1legislation that's
been given to us by our Women®s Councile.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Discussion? Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente Welly I ameeshave to rise in
opposition to this bille Iteeel don't know whether it went
out on the Agreed Bill List or whether we were all asleep
letting this get out of committeey but I really don't see the
point to have thiseesa nine—member sybcommittee
toesefOreesefor a single purpose such as just studying the
civil rights violations or somethings but T would like to ask
the sponsor a questione I'd 1like to know exactly what
areeseis this council supposed to study and what kind of
violations or whatever are we talking about?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Smithe.

SENATOR SMITH:

Senator Karpiely this council was appointed by our presi-
dents on either sidey the minority and the Senate President
from both the House and the Senate. When they discontinued a
lot of the commissionssy they set up these councils and there
is a Council on Women of which Senator Virginia Macdonald is
the cochairperson for thise These are the findings that we
had as a result of our meetings here at the Capitol inee..in
our State Capitol in Chicagoeeesl meansy at the Statehouse.

And this is something that they are trying to put some teeth
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ine This has been.s.was passed by the womeny it has been
slightly ignored and so they are merely trying to put some
teeth in it so that we can be active and be effective as a
councile
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Buty Senatory that®s not what I askede I didn*t ask who
appointed the present council or who made the suggestion
toeesfor this bille What I®m asking iss what is this subcom—
mittee specifically going to study and what are theseeeecivil
rights® violations are they going to study ore...or exactly
what is it that they're supposed to be doing?

PRESTDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Senator Smithe
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank yous Mre President. They will review and make
recommendations to the council with regards to the civil
rights* compliance component of the Governor®s coordination
and special service plane Twos they will review and make
recommendations to the council with regards to the civil
rights compliance component of each local entity job training
plan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Karpiels
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Welly I don't want to take any more time of this Housey I
just suggest that we have a Human Rights Commissions we have
all kinds of commissions that do these type of things, I
really don®t see that we need an ongoingeesthere®s no date
for when this committee is going to go out of existence. I
don't see the need for a nine—member subcommittee of a coun—
cil to do duplicative work and I would ask for a No votee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR OEMUZIO)
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Furtheresefurther discussion? Senator Macdonalde.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank youe Mr. President. Thiss in deedy is a recom—
mendation by the Citizens' Council on Womens I would say
that when we had our hearing and the...DCCA representatives
came to talk to us over a year agos there were a number of
questions that were not answered. We were in the process and
DCCA now 1is certainly working on some of the objections
thateeathat were put forward by the public members of the
councile I believe that there is a need at this particular
timee This was voted upon by all of the public and private
legislative members of the councileesand thiss indeedsy is one
of theessepackage of bills that we agreed to sponsor in this
legislative Session. I don®t think that it imposes any great
hardship on the department andeseand I think that theseothe
council will continue to press forward with some
inconsistencies that we found during the testimony that came
before use So I urge your support of this particular bill.
PRESIDING DFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank youy Mre. President. Ie«esI rise in support of this
bill and this concept. One of the problems is that the over—
sight responsibility for these compliance issues has not been
what it should bes and if we®re going to do the jobe If we'ra
going to have the Statutes on the booksy we ought to have the
machinery to make certain that it works and that®s what this
bill does and I would urge an Aye vote on this bille.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Alexanderes

END OF REEL
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REEL #4

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank youeeosthank yous Mre President. One of the first
bills that I have the pleasure of working with when I was in
the House was Senate Bill 1377« And some of you old-timers
around herey like myselfy might remember what it detailed.
It formed the Department of Human Rights and merged 1into it
by Executive Order all of the civil rights groups or activist
groups at that time. At the time of theeesscreation of the
Department of Human Rightsy it was agreed by the Governors
and many of you sitting here that to properly and accurately
fund it would be impossible at that time and that as time
went on it would be properly funded and staffeds That has
not happened to datee And the citizenry of this state now
want to know what is happenings and for us to sit here
hypocritically and say nothing is happening is veryy very,
very bade I stand in support of Senate Bill 650.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Further discussion? If noty Senator Smith may close.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank vyouy Mre. President and Ladies ande...Gentlemen of
the Senatey I merely ask for your favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Question ise shall Senate Bill 650 passe. Those in favor
will vote Ayee. Those opposed will vote Naye 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 35, the Nays are 23,
none voting Presente. Senate Bill 650 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passede Senate
bills 3rd readingy Senate Bill 651y Senator DeAngelis. Hre

Secretarys on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate
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Bill 651.
ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. HARRY]
Senate Bill 651.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZ10)}
Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, firsty Mre. Presidenty I would like to rise on a
point of personal privileges In the balcony on the left are
the children from Cottage Grove Schooly my alma mater. Would
they please stand and be recognizede.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Will our guests In the gallery please risee. All right.
Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank vyoue Mre. President. Senate Bill 651 is the Illi-
nois Sexually Transmissible Disease Control Act. It is a new
Act and it is designed to provide a comprehensive blueprint
for the JIllinois Department of Public Health to deal with
sexually transmissible diseasess The bill is rather exten—
sives 1let me just point out a few of the points and I*11 be
most pleased to answer any questionse. First thing is it does
define sexually transmissible diseases and they are
bacterialy virals fungal or parasitic diseases determined by
a rule of the department to be sexually transmissible and to
be a threat to the public health and welfare and to be a
disease for which a legitimate public interest will be served
by providing for regulation and treatment. Under this new
Acty it will require reporting to the Illinois Department of
Public Health by a physician when any one is diagnosed as
having any one of those diseasesy it is a mandatory reporting
systemes The bill also provides for a contact tracing system

to be run by the Illinois Department of Public Health cur-—
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rently similar to the one for syphilisy gonorrhea and PID,
whichy by the ways 1is not in statutory language,s it is in
rules and regulation. The department is further authorized
to examine or cause to be examined people or persons sus—
pected of being exposed or infected with an STD. The depart-
ment does have to show when they want to exercise that power
by a preponderance of evidence that a real and present danger
of the public health exists when they have a need to do soe.
The bill also permits the department to order a person to be
quarantined under three conditionse One is with the consent
of a persony one with the consent of an owner of an estab—
lishment that represents a high risk ory threey, when the
department can prove preponderance in evidence that the
person willfully and knowingly is transmitting an STD and is
a clear danger to public healthe. The bill extensively goes
into the confidentiality provisionss and I might point out,
there's been a lot of discussion regarding confidentiality,
and I can tell yous after some rather serious interrogation
of the directors never once in [llinois® history has there
been a breach of confidentiality under current tracinges and
the director further emphasized that if mandated to traces he
would not only use the same procedure he is using now but he
wouldes in facty better educate the people that are doing ite.
The department is alsq given authority to enter any state,
county or municipal detention center for the purpose of
interviewingy, examining or treating any prisonerse. Further,
it gives the department the authority to adopt rules and
regulations to carry out the provisions of this Act. 1 think
we all know what this bill is aboutey it*s designed primarily
as our responseeesor at least my response and some other
people?s response to this serious problem we are currently
having with AIDS. I1*11 be very happy to answer any ques-—
tionsy if I mighte. 4

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Discussion? Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yousy very muchy Mres.ePresident. 1I*d likeesewant to
know if the sponsor will yield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

esesponsor indicates he will yields Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Senator DeAngelisy this is your response to the AIDS
probleme Tell me how this bill does anything to better able
the Department of Public Health to respond to this ter—
riblecesecepidemice
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

You mean based on what they®'re currently doing?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)}

Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Based on what the Department of Public Health has right
now in their authority to doy I want to know how this
improves their ability to acte For instancey the issue of
quarantine is in your bille The Department of Public Health
has it within their power today to quarantines this bill does
not give any added power to do thate I want to know what
added power this hase You’re sending out a signal that
people will be better educatedy this is oure.eseour answer to
AIDSe I want to know what answer this gives to the department
and to people out there that we are dealing with the AIDS
probleme.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Welly I*m not so certain that Teeel really am understand—

ing your questiony because if I follow it long enoughy I



Page 127 — May 20y 1987

guess 1 would have to assume that you consider this bill
inoffensive enough that vyou're in strong support since it
really doesn®t do anythinge But I won*'t editoralize on your
questiony 1I°'11 mainly attempt to respond by saying that if,
in facty the department has this authorityy I don't see them
using much of it that®*s in this bille And I think this bill
will put into Statute what right now might be in rules and
regulationsy and T think it will create some impetus behind
either their lack of desire in implementing some of the
things that are in this bill or else perhaps provide some
motivation to get them away from where they're being influ—
enced so they willy, in facte use ite I might point out,
Senator Marovitzy I'm not an attorney but I®ve read through
the Statute and T don*'t see whereeseoyou're righte the right
of quarantine is in therey it's one line in theres he has the
supreme authority; but it really doesn't have a..<procedure
for quarantine, it doesn®t indicate when it ought to be
institutedy it really doesn®'t indicate when it ought not to
be institutede T think this bill does a lot of clearing upe.
1 think it sends a signaly and you have to knows Senator
Marovitzy there are two kinds of bills around heres one are
those that perhaps tend to codify some thingss the other ones
send messagese I'm sure this is not the first bill that ever
came to this General Assembly that*s sending a fairly strong
messagee

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitze

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Soy basically we have a bill that®s calculated to send a
message to the Department of Public Health but really do
nothing for the AIDS epidemic and the people out there who
are fearful of thes...epidemic and need the kind of education
and counseling that all the health professionals across this

county say iseseis necesarye. One of the things in this bill
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that iss.ee.concerns me greatlys and there are several things
that concern me greatly, is the confidentiality questionse.
In Chapter 126 of our Statutey Sectionee..Section 21y the
Supreme Court has ruled constitutional the following lan—
guagey "Whenever any Statute of the state or an ordinance or
resolution of a municipal corporation or political subdivi—
sion enacted pursuant to Statute or any rule of an adminis—
trative agency adopted pursuant to Statute requires medical
practitioners or other persons to report cases of communi—
cable diseases including veneral diseases to any governmental
agency or officery such reports shall be confidential and any
medical practitioner or other persons making such report in
good faith shall be immune from suite® It further goes on to
say that "The identity of any individual contained in a
report of a communicable diseases veneral disease or food
borne illness or an investigation conducted pursuant to a
report of a communicable diseasejeseveneral disease or food
borne 1illness shall be confidential and the identity of any
person named therein shall not be disclosed publicly or in
any action of any kind in any court." Your legislation
allows disclosure of this confidential information toe.seto
the court in direct conflict with Chapter 126 of our revised
Statutesy that*s number one. Number twos the people that
need the help most of all for this dread diseasey those in
the high risk category who would come in under wvoluntary
testing and at the same time get education and counseling
about the disease and about the possible consequences of a
positive test result will be scared off by the language in
this legislation dealing with the nebulous ability of a
department under the physical examination portion that says
the department may examine or cause to be examined persons
reasonably believed to be infectedeeoeoreasonably believed to
be infectedy what the heck is that? Reasonably believed to

be infected? I don*t have any idea what that isy and if
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you're talking about a tightly drafted piece o0fses0f legis—
lation that is going to directly infringe upon an
individual®'s rightses people that can be physically examinedy
I don't know what reasonable belief isy, it doesn*t say about
people who have been diagnosed as having AIDSy that's one
thing but that*s not what this legislation speaks abouty it
doesn't talk about people who have been diagnosed as having
AIDS or diagnosed as having ARCy neither one of thosey just
people who are reasonably believed to be infected or exposed
to a sexually transmissible diseases Then we go on to say
thateseregarding mandatory contact tracingessor it®s really
not mandatory but contact tracing itself, that it is permis—
sive and you have two conflicting paragraphs heree. Under the
contact tracing sections Section 5y you say that "all persons
infected with sexually transmissible disease and all persons
who the department reasonably believes may be infected with
the disease«™ And then in Section B you talk about "who the
department reasonably believes shall cooperate with the
department and they shall submit a contact 1list as the
department shall require.” Then in the next sections Section
Cy» you saye "All information gathered pursuant to the section
shall be considered confidentials™ and nobody has to give
this information without a court order. Now do they have to
give 1t or do they only have to give it pursuant to a court
order?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZID)

Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

You knows Senator Marovitze for a bill that doesn*'t do
anythingy vyou sure can find a lot wrong with it. Apparently
it*'s changing a lot of things that we®re doing right now or
else vyou wouldn't be asking these kinds of questions. First
of all, reasonably infecteds Let me point out to yousy 1let?s

assume that in the course of contact tracing twelve people
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report they got it from the same persone Nows the department
has the right to bring that person in and determine if theyy
in facty do have AIDS. You don't know whether somebody has
it till they*ve been diagnosed and you and I both know that
in some of the testing it takes more than one test to do it.
You can't turn around and say ahead of times that person's
got ity okaye. You've got to havee..ebut you®ve also got to go
to the court to do that and you've got to present some evi-—
dence as to why you want to do thise You can't very
frivously send a van down the street and pick somebody off
and says we're going to give you an AIDS test,y this is not a
LaRouche bille
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Okaye
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Nowy let®s talk a little bit about the at—-risk provisiona
You say that these people that are at risk might not come
forward who normally would because I am not mandating it but
yet 1 am mandatinge leeeI®m really confused on that, *cause
onee.esone breath you say I*m mandatings the next breath vyou
say I'm note Now 1 would agree with you that a lot of
mandated contact tracing is going to have to be voluntary
*cause they can 1lie to yous they can deny ity they can do
some other thingse But I cannotes.eandy franklys I would like
to be enlightened on thisy I can't for the life of me ever
determine why someone who would normally volunteer refuse to
volunteer because you have mandatory testinge I can't under—
stand that 1logice except for one thingesseexcept for one
thinges The departmenty in my estimations and the people who
have conjured up other legislation wup to this point have
listenedesohave listened to the concernsy and we ought to
listen to those concernsy of what the higheeerisk group is
sayinge And let me tell youy Senator Marovitzy the at-risk

group is a lot larger than the high risk group and we ought
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to be paying attention to some other people out there who
today are transmitting unknowinglyy fcause they*re
note.eesunder any type of information you have given out or the
department consider themselves at risky and T could point out
to some in my own areae ANnd I don®t think that as a matter
of public policy we ought to base it on a group that*s well
informed about the consequencesy that basically knows what
they®’re doingsy and based on what I°'ve been reading in many
instances is very reluctant to change what they’re doing and
that®*s where the quarantine provision may have to come ine
Sos I meany Ieeel don't know whera you're coming froms I[°'m
only telling you where I'm coming from 'cause I really don't
understand your questione

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well, Senator Marovitzy your time has expiredsy 1I*'d be
glad to come back and pick you up the second time. Senator
Posharde for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank yous Mre. Presidente. A point of personal
privilegey Mr. Presidente.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR DEMUZIO)

State your pointe.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Mr. Presidenty I have up in the gallery Denning Elemen—
tary School and their principal Mr. Ron Smith visiting here
todays and I*'d like for the Senateecee
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Will our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog—
nized by the Senate. Helcome to Springfield. All righte
Further discussion? Senator Newhousee.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank vyouy Mr. Presidente Ieeel rise in opposition to

this bille As I read from our poop sheety the Department of

Public Health maintains that this bill is unnecessary because



Page 132 — May 20, 1987

with the exception of allowing the courts access to informa—
tiony its provisions duplicate the authority currently
granted the departments that is theese.conditions of the bille.
So that if thateesif these mandates are already in placey
we're talking then about the department not doing the Jjob
that it*s supposed to do and I think I heard the Senator say
that this is pretty much what the situation ise If this bill
then is intendedy Senatory to send a message rather than
tosesto send a message rather than toseerather than to man—
date certain kinds of policys then I would suggest to vyou
that if the speaker is on down on the second floor that mes—
sage has already been deliveredes On the second floor resides
the person who makes the kind of policy to which the Depart-
ment of Public Health reacts and that might be the simplest
way to do thise Now given the time span that we have in this
Legislature and our own life spansy it might be more helpful
to us all if you Jjust took this bill out of the record.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Geo—Karise
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senatey
we're sitting here arguing about semantics and about stuff
that doesn®'t even applys what we better talk about is 1life
and deathe. AIDS causes death. Let me tell yous the Illinois
Sexually Transmissible Disease Control Act 1is created to
establish a reporting mechanism to mandate the Department of
Public Health to adopt rules authorizing interviews for the
purpose of contact tracings which I think is very important,
to provide a procedure for the purpose of examining and
treating persons with sexually transmissible diseases to
authorize the Department of Public Health to utilize its
power of isolation and quarantine and to protect
theeesconfidentiality of records concerning persons with ite.

Nowy although the department currently requires the reporting
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of certain sexually transmissible diseasesy this new Act spe-—
cifically provides for the reporting of AIDS by a physician
andeeeonly in instances of theesothe pysician diagnosed cases
of AIDS and AIDS Related Complex based upon diagnostic cri-
teria from the Centers fore.e..Disease Control, the United
States Public Health Servicee This is a mandatory provision
and well it should be. Contact tracing is currently executed
through the Department of Public Health and county health
departments for syphilisy gonorrhea and pelviceesosinflammatory
diseases The new Act expands the tracing mechanism to
include persons infected with theseethe transmissible disease
or persons whom the Department of Public Health reasonably
believes may be infected with such disease 1including AIDS.
This 1is a mandatory tracing programe Nowy all information
and records held by the Department of Public Health relating
to known or suspected cases shall be strictly confidential
and they are exempt from the Freedom of Information Act. In
case vyou haven't read about it or studied this bille the
exceptions to this policy are as follows; ones all persons to
which the information appliesessconsent to release; twos, the
information is released foreeestatisticaly medi—
calseesepidemiological purposes and all identifi—
cation.ssindentifying information strickene

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Welleoo
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Threey medical personnely appropriate state agencies or
courts are in receipt of the information in order to enforce
this Act or related rules or for a medical emergencye Let me
tell vyou somethinges even when disclosure is made pursuant to
a subpoenas such information shall be sealed by the court
from further disclosures. The employees of the Illinois
Department of Public Health cannot be examined in a «civily

criminaly special or other proceeding as to the existence or
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contents of pertinents.ssrecords of persons examined or
treated. I think we better start waking up around here
instead of wondering who's bill is going to be firste
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZI®)

Welleos
SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

I think this is a good bill, it®s a necessary bill and if
you're going to want to start saving lives, you better take
the active position of tracking down this diseasey tracking
down the people who are exposed to ity tracking down the
people the exposers have exposed; because if we don't do its
we're going to lose a lot more lives and there's a prediction
by 2000...the year 2000y that the greatest number of deaths
will be caused by AIDS. Soy ladies and gentlemens I think
this is a good billy I think it*s a necessary bill and I
speak in favor of it and urge all of you to vote for ite.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Well, Senator Davidsony the Chair accepts vyour
admonishment from this morning ands in facty have turned the
clock one. Further discussion? Senator Raicae.

SENATOR RATCA:

Thank youy Mr. Presidenty, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates HWill the sponsor yield for a questionsy please?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Indicates he will yield. Senator Raicaes
SENATOR RAICA:

Senator DeAngelisy I have a concern regarding public
servants who now enter people®s homes and are unaware that
that patient or the victim that they're going to treat has
the possibility or does, in facty, have the disease of AIDS.
My question to you as the sponsor of this legislationy, would
thiseeeit 1is my understanding that what this would do is put
a trace on that patient toeesin other wordsy follow that

patient alongssecither heessewhether he gets better or
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deteriorates as far as condition goes. Would that sameeseor
would the person who treated that patient receive knowledge
of that patient®s condition?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOD)

Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELTIS.

Nos confidentiality will prevail;: howevers I..esl believe
under the current confidentiality provisionsessein this bill
that in the event of emergency in the hospital you can't get
to those records for the purpose of just treating that person
but not to disclose it to somebody else who might be either
transporting them or just casually treating theme Nos it
would not do that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Raica.

SENATOR RAICA:

The reason for my concern is Te.eeactually there's three
ways of contacting the disease of AIDS. And the people that
are in public service are probably in the.a.e.in the service
which is mosteseprevalent toeeeto receivesessthe disecase and
that*s in blood <contacte. The people thatesetake the
paramedicse for instances they've responded to a hundred and
seventy thousand calls in the City of Chicago alonee The
northwest sides which is my areas has the highest percentage
of AIDS that there wase we usually picked up one or two vic—
tims every other day with that disease. Since they are in
the public health service and they start 1V's, the problem of
acquiring AIDS iseeeis there every daye And my concern is
that we have to keep tabs on these individuals and have to
get back to the people who treated these individualsy ‘cause
in the public service they go home to their fémilies every
day and if they have a cut on their finger and they go home
and they had the blood spilled on their hands they can

acquire theeesethe disease of AIDS. Andseseand my concerny
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andeseis that wese.ewe keep tabs on these people and get back
to the people who treated these individuals and Kkeep them
abreast of the patient*s condition.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? Senator Smitha
SENATOR SMITH:

Will the sponsor yield to a questiony please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yields Senator Smithe
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank youe Senator DeAngelisy could you tell mey how
does your bill address the problem of AIDS being contracted
through intravenous drugs or blood transfusion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator DeAngelise.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Welly, if the person is diagnosed as having AIDS, it will
be done through the contact tracing methode
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Smithe.

SENATOR SMITH:

I'm not quite cleary would you pleaseeseif itess
PRESIDING OFFICER:z {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator DeAngelise.

SENATYOR DeANGELIS:

If a person is diagnosed as having AIDSy the contact
tracing mechanism starts from that pointe Weseothis bill
cannot do anything about anybody who is infected already or
anybody who currently has AIDS. This bill is for the future
for.esto stop the spread of ite And wWe start by finding
those people whoe in facty haveseediagnosedeseswho have been
diagnosed as having AIDS and then start the contact tracing
with that persone

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Smithe
SENATOR SMITH:

But it*s known that many of the people who are infected
by AIDS is infected because of intravenousy you knowy use and
by blood transfusione. Even young people have been affected
by that and so I wanted to know if your bill address that,
because that®s very important.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I don*t know how to respond to that any better than I
havee If a persones for instance, let®*s say has AIDS and they
got it from a blood transfusione I meany we can®t go out and
destroy the transfusion they had alreadyy but what we can do
is to find out who they®ve had sexual contact with that they
may have transmitted the disease to so that perhaps those
people who have either become infected or exposed can then
either alter their habits or just stop doing what they’re
doing so other people don't get infected.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

eeeSenator.eequestion of the sponsors pleasee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Welly he indicates he will yielde Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senatore in your definition of.ee0n page 2Zs.eesline 5,
sexually transmitted diseases your definition and on down
toseeline 15 it has pelvic inflammatory
diseasessepelvicessokayeseeand then when you go over to page
Ssyouy talk about quarantine and isolatione Given that
definition for any pelvic inflammatory conditions one could
be quarantined or isolatede I really don't think you know

what you're talking about theree.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Welly Senator Collinsy was that a question?
SENATOR COLLINS:

He can't answere. Welly do you know what you're talking
about? Let'seeolet®s put it that ways thene.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENMUZIO)

All righte Senator DeAngelisy thateeesthat was a ques—
tiones Senatore.<.Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I hope sos Senator Collinsy and I know that PID is rather
prevalent but it is curables it*s curable rather fast; and I
am certain that by the time you went through the whole proc—
ess to get to the quarantine, it would have corrected itself
alreadye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Collinse
SENATOR COLLINS:

You®re too intelligent for thate. Either.eescither it's
the 1law or it's not the lawe If you put it in the lawy
that®*s what it means that you can be quarantined. You may
noteeesyou may or you may not have asesehave an opportunity to
be cured oreseseor the condition to cure itself before you go
through the testsy and I just suggest that.s.e.that either you
take it out ory you knows thiseesethis justeesit®s ridiculouse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? All righte. For a second
timey Senator Harovitze.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I apologize for rising a second time. Just to point out
a couple more thingse In the confidentiality section which
is terribly draftedys I must says on page 3 and on page 4y Yyou
talk about any person who knowingly or maliciously
disseminates any false information will be guilty of a Class

A Misdemeanory that®s on line 9§ you do it again on 1line 10
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on page 49y "Any person who knowingly or maliciously
disseminates false information is guilty of a (Class A Mis—
demeanor.” So what about if that person knowingly
disseminates true information. Okays I know this person has
got AIDS or I know they tested positivey so I'm going to dis—
seminate this true informations There®'s your confidentiality
section right out the windowe And what this bill is doingy
it*s driving all these people who are very fearful right now,
it's going to drive all of them undergrounde. They®re going
to see the passage of this law which in reality does not give
the Department of Public Aid any additional powere it doesn®t
do anything more but they're going to see a law put in the
books regarding no confidentialityy regarding quarantine,
regarding the possibility of mandatory contact tracinge and
theeesthese people who are scared now and we want them to
come in and be tested and be counseledy these people are
going to be scared out of their minds further and be driven
undergrounde. The Illinois Catholic Conference is against
this bille and I think it*s important to note thate The lan-—
guage in this bill regarding confidentiality is extremely
loosee Right now we have confidentiality regarding these
recordsy you are loosening up those confidentiality require-
ments and allowing the <courts and court personnel to have
these recordsy further scaring peopley driving them under-—
grounde This bill is poorly draftede I understand what
you're trying to get at but you're going to send a message
out that's going to scare the daylights out of people and
take and scare them away from coming in and being tested
knowing that if they come in and they*re testeds the results
of those tests are going to be disseminatedy additional
people are going to have that informationy they®’re going to
be discriminated ony even if they just get a positive test
resulte. Andy Senator DeAngelisy the fact iss there is no

test for AIDS todays there is not a test for AIDS, anyboby
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will tell you that, there is not a test for AIDSy and the
majority of people whoesesewhoeeoewho get a positive test result
will never get AIDS. The majority of people who get a posi—
tive test resulty that's just for the presence of the anti-—
bodys not for whether you have AIDSy just for the presence of
the antibodys the majority of those people will never con—
tract AIDS. This 1is a bad billy it?’s poorly drafted, it's
going to scare the people that we want to come in and get
tested and get educatede If you have to votey, vote Presente.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righte Further discussion? If note Senator
DeAngelis may closee
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Wells Senator Marovitzy up to this time I would have been
hopeful that 1I*'d ever been indicted for any crime that you
would avail yourselfs.eel could avail myself of your service,
but after 1listening to your explanation on the confidenti—
ality provisions I think I'm going to change my mind on that.
You forgot to read down two 1lines. You talked about the
person who knowingly disseminates false information then you
saidy welly what if somebody tells the truthes Read the next
line. It saysseeenosy it's not the different sectiony it's
part Fy you read part Ey and you didn*t put it in context of
what preceded ite. Andy you knowe I don®t mind you being in
opposition to the bill and I know that you have good cause to
be sos and I know that you've got a different direction you
want to head ine but let®s not misexplain the billy okay?
Because the confidentiality provisions in here are quite
tight and I don't know of anybody who at this point up till
today has come out and attacked it. Nowy let®'s deal with
theeeosthe AIDS diagnosese. You are correcty you can check for
the viruse all right? And those checks are 99.5 accurate on
a positives hundred percent accurate on a false; yesy they

arey Senator Marovitz. Nowy if you build a triangle of
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people who have AIDS and then take in a population of Ffifty,
you are correcty one person out of that fifty might have
AIDSy the next thirty-nine will haveesethe nexteeoten will
have ARC and the other forty will not show anythings. But you
know what? We don't knowe..o.we don*'t knows ®cause we're far
too early into this gamey what's going to happen to those
peoples And I'm not suggesting or nor would I wish that more
would contact AIDS. But you «can®t stand up there as an
authority and tell me that they won®'t get ity because I <can
tell you right nowy you don®*t know any better than I do that
they will or they won®t. Nowy in conclusiony and I could
respond to some of the other thingsy we talked about sending
a message and perhaps I didn't send the right message when I
talked about the message. But we in this General Assembly
have an obligation to send out a public policy statement as
to what we intend to do about this epidemicey and up to now
the departmenty which by the ways has removed its opposition,
Senator Newhousey and they did talk to
downstairseseeessentially what we have to do with this Body is
we make public policys that®s our joby and what this bill
says is what the public policy of the State of 1Illinois
should be regarding combating deadly diseases and those that
are transmitted sexuallye The public policy that this bill
maintainse.esis that it is the obligatione.e.othe obligation of
the State of Illinois and those of us that represent that
state that having weighed the various...the various effective
groups to structure a public policy that protects to the best
degree possible the general publicy and that®s what we're
attempting to do with this bille And 1 urge its passages Mre
Presidente.
PRESIDENT:

The question isy shall Senate Bill 651 passe. Those in
favor will vote Ayee. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
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voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there
are 40 Ayess 15 Nayss 2 voting Present. Senate Bill 651 hav—
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede 652 is on the recally I'm toldy Senator D'Arcoe.
655y Senator D'Arco. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Readingy Senate Bill 655 Read the billy Mre. Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR« HARRY)

Senate Bill 655«

(Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arcoe.
SENATYOR D*ARCO:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. Senate Bill 655 provides that
in construction contracts with public agencies which limit
the public agency®s liability to an extension of time for
delay for which the public agency is responsible and which
delay is unreasonable under the circumstances involved and
not within the contemplation of the partiess the contractor
shall not be precluded from recovery of damagese. There was
an amendment to exclude subcontractors because the agencies
do not contract with subcontractors and that was at the
request of DOT. And to my knowledgey I know of no opposi—
tions and I would ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Geo—Karise
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

I waSeeelewel wanted the Floor to move reconsider the
vote by which Senate Bill 651 was passed.

PRESIDENT:

All righte We can do that I suppose after this one. On
655« Any discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate
Bill 655 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote

nayes The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
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voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questions there are 56 Ayesy 2 Naysy none voting
Present. Senate Bill 655 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passeds Senator Geo-—Karis
has moved to reconsider the vote by which Senate Bill 651 has
passede Senator Davidson moves to lie that motion on the
Tablea All in favor of the motion to Table indicate by
saying Aye. All opposede The Ayes have ite The motion pre-—
vailse The motion is Tablede 662y Senator Davidsone No.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Senate Bill 662.
Read the billy Mre Secretarye.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)

Senate Bill 662.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mre Presidents.s«Mre. President and members of the Senatey
this does exactly what it says on the Calendar and I have no
knowledge of any opposition to the.billa.-apbreciate a favor—
able vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? 1If noty the
question ise shall Senate Bill 662 passe. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the recorde On that questiony, there are 59 Ayes,
no Nayss none voting Present. Senate Bill 662 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passede. Senator Marovitz on 669. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Readingy bottom of page l4s Senate Bill 669. Read
the bill,y, Mre Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY}
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Senate Bill 669.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank vyous very muchy Mre. President and members of the
Senates Senate Bill 669,y the purpose of this legislation 1is
to amend the TIllinois Pension Code to permit a state regu-—
lated pension to invest in mortgages backed by a letter of
credit or other obligation issued by an A rated institution
and the rating would have to be by Standard and Poors or
Moody*sy that was requested by the committeey we added that.
And I would ask for affirmative roll calle.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Schunemane.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank youseeethank youes Mre. Presidente Question of the
Sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yieldy Senator Schunemane.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senatore I think vyou've tried to respond to the objec-—
tions that we raised in committee which were basically along
the lines that we felt that letters of credit issued by banks
who are large enough would be acceptable but not letters of
credits issued by small banksy basically. Can you tell me
what banks in Illinois would be allowed to issues<esuch
letters of credit under the A rating of Standard and Poors?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
Welly I can®'t tell you all the banks but I can tell vyou

that the First National Bank of Chicago is an A rated bank.
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There are only three banks in the country with triple A
rating and that 1is the Melon Banks the Chase Bank and the
City Banke Those are the only three in the countrye. But I
know the First National Bank of Chicago is an A rated.
PRESTDENT:

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Welly I'm sorry to do thiss Senators Ieeel thought that
your reaction was going to be to me that there was only one
bank in Illinois because I thought that's what you told me
the other daye I think it*s important that we know what
banks are going to be allowed to issue letters of credit per—
taining to.s.sto pension funds. Nows the fact that Standard
and Poors issueseeesor has an A credit ratings I don't know
what that means for a banke. I know that in bondse for
exampley if you get an A rated bond, it may not be such a hot
bondy you got to have triple A plus or something 1like that.
And I'm not sure and I think the members of the Senate ought
to know what kinds of banks are going to be eligible for
thise.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Welly wheneesewhen I was in committeey Senator Schuneman
asked me to put an amendment on here sayingeesewho this A
ratedesewho thiseseewho gives this A ratinge And is it by
some small servicey by anybody? And I saidy welly I would be
happy to amend it to put Standard and Poors ande..esMoody on it
if that's what you*d like; and he saidy that sounds fine with
mee Then when I put the amendment ons Senator Schuneman came
over to me and he asked me for an example of an A ratedy and
I saides First National Bank of Chicago I know is A rated. I
dontt know of anybody who wouldesewho could give yous [eeesl®m

sure it*se.eswe could get ite But I certainly wouldn®t know
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off the top of my head everyeesevery bank in the State
ofeseof Illinois that Standard and Poors or Moody gives an A
ratinge Perhaps if [I*d been asked that several weeks ago
when you and I spokey I would have been able to get that
liste Now I'm asked it at this momenty I gave you an example
of one that®s an A ratinge 1 don*t know every bank that®s an
A rating but Je.esI gave you thesesethe most prominent rating
institution so that it wouldn't be some fly-by—-night insti—
tution 1issuing some fly-by—-night letter of credit or rating
for an institution.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Welles okays Senatory Ie..e.apparentlys you and I had a mis—
understanding because Iesel thought that I had raised my
question correctly but perhaps I didn*te But I think that
this isessis a source of concern not only to me but other
members of the Senates and TeeeI would ask you thise 1I°11l
support the billy would you get me a list of those banks in
Illinois that have such a credit rating? Thank yous very
muche
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? If noty the question isys shall
Senate Bill 669 passe Those in favor will vote Aye.
Opposed vote Naye The voting is opens All voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde On that questions there are 55 Ayess 1 Nays nonz
voting Presente Senate Bill 669 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passedes 68ly top of page
15¢ 1is on the recall listy I'm tolde 683y Senator Topinka.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readinge top of page 15, is
Senate Bill 683. Read the billy Mre. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MRe. HARRY)

Senate Bill 683.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Topinkae.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates this would require Illinois students between the ages
of eighteen and twenty-six attending Illinois institutions of
higher education who have not filed a statement of selective
service status to pay the equivalent of nonresident tuitione.
Andy as we all knows you knowsy signing up for selective
service at age eighteen is the lawe This is a continual
problem and anything we can doy I think to encourage ity
that*s the substance of the bill.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Welly TeeelI'm just intrigued by this onee It says that
this bill will require females as well as males to file a se—
lective service statement with the college or university upon
admission. Women currently are not required to become
involved with the selective service and this bill requires
them now to become involved with selective services? Is that
correct? 1 don't know the answer to thate.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinkae.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

It*s my understanding that it just requires any student
between the age of twenty-six who has not filed a statement
of selective serviceesssstatus with such institutions shall
regardless of..e.welly it goes ony but it*s any student and,
obviouslys since women aree.esare not covered by selective
service and not by law required to do soy there would be no

need for them toeeethisseathis would not apply to thems But
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wey you knows witheeewe want to keep the equality in the
bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Teseleeel only have a honorary law degree with Senator
Vadalabenee It just seems to me that ifeeeifeeeall students
must register but we can ignore that because thesceselective
service doesn't apply to womeny I find that somewhat confus—
inge That wasn't covered in my honorary docturate that I got
from Lewis and Clark. Senator vVadalabeney waseeewas that in
your's?

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Halle.
SENATOR HALL:

Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates she will vield.
SENATOR HALL:

I simply want to understand the questions...l means your
answer. Are women required toeeeto submit this or are they
not?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy in the State of Ohio where there is a similar lawy
it does not create aseeproblems it does not applye. By Ffed—
eral laws women do not participate or sign up in any way in
selective service.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:
Welly I'm reading here the billy aseseeas Senator Demuzio

saide will require females as well as males to
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fileeceeselective service state. Why would that be in the
bill if it*s not required?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Topinkae.
SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yesy you may be reading your analysise Let me read vyou
what the bill sayse. The actual bill sayss after it gets
through with its preambley "which enrolls 1in any course,
class or programs any student between the ages of eighteen
and twenty—six who has not filed a statement of selective
service status."™ Since Federal law has determined that women
are not in selective service or covered by thems theyesoit
does not apply to theme.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Demuzio for a second time.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Welles why don®t we just says it only applies toe.esto men
rather than to womeny I means I don*t wunderstand. Ineesain
you billeesein the law it will say that all studentse..all
studentse.seany student between the ages of eighteen and
twenty—sixe Rathereesewhy don®*t you just make iteeemale stu—
dents ande.e.e.and forget about the female students. Why are we
complicating the process? Teeesit just doesn®t make any
sense to me.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Topinkae
SENATOR TOPINKA:

I would agree andsy you knowy your law degree serves you
well and ifeeeif that will make thiseeethis much better, I
will make sure that in the House that we put the word "male®
in and that will clarify your probleme.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Fur ther discussion? Senator

Topinkas you wish to close?
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SENATOR TOPINKA:

You knowsees judging by what we®ve said to Senator
Demuzioy if that is a problem for anyoney as I saidy at this
pointy the bills even as it is writtens and it copies almost
exactly the Ohio billeesthe Ohio law which is in effecty, has
no problem because it does not apply to womeny we will be
happy to put that amendment on in the House; howevers I would
ask for your favorable vote because I think iteseeit does the
job right nowe
PRESIDENT:

The question 1isy shall Senate Bill 683 passe. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there
are 44 Ayess 10 Naysy 1 voting Presente. Senate Bill 683 hav—
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passeds O0On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingsy Senate
Bill 687 Read the bill, Mre. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)
Senate Bill 687.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESTDENT:
Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank yousy Mre. President and members of the Illinois
Senates Senate B8ill 687 creates the Illinois Institute for
Entrepreneurship Education which will be housed at Northern
Il1linois University. There®s been a long continuing discus—
sion on this topic and the purpose of that institute is to
develop entrepreneurship educations turn around and improve
instructional materials and prepare personnel to teach
entrepreneurship educatione Most of us know that the largest

number of jobs created in the State of Illinois are created
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by small companiese As amendedy the bill has a board of
thirteen memberss we did add a minority member at the request
of some people. The institute shall be funded by the State
of 1Illinois for two hundred and fifty thousand dollars the
first year but shall be self—-funding thereaftere. It*s a
bipartisan efforte I know of no oppositione

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Posharde
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank youe Mre President. Will the sponsor yield to
some questions?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yielde Senator Posharda.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Senator DeAngelisy I expressed opposition to this bill in
committee and I*d like to ask you a couple of questionss if I
maye What will the five—year cost of the program from the
state's perspective be?

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Welle the bill as currently written only provides for the
State to fund the first vyeare. It states that the
nextessafter the first yeare.sethere was a requirement for
matching funds rising progressively from one—fifth to two—
fifthsey three—fifthsy four—fifthsy five-fifthse.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

So the state®s obligation the first year out will be two
hundred and fifty thousand and then four—fifths share the
next year and three—fifths the next and so ons and the
offsetting shares will be made up by the business community

whom you would expect to give private donations for thise.
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May I ask you a question then in regard to that? Since the
original bill thessethe NFIBy the Illinois State Chamber of
Commercey the Friends of Small Business and independent busi-
nessesy the groups that...you originally incorporated into
the board or on to the board ofe...0f this billy they*ve been
eliminatedy why? Wouldn®'t those be the groups that you'd
expect to fund this with the private share eventuallys why
have we eliminated them from the board?
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Welle we made a bad tradesy we traded them off for members
of the General Assembly but no cash involved.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Posharde.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Welly I don*t know that members of the General Assembly
will <create a lot of private donations for this buts never—
thelessy I'1]1 accept youreesjustesejust let me express my
concerns to theseeto the membership about thise. One of the
concerns that I have is that increasingly today we hear
teachers as well as administrators talk about the lack of
time that students have in the classroom to study the basicsy
the essentials of educationy readings writings arithmetice
historys those kinds of things. Now we're creating another
programe it®s going to be voluntarys the schools don*'t have
to implement it unless they want toy but for five years we're
going to be financing a group of people who are going to
develop a curriculum for teaching entrepreneural education
whose purpose will be to eventually implement this in the
schools at some point or another. I just have a real concern
that we may already have too many varied things that we're
trying to teach kids and we're loading one more thing on here

for us to have to deal withes I don't personally know how you
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would teach entrepreneural education to a first grader or a
second grader or a third gradere If it were limited to high
schooly I might be able to understand thate but why are we
developing another program even at the elementary 1level to
put upon the backs of teachers? 1 just don*t understand it
and I stand in opposition to ite.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Halle.
SENATOR HALL:

Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yieldy Senator Halle.
SENATOR HALL:

Senatorsy I have to apologizey I came back to my desk and
I heard YoUe.eeNOW YOUse=I heard you say you're going to have
to put a minority on what? What were you talking about? And
if you're talking about minoritiess I meany what constitutes
a minority in your mind?

PRESTDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Noe Jeeel put an amendment one I changed the composition
of the board at the request of Senator Smith and some other
peoplee. Now what constitutes a minorityy welly, I think an
Italian—Republican Senator is probably the smallest minority
in Springfields
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Severnse.

SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank youy Mre President and members of this Chambere. I
rise in support of this bille As one who recognizes that
eight out of ten current new jobs are with the small business
sectors I think it®s an important bille The Small Business

Council of the State and of the nation recommended this kind
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of effort throughout the United Statess. The bulk of the
responsibility is with the universitieses While we tire of
looking to Japan as an examples in that country they®ve used
this very successfullye In shorty I think it would help this
state meet the new challenges and [ would wurge support for
this bille.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Degnane
SENATOR DEGNAN:

On a point of personal privileges
PRESIDENT:

State your pointy sire.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

I'd 1like the Senate to welcome the students from the
Seward School in Chicago sitting on the Democratic side of
the gallerye.

PRESIDENT:

Will our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog—
nizeds MHelcome to Springfielde Further discussion? Senator
Geo—Karise
SENATOR GEO—KARIS:

Mr. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senatey
briefly, what's wrong with teaching some business sense and
common sense to young people? I think it®s a good bill, it°’s
about time that we teach them that they got to earn their way
and not just expect to get it. So I'm all in favor of this
bille.

PRESTDENT:

Any further discussion? If noty the question isy shall
Senate Bill 687 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed
vote Naye The voting is opens Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
recorde 0On that questiony there are 50 Ayesy & Naysy none

voting Present. Senate 3ill 687 having received the required
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constitutional majority is declared passed. 688y Senator
Posharde On the Order of Senate Bills 3nd Readings Senate
Bill 688. Read the billy MadamesoMadam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 688.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Posharde
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thank vyous Mre. Presidenty, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senates This is the shell bill that we had developedy
franklys for the sunseting provisions for the HWorkmen's
Compensation Act. That*s what it is and that*s all it's
intended to bes And I would appreciate your supportes
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank youy Mre Presidente. As I recallessswells let me
aske will the.s.e.will the sponsor yield to a question?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he will yieldy certainly, Senator
Hudsone
SENATOR HUDSON:

Senator Poshardy it's my recollection that...we had a
little agreement in committee on this bill and that was that
it would be used only as adeeeas a shell bill andeeeit would
be used as to containe.seto carry the contents of an agreed
bill if such an agreement occurrede Nows I°m not aware of
anyeesany agreement as yet before you move this thinge.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Posharde.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank yous Senator Hudsone. The agreed bill process 1is
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going along ase.sesas you and I knowy the next meeting is June
3rde Unfortunatelye an agreement could not have been consum—
mated by the time we had to cross bills here between the
House and the Senates and that*s the reason we®re having to
go ahead and pass the bills over.« The House shell bills are
already over herey and we're trying to move the Senate bills
over there.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hudsone
SENATOR HUDSON:

Welle I thinks Mr. Sponsore my onlyeeesl appreciate vyour
candid answery Glenn. But to the billy nows Ieeel think that
my posture has to be one of voting Present on your measuree.
I hesitate toe..to vote Yes, put a green light on it until we
have some idea of what the agreement, if ity in facty becomes
reality iss So that would bes.e.sthat is what I intend to do
is to vote Present and wouldee.o.would encourage perhaps mem—
bers on this side of the aisle to do likewise.

PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 688 passe Those in favor
will vote Ayee. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questions there are 32
Ayesy 1 Nayy 24 voting Presente Senate B8ill 688 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede Senator Bermane On the Order of Senate B8ills 3rd
Readingy Senate Bill 696. Read the billeeseMadam Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 696.

{Secretary reads title of billl}
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Bermane

SENATOR BERMAN:
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Thank youy Mre. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 696 provides that after July 1, 1987,
teachers employed by special education joint agreement dis-
tricts will have tenure and accumulatesssseniority only in
that joint agreement districte 1'd be glad to respond to any
questions and solicit your Aye votee.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate
Bill 696 passe Those in favor will vote Ayee. Opposed vote
Nays The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde.
On that questiony there are 57 Ayessy no Nayss none voting
Present. Senate Bill 696 having received the required con—
stitutional majority 1is declared passecde. 97 is on the
recally I'm toldy Senator Bermane 698y Senator Carroll. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readings the middle of page 15y
is Senate Bill 698. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 698.

(Secretary reads title of bill}
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Carrolle.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank yous Mre. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee Senate Bill 698 and followed by 699 are two differ—
ent approaches to the same problem and same topice Probably
the commentary should be the one commentary on bothe I had
distributed today a commentary that came out of the Chicago
Sun Times discussing in broad detail the problem of education
in the City of Chicago and the need for a more localizad
systemy a smaller systemy a system in which parentss com—
munity people can be involved in providing a quality edu—

catione I believe we all have recognized that a system of
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four hundred thirty-five thousand students does not truly
give equal educational opportunities to those students and
especially as you compare it to all of the other schools in
Illinois and throughout the natione. What 698 attempts to do
for those not yet willing to take the full step forward and
sayy in effecty it is time to recognize that the product of
education is a testable product and they have failed that
testy that the people of Chicago have been moving to alterna-—
tive systemssy be they privates parochial or whatever because
of the failure of the system to educate the students of
Chicago. That failure is an indictment of us all; that fail-
ure is something we can no longer afforde. If we are going to
be in the world markety if we are going to be in a state
markety in a city markety iIf we are going to have an oppor—
tunity to educate <childreny to avoid the drop—out rates to
provide for the future of this states it will only be if we
start at home. The current system does not encourage ands in
facte discourages that type of in—home participations. This
Chamber and our colleagues across the Rotunda decided 1last
year that there should be a committee to review education
reform and to discuss decentralization in the Chicago school
systeme It was made up of a member of the Governor®s staff,
it was made up of the president of National Teachers Collegey
it was made up of Senator Fawell and myself, a House Repub-—
lican and a House Democrats and as a result of those hear—
ingses we again determined that the students, the people of
Chicago would be better served by smaller community based
school systems; smallery twenty—one thousands twenty—two
thousand studentsy second largest in the State of Illinoise.
Each of those twenty would still be the second or third larg—
est in the State of Illinois and that®s still larges maybe
even too large. But in Chicago right now in the elementary_
system there are twenty districtsy each with a district

superintendenty each with an engineering superintendents. So



Page 159 — May 20y 1987

the idea wasy why create another level of bureaucracy? You
got twenty nows let®s try that. HWe don®t have to create new
officesy we don't have to build new bureaucracies; what we
have is twenty nows use what you gots it's economicaly it's
efficienty it's soundy and for once let's educate childreny
let®s make that the true prime concern of the system. What
Senate Bill 698 would do is to those not yet willing to take
the full steps it would say let®s try twoeeotwo
semiautonomous systems for a period of time to prove that it
workse When we get to the next bills 699y that would take it
the full blush way and I*1l1 discuss that when we get to ite.
I would like to see both bills continue through the Chamberse.
Last year we passed the equivalent of 699 out of the Senate
by a very overwhelming vote only to find in the House there
was less than unanimous supporte Maybe now they will see the
wisdom of their mistakee.eeof their waysy they will see the
mistake they made; maybe they won*t. 698 will give them the
opportunity to at least test ite I would like to see both
approaches arrive at the House and passe I think if we are
going to spend tax dollars wiselyy you got to begin at home.
698 1Is a test to do that ands againy I®*11 go through the
other detail later. 1 would ask for a favorable roll call
and answer any questionse
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Sepator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank vyouy very muchs Mre. President. Indeedy I was a
member of this committee and we did travel around Chicago and
listen to the testimony of the various groups andee.e.and
people and parentse. What I have discovered in the past when
I went down to Chicago was the frustration of the parentse
For instancey 1T went to Pilsen and the parents there informed
me that they are so frustrated by the bureaucracy that they

try and mire through every time they..<.they perceive a prob—
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lem that they finally just give up in desperation and will no
longer accept the system and quite frequently will allow
their children to drop oute Right now we spend thirty—three
percent of the...of the state money for twenty—six percent of
the <children and we arey franklys not getting a very good
return as far as the education of these children are con—
cernedes Chicago has got a big probleme We in the other
parts of the state are allowed to have smaller districts and
allowed as parents and as teachers to have an input into the
systemes Chicago would like to try and do the same thinge
Franklyy I don't see how it can get any worsey and I would
suggest to my colleagues on this side of the aisley we ought
to give them a chance. Sure as heck the other system with
the big bureaucracy doesn't work and maybe this mighte 1
would suggest an Aye vote on both bills.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsory pleasee.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he®ll yields Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senatory oOneeeslooking at the two boards you're talking
about creating...two separate boardss so we would have the
Chicago Board of Education and then we would have two
subboardse.s«I means two other separate boardse. Nows for what
period of time is there on thiss how long?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Senatory this wouldy in facty create in two
ofesesubdistricts that currently exist in Chicago separate
school boardse. They wouldeeesit would continue until the

Legislature changed it.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Okaye Nowsy will theseesesswill this board have the power
to levy tax? I see that you say that they can fix salaries:
make promotionsy negotiate contractss adopt budgetsy estab-
lishesecurriculums and so forthy then will they have the
power to levy the taxes to do that?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Coursey as you knows the school board in Chicago does not
have that power nowy these subboards would not either. Those
are levied by the city councile.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Where would they get the money from to run their dis—
tricts?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.
SENATOR CARROLL:

From thesesosunder 698y from the school board of the
schooleeseof the Chicago School Boarde. In other wordsy what
would happen is the#e two districts would then get from the
major board their budget to operate their districts the same
amounts of money they are currently getting under the other
system except for administration which they would now get
directly. So the Chicago School Board would give to these
test districts an allocation which they would then budget.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collinse.

SENATOR COLLINS:

But where will the additional money come from for
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theeeofor the administration costs? Where would that come
fromy for the two boards now? We®re talking about two sep—
arate boards which is not now in the allocationy wherz would
that additional money come from? Ande.e.sand once we pass this
legislatione will the state then give them the extra money or
will the extra money come out of the Chicago portion of money
that will be coming from the state? Or would they be
levering additional taxes to make up for the administrative
costs and then how much are you talking about for the two
boards?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Neither of the aboves Senator Collinse You have seven
members wunsalaried who would function as the current super—
intendent does now. They wouldy in facty choose the super—
intendent and the principalss they would not have the power
to assess additional taxessy they would not be eligible for
additional funds from the states. They would receive their
allocation for their subdistricty one-twentieth of what's
going into the school systemy to operate that districte.
There would bey in effecty a lesser cost overally not a
greater coste You have already thee.e.ebuilt in the offices of
each of these districtse they existy there 1is no added
expensee. That's why we used the currently operating subdis—
tricts as the basis upon which to do a teste.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jonese I beg your pardony
Senator Colltins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator Carrolly I understand what you're trying to do
andessand heaven knows that we have problems across the state
and there is need for improvement ine.e.ein all of the school

districts probably across the state. But you really haven't
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answered my question satisfactory in terms of where the addi—
tional money is coming from foreeebuteeebut to say
thats.««you®ve got two additional boards that...that who is
responsiblescsswho are responsible for the administrative
functions of those two districts now that will be operating
basically independent of the Chicago Board of Education and
to say that there would be no need Ffor additional moniesy
that*s impossible. And I know that you®resseyou knows Mre
Chief Appropriation person here with all the money expertise,
buteesbut you can®*t tell me that we're not talking about
additional monies. Now I know what you're saying that with
the allocation that it's going to <come prorated from the
boardessl guess the downtown board operationy dis—
trictessoverall board operations a portion would go out
theree It costs money to administer those boardse and you
can't say it can'ty Senator Fawell.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Assuming that was a questions I understand the problem.
The problem Senator Collins is having is you®re referring to
Pershing Roads You're referring to the thousands of people
who sit there and gobble wup such a large portion of the
monies that are supposed to go to educate kidse This doesn't
do that and I understand your problems You see that huge
monstrosity on Pershing as what it takes to run a systeme Go
look around the statey it does not take that to truly run a
systems What this would take is one—twentieth of the money
which would then allow each of these districts to operate on
a test basis to prove or disprove that if you get the educa-
tional opportunity down to a level where you can have mean—
ingful parental involvements, meaningful curriculum control,
meaningful educational opportunitiesy you will get a meaning—

ful product out of ite And I believey firmlys once this is
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doney it will be a cheaper and better product because vyou
won't have those thousands of people who do not educate kids
but sit there and figure out ways to keep their jobs going.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffere.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Senator Collinssy perhaps in answer to some of your com—
ments of a moment agos we sat over hereseeesleast I havey for
a number of years and every year there®s another crisis and
more money for the Chicago school systemy business as wusuale.
Rightly or wronglyy I've come to conclude that the
Chicagoeseschool system is a black hole for Illinois tax-
payers*® fundse And I keep hearing the little whispered
rumors around here that they need a hundred or a hundred and
fifty million new dollars or they won®'t open the doors next
fall and we®ll have a big crisis. And I®*ve been through
those crisises before so I have to take those rumors somewhat
seriously.s Let me suggest to yous at the risk of shedding my
normal suburban parochialisme some of us are interested in
some new approaches in that swampe You're going to come to
us shortly andee..and shake us down for another hundred or a
hundred and fifty million dollars or we're going to have a
crisise Show us some new ideass show us something that will
worke the current system is a disgracees We're interested 1in
some new idease Senator Carrolly I don't know if your idea
is perfecty it*s a new ideay I'm glad somebody in Chicago is
willing to try ite
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jonese.

END OF REEL
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REEL %

SENATOR JONES:

Thank yous Mre. Presidentes Would the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yields Senator Jonesy and T hope
briefly.

SENATOR JONES:

Brieflye
PRESIDENT:

Nos ONessON the sponsor?'s sides He tends
toeeeeditorialize.

SENATOR JONES:

Ohy Senatore.e.
PRESIDENT:

Yeses and Noes will be fine. Thank youe. Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Senator Carrolly you indicated that the two subdistricts
wouldesewould receive one—twentieth each of the current
school budgete
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.

SENATOR CARROLL:

If T talkyeeoMre Presidenty it*1ll take longer than that,
so I*'11 shake my head. Yes, approximately, as allocated by
the boarde.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Jonese
SENATOR JONES:

Welleeewelly you know as you deal with the ADA and the
WADAy somes.sessome districts currently receive more funding
than other districtse Some districts has more students in

the district than...other districtsy so their allocation
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would be way out of line in most instancesy am I correct?
PRESTIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Nos and that®s why I said as allocated by the board. If
you look at page 69 it goes througheeethe board retains those
Jurisdictionsy the <citywide boardy so that there won't be
that disparage and you won®t lose the titlee..s.the Federal
title fundses the city board will still do ite If these dis—
tricts do not warrant that moneyy it won't flow to theme.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jonese.

SENATOR JONES:

Who would determine the two subdistricts and where they
would be? Whoesewho will make that determination?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Right nowy it*s the two members in the Legislature who
came up with the ideay Representative Huff and myselfy we've
identified them in the bill. You want it for your districty
we can make it three and add youe.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Jonese.
SENATOR JONES:

Wells my analysis didn't indicate it as suchjyeeea matter
of facty I wish it hadeeescould be amended to include my dis—
tricts I rise up in support of 698 and 1I°'l1 tell vyou the
reason whye As one who has dealt with the education in
Chicago public schools for the past ten yearssy we wWOrkeesswe
work diligentlyy, I do not consider it a black hole as such
but when you®re dealing with such a large bureaucracy atesesat
the central officey it®s very difficult to even get the mean—

ingful programs down to the children from whom the programs
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are intended for. The trickle down effect of education
reform down to theeoseto the child in the <classroom in many
instances have not even reached there. As one who has
worked and worked hard not only in the General Assembly but
back in my district with the schoolsy it is a most difficult
task not only for a legislator but I imagine the problems
that the parents have. If we pass this legislations if this
can work for two districtse thens perhapss we can move on and
tosesand expand it even further, but when you continue to
butt vyour head against a bureaucracy that seems to me at
times doesn't really concern itself with the education of
childreny then it®s a problem and I have become verys very
discouraged over the past year and a half. Sos I'm going to
vote for this pilot—type program more or less and maybe those
persons ine.e.e.in the central office downtown will wake up and
see that their job is to educate childreny that®s what they
are there fores S0y Tesel would give you a Yes vote on this
bille Senator Carroll, and hope that this bill will bring
some sense into that bureaucracy and let them realize that
they are there for the children and not for their own per—
sonal beinge Sos I encourage a Yes vote on 698.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank yous Mre Presidents A question of the sponsore.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will yields Senatorese
SENATOR NETSCH:

Senator Carrolle I Jjust wanted to be clear about one
thinge Theeseeothe bill specifically provides that the board
shall designate Subdistrict Noe 2 and Subdistrict Noe. 7 as
the two districtss Would you describe not in excruciating
detail but at least identify those two areas?

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

I thought I did in Senator Emil Jones® questiones mine and
Representative Huff'sy, the two who had originally come up
with the ideas Ifeseif sevenseepartially in your®s as well,
it 1is that portion that surrounds Representative Huff's dis-—
tricte I don*'t have border detail for ite It*s the existing
numbers of the Chicago school system.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Iteseall righty if it is the existing numbersy then I
think it does include a very substantial part ofese0f my
legislative districty and while I will not support your next
billy, I think this one may be worth trying. Something really
does need to be done and this might be ite. Thank you.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator del Vallee. Senator Smithe.
Senator Smiths. Senator del Valle.

SENATOR del VALLE:

Mre Presidenty I also rise in éupport of the bille. I
come from a district where the drop—out problem is one that
has not changedy it's gotten worsee. We have to try something
newe I don't know that this is definitely the answery but I
think that the people in my district have reached the
pointesesas was indicated by Senator Fawelly a point of total
frustratione. We have a school system that is not functioning
properlyy and as was indicated here earliery we are being
asked to pour more and more dollars into that systems 1I'm
not sures againes that this is the answery but I agree that
we've got to try something newy so I'm in support of the
bille
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Brookinse
SENATOR BROOKINS:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. I rise in opposition to this
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bille I worked long and hard as a House member last year to
bring reform to educatione We worked out reform edu—
catione.s.measures. We gave control to a differentesesecouncils
in the private schools and are nowWeesesthey’re beginning to
worke Now that things are beginning to work and now that
leadership changesy there always seems to be some that want to
change the rules in the middle of the game. I have long and
my folks have 1long been inseparate but equal. This is the
same concepte Let's divide it wupe. Let*s divide up this
situation and make smaller wunitse. We know that now
todayeessin today®s worldy things are merging and becoming
larger is because it's more economic to operate 1in
largeresessentities. Soy therefores I stand in opposition for
this bill and I hope that we do not destroy a system when it
is beginning to worke
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank yous Mre President. I rise in opposition to
thiseesosto this bill and I would like to get the attention of
those on the other side. Illinois is not unique. Urban edu-
cation all over this country 1is in trouble, very serious
trouble. Some of the remedies that we've talked about for
this situation have been from thinking people absolutely
ludicrous. Give you an example. We talked about the fact
that those vyoungsters who graduated from wurban insti-
tutionse.escan 1 get your attentions please?

PRESIDENT:

I*m going to ask the staff one more time to take the
conferences off the Floor.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

We talked about the fact that our youngsters are unable
at this stage to meet the entrance requirements in most

institutions and our response was to start talking about
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excellence in education rather than addressing the problem
and what we did then was raise the standards so that if vyou
can't jump two feety, now see if you can jump foure. We have
not really looked at urban education through realistic eyese
We still treat urban education as if Norman Rockwell was
still alive and welly and we had well-dressed children from
intact families and supportive communities going into a
classroom eager to learn. We haven®t had that in two gener—
ations anywherey suburbs or anyplace else. If we're talking
about this as a solution to the problemy we're talking
through our earse. The problems of Chicago have been fifty
years aborningy fifty yearsy and all at once people discover
it? Of course there's a probleme There has been and there
will be until this Body acts responsibly. If we try to place
these failures at the door of this present administration
which Is trying to turn around a ship that's been a building
for over fifty yearsy that®s completely unfaire. From what I
gathery there has been no real contact with the administra-—
tion of the City of Chicago on this bille I®*m not sure that
the city is absolutely opposed to what's going one. I know
they*re opposed to this approach at this time. I would sug—
gest to you that this idea may not be a bad ideay but it |is
untimely and it*s on the basis of timeliness that I rise
against this bille Give the administration and the City of
Chicago time to sort out its own problems« Those of you who
believe in home rule would not for one moment want to impose
on other entitiesee.epolitical entities the will of those out-—
side who have little responsibility for the day—to—day oper—
ations of the organizations. I would suggest to you that
this bill ought to go down in flamese 1If the purpose is to
send a messagesy [ suggest that that message has been sent. 1
suggest that the administration is nots...is not hostile to
the notion of educating 1its children. I suggest to you

instead this administration is dedicated to educating its
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childreny dedicated to the economic development that would
take place as a consequence. We're concerned about taking
tax consumers and making taxpayers of theme. That®s the
issue; Soy this is not to be taken lightlye. What we produce
in our educational institutions is going to decide the course
of what happens In this countrye. We're talking economic
developmente Let me give you two statisticse The statistics
the demographics say that the next population for either
higher education and/or the labor market is going to come
from wurban institutions and is going to be unpreparede On
the other end of the spectrumy we've got an elderly popu—
lation that®*s growing by leaps and bounds. Two or three
years down the roady grandma is going to go down to the
mailbox and the <check is not going to be there because the
people who are going to produce the checks are not going to
be in the markety that®s what we're looking ate And if we all
Just roved right now in this room and looked at the labels in
our clothesy we®'d see Taiwansy we®d see Koreay we®d see
Polande It means some people in this country aren®t doing
what ought to be doney aren®t producings aren®t paying taxesy
that's the issue. Soy we've oversimplified it and saidy
we're going to solve everything by breaking Chicago down into
districts without the inpute There may be nothing wrong with
this ideay but the city ought to have the opportunity...ought
to have the opportunity to do it at a pace that*s reasonable,
it ought to be forewarned and ought to be given the chance to
do it responsibly and respectivelyy that®'s all. Given those
dynamicsey I hope that those who areesewhOeecewelly have some
predisposition to punish the City of Chicago will look at
this sensibly and think about what it*'s going to cost the
Illinois taxpayer in the long-rune If you do thatee.if you
do thaty I would suggest that we®ll kill this billy having
sent the message to Chicagoy give Chicago the opportunity to

clean up its own housey it is committed to thate I would ask
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a No vote on this bille.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Philipe
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank youy Mre. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I*ve been sitting here listening to this discussion
andy quite franklysy wasn't going to speak until I heard Sena—
tor Newhouse saying that all the school districts
ineeethroughout the United States have a problemes Absolutely
untrue. The problems basically are in the innercities. Why?
Because of crimey drugs and no discipline. And you know what
your answer is? Give them more moneys. That's your solution,
give them more moneye. It hasn®t workedy it isn®t going to
worke And I*11 give you an exampley aboutee.in round figuresy
twenty—seven hundred dollars per student per year state aide
You know what we get in suburban area? About two to three
hundred dollars per student per yeare. And you know what?
The student who graduates from public high schools in the
City of Chicagosy fifty—-seven percent of them are below the
national average in readingy writing and arithmetice. And what
40 you say? Give them more money. What does the formula
say? Give them more moneye It doesn®t worke It isn®t going
to worke I don®t know if this is the solutions but I®11 tell
you one thingsy it works in suburban Cooks works in downstate,
it works well. Why not try it? Give it a chance in the City
of Chicagoe And you know what? [f anybody ought to support
its it ought to be our blacks friends on the other sidey
*cause the only answer to your problem is educatione Edu—
catione. Soy when the kid graduates from high school with a
diploma and comes out and fills out a job application he can
spell the City of Chicago or spell the street that he lives
ony *cause I'11 tell vyou one thinge if he can't become
employedy you know what?s going to happen? He'1ll be in

crime. He®1ll be in jaileesbe on the welfare rollsy that®s
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where he®ll be.
PRESIDENT:

All righty further discussion? Senator Schaffer for the
second timee
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mre Presidenty on a point of personal privilegey to make
something very cleare. I said earliereeewhen 1 wused the
reference "black hole” I was referring to a interstellar phe-~
nomena and nothing elsee.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Carroll may close.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank vyous Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senates I willy Mre Presidenty attempt to be brief. I think
most of the debate also went to the next bill on the last of
those speakers to incorporate by reference their remarks. As
I said at the beginning and will say in closinge this is but
a small stepe a small step to attempt to educate this gener—
ation to be productive parts of the next generationy and 1T
would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 698 passe. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there are 48
Ayese T Naysy 1 voting Presente. Senate Bill 698 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede On the Order of Senate 8ills 3rd Readings the middle
of page 154 is Senate Bill 699. Read the billy Madam Secre—
tarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 699.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bille.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank yousy Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Iy toos will try and incorporate mainly my remarks
of the 1last bill by reference into this bill. Let me just
answer one comment that one of the speakers made..ebecause it
truly relates to this and not the last one. The last one was
introduced couple of months ago and may have taken people by
surprisees It only had sixtys seventy days of life and full
hearing in committee and a unanimous votees This one comes
with a couple of years of life so that everyone was aware of
it when it was 1introduced originallye. This one was the
subject of citywide hearingss Kennedy—King on the west side,
on the north sidey in the central cityy the State of Illinois
Centery several hearingss hundreds of peoples all of whom
came to the hearings with the same crys school counsels from
all over Chicago. Senator Fawell joined me at each and every
one of those hearings to hear the people of Chicago speak and
to sayessfor exampley when they took the only approach last
yeary this onesy and changed it over in the House to school
counsels to review budgets. What was the cry? Sos we
reviewed them and rejected them only to have the board say to
use toughy you got it back again because what the law said as
the House wrote ity if you reject ity they merely have to
resubmit something and youy the peopley have nothing to saye
What frustration to those who thought they might be involved
in educating their children to walk in and see a schaool not
workingy take that effort of reviewing the budgets recommend
somethinges rejecting what the Board of Ede had sent them,
only to be toldes toughs no changess you have no says all vyou
can do is reject oncey if we send it backy as they did in
each and every casey it®s all overy take it or leave it and

you can't even leave ity vyou got it just that waye What
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arrogance to people trying to educate kidse. The parents being
involvedsoowe all know the problems if you don®'t bhave edu—
cation stemming from the home ups you won®t have a product
stemming from the school downe That®'s what it takese. These
hearings were all over Chicago and the frustration level was
amazing and true. This sayss take that existing substructure
at that tax basey spend the money locally on a 1local school
producty have a school districtesesecond largest in Illinois
butesea much more workable size than nowy give the people an
opportunity to help a systeme More importantlyes as the Sun
Times said todays why are we losing business in 1Illinois?
Because of the educational misproduct coming out of the
Chicago public schoolsy because employers do not trust the
educational abilities of the kids in this systeme What have
we created in Chicago? Separate and unequal schoolse. Why do
parents choose private and parochial schools? Because of the
quality of what they're not getting in a public systeme 1In a
district like miney a private school emerged a couple of
years ago at an academy that had closed a couple of decades
ago because of a lack of needy out of students out of the
public system who saidy enoughy I*1ll spend a couple thousand
more to educate my child in a proper waye. What an indictment
to a system when out of each of our schools in a district
like mine that has some of the best that the city has to
offers each year we lose a significant percentage to either
outside of Chicago school districts or parochial or private
ones inside Chicago. That®s an indictment of wey the peopley
that we can correcte 1I°'d ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Fawelle.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank yous very muche I'm not going to try to expound
too much on what my colleague saidy but T do want to tell my

side it is truesy everything that he has said. I was there at



Page 176 — May 20y 1987

the hearingse I heard the counsel say it was a farcee. it
was a joke. We looked at the budgetse We rejected the bud-
getse We sent them backe We said we don*t want to spend
the money that way and one of the budgets even hady believe
it or noty cleaning bills for a school that didn"t...for
drapes for a school that didn't have any drapes. They
rejected it and they were toldy that's too bade here's the
budgety here's what you®re getting and you're not going to
get a cent more nor are you going to spend it any other waye
That*s not 1local controle. That's what we have in our dis-—
tricts. That*s one of the main reasons our schools are goode.
We ought to make sure that the Chicago school district at
least had the same type of school that we do. For those on
the other side of the aisley if you want good schoolse you
have to have the inputy vote Yes. Send both of these bills
over to the House. You know what®s going to happen over in
the Houses they®ll reject at least one of them; if they get
twoy it*s going to make it tougher toesereject both of them.
I suggest we send both of them over to the House and try and
get both these bills passed.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank yous Mre. President. Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yielde.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank vyoue Senator Carrolly could vyou give me the
reasonings or the rhymes or your thinkings with regards to
the exemption of persons who will be seeking these office
being exempt on the campaign disclosure laws when we®re bound
by them? What is the distinctions please?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.



Page 177 - May 20, 1987

SENATOR CARROLL:

Truly nones Senator Alexandery except we limited the
amount they*'d spend to such a minimal amounts two thousand
dollarsy that we felt it wasn®t necessary since that's the
max they can spend for them to go through any type of disclo—
sure like we have to. 1If you want it back iny we can do that
in the Housee.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Am I understanding you correctly that anveessif I would be
seeking this officey I would be limited to two thousand
dollars during my campaign? Would T be permitted to build up
a campaign fund in excess of two thousand dollars?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

I guess you would if you limited it to this purpose.
Nowy agains if you try to use that fund for some other pur-—
posey you'd fall wunder the Election Code and have to file.
It would have to be a fund limited for this purpose for this
office.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Doesesedoes your bill at this particular timesseand 1
know you were not prepared for this questionss..offer that
kind of protection in it stating that if I choose to runy
build up a campaign fund of two thousand dollars and have in
excess maybe a ten thousand dollar pot that I would then have
to go fo the disclosure as I do now as a Senator here in this
Body?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.
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SENATOR CARROLL:

{Machine cutofflesenot sure 1 understood the ques—
tioneeemyeseemy suggested answer would bey Senatory if vyou
were to use that fund for any other purpose than for running
for this particular positiony you would have to then follow
the disclosure lawese
PRESIDENT:

Senatoreee
SENATOR CARROLL:

eesbut Jeeeyou can build up the kittyy if that*s your
answer and if that's a defect that would change your opiniony
we®d be happy to correct it in the House.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

I think he answered it when he said that he would be ame-—
nable to a correction on this portion in the House because 1
foresee that these kitties are going to be used to come back
and run against you and 1 and the rest of us in the City of
Chicago. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Brookinse.
SENATOR BROOKINS:

Thank yous Mre Presidente I know that I am an elected
official and I know that there's other elected officials
across the State of Illinoisy and for the most party, I know
that they do fine jobs and they®re very conscientious about
their jobsey but I think of some of the elected officials that
I've seen in the pasts not only in the City of Chicago but
across the state and T know that we do not always elect the
best person for the job. I think that a lot of times that
these positions will be taken by special interest groups who
areessesbeen able to raise funds for the electionssy they will

be taken by people that interest are not in education but
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only there for stepping stones for other officess We also
know that in a lot of instances the best people for the jobs
are not the ones electede In the appointment system for the
Board of Educations we have elected people of high caliber
ande.sein most instancesy presidents of companiesy presidents
of corporationsy presidents of banks and people that have a
concerneseadsessinterest for the education systeme [ don't
know why we want to change that appointment system now when
we're able to reach into aseethe corporatesesesboards and pull
out the best and ask them to serve. I oppose this bill for
those reasonse.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collinse
SENAYOR COLLINS:

Question of the sponsore
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yields, Senator Collinse.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Senatorsy we're talking abouty againsy having two separate
entities and here we talk about one for eacheeesubdistrict,
so thate.e.eand 1let me make this very clears so you're saying
that the existing board of education would be responsible for
funding of the school districts and accountability of those
funds while the local boards would be responsible for spend-
ing the funds and determining what and how much funds will be
spent in each districte.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Carrolle.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Yo try and give you a simplistic answery Senator Collins,
what is conceived of herey as it was last yeary is that vyou
would have twenty elected boardss the president of whichesoof
each would sit as a citywide board with thee.sewith a presi-

dent of that citywide board chosen by the mayor of the C(ity
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of Chicago. That citywide board would be the one that would,
in effecty levy a tax that would be approved by a city coun—
cil as nowy that citywide board would be the recipient of the
Federal fundses that citywide board made up of the presidents
of the twenty locals and its presider appointed by mayor of
the City of Chicago would then distribute to the localse
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you. This kind of approach has a built ineaseis
built in for failures that kind of approachs because when you
talk about elected boards or elected representatives to any
government body from separate districtsy what that elected
official respond to most and should respond to most are the
interest of those people in that district firsty no matter
what it isy so that if that district decides that they want a
different curriculum or hire more people or whatever it takes
to make that specific school district operate based on what-
ever that community decides that they feel is a quality level
of educationy that is basically wheres.eewhere that person is
going to be when it comes to voting on those issuese At the
same times that overall board is responsible for funding and
providing the necessary resources to carry out the objectives
of those local districte 1 think that 1is aesecsadssea Ffalse
premise from which you®re operating and it is doomed to fail—
ure; therefores, I am opposed to this concept.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Geo—-Karise
SENATOR GED-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senatey I'm
appalled by the comments of the prior speakery as if elected
people don't do asesejobe I suppose that all of us who are
here in the Legislature are no goody we're bumse. Is that

what she's trying to say? I think elections are very neces—
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sarye It*s a nonpartisan electioneeesl am a school board
attorney and let me tell yous I don*t know how you expect to
get any 1improvement in your schools in Chicago if you don't
try this method. 1It*s worth trying ‘*cause vyou certainly
haven*t done a good job beforee Sos I support the bille
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Maitlande.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank yous very muchy Mre Presidente I had not intended
to speak on this issue todayes but I want my friends on the
other side of the aisle who are opposing this legislation to
bear with me for a moment if you wouldy pleases A year ago
in Februaryy I took a two—day private tour of your entire
system and I think we visited seven schools in those two
daysy because Iy as a downstatery was terribly concerned
about what I heard to be the problems in the Chicago school
districtey and T want you to know that I saw some things that
I was very excited about in School District 299. The magnet
school is doing a marvelousy fantastic jobs was impressed
with the activity of the students and the caringeeescaring
nature of the teacherses But as I went to other schools I saw
some thingss ladies and gentlemeny that shocked mey I didn*t
know even existed in Illinois or in this natione. Senator
Brookinss I was in black schools where the classes were over—
crowdedy where P.E. waseeewas held in the classroomy not in
the gymnasium because the gymnasium was a classroom alsoe.
Senator del Valley I was in a Hispanic schooly ninety percent
Hispanicy 1T thinks and the teacher told us that he had had
seventy—five students in that classroomes<.and this was only
Februaryy, in a classroom that has an average attendance of
thirtye. The point beings theseoethe students transferring in
and out were that great and it created a very serious problem
with course articulation and everything elses The Pe. Ee.

teacher in that school was standing in front of the class and
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two young lads were tossing a tennis ball back and forthe.
That was P« Es« That's what they were doinge. You know where
the teacher was at this time? The teacher was grading papers
in an old cloak closet with a light hanging down on the old
cloth <cords that we used to have back years and years agoy
grading papers on an old card tabley paint coming off the
wallsey 1t was a sight and I was shockeds That can®t be
allowed to continue. I talked to Doctor Byrd on the last day
and saidy why are these things allowed to exist? And let me
saye first of all, that I think Doctor Byrd is doing the best
job he possibly cany but his comment to me wass Senators it's
a matter of prioritiess and that*s a terrible thinge Each
one of those four hundred and thirty—-five thousand students
in that district deserve as good an education as we get any
place else in this state. Just as I've said that downstate
there are school districts that are too smally I say to you
that I think that system is too big and this is aeesea try
that is worth the efforts Let's give it a shote
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jonese.
SENATOR JONES:

Yesy thank yous Mre. President and members of the Senatee.
I do not intend to support Senate Bill 699 simply because we
passed the other piece of legislation out; howevery I feel
some comments are worthye...of discussion and some comments as
it relate to the Chicago school system should be told. I am
not one who sit here or stand on thise.e.on this Senate Floor
and not support the Chicago school systems If you recall
back in June of 1983, it was 1 who had pushed through the
fifty cents restoration on thee...on the property tax levy for
the City of Chicago public school systems but one of the
things that concerns me is back in 1978 on the State Chapter
I FundsesesState Title Iy if you pleasesy when we pushed

through the legislation to require those funds to be spent on
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students who generate the funds. It comes to about sixty
percent of the dollars. My colleagues who are concerned with
just rhetoricy you should visit the schoolse If you had vis—
ited the schools when they had the budgets for the school
counsels and vyou had looked at that budget or if you visit
theseethe State Board of Education and 1look at the annual
report that isesesthat is filed by Chicago school system for
the implementation of those fundss and then you go back to
your school district and look at the programss the principal
of the school don®t even know the program 1is there even
though the Chicago school boards submit and say they have one
there. when I questioned the school officials on this issue
and theesesthe law is crystal clear in Section 18-8 of the
School Code that says a certain percentage of the dollars
must follow the child and the funds should be used to improve
the educational opportunities of..e.0f the childy and just
last vyear I get a letter from the superintendent sayings
wells mavbe the majority of the monies are best spent state—
widee Those of you who opposed the last piece of legislation,
who dealt with school reforme go to your districts and find
out how many full—-day kindergarten classes you havee. The pur—
pose of that legislation of school reform weres.sewas to help
theseechild at risky, not the child in the magnet schools but
the child at riske These are the reasons why I supported the
last bille It*s not an indictment on the mayor of the City of
Chicago as some may want you to believee. It is for the chil—
drene The school belongs to the parentse. It does not belong
to the central office downtowne If you want parent involve—
menty you got to break the system down where
theyeootheyssewhere they can be accepted and wantedy where
they can walk in and talk to a school superintendente. Soy I
encourage you to vote Present on this bill or Nos but don*t
think for one moment that those of uss and especially myself,

who is a strong supporter of the Chicago school system and
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its four hundred and thirty—five thousand studentsy don't
think for one moment that this bill is an indictments but a
job must be done 1if you are concerned about educations
andeseeand before you speaky go to your schools as 1 go to the
schoolse. Look at the budget for your schools and go to the
State Board of Education and look and see what happened to
your Chapter [ dollarse. They filed a plan to said the
Chapter I dollars have programs in your s5chooly buteseifeseif
you got a program in the schooly the principal should know
about ity and I was therey the principal didn*t even know it
even existede S0y letsessoy let*s stop playing gamese I*m
concerned about education. Soy I encourage a Present vote on
this bille.

PRESIDENT:

All righty any further discussion? Further discussion?
Senator Brookinsy for the second time.

SENATOR BROOKINS:

Thank youe I'1ll be briefe I am a product of the Chicago
school system and I graduated from thee.eothe DuSable School,
and I am in schools every days twice a day and I know that
there is bad schools in the City of Chicago due to the segre—
gation pattern that is in Chicago. I know because I'm
attempting and have attempted in the past to break this
situation downe I can cite schools where we were forced to go
into them slum schools andsy yess they are theres.«.yesy they
are therey, but that is no indictment against a whole <city,
the whole Board of Education in the City of Chicago. It is
being turned arounds and I grant yous 1it®s being turned
around slowly but it is being turned arounde We do now have
a superintendent that is concernedeesand is concernede. Andy
noy it's not an indictment against the...the mayor of the
City of Chicagos but it*s a indictment against vyears and
years of stealing money from the Board of Education in the

City of Chicago and that's what it's abouty prior administra—
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tion and prior people that did not carees This separate but
equal is not separate but equaly and I guarantee you that it
won't be separate but equal.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank yous Mre President. Senator Carrolly in twenty—one
years here [*ve seen some pretty bad bills. This is<ssthis is
not really aeseenot really a bad billy it*s an untimely one
and 1 would suggest that we ought to all vote No and send it
backessback wheresesesfrom whence it camee Thank yous Mre.
Presidente.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Carrolls you wish to close?
SENATOR CARROLL:

Just very brieflys, Mr. Presidents And I'm sure many of
the members heard these.s.some of those who basically asked you
to vote No gave you the best reasons of voting for ite The
system isn*t workinge It isn*te The system isn't letting

the monies follow the kids to educate theme It isn®te This

is not an 1ndictmgnt of anybody but the systeme It is not
educatinge. 1 dare say 1I°'m probably the only one in this
Chamber who has children in the public school systems My

kids are in the Chicago public school systeme I'm concerneda
That's what this is all aboute. Some of my colleagues put them
into private and parochial systemsy I don*t blame theme. They
weren't pleased with the public education. I'd rather fight a
little bity try an create a system that not only works for my
kids but my two hundred thousand constituents andsy yeas, the
three and a half million people who 1live in the City of
Chicago ande yess the business communitys the labor community
of Chicago and of this states HWe®re not going to attract

business if we can*'t educate our kidse This is an approach

thaty hopefullys will worke 1It*s a step we have to take.
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PRESIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 699 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye. The voting is opene Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recordes On that questiony there are %6
Ayese 10 Naysy 2 voting Presente. Senate Bill 699 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passede Ladies and gentlemens for your informationes we have
today acted on fifty billse At that pacey we will be here
for the next ten dayse You'll be here for the next tan dayse
Righte I have discussed with Senator Philipy we arey again,
going to attempt to abide by our six o'clock rule so
thateesin about an hour.e..at about five—thirtys we will move
to the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading and give those
people an opportunity to move their bills one final time from
2nd to 3rde Recalls will be started at ten o*clock in the
morninge I just point out that the day before yesterdays we
had forty—five recalls, today there are about fifty on theree.
It*'s pretty obvious what's going ony so we'll get to them.
Senator DeAngelis, T702. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd
Readings Senate Bill 702. Read the bill, Madam Secretarys.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 702.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
PRESTIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise
SECRETARY:

3rd reading of the bille.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank yous Mre Presidents The next three bills are minees
I*m hopeful that we can get them done in about four minutese.
Senate Bill 702 is a bill that you®ve all received a lot of
mail and a lot of interest in. It*s sponsored by Senator

Berman and myself. Basicallys what it does do isy it allows
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the charitable trust and religious groups to form together to
pool their resources and risks and allows them to reorganize
as mutual insurance companies. There was some concern about
the solvency of thise.eeof these groupse An amendment was put
on that forces the Department of Insurance to review these
applications within a sixty-day periode At this point, I
don®t know of any opposition including theeeeinsurance indus—
trye Sos I move for the passage of Senate Bill 702.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? If noty the question isy shall Senate
Bill 702 passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Opposed vote
Nayes The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde.
On that questiony there are 53 Ayess no Naysy none voting
Presente. Senate Bill 702 having received the required con-
stitutional majority 1is declared passede On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Readingeee3rd Readings Senate Bill 704.
Read the billey Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate...Senate Bill 704%.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille.
PRESIDENT:
Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank yous Mr. Presidente As you all knows we passed the
Minority and Femalee.eoEnterprise Acte. Senator Davidson was
the ultimate sponsore I was the (initial sponsore. There's
been some confusion regarding the situation when it is.sewhen
we are...either wunable to find a minority contractor or we
don®t have a qualified one. This spells out the procedures
by which a waiver can be grantedes Waivers can be granted
under current lawe They're a little ambiguouse This spells

out the methods by which waivers can be grantede So, 1°'l1 be
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happy to answer any questionse If nots I would urge that we
pass thiss There were no dissenting votes in committee on
this bill.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Jonese.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeses thank yous Mre President. HWould the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yieldy Senator Jonese
SENATOR JONES:

Senator DeAngelisy under the current Minority and female
Business Acty isn*'t the council given themeeosthesesthe right
under the law to grant waivers?

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Joness I would like to answer thate I°'m not cer—
tain butesslet me tell you what’seecewhat®*s happening
iSeee0Kayess] don?t kKnowe
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

esewhy ifeeeif you don*t knowsy then why are you pushing
this bill then if you don't know whether or not the Minority
and Female Business Council whether thate...they have the
power right now to grant a waiver if they deem it necessary
there be a waiver?

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Jonesy I am not expanding the authority of the
waivering processe What I'm doing is clarifying the method
by which it*s donee.

PRESTIDENT:
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Senator Jonese
SENATOR JONES:

Welly ifeesif it 1is your intent to gut the Governor's
Minority and Female Business Acty than this is what this bill
does in essence and I'm surprised that it got out of the
Exece Committee on 11 to zip votey because what you're doing
with this piece of legislation is taking the authority and
power away from the Minority and Female Business Council and
let thesseecach agency decide whether or not a waiver will be
grantedy and when you do thaty, then they will not comply with
the Acte. Sos this bill is designed to gut the Minority and
Female Business Act and give that authority or waiver to the
agenciesy and I'm reallyseesshockedeesI know you tried to slip
it througheseseexplain it to meessl understande but this is
what you are attempting to do andeesl know the Governor put
this programe..etogether and he put...he set up the council to
deal with thisy because {if we left it up to each agency
toeeeto deal with this issues nothing would get accomplished.
The council was put together to coordinate all activities
along this line ande.semany agencies and departmentses.s.we not
doing it on their owny they were not complying on their owny
so that*s the reason why you have the Minority and
Femalee.esBusiness Councily but if each agency and department
will decide as to who shall get a waivers then what you are
doing in essence is taking that authority away from the coun—
cil and it*s not in the best interest of the Act that this
General Assembly passed.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

I rise in support of the billy Mre Presidenty for the
very reason thateeseoin that which has been happening since we
did pass the billy which 1 was the sponsor of and I was very

proud to do thaty is that contractors by registered 1letter
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would be sending to all the people who were on the DOT
OreesCDB*s qualified list of minority or female ownership and
with some kind of an arrangement, those people who weren't
favored by those individuals wouldn®t even bother to respond
or returny and when they were a low bidder on a projecte they
would loose the contract because they didn®t have a minority
or a female contractor as ae.seasse.sor ten percent as called
fors thereforey it would go to the next bidder at a higher
price. This has cost the State of Illinois extra money and
whateeel don*t know what all is in this billsy but Ieeeit
specifies that a certified return receipt letter is a effort
of good faithy maybe we can get some of these people®'s atten—
tion.

PRESIDENT:

All righty any further discussion? Further discussion?
Senator Jonesy for the second time.

SENATOR JONES:

Yeahy thank vyous Mreee.l regret rising a second time
OoNeseon this piece of legislation. Ande Senator Davidsony,
you are absolutely correcte The big construction companies
in this state who pushed this bill do not want to comply with
the Acte They don't want to hire womene They don't want to
hire other minoritiess They want to get around that by work-—
ing that deal with the various agencies inNees0fessof the
State Government, and that's why this bill was introduced so
they would not have to comply and this is the reason why the
Governor pushed the Minority and Female Business Act so they
would complye I ask each member to give a No vote on 704
PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? If noty Senator DeAngelis,y you
wish to close?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Yeahy IeseSenator Jonesy I wish you would read the bill,

seriously. I have a 1lot of respect for you in Insurancee.
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I'm losing my respect for you in the Executive Committeece I
knowe Ieeothat®s obviouse This bill does none of the things
that you're talking about. Absolutely none. What it doesy
it clarifies the methods by which a waiver is granted. Today,
when a waiver is grantedy nobody knows why it*s grantede.
There is no procedure for doing ite It's doney in fact,
it*s done rather readily. This spells out the method by which
it*'s done. If we're going to give waiversy don®t you think
we ought to know how they're going to get done? Because if
somebody is denied a jobys they can only be disqualified by
this proceduresy sire. Right nowe it®s up in the air and I
urge the Body to adopt thise

PRESTIDENT:

Question isy shall Senate Bill 704 passe Those in favor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay«. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the recorde On that questiony there are 50
Ayesy 5 Nayses 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 704 having
received the required constitutional majority 1is declared
passed. 705, Senator DeAngelise. On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Readinges Senate Bill 705. Read the billyeseMadam
Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 70S5.

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

Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank yous Mre President. Some of you may have seen this
bill from two years agos It is a tuition waiver for students
whose parents are employed by theesevarious university sys—
temse It will entitle any parent who's been employed at

least seven years within the system tos in facty have his
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child be enrolledesewithin that system free of tuition. The
student must meet the admission requirements of that partic-
ular systeme 1I°*1l1l be happy to answer any questionse
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank yousy Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatees Will thessewill the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he will yieldy Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Senator DeAngelisy are you saying that any person who
works in the universities aresssthatessothat they should be
given free tuition for their children in these universities?
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Provided that they®ve been employed at least seven vyears
and their child can be admitted to that system.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Halle
SENATOR HALL:

Welly I certainly want to rise in opposition to this. We
got so many children today that their parents cannot even
send them to schooly they don®t have the money and vyou're
going to give people who got jobss who should be paying for
their children to go toe.e..to these universities and going to
give them free tuition. He gotes.eyou knows that*s a terrible
bill. If you're going to do thaty, I can®t see what anyone's
thinking aboute To allow somebody because they teach in a
universitye..s.they are...they got jobs and they ought to pay
tuition like everybody else. This is a terrible bill and we
should vote against such a thing.

PRESIDENT:
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Further discussion? Senator Schunemane.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente A question of the sponsore.
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he will yieldy Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senatory is thereesasis there any financial need provision
built into this billy that iSyeeewould parents who both can
afford to pay and those who can®t afford to pays both be eli-
gible for tuition waivers?

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Schunemans nos this 1is an equal opportunity
tuition waiver programe.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schunemane.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Welly I'm not sure I understood the answers but that's
happened to me a lot here today. Welly I°d simply have to
say thateeoethatsesinsesin the state universities that many of
whom arese.esare clogged with students today for us to allow
free tuition to university peopley most of whom are way above
the average income levelsy I would says of the people who are
sending their kids therey seems to..eto me to be something
that we should not rush into. Thank youe.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Weavere.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente Senator DeAngeliss what;s the
cost of the tuition waivers statewide?
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Do I have to answer Senator Weaver®s question?
PRESIDENT:

Only if you want to.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Weavery the best we can find out that if all the
students that were eligible would be enrolled and assuming
you had to hire additional help to take care of those stu—
dentsy it would be around a million dollars a yeare.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Weavere.

SENATOR WEAVER:

A million dollars a vyearsy and how many aree...how many
scholarships are allowed at each institution? How many
tuition waivers are allowed at each institution?

PRESTIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Helly weeesSenator Weavery we don®t know "cause we don't
know how many of the students are eligible. Probably at the
U of I you wouldn®'t admit them anyhowe
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustrae
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank yous Mre President and members of the Senate. 1I°11
be voting Present on the bill because I do on a part-—time
basis teach at University of Illinois and at Northwestern
Universitye. Actually the bill wouldn®'t affect me anyway
because I'm a part—timery but for what might be perceived to
be a conflict of interestsy 1I°lles.I’1ll vote Presents but
Ieeeol do want to make a statement because I have watched uni-
versities across this state recruit facultys and 1I*11 share
with you the experiences I've seen including this very year.
First of ally, when I taught at Loyola this was common prac—

ticees 1f you're on the faculty at Loyola Universityy if
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you've got eight kidse they all go to school frees that's the
policy there right now and it probably is the same policy at
a lot of other universitiess At Northwesterns 2ighty percent
of your tuition is remitted if you are the child of someone
who works at Northwestern University on a full—time basise.
Soe this is not a new idea...2a new and innovative idea; as a
matter of facty in many state universities it applies, but
what I wanted to share with you is the recruiting experiences
that I*ve seen at the University of Illinois—Chicago Circle.
We've gone outy recruited for facultys these faculty come to
the University of Illinois and they place the University of
Illinois next to the University of Michigans schools in
Indianas schools out on the west coasts schools back east and
they take a 1look at the total <compensation package in
theire.e.esand they take theireeetheir picksy and I can tell you
this year not once were we able to get desedeesea faculty
member on the first choice at the University of Illinoise We
oftentimes got faculty who had come to us as second and third
choices because the first choices decided they were going
elsewhere where there's a better compensation packagee
Whether vyou 1like to hear it or noty we in this state right
now do not have a very good reputation in the higher edu—
cation worldy so when it comes to competitiony, the best fac-—
ulty are going elsewheres For a million dollars a vyeare I
think this is a good way to get back some of the faculty
we're losings the good faculty, so we don't have to settle
for second and third and fourth choicese I urge you support
this bille.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dunn.
SENATOR RALPH DUNN:

Thank youy Mre President. Iy toos support the bille The
cost would beseepossibly a million dollars a year but this

would not be a cost to the statey it would be absorbed by the
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universities and their systemy and asessas the previous
speaker saide this is the kind of perk to get good people
into our school system and into our universities
andeeslearningeeeshigher educatione Soy I support the bill and
hope we get an Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Posharde.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Yesy thanke.esethank yous Mre Presidente Senator
DeAngelisy was the original intent of this legislations which
has been around for whiley to upgrade the professorial sal-—
aries which were traditionally low in the universities?
Wasn*t that the original intent and if it wasy why are we now
including everyone including civil service employees and
others at the universities and some of those salaries are
substantiale why are we including everyone in this bill at
this point and time?

PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

As I told Senatoree.eSchunemany it®s an equal opportunity
tuition waivere. I meany why shouldeesif you're an employee
of the universitys, why should you not be allowed because
you're a custodian?

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dunne
SENATOR TOM DUNN:

Thank yous Mre President. I just want to point out that I
don*t think that people go into the educational field for the
moneyy and let's call this what it isy it*s a perk and it's a
perk for the people who teach at the universitiese.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Savickase.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:
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Yesy Mre. Presidents I would just make a few comments on
this elitist type proposal. We®ve constantly see our group
of Senators here supporting increases for the professors' pay
raisesy now we want to give their children free tuitions go
back to our districts where the parents are probably working
two jobs to put their children through colleges if they can
get in eveny if there is room for themy and then you're
sayingy welly we've got to raise your tuition because we want
to take care of these professors who weeseeswe've constantly
raised their salaries and make it more attractive to them. 1
haven®'t heard of any of the professors 1leaving our insti-—
tutions. They seem to enjoy a pretty good financial and aca-—-
demic lifestyle on all of our campuses. 1 think this is a bad
bill and it should be defeated.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Senator DeAngelisy you wish to
close?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Welly just rather quicklys there might have been some
flippant responses but I don®t think it*'s unreasonable to
allow someone®s children where they work someplace to go to
the school there and receive tuition free. You knowy we're
going to be talking very shortly about taxes or increases for
educatione This is a good vote in the event you don't vote
for an increasey it's even a better vote if you vote for a
tax increasee. Soy I urge the passage of Senate 8ill 705.
PRESIDENT:

Question iss shall Senate Bill 705 passe. Those in Ffavor
will vote Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is opene. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recorde. 0On that
questiony there are 30 Ayess 24 Nayss 3 voting Present.
Senate Bill 705 having received the required constitutional

majority is declared passede Senator Savickas for what pur—



Page 198 — May 20y 1987

pose do you arisey sir?
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Verify the roll call.
PRESTDENT:

Senator Savickas has requested a verification. Will the
members please be in their seatse. Madam Secretaryes please
read the affirmative roll.

SECRETARY:

Barkhauseny Bermany D*Arcos Davidsony DeAngelisy Degnany
del Valley Demuzios Donahuey Dudyczs Ralph Dunny Thomas Dunne
Fawelly Hawkinsony Holmbergs Jacobse Jonesy Jeremiah Joycey
Karpiely Kellyy Lufty Macdonalds Madigany Marovitzy Newhouse,
Vadalabeney Weaver, Helchy Woodyard and Zito.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickasy you question the presence of any
member?

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator Kellye.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly on the Floor? Is Senator Kelly on the
Floor? Strike his namey Madam Secretarye The roll has been
verifiede There are 29 Ayess 24 Nayss 3 voting Present and
Senate Bill 705 is declared lost. 706y Senator Severns. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Readingy the bottom of page 15,
is Senate Bill 706« Read the billy Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 706.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Severnse.
SENATOR SEVERNS:
Thank youe Mre President and members of the Chamber.

With all due respecty Senator DeAngelisy you had the last
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three billss you said you thought they*d fly out in four min-
utesy I hope I have a better record than vyou do. This
billeeereally the committee amendment became the bille It
makes changes in the benefitse Iteess.it eliminates the
requirement for a second doctor®s opinion in the case of dis—
ability dueese.due to pregnancys reduces from fifty—five to
fifty the age at which a member surviving spouse
mayessremarry without losing the survivor®s benefits, makes
the initial automatic increase in annuity effective on Janu-—
ary 1lst of the vyear following the first anniversary of
retirement regardless of agee. Finallys it expands the
definition of compensation to include contributions which are
no longer deductible as wages for social securityeesepurposess;
andy finallyy to incorporate Senator Davidson®s languagey it
provides that not-for—profit corporations which assume con—
trol of a hospital from a participating municipality shall be
subject to this article if any of the hospital*s employers
are members of the fund and to be able to participate in
IMRFes I would move for its adoptione

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank youy Mre. President. Question of the sponsore.
PRESIDENT:

She indicates she®ll yieldy Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senatores could vyou tell wus what the increase in the
unfunded accrued liability is as a result of this bill?
PRESIDENT:

Senatore.<sSenator Severnse.

SENATOR SEVERNS:

The increasey Senator Schunemans would be at six wmillion

five hundred and twenty—-eight dollarse

PRESTDENT:
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Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Wells according to the figures we have from Economic and
Fiscal Commissionsy Senatory it*d be more like sixty—four mil-
lion dollarse.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Severnse
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank you. Senator Schunemans vyou're looking at the
increase in accrued liability which the Economic and Fiscal
Commission talked about is based on a normal <cost plus the
forty—yeare.eesamortization of the increase in accrued liabil-
itye Soe you're looking at a forty-year figure instead of an
annual figure.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schunemane.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Wellyeoowelly of coursee that is what I was inquiring
about was the amount of the unfunded accrued liabilitye. Mre
President and members of the Senates there were about forty
pension bills that were introduced into the Senate this vyear
and those bills were all put into a subcommittees..when the
subcommittee actedy they came out with six pension bills, all
under Democrat sponsorships and those six bills included most
of the pension provisions which had been introduced by vari-
ous members of this Bodye 1I®ve been one ofe...of members of
the Senate who have been trying to find and trying to estab-
lish some kind ofe..e0f rational pension policy for the State
of Illinois andy franklys I don*t think we®'ve got one and I
don't think this 1is the way to accomplish one because this
bill is one of five bills that a%fects state pension systems
which have an increase and call for an increase in the
unfunded accrued liability of almost a billion dollarse

Nows in effecty what happens if we pass all these bills is
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that we're going to be increasing the indebtednessy if vyou
willy of the State of Illinois by about a billion dollarse.
When we act upon each billy item by itemy I think we may have
a better chance of understanding what we're doings, but as we
tend to go more and more toward the concept that apparently
the majority has directed themselves to and that is a few
bills that affect all the pension systemseesesand I noticed one
other thing here that the bills are crafted in such a way
that it*s going to be difficult for a number of Republican
members in particular to vote against some of these bills
because you know the interest of our districtsy and so it
seems to me thate...that the strategye...and I congratulate you
upon the strategyy whoever is responsible for ity because I
think politically it*s a wise thing to do. I see the chair—
man chuckling and I'm notseeI?m not sure whoeeewho is respon—
sible for thise it doesn't matter. The point is that what's
happening in this state is that every vyear we pass huge
increases in the benefit levels for pensions and every year
in this stateys the Chief Executive continues to send up bud-—
gets with lower and lower amounts of pension fundinge Now
this Legislature has the right to turn that around if we want
tos but we don't seem to be inclined to do it. Nobody seems
to be paying much attention to the fact thateeethat asecewe
are constantly running up an indebtedness in our pension sys—
tems and not paying what we legitimately ought to be payinge
Nowes of the various bills that have been introducedy Senator
Severns® bill has perhaps one of the lowest...impacts on
unfunded accrued 1liabilitye. Soy I'm not picking on you,
Senators I'm picking on the process andeesand we should try
to find here some rational way to handle pension benefits and
we simply aren®*t doing ite Now you're going to hearesseyou're
going to hear from members of this Senate that unfunded
accrued liability 1is really not the way to measure

whatesewhat we®re doing here and you're going to hear all
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kinds of excuses about why you ought to support these bills,
but I can tell you that pension experts subscribe to the idea
o0feee0f viewing pensions and their impact by looking at the
unfunded accrued liability that you're establishing by these
benefits; and I think thate...that those of us who are members
of the Senate ought to look at it just as we would if we were
being asked to increase the bond authorization to the state,
because really what it amounts to is that we®re undertaking
to provide a benefit this year and into the futurey in most
cases forever into the futurey and that®s going to have to be
paid in future yearse I would suggest toe.eesto members on
this side of the aisle that to the extent that you can that
you vote No or you vote Present on these bills until we have
presented to us some kind of rational pension system that we
caneesothat we can all subscribe to andees.and the one that
we'ree.ecawe've been operating under which has all of the spe-
cial interest groups lobbying each one of us individually has
resulted in what I think iseesis a bad way to handle pen—
sionsy and so I'11 be opposing this bill as well as the other
bills as they come upe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty discussion? Senator Jonese.
SENATDRlJONES:

Thank vyous Mr. President and members of the Senate. And
I rise in support of Senate Bill 706 and 1listening to my
esteemed colleaguey Senator Schunemansy he and I had discussed
these billse. He is incorrect in that it was not forty pen-—
sion billsy I believe we had a total of fifty-six pension
bills that were in subcommitteece. We did improve on the
actions of the last Session of the General Assembly. If you
recally we ended up with just one pension bill. This time we
have six pension billse. Every bill that was introduced and
it was assigned to the Insurancey License and Pension Commit—

teey every pension bill is not includede. We did eliminate
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some pension bills; howevery, Senate Bill 706 has a very mini—
mum fiscal impacte It®s just ironic that I didn*t know that
Senator Severns was the sponsor of the billy but we tried to
package the bills together to give sponsors on both sides
0feee0feseof the aisle an opportunity to have their measure
heard before the General Assembly. We looked for good spon—
sors and we did not put the names in the haty but we looked
at each individual pension bill and this is how it all came
togethery but this is an improvemente. [ understand the prob—
lem as iteeerelate to the unfunded liability of our pension
systems: howevery these are employees of the states of local
units of government and these employeesse.edeserve the bene—
fits Jjust as anyone else doese That®*s our responsibility as
legislatorse Senate Bill 706 is a good bille It should
receive a unanimous vote. As a matter of factes a good provi—
sion of the bill waseeewhere's Senator Davidson? He had a
bille His provisions is in this bille. Soy for you to
sayeesfor the members on that side of the aisle not to vote
for a good pension billy I don®t think you'reesesesdoing justice
to the system and we did improve from one pension bill to six
pension bills.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All righty further discussion? Senator Jacobse. Senator
Jacobse
SENATOR JACOBS:

Thank yousy Mre Presidente Iy tooy rise in support of
Senate Bill 706. Senator Schunemany I share your concern
about how far we can go in this area and I also share your
concern about a rational policy; howevery I think this is a
good billy number one. I thinks number twoe I Know
thatesesthe provision that I*m carrying in this particular
legislation actually has a up—-front two million dollar cost
savings to the pension funde Soy» I would just like to urge

everyone on this side of the aisle and that side of the aisle
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to agree with Senator Jones that this is a good bill and it
should be passed unanimouslye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Ohy I'm not going to try and address an appeal to either
side of the aisley Ieeel think we are embarking down a road
that both sides of the aisle and each of us as individual
members ought to think about a little bite We hear a lot of
talk about what*s going on on the other side of the Rotunda
and the term "compacting bills” seems to be echoing through
the halls rather regularlye. The concept behind
theeeesandessand I might add very quicklyy I*m not addressing
thiseeosto this particular bill and certainly to this partic—
ular sponsore but the concepty as I understand ite is that
each of us will introduce all of our bills and then those
bills will all get sent to committee and to a subcommittee
and somebodys presumably the 1leadership staffy will then
decide what are good bills and what are bad bills and the
good bills will all be compacted into bills and packaged so
that we all are forced to.e.to vote for theme. Now the natu-—
ral outcome of that particular philosophy is that the value
of being an individual member of the General Assembly is
going to be next to nil and that the decisions are going to
be made by a veryy very small number of peoplesy most of whom
will not include you and I. I think we make a mistakey I
think we make a mistake if we value our individual roles as
legislators in allowing this compacting to begine I think we
make a mistake as representatives of the taxpayers and our
constituents if we are forced to vote for compacted bills to
gety you knows ten percent of the action and then swallow a
lot of bad thingse I don®t think you're going to be able to
go back home and says yeahy I did vote for that bill that

destroyed our way of life, but there was one thing in there
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that I thought you likede My position 1is going to be on
these compacted billss on pensions in particular ®cause in
pensions we've certainly seen how this works in the pasty 1is
when you hand me a take it or leave it packagey even though
it may have something in there, and there are a couple of
things in here that I think are attractivey, my attitude is,
I*m going to leave ity I'm going to vote Presente Because
there are some things that maybe we ought to seriously talk
about changingy but I don*t like being blackjacked and
blackmailed by compacted billse And if you members here want
to have a role in the General Assemblysy two and three and
four years from nows you'll stop this thing before it gets
started or four or five years from now we'll all be just like
the Housey all the things that really count will be
madesesdecisions will be made by staff and a very small
number of people. That's not the way this Senate is oper—
ateds and I commend Phil Rock for his 1leadershipe I think
we've got to stop this now and when those monsters come over
from the Housey, I think we got to stop them deads. There are
legitimate times when you can talk aboute.sel know we need a
clean—up appropriation bill at the end of the Sessiony and if
you get a half a dozen bills on the same subjects and the
sponsors agree on a condensed billy, I have no problem with
thate but that®*s not what we're talking about, we're talking
about taking a whole bunch of bills and somebody besides the
members deciding what gets compacted and handing us a take it
or leave it kind of thinge This is the 1least offensive of
the billse I think let's stop it right now or don't bother
taking your paycheck five years from now ®cause you won't
earn ite

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsche
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END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR NETSCH:

essthank yousy Mre Presidente To Senator Jones as well as
to Senator Severns I would says of coursey it®s a good billy
they're all good billse The problem is that we do not accept
the responsibility for paying for themy and in addition to a
very substantial increase 1in accrued liability that Senate
B8ill 706 would providesy there also is an increase in the
annual costse. The normal cost increase is 3.374 million
dollars per year and if we factor into that the amount neces—
sary to pay off the annual cost of the accrued 1liability,
that's another 3.154 million dollars or a total annual cost
of six and a half million dollars. To saddle us with an
increased annual cost of six and a half million dollars when
we are not even paying into our state pension fundSseeol
think at the moment about fifty—seven or fifty—three percent
of payout which no one thinks is adequate despite the fact
there may be arguments about what is adequatey it seems to me
is really irresponsible. e have got to get this pension
thing in hand and I think the way to do it is not to continue
to pass bills that admittedly have good provisions
OTeee0OTeweor heartfelt defensible on their owns but are not
defensible when we are unwilling to stand up and take the
responsibility for funding these systems in a responsible
fashione.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arcoe.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente Let's clear up something that
has been said on the other side of the aisle by Senator

Schuneman and that is that the intent of the committee was to
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lump all these bills together and force a roll call in order
toe.e.cavoid voting on each bill independently, that was not
the intent. There was a subcommittee appointed to hear these
bills and the report from the committee reported favorably on
the bills in thiseeseSenate Bill 706« When that report came
to the full committeesy it was voted on by the full committee
favorablye Every provision in 706 was espoused and debated
before the Senate Insurance Committeey every one of themes
There wasn®t one provision in this bill that wasn't known and
debated by every member of the Senate Insurance Committee.
Nine out of ten provisions in this Senate bill have no fiscal
impact at all. The one provision every one is concerned
about is the automatic increase for the retirement annuities
of retired states..ostate teacherse. And what it says is that
they should be entitled to a three percent increase at age
fifty—five 1like everybody else in this General Assembly isy
that?*s all it sayse There®s nothing onerous about that
provisione it's a good provision and they're entitled to ite.
They shouldn®t have to wait till age sixty—onee There's
nothing wrong with the way we proceeded in committee and
there®*s nothing wrong with this bill.

PRESIDING DFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

If there®s no further discussiony Senator Severns may
closeas
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank vyous Mre. President and members of the Senate. I
would just ask for a favorable vote and a roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question isy shall Senate Bill 706 passe Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye The voting is
opens Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Ha;e all
voted who wish? {Machine cutoffle...the record. On that

questiony the Ayes are 29, the Nays are 6y 23 voting Present.
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The bill having failed to receive a majority vote is declared
loste. Senator Severns seeks leave of the Body to postpone
consideration of Senate Bill 706, Hearing no objectiony,
leave 1is grantede. Senate Bill 708, Senator Severnse. Read
the billseseMadam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill.oesSenate Bill 708.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

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

Senator Severns.
SENATOR SEVERNS:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente. Since I'm on a roll herey I'1l1
continue now with Senate 3ill 708. Senate Bill 708 requires
that state agencies to use a ten percent blend of ethanol on
motor fuel used by state agencies exempting those vehicles
that require diesel fuele On November 2ndy 1979y the Gover—
nor issued a directive to all departments and agencies under
his control to convert their gasoline burning vehicles to
gasohol burning vehicles. What this bill does in short is
provide teeth to that directive and it also provides for
enforcement capabilities. 1 think that Illinois needs to be
the flagship state in the use of ethanol and I would urge a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If noty the question isy shall
Senate Bill 708 passe. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nays. The voting is opene Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
questiony the Ayes are 57y the Nays are noney none voting
Present. Senate Bill 708 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passede. Senate Bill 709y Senator
Vadalabene. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 709.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bille
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yesy thank youy Mre President and members of the Senate.
Senate 8ill 709 as amended was amended to remove the con-
troversial 1languagees All the bill now does is authorize the
board of a library system to take title to its property and
to borrow against assets owned by the systeme It also
deletes requirement of a public library to apply for Federal
revenue sharing to be eligible for a public library pers.e.on
a per capita grante It also removes the two tax 1incentives
for libraries to raise taxes in order to receive system
grantsy and the 1Illinois Taxpayers®' Federation has now
removed their objection to this bill and I would appreciate a
favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? 1If noty the
question iss shall Senate Bill 709 passe Those in favor will
vote Aye. Opposed vote Naye The voting is open. All voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde. On that questions there are 56 Ayesy no
Nayse none votiné Present. Senate Bill 709 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passedes 710
on the recally Senator Sam? All righte Then we'lleeothat
seems a logical and appropriate place to stope. We said we
would get to 2nd readinge There are a number of members who
have social commitments this evenings so we will attempt to
conclude our business as reasonably close to six as we cane
With leave of the Body thens we'll move to page 2 on the
Calendar. We will pick up on 3rd reading right where we left

off tomorrow with 7l1l. We®ll move to Senatees..on the Order
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of Senate Bills 2nd Readings page 2 on the Calendare. I*d ask
the members to please get their files together. Senate bills
2nd readinge Top of page 2 on the Order of Senate Bills 2nd
Readingy Senate Bill 2y Senator DeAngelise. On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 2. Read the billy
Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 2.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bille No committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Senator DeAngelis offers Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelis on Amendment No. 1le.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank yous Mre. President. Senate Bill 2 has a long his-
tory. If you®ll recally last year I sponsored a resolution
that asked the Board of Higher Ede to study those systems
that we could put in place to allow parents to invest in
their children®*s educatione They came back with a report
that says there are so many different options that we can't
come up with a conclusion. So then we created a task force
to study this that reported back to us on May lste.
Coincidently with thaty I filed a bill as a vehicle to put in
some of those recommendations of that task force. Amendment
Noe. 1 to Senate Bill 2 isy in factsy the bill and 1 could
spend a long time explaining ite but I've talked to Senator
Collinsy Senator Holmberg who have similar billsy what 1I°'d
like to do is put it on and we'll go in great detail when we
get to 3rd readinge.

PRESIDENT:

Senator ODeAngelis has moved the adoption of Amendment No.
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1 to Senate Bill 2. Any discussion? If noty all in favor
indicate by saying Ayee All opposede The Ayes have ite. The
amendment is adoptede Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge Senate Bill 4. Senate Bill 634 Senator
Kellys. Senate Bill 172, Senator Netschy going oncee. Senate
Bill 172+ going twice. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd
Readingy Senate Bill 1-7-2. Read the billy Madam Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 172.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bille The Committee on Energy and Envi-
ronment offers one committee amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch on Committee Amendment No. le
SENATOR NETSCH:

Yesy if I mighty Mre Presidenty Senator Karpiel had
offered the amendment in committee and I would like to defer
to her to offer it on the Floor.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Karpiel on Committee Amendment Noe. le
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente Committee Amendment Noe. 1 that
we put on ineesein the Energy and Environment Committee says
thateessit removes the whole provision about the reference to
the utility checkoff box and what it replaces it with is that
a state agencys.esand it does not specify which state agency
in the amendment, a state agency that mails'more than fifty
thousandeess.to Fifty thousand persons within ; twelve—-month
period can include the CUB membership insertse With this
amendment ons both CUB is in favor of the biil as are the

utilitiese That may be a first.
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PRESIDENT:

All rigbhte Senator Karpiel has moved
Committee Amendment No 1 to Senate Bill 172.
If noty all in favor indicate by saying Aye.
The Ayes have ite The amendment is adoptede
ments?

SECRETARY:

No further committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?

SECRETARY:

No Floor amendmentse.
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge 192+ Senator Marovitze. On
Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 192.
Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 192.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

the adoption of
Any discussion?
All opposed.

Further amend-

the Order of

Read the bill,

2nd reading of the bille.esesthe Committee on Judiciary offers

one committee amendment.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz on Committee Amendment Noa. 1le

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank youy very muchs Mre President and members of the

Senate. I move to Table Committee Amendment No. 1 to Senate

Bill 192.

PRESIDENT:

All righte Senator Marovitz has moved to Table Committee

Amendment No. 1 to Senate 3ill 192. All

motion to Table indicate by saying Aye. All

in favor of the

opposeds. The

Ayes have ite Amendment Noe 1 is Tablede. Further committee

amendments?

SECRETARY:
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No further committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?

SECRETARY:

Senator Lechowicz offers Amendment Noe. 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz on Amendment Nos 2e
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Mre Presidenty I believe my Amendment Noe. 2 is geared to
Committee Amendment Noe. le I believe it's out of order now
and I*'11 withdraw ite
PRESIDENT:

All rights Committee Amendmente.ese.] means Amendment No. 2
has been withdrawne Any further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendmentse
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 242y Senator Kelly. 275+ Senator Kustrae.
On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 275.
Read the billy Madam Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 275.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. No committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge 276« On the Order of Senate B8ills 2nd
Readingy Senate Bill 276. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate B8ill 276.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
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2nd reading of the bille No committee amendmentse
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendmentse
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge. 368y Senator Collinse Senator Joycey for
what purpose do you seek recognition?

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank yous Mr. President and members of the Senatee. I
rise on a point of personal privilege.
PRESIDENT:

State your pointe.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Yesterday during the course of the debate on
thee.eedischarge motion on Senate Bill 275 I made some
remarks concerning the veracity of the...of Senator Rocke
Those remarks were inappropriate and intemperates; more
importantlys they were untrue. [ regret having made those
remarkse I apologize to Senator Rock and to the members of
this Bodye Thank youe.

PRESIDENT:

I accept. 368+ Senator Collinse On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd readingy Senate Bill 368« Read the billy Madam
Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 368.

(Secretary reads title of bill}

2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Executive offers
one committee amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins on Committee Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yesy thank youe Thee.s..the amendment was recommended by
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staff to clear up some technical errorse I move for its
adoption.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins has moved the adoption of Committee
Amendment Noe 1 to Senate Bill 368. Any discussion? If not,
all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposede. The Ayes
have Ite The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further committee amendmentse.

PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendmentse.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 442+ Senator Netsche. On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Readings Senate Bill 442. Read the bill,
Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 442.

{Secretary reads title of bill}
2nd reading of the bille The Committee on Energy and Envi-—
ronment offers one committee amendment.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Netsch on Committee Amendment Noe l.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank vyousy Mre. President. I would move to Table Commit—
tee Amendment Noe. 1l Senator Macdonald has an agreed upon
amendment which she will be offering from the Floor in a
momente So I would move to Table Amendment Noee.o.Committee
Amendment Noe. 1 to Senate Bill 442.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch has moved to Table Committee Amendment Noe.

1 to Senate Bill 442. Any discussion? 1If not, all in favor

indicate by saying Aye. All opposeds The Ayes have ite The
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amendment is Tabledes The motion prevails. The amendment is
Tablede Further amendmentsy Madam Secretary?
SECRETARY:

No further committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?

SECRETARY:

Senator Macdonald offers Amendment Noe. 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Macdonald on Amendment No. 2.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank youe. This becomes the bill and the intent is to
establish an air toxic programe.e..howevery the deadline of
such a program shall be adopted at...has been deletedy and it
recognizes that the intent of the Legislature to have an air
toxic program but it also recognizes that by the time which
such a program will be adopted that it cannot be predeter—
minede This is an agreed upon amendment and 1 move for its
adoptione.

PRESIDENT:

All righte. Senator Macdonald has moved the adoption of
Amendment Noe 2 to Senate Bill 442. Any discussion? If not,
all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposede The Ayes
have ite. The'amendment is adoptedes Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge. 455s Senator Alexander. 0On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 455. Read the billy
Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 455.

({Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. No committee amendmentse.
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PRESIDENT:
Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Amendment Noe. 1 offered by Senator Alexander.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Alexander on Amendment No. 1.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank youy Mr. Presidents Amendment Noe. 1 is in response
to the Committee on Labor and Commerce that this bill would
not move off 2nd until an amendment had come in with some
prohibitionse. That amendment now is in place and I would
move that this amendment be adopted.

PRESIDENT:

All righte Senator Alexander has moved the adoption of
Amendment Noe. 1 to Senate Bill 455. Discussion? Senator
Hudsone
SENATOR HUDSON:

Yesy thank yous Mr. President. HWould the sponsor vyield?
PRESIDENT:

She indicates she will yield, Senator Hudsone
SENATOR HUDSON:

Senator Alexander, is there anything inecesin your amend-
ment here that would exempt the law enforcement people?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Alexander.

SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Yesy there ise No law enforcement agency or persons
attached to that level of government would be asked to take
any prohibition against taking a lie detector teste.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hudsone
SENATOR HUDSON:

Welly we'reeseeMre Presidenteeee

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Alexander.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Senator Alexandery we'resecewe’'re looking ateecewe're look—
ing at a.eewhat we believe to be a copy of the amendment here
and don*t happen to see thate.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Alexandere.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

SenatoreeeHudsone I used as a guide the guideline of pro-
hibitions across several states of the United States and in
each of these cases that [e.e.eobserved and used as a guidey
the prohibition that required a 1local police officery law
enforcement agencies to be excluded was almost unanimous and
I felt that our state should not have our own police depart—
ments come under this provisione They are excludedeesowhen I
say excludedy they would not be required to take a lie detec—
tor test under this bills they are totally excluded.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hudsone.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Welly, Senatory mye.e.emy only point ise in spite of vyour
good intentionss we do not see it in the amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Alexander.

SENATOR HUDSON:
. And that®*s all we have to deal with at this pointe.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

<eesthey are excluded by the amendment which states who
would be allowed to take the test. Section 2A and Section
2By Section 2Ly Section 2Dy Section 2Ey those are the only
persons who would have the privilege to ask an employee to
take a lie detector test in the concepts of their business
unless one would be asked to be taken voluntarilye.

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Davidsons for what purpose do you arisey sir?
'SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mre. Presidenty it seems to be a...a real debate on what
this amendment does or doesn'te. Could I ask a point of
order? Has this been distributed to the members of the
Senate so we could 1look at it since there seems to be a
difference of theesesethe sponsor and the questioner?
PRESIDENT:

Apparentlye it has not been distributed widelye.
Theeesthe questioner has a copy certainly. Any fur—
theresefurther discussion? If note.eseSenator Hudsone
SENATOR HUDSON:

One mores Senatory if you wille Paragraph Ds now this
specifies any private employee who will handle«..sit men—
tionseesit sets a threshold at five thousand dollars and I
must confess some puzzlement about how you wouldesshow you
would figure five thousand dollars. Now you mention who will
handle or have in his possession monies or goods in excess of
five thousand dollarse. Wouldn*'t that be a tremendously
difficult thing to ascertain? What about the small.eewhat
about the small businessman who may only have in his posses—
sion or handle three thousand dollar§ or four thousand
dollarsy but still he may...he may feel that this would be of
benefit to him too?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Alexander.
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Senator Hudsons in trying to establish a meaningful
threshold of monies that may be handled in a given timey I
took into consideration that business person such as our
large department stores, our supermarkets where a low paying
cashier on a busy sales day or grocery shopping dayss Satur—
daysy might have in her possession that amount of money. I

could not adequately establish any amount of monies 1lower
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than that because I just didn*t see it and no one made any
recommendationse It was just throwed out therey I searched
and researchede At one time I had it at a higher level and 1
saidy noy it would not be fair to the retailers to keep it at
this 1levely five thousand dollars appeared to beeeea reason—
able amount to bring it down to.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Hudsone
SENATOR HUDSON:

To the amendmenty Mre. Presidente. I thinks Senator
Alexander, that you have made a good faith effort and I think
you should be commended foreesefor trying to do what you're
doingy but I must make the point that those
employeess.ecemployers who have been iIn opposition still
remain in opposition basically because they feel it®s dis—
criminatory and it's a<...it's something that all business
peopley small or larges should have the benefit ofy that iss
the advantage of the polygraph as a tool. So I simply make
that point.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Alexander has moved the adoption of Amendment Noe
1 to Senate Bill 455. Further discussion? If not, all in
favor indicate by saying Ayee All opposede The Ayes have
ite The amendment is adoptedes Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendmentse.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 541y Senator Degnane On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Readings Senate Bill 541. Read the billy
Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

(Machine cutoff)a.eBill 541.

{Secretary reads iitle of bill)

2nd reading of the bille No committee amendmentse.



Page 222 — HMay 20,4 1987

PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendmentse
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge. 567y Senator Lufte On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd Reading is Senate Bill 567. Read the billy, Madam
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 567.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.e No committee amendmentse.
PRESIDENT:
Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Senator Kustra offers Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra on Amendment Noe. 1 to Senate Bill 567.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Machine cutoff)es.yous Mr. President. Senator Luft and I
have conferred on that amendment and I think he has a better
idea.

PRESIDENT:
. All right. Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

seethank vyous Mre Presidente I would ask that the Sena-—
tor offer this amendment and by voice vote maybe we could
defeat ite We're trying to take <care of his problemy
hopefullyes in Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustrae All right. Senator Kustra has moved the
adoption of Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 567. Any further
discussion? If notey all in favor indicate by saying Ayee.

All opposeds The Nays have it. The amendment Ffailse Fur—
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SECRETARY:

No further amendmentse.
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge. 630y Senator Carrolle. On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Readings bottom of page 2y is Senate Bill
6—~3-0 Read the bill, Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 630.

PRESIDENT:

Ohey I beg vyour pardone. There waseeeothere were further
amendments to 567. All righte 1Ifeeesif the amendment was
filedy it 1is not physically with use. So the bill would
remain on 3rd reading subject to recall obviouslye On the
Order of Senate Bills 2nd Readingy Senate Bill 630. Read the
bille Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 630.
{Secretary reads title of bill}
2nd reading of the bille No committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:
Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Senator Carroll offers Amendment No. 1le
PRESIOENT:

Senator Carroll on Amendment Noe. le
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank vyous Mre. Presidenty Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senatee This iss pardon the puny a chip off the o0ld blocke.
This is the corrective legislation for the CHIPS plan. it
does that which the department and those players involved in
the processy things that need to be done in order to imple—
ment the bill when we made the change last year from a.e.ewhen

we made the change to a state funded system from a assessment
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systeme I would move adoption of Amendment Noe. 1 and answer
any questionse
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Carroll has moved the adoption of
Amendment Noe. 1 to Senate Bill 630. Any discussion? If noty,
all in favor indicate by saying Ayes All opposedse The Ayes
have it. The amendment.is adoptede Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendmentse.

PRESTIDENT:

3rd readinge. T14s Senator Welchs. Top of page 3 on the
Order of Senate Bills 2nd Readings Senate Bill 774« Read the
billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 774.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:
eesany amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendmentse
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 877, Senator O'Daniel. On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Readingy Senate Bill 877. Read the bill,
Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 877.

{Secretary reads title of bill}

2nd reading of the bille No committee amendmentse
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendmentse.

PRESIDENT:
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3rd readinge 917y Senatoreese.all righty wait a minute,
hold ite I got too many people coming at me. Oid you have
an amendmenty Senator 0*Daniel?

SENATOR O°*DANIEL:

eeeNOgsessPresidenty I was going to move to recommit
Senate Bill 877 to the Committee oneceon Public Health.
PRESIDENT:

Thatesosthat motion is always in order. Senator 0fDaniel
has moved to recommit Senate Bill 877 to the Committee on
Public Healthe All in favor of the motion to recommit indi-
cate by saying Ayee. All opposede The Ayes have ite. The
motion carrieses The bill is recommitted. 9174 Senator
Donahue. On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd Readings Senate
Bill 917. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 917.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:
Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Senator Donahue offers Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Donahue on Amendment No. 1l
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank youy Mre. Presidente I have a couple of questions
of the clerky if I mighte TeseI think we have three separate
bills that have been filede The first twos I would request
that they be Tabled.

PRESIDENT:

Why don*'t you just withdraw them? why don®*t you come up
and pick out the ones you want?
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Ohe can you do that? All right. Withdraw the first twooe
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it*s the third amendment that we need to go withe
PRESIDENT:

Tell me which one you want?
SECRETARY:

I wonder if T mightess
PRESIDENT:

Tell somebody which one you wantees.eyeah but which one is
the third oney that®s the pointe.

SECRETARY:

Would you read the LRB numbersy please?
PRESIDENT:

He®'ve got three separate pieces of papers just go up and
why don't you take two of them andeese.and run with one of
them? Senator Donahue on Amendment No. 1l.

SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank youy Mre. Presidenty I apologize for thate This
iseeethis bill iseeeamends the Illinois Seed Law and upgrades
some of the standards and practices and this amendment does
very five different thingse. It gives the definition of
packet which was asked for by the grass seed industrye.
Second party itesecorrection has been made in the definitions
to arrange them in the proper alphabetical order. The third
one is a compromise was reached for the allowance of the
tolerance of noxious weed seeds found in the specific lot.
The fourth one is again a compromise on the tolerance 1level
ofe.eeweed seeds and this again accommodates the grass seed
industrys andy fivey the brand name designation restriction
is limited to only apply to soy beanss weedy oats and barley,
periode I would move for its adoptione
PRESIDENT:

All righte Senator Donahue has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 917. Any discussion? If noty
all in favor indicate by saying Ayees All opposede The Ayes

have ite The amendment is adoptede. Further amendments?
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SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge 953, Senator Welchs On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd Readings Senate Bill 953. Read the bill, Madam
Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 953.

(Secretary reads title of billl

2nd reading of the bille. The Committee oneseEnergy and
Enivornment offers one committee amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Welch on Committee Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR WELCH:

ese] believe that was a cleanup and a technical amend—
mentsy Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

All rights Senator Helch has moved the adoption of
Committee Amendment Noe«. 1 to Senate Bill 953. Any discus—
sion? If note all in favor indicate by saying Ayee. All
opposeds The Ayes have ite The amendment is adoptede Are
there further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further committee amendmentse
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?

SECRETARY:

No Floor amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge 964y Senator Barkhausen. On the Order of
Senate Bills 2nd Readinge the middle of page 34 Senate Bill
964+ Read the bill, Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 964.
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{Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bille No committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Senator Barkhausen offers Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen on Amendment Noe. le
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mre. President and membersy Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
964 is an attempt toe.e.o.to adopt in Illinois a modified form
of eavesdropping to apply only in a.e.sa <class of cases
involving the most serious narcotics offenses and 1in situa—
tions involving hostage taking or terrorisme ASesesas you may
remember from yesterday eveningy, we began thise...this debate
and rather than repeat everything that I saide I would simply
emphasize that it does apply only to a limited class of
crimese It is a much more modified proposal than those which
have been offered before byeesby myselfy, by Senator
Sangmeistery by Senator Degnan. Those other proposals cov—
ered a muchesssor wider class of crimes and didn*t have many
of the safeguards and restrictions that are present in this
amendmente. I would also emphasize that Federal law now per—
mits wiretapping for a whole broad range of crimes including
felonies under the Federal Criminal Codey and that law simi—
larly does not have many of the safeguards and restrictions
that are...that are present in this bille It has worked well
at the Federal levely it has not given rise to
theeeotoeessort of concerns that seem to be aimed at this
much more limited proposal and we are attempting to give our
law enforcement officials with this measure a tool that they
so desperately need if we are really going to be serious
andeeseand effective in going after the major drug crimese.

I°d be happy to answer any questionse



Page 229 — May 20, 1987

PRESTIDENT:

All righte Senator Barkhausen has moved the adoption of
Amendment Noe 1 to Senate Bill 96%. Discussion? Senator
Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank vyouy very muchy Mre President. If we could have a
little ordery this is one of the most important bills that
we've had todaye.

PRESIDENT:

If we can have the attention of the membershipy we®re on
the question of Amendment Noe. 1 to Senate Bill 964. Senator
Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank yous very muchy Mre Presidente This iseesethis is
Big Brother coming into your homey your bedroomy your officey
your automobile. This bill got a hearing in the Senate
Judiciary Committeey there were witnesses pro and witnesses
con and the bill was voted down: and in asking questions to
the proponents of the bill, we asked why this was neededy the
Federal Government can do this todays the Federal Government
does it todaye Without limitation.e.sif vyou’re going after
big drug users as this bill is limited tos all of those big
drug cases are Federal jurisdiction casesy they <cross state
linese There is clearly Federal jurisdiction in every single
one of those big drug cases without exceptions and there is
wiretapping and eavesdropping permissible without consent in
every single one of those cases today without this lawe When
you begin to open up nonconsensual eavesdropping in the State
of Illinois fory let's says drug casess hostage casesy
terrorism casesy believe mey Session after Session there will
be amendments coming back here to further expand the excep—
tions to open wup this processy and we will eventually have
total nonconsensual eavesdropping in the State of Illinois

where they can come into your homey your autos your place of
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businesss According to this billy statewide orders are
allowabley there's no control over Cook County judges order-—
ing taps on downstate localse There®s no control over Cook
County®'s State's Attorney going to a Champaign judges a
downstate judge to get an order for downstates no control
over all of this going on throughout the State of Illinois.
Second of ally and I don®t think anybody can explain this, if
you get an order to wiretap from a judge pursuant to a prob—
able cause on a drug case and you turn the wiretap on and you
listen to some testimonye.e.eto some conversationss how do you
know when to turn it on and when to turn it off? How do vyou
know when that conversation is of a personal nature regarding
husband and wivesy business naturey doctor and patient, law—
yer and clienty priest and parishioner? How do you know when
to turn it on and when to turn it off? The answer is you
don*t know when to turn it on and turn it off. The police
will tell youy welly when it getsee.ewhen it®*s not the drug
informationy we®ll turn it off and when it gets to the drug
information we®ll turn it one How do you know? You don't
knowse Sos obviouslys you're listening to conversations of a
very personal naturey of a very privileged nature and that
conversationy that privileged personal conversation regard-
less of what it is is on tapey is on recordy is there for ten
years with no provision to destroy the. unusable materiale.
This 1is truly Big Brother coming into your homee. The privi-—-
leged communications of doctorses 1lawyers and patients and
doctors and clients and lawyers ande.eseand priests and
parishioners will be wide open on thise It*s a terrible
idea. The fact is when the state needs assistance from the
Federal Governmenty we heard testimony that they today go to
the Federal Government and get assistance; ands again, it's
great to hear the sponsor talk abouts welly this is limited
to drug cases and terrorist casesy but the fact is the

government can do that today at the Federal level without



Page 231 — May 20y 1987

this law and all we're doing is allowing some state officials
to go around and come into your home and your place of busi-
ness and your automobile and listen to all of your personaly
privileged conversations. Believe mey ladies and gentlemen,
if we open this up today nonconsensual statewide
eavesdroppings we Wwill be here Session after Session and
there will be no 1limitationsy it*ll be wideopen. That's
what*'s happened in other jurisdictionss it shouldn®t happen
heree The Federal Government today can do what this bill
says 1in every single drug and terrorist casee. Don®'t open up
your homes and housessy it's not necessary and vyou and the
privileges that you and your familyy your personal conversa—
tions require will certainly suffer.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bermane
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank youy Mr. President. Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:

The sponsor indicates he'll yieldy Senator Bermane.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Senator Barkhauseny as I read this billy a judge in an
exparte hearings which means that the person that®s going to
be eavesdropped upon is not presenty can give consent to
listening in on what we've discussed as privileged communi—
cationse Now that would include conversation between me and
my doctory if the judge thinks that it ought to be listened
tos and I refer you to page 4 and it talks about privilege
communication and page 99 1lines 25 through 30 that says,
"that the judge may enter an exparte order if he determines
that the privilege communication is of a nature which should
be interceptedes™ Nows let me ask you thise I'm talking to
my doctor and some judge authorized a police officer to
listen in on that conversation and I talk to my doctor and I

say to my doctory doctore I think I may have some kind of a
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disease and next week in Sneed®s cColumn in the Sun Timesy I
read about ite. What can I do about it under your bill?
What*s my recourse? What can I do as a public official and I
read about it in Sneed's column? That privileged communi-—
cation between me and wmy doctory it was wiretapped and it
somehow got into the columnsy what can I do about?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausene
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

That situation would never arise because the records of
all conversations are to be remained sealed with law enforce—
ment authoritiese. Now I know thateeeI know that Sneed has
her sourcesy but I don't know how she'd get at sealed
recordse.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bermane.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Welly ladies and gentlemens I suggest to you that sealed
schmealed is my answere. When somebody gets a court order to
listen inecesandy vyou knows let me tell you something. I'm
not dreaming this stuff upsy I*m reading from the bill. A
judge on a exparte hearing can give permission for a police
officer to intercept these conversations and the only cri-—-
teria is if the judge thinks it ought to be listened in ony
that®s on page 9¢ line 29 and 30y and what that person can
listen in on 1is conversations between the patient and a
physicians psychologists and a patienty attorney and client,
clergyman and parishionery a practicing journalist within the
scope of his professions, presss I call your attention to that
and spouses within the scope of their marital relationshipe.
They can listen in on the conversation between you and your
spouse and if that conversation 1is overheard and there's
something that*s juicy and it becomes publicey even though

it*s sealed and nobody knows how it became publicy I mean it
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just byeesby magic it becomes publicy I don®*t think that
you*ve got much recourse and I suggest this to you as public
officialse Nowy you knows we all had our own comments on the
Gary Hart matter and that didn*t even involve a wiretape.
That may have been foolish and indiscreet and dumb and any
other kind ofeeseobjecty but I think we all sort of identified
with what that was involvede That®s nothingesesethat®s nothing
compared toe.e..Amendment No. 1 to 964 that*ll allow you to tap
in on the phone conversations. Now let me suggest one alter—
native to you andy Senator Barkhausens I suggest this to you
very seriouslye. When I read this amendment yesterday and I
read the whole things I went over to Senator Hawkinson and I
pointed this problem out about the privileged communications
and really no recourse if this becomes publice I believe
that he went over and talked to Representative Countryman who
advised himeeesCarly correct me if I'm wrongeeothat in the
House version of this billy this permission to tap into
privileged communications 1is not in the House amendment. I
would suggest to yous ladies and gentlemeny I*m not sure I'm
going to espouse the House amendment but if it doesn't have
the privilege communication tap in therey it's a better
amendmenty and I would suggest that this be either Tabled or
voted down and we wait to see what the House is going to give
use This in itself is a terrible provisione. Let me point
out a couple of other items. There®s emergency provision in
heree. A guy can tap into your phoneeesofor forty—eight hours
without even an affidavity forty—eight hours of tap without
an affidavite The tap that's permitted upon affidavit and a
hearing 1is for thirty days and can be extended for another
thirty dayse Now I dare say there aren't many people in here
that would love to have their conversations listened to for
sixty days on your home phones and that’s what we're talking
abouts on your home phone let alone vyour business phone.

That*s all authorizedsesin here on affidavits that may or may
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not be challengeabley and if you're terribly hurty damaged,
your reputation goes down the tubesy welly then vyou may be
able to have a lawsuit and I'm not sure what that®s going to
do for youe I don't think it workse I don®'t think you need
ite I would urge a No vote on this amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator D'Arcoe.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

eeeyOUy Mre. Presidentes I rise in strong opposition to
this bille I don't knowsy you knows it's funny butes..but some
of us haves.s.ohave this paranoia about use. You knowe we're
likeeeewe're deathly afraid that our rights are being vio—
lated by Federal agentss I don’t knowe Now some of you prob—
ably don*t feel that wayy but some of us feel that wayy that
we're deathly afraid that one day we're going to be living in
a police state and not know it and I think that®s logically
consistenty because when you finally do realize you're living
in a police statey it*s too late to do anything about ite.
And there®’s that fear. This may be an irrational fear on my
part but I*m always leerysy I'm always worried that one day
I*'m going to wake up and not be a free man anymore. I'm
really worried about that and I'm worried that it may happen
before our eyes and we will all become complacent subjects of
some dictatorial government in the United States of Americae.
That worries me and this billy in my opiniony is a step in
that directione The maneeeI'm going to tell you somethingy
ladies and gentlemens this ise.esthis is a Chicagoeeethis is a
Chicago Tribune article dated September 29thy 1986y and in
the article it describes how the man who wrote this law for
the Federal Governmenty Professor Bakelys the man who wrote
this law 1is defending a person before the Supreme Court of
the United States who was convicted on drug charges because
of illegal surveillance by Federal agentsy wiretapesesillegal

wiretap surveillancey and the man is telling us in this arti-
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cle about the abuses that the FBI and Federal agents are
involved 1in in illegal surveillances and that he regrets the
fact that they®re abusing the law ande.esesand the intent of
Congress is being violated by Federal agents. That®*s the
many Bakelyy who wrote the lawe. This bill allows a wiretap
for possession of the most minute amount of a controlled sub-
stancee You can have a half a gram of a controlled substance
in your house and this bill allows a wiretap for that crime
which is a very minory insignificant crimey and it also
allows any portion of a conversation unrelated to what it was
originally intended to be intercepted by the people who are
intercepting the conversatione In this instancey the guy
wasn't even homee The guy that the agents told the judge was
committing a crime and they needed the wiretap for wasn't
even home for twenty—one dayse. When they got a tap on his
phoney in his house and listened to conversations of people
who are not the subjects of the tap and they listened for
twenty—one days while this guy was vacationing somewhere.
Now that's what you want, then that®s what you're going to
get and vyou're going to live with that. Buts ladies and
gentlemeny it*'s going to be a mistake and some day 1in the
future we're going to.e.eregret this mistake.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hawkinson.
SENATOR HAWKINSON:

Thank yous Mre. President. To clarifyy 1 thinks my
discussions with Senator Berman. I did speak with Repre-
sentative Countryman and...and he was of the opinion that the
parts of the bill relating to privilege were not going to be
in the House versions I do know from talking with repre-—
sentativeseseelook County State*s Attorney®s Office that they
have offered amendments to the bill that came out of commit—
tee in the Housea The original bill that came out of commit—

tee in the Housey as I wunderstand ity is identical to
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theesothe provision that is in front of us today but that
they are working on it and Representative Countryman anyway
was of the opinion that the privileged information was coming
out of the House version.

PRESIDENT:

All righte Further discussion? Further discussion?
Senator Marovitz for the second time.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Senator Barkhauseny would youseeshow me in the bill where
theeseewhere terrorismeeewhich is one of the reasons for wire—
tapping where that®s defined?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen. (Machine cutoff)ee.Barkhausene
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Marovitzs, page 6+ lines 15 through 23 areeeseare
generally the section that you're concerned about here. 1
don't know that terrorism specifically is.s.is definedes It
talks in terms of a reasonable cause for believing that there
exists a clear and present danger of imminent death or great
bodily harm to persons resulting from a kidnapping or the
holding of a hostage by force or the threat of the imminent
use of forcee. And then on line 21y "ory threey any act of
terrorism by force or the threat of the imminent wuse of
forcee"

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Welly JTeeel didn®t ask for a definition of hostage which
you gave me very kindlye. I asked for the definition of
terrorism which is not in the bill and thatee.esince that®'s
going to be one of the basis for the issuance of a wiretap
order and it*s not even defined in the billy that®s why I'm
pointing it out. Second of ally does thise.eedoes this bill

allow forum shopping so that a downstate state®s attorney
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could come up to Cook County and get a wiretap order from a
Cook County judge and go back downe.e..downstate or vice versa?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

No. Theeeosthe applicant for the authorization will have
to go before the chief judge of theeseof the judicial circuit
or in the absence or unavailability of the chief judgey that
chief judge®s designees
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitze
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Could you just point out where that's in the bill?
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

(Machine cutoffl...Marovitzy on page 2y lines 13 through
19.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

{Machine cutoff)eeeMarovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Ieeel see the definition of chief judge herey but while
we're checking thaty let me ask you a questione He'veesothis
Body has taken up the question of a statewide grand jury many
times. Does this bill allow the Department of State Police
to go to any of the hundred and two counties in our state and
get an order?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausena
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Noes because they*d have to go before theseeparticular
state’s attorney in the jurisdiction where the offense is
allegedly being committed.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Okayeee

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)



Page 238 — May 20, 1987

Furthers..esSenator Marovitze.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

seesregarding that last question about whether they can
forum shope according to page 2y it says "chief judge of the
circuit where the application is filed."” It doesn't say
chief Jjudge of that particulare.ese.it sayses Mchief judge
wherever the application is filede™ So whatever chief Jjudge
they decide to go to anywhere in the State of Illinoiss they
can do thate They can forum shop according to that section
that you just pointed out to mee. Senator Barkhauseny Article
Is Section 6 of the Constitution, are you familiar with the
prohibition against wunreasonable eavesdropping in that
section of the Constitution?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausene.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

I am told that theseothe chairman of that committee in
the Constitutional Convention was asked specifically on three
separate occasions whether the provision in the Constitution
would prohibit wiretapping and thee.e.sand the answer was con—
sistently noe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitze.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Welly itessit doesn®t andeeesand in 1976y we adopted the
reasonable approach to wiretappings.eeconsensual wiretapping
which we allowed via the Constitution. wWhat this bill doesy
it allows totally nonconsensual wiretapping andesesesand it
allows the same against privileged communications and it
allows the same against personal information on your home, in
your officey 1in vyour care I meany how does somebody knowe
Senator Barkhausens when to turn that machine on and off?
You get a wiretap for a drug case and you're listening to

theeseeto the conversations at a particular home and David
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Barkhausen is on vacation and maybe your wife andeseesand her
sister are on the phone or.e.eor your kids or vyou're talking
about a different situation with a clienty howeeehow do they
know when to turn that on and offs, when to listen to the drug
part of the conversation so that they®re not hearing stuff
about your law practice or YOUT ¢ e e YOUT confes—
SiONSeeeyOUreseyour concerns with youreeesyour priest? How do
they know when to turn that on and off?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is that a question or just a statement?
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Questione.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Because they're required to do it under the terms of the
bill, they're required to report the contents of theeessof the
conversation ande.e..they are violating the terms of this lawy
if they don®'t turn it on and off as...as this measure would
require them to do.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If nots Senator Barkhausen
may closee
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mre President and membersy I certainly appreciate the
fact that theeeeothe debate has been a long one but it is an
important measuree. In closings I'd just like to emphasize a
couple of things which JIeeel did emphasize inseesin intro—
ducing the amendment. That iss againe that what we are
talking about here 1isseesis already the law on a much more
widespread basis at the Federal level. It applies to all
felony offensess here we are only talking about the most
serious types of narcotics'! offenses.serepeatedly 1in this

Legislature we haveesoewe have underlined the necessity to
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adopt more stringent measures toeeeto show that we are
serious about drug crimes. Law enforcement officials around
this statey prosecutorss policemensy the Department of State
Police are of one minds that this is the most effective tool
that we could possibly give them in order that they might be
able to tinvestigate drug crimese The point has been made,
welly if it®*s Federal laws why don*t we just leave it to Fed-
eral law enforcement officials and FfFederal prosecutors to
solve the probleme Welly since when do we at the state level
and in this State Legislature say that we don't need to
beeeebe mindful about a particular problem because the Fed-—
eral Government can solve it? Areeceecare we so ill—equipped
at the state level that we shouldn*t have the powers that the
Federal Government hass particularly where we're trying to
address what we all agree is probably the number one crime
problem in this country? This is limited to drug offenses
and TIe.eeand I underline thate To address just for a moment
the point that was made about privileged communicationss my
feeling is that that is really a red herring issue to try to
get some of you to oppose this measures because evenseeand
especially in the context of what might otherwise be a privi-
leged communicationy I would first make the point thaty as in
other casesy the applicant for the wiretap authorization
would have to show the chief judge that one probable cause
exists that the.s.sthe person to be wiretapped has committed
is committing or will commit a triggering offensees Secondly,
that probable cause exists that that particular communi-
cationy in here we're talking about a privileged communi—-
cationy with respect to the...with respect to the crime can
be obtained so that particular conversation has tos.e.sit has
to be shown that there*s probable cause to believe that that
particular conversation will relate to the crime that is
being or might be about to be committeds And, thirdlys the

probable cause exists that the facility to be tapped or the
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place to be bugged has beens is being or will be wused in
connection with the offenses Andsy fourthy and probably most
importantly that alternative investigative procedures have
faileds are futile or are too -dangerouse. So we're not
talking about a.eea blanket authorization to wiretap privi-
leged communicationse Those four factorsy all very difficult
to provey would have to be demonstrated to the satisfaction
of the chief judge before such authorization would be
grantede Soy don®*t listen to those who say that wiretapping
is going to be <coming into the homes of people all across
fllinois if we adopt this measures It is already Federal law
and ;}1 kinds of protections of the kind that I've just out—
lined areessecare fully presente. I ask you finally toeeeto
demonstrate to all of the people of Illinoise most especially
toessthe law enforcement officials who now feel handcuffed in
trying to go after the serious drug criminals Iin this state
that wey, at least in the State Senatey are serious about it
and will now give them the tools which they need to finish
the jobe. Thank youe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question ise shall Amendment Noe. 1 to Senate Bill 964
be adoptede A roll call has been requested. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Naye The voting is
opene Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record« On that questions
the Ayes are 30y the Nays are 26. Amendment Noe. 1 having
received a majority vote is adoptede Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

Senator Berman offers Amendment Noe 2
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Senator Bermane
SENATOR BERMAN:

Amendment Noe 2 is a sunset provisione What this..e.what

the amendment does is toee.ethere®s a reporting provision in
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here that requires a report as to the number of taps that are
mades not the specifics as to who's been tapped but the
number of tapsesenumber of requestsy the number of indict—
mentsy number of convictions and to show how efficiently this
has resulted in stopping hostage taking and big drug trans—
actionsy et cetera.s And all I'm saying is if this bill is
going to passy let's try it for two yearsy January ly 1990,
then we®ll see if iteeeif it workss if it doesn®*t work, it
doesn®t remaine If it*s workedy we®ll repass the bill. It's
a sunset provisione. I think it*s a modest approach toeeseto
back up what the sponsor says is going to happene He're
going to eliminate all the big drug deals and all the hostage
taking and all those terrible things as a result of tapping
into our personalee.esconversationse Let’s see if it really
workse this is a sunset provision for January 1y 1990. I ask
your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Has the amendment been distributed?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

As the President had saids not too widelys {(Machine cut-—
o0ffleseBermane
SENATOR BERMAN:

This is six 1lines and I°l1l be glad to read it to yous
Senator Barkhausen. "Amendment No. 2 amends Senate Bill 964
as amended by deleting all of SectionMe...okaysy 1it's being
distributedy, but here®s.ssit says on line 8 and 9 "Repeale.
This Article 108 B is repealed on January 1lsy 1990.7 That's
what the amendment sayse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Bermany if the amendment is adopted, will you
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support the bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Noe. But at least it gives the people in this Body and
the people of the State of Illinois a chance to reconsider
what you aree.s.eurging us to authorize. And I've just got to
suggest to you that this is such a dramatic departure from a
democratic society regarding unilateral tapping of private
communications that it ought not to be just given a blank
checke That*s why I*ve got a sunset one
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhauseny briefly.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Welle I*m not going to reargue the debate that we Jjust
went throughe It*'s not a dramatic departurey it's been the
Federal law for twenty years and we're 1living quite well
under it ands..<sbut to have a repealer.s.c.after only two years,
it*seeeis certainly not a fair test of thisees.of the effec—
tiveness of what we're proposing here and...andy for that
reasons alone I would obviously oppose the amendmente
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is on the adoption of Amendment No. 2.
Senator Bermane.

SENATOR BERMAN:

To close.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

To closesy I'm sorrya.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Okaye Ladies and gentlemens a couple of vyears ago we
passed the Charitable Games Acty, Bingoy which really didn*t
impose much on anybody individuallye. We put a sunset on
thate. We put an automatic repealer because we wanted to see

if it would worky and I would just suggest to you that some—
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thing a 1little more personaly a little more imposing on our
individual liberties is what this bill ise 1If we did it for
Bingos TI°'d 1like it to do it for each of your own individual
protectionse 1 urge an Aye vote on this amendmente.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman moves the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 964. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposedes The Ayes have ite. Amendmente.sea roll call
has been requestede Those members supporting Amendment Noe 2
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
opens Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that question, the Ayes are 30, the
Nays are 24+ none voting Presente. Amendment No. 2 is
adopteds Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendmentse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1038+ Senator Mahare. Read the
billy Madamee.oSenator Mahary for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank vyous Mr. Presidente. I would move to recommit
Senate Bill 1038 to the Committee on Agriculture and Conser—
vatione.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You®ve heard the motiones Hearing no objectiony leave is
granteds Senate Bille.s1038 will be recommitted to the
Committee on Agriculture. Senate B8ill 12034 Senator
DeAngelise Read the bill, Madam Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1203.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bille No committee amendmentse
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Any amendments from the Floor?
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SECRETARY:

Senator DeAngelis offers Amendment Noe. le
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelise
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank yous Mre. Presidente I found out that the Racing
Board did not want another deputy director so that part is
out of the billy but there is an amendment and I would 1like
the Body to 1listen to this because there are a lot of us
who've supported racing in this Body who are not horse
playersy who don't have much of an interest in horse playing,
but who supported it because of its economic impact both on
the state and the communities that surround the race tracke
And all I°'m putting into the Racing Board®s considerations
and it*'s a four—line amendment, "Before allotting any racing
dates to an organizations the board shall consider the eco—
nomic impact of such racing dates on the surrounding commun—
ities in the area of the race track where the horse race
meeting is to be helde” We arey as you probably knows in
some fairly significant disagreements on racing dates and
some tracks have been twilighted out of racing dates and I
want to ensure that the Racing Board does take into consider—
ation the total economic impact of racinge I would urge the
adoption of Amendment Noe. le
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

{Machine cutoffleeesdiscussion? If noty Senator
Geo—eseDeAngelisessGeo—Karisy it'sesecit®s an honest mistakey
Senatore.s.emoves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 1203. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those
opposede The Ayes have ite. Amendment Noe. 1 is adopted.
Further amendments?

SECRETARY:
No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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3rd reading. Senate Bill 1217y Senator Jones. Read the
bille, Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1217.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bille No committee amendmentse
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Senators Schuneman and Jones offer Amendment No. la
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunemane
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank yous Mre President. Amendment Noe 2eeewelly first
of ally this bill would become the rewrite of the Nurse Prac—
tice Act in Illinoise. Senator Jones as chairman of the
committee has made every effort to get the parties to the
dispute over the Nurse Practice Act togethere He®*s held
hearings here in Springfields we held a hearing 1last Friday
in Chicago and we've been trying to get the various parties
to come together. I think it®s fair to say thate.e.e.that all
parties with one exception have now come together and that
one exception is the Illinois Nurse Association. This amend-
ment basically is aseea reenactment of the present Nurse
Practice Act withesewith some exceptions buts basically, it
would maintain the status quo witheseewith regard to the vari-
ous levels of nursing that is presently in oure.essin our Act
as well as the status quo as to the education necessary to
enter the nursing professiona The amendment reflects the
recommendations from the Governor®s sunset reporte It does
increase the fees for the various category of nursese but I
don't think there®s any objection to thate A dedicated fund
is established which would enhance +the administration and

enforcement of the Act and it <clarifies the grounds for
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discipline.

in effecty represents
Jones and myself as the way to keep the
on this issuee.
PRESIDING DOFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there discussion?

the of Amendment Noa. 1

move adoption

Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.

Ayes have ite. Amendment Noe.
ments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
3rd readinge Senate Bill 1257,
bille Madam Secretarye
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1257.

I*'d be happy to answer any guestionsy but

Those

1 is adopted.

Senator Rocke

1987

thisy

an amendment offered by both Senator

negotiations moving

I urge adoption of the amendmente.

If noty Senator Schuneman and Jones

to Senate Bill 1217.
opposedes The

Further amend-—

Read the

{Secretary reads title of bill)

lsteeepardon mey 3rd reading of the billees2nd reading of the

bille No committee amendmentse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS}

Any amendments from the Floor?

SECRETARY:

Senator Rock offers Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rocke
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank vyouy Mre President and Ladies

Senate. Senate Bill 1257 was introduced

and myself in response to a query by

Court. There was a decision last May in

thaty yessy the Judicial Branch 1iss in

subject to the Public

Howevery given the fact that

it*s constitutionally a

and Gentlemen of the
by Senator Philip
the Illinois Supreme

which the court said

facty part of and

Employee Collective Bargaining Acte

differ—
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ent branch of governmenty the court felt it better that they
have their own Act or a separate part of the current Act
whereby they could also institute by rule what they felt was
appropriates So we have been working for a couple of months
in an attempt to accommodate the courty in an attempt to
accommodate the present Act as it's constituted. Amendment
Noe 1 reflects the state of that discussion thus far.
Itesesit is an amendment to the existing Act rather than the
new Act and iteeeit posits the fact that the court is the
sole employerseesthe Supreme Court is the sole employer as was
said in theesesein the Supreme Court casey obviously, but it
subjects Judicial Branch employees to collective bargaining
and I think that®s the.s.sthe main pointe Theeoothe right to
strike iseeeis not afforded these employees as essential
governmental employeess and I'm sure that the negotiations
will continue but it is something that ought to besssthere’s
a similar bill that will be coming over from the House and
the discussions will continuee I would move the adoption of
Amendment Noe. 1 with the hope that we could move this bill
through the systems.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If noty Senator Rock moves the
adoption of Amendment Noe. 1 to Senate Bill 1257. Those in
favor 1indicate by saying Ayes Those opposeds The Ayes have
ite Amendment No. 1 is adoptede Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendmentsa.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
3rd readings Senate Bill 1340y Senator Marovitz. Senate

Bill 1425y Senator Welche Read the bills Madam Secretarye.

END OF REEL
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REEL #7

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1425.

(Secretary reads title of bill}

2nd reading of the bille No committee amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendmentse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

3rd readinge Senate 8ill 1428y Senator Collinse Senate
Bill 1436y Senator Degnane ©Ohy I*m sorrys I didn't see Sena—
toreeseSenator Collinsy on 1428. Read the billy Madam Secre-—
tarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1428.

({Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bille The Committee on Executive offers
one committee amendmente.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Collinse.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank youe Theeesthe amendment that was offered
ONeseiNesesin committee was basically to clarify somes..e.some
of the technical errors in the bill and added a definition
ofeesof abandoned buildinge I move for the adoption of that
amendmente.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins has moved the adoption of Committee
Amendment Noe 1 to Senate Bill 1428. Any discussion? If
note all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposede The

Ayes have ite The amendment is adoptede Further amendments?
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SECRETARY:

No further committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Senator Collins offers Amendment Noe 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins on Amendment Noe. 2.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yesy thank youe Amendment Noe 2 further clarifies the
definition of an abandoned building« It also makes sure that
whatever notice be given by certified mail and it also pro—
tects the interest of the mortgage and lending institutions
and others who may have some financial interest in the prop—
ertye And iteeeand it clearly sets forth...the procedures
toeesto make sure that theeeethe temporary owner has
theeseesame rights and responsibilities as the owners as it
relates to taxes or any liens on the property
aseserelationship to taxese And I would move for the adop—
tion of this amendment.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins has moved the adoption of Amendment Noe. 2
to Senate Bill 1428. Any discussion? If noty all in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposede The Ayes have ite The
amendment is adoptede Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendmentse.

PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge 1436« 0On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd
Readinge Senate Bill 1436. Read the billy Madam Secretarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Billeesl436.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bille No committee amendments.
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PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the fFloor?
SECRETARY:

Senator Degnan offers Amendment Noe le
PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan on Amendment No. 1.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank yous Mre Presidente. Senate Bill No. 1436 defines
the crime of money launderinges Some committee members and a
representative of the ISBA in committeesssin the Judiciary
Committee thought the language.esthe definition language was
too broade Amendment No. 1 seeks to address those concerns
and narrows the language« I move its adoptione.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 1436. Any discussion? I[If noty all 1in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposeds The Ayes have ite The
amendment is adoptede. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendmentse.
PRESIDENT:

3rd readinge. All righte. Ladies and gentlemeny that
effectively concludes our businesse WHe have a couple of
housekeeping matters to read into the recorde Ten o°*clock
tomorrow morning will be the move. We will start withesoat
some point we®ll start with 7117 in the meantimey we bhave
recallsy I don®t know how many of those. Don®t forget,
pleases that Wednesdays June 3Ird 1is the Gridiron Dinnere.
I*ve been asked to announce that tickets are going like hot
cakesy better get them while they lasty any member of the
press COTrpPSe Senator Joyce? Any further business or
announcements? Senator Joyces.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yesy thank yous Mre. Presidentes At eight—thirty tomorrow
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morning the Executive Committee meetse
PRESIDENT:

All right. Executivey eight—thirty tomorrow morning,
Room 212. Senator Smithe.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank youessthank yous Mre. President and members of the
Senatee. I*d like to take leave and ask if you would be kind
enough to permit me to be voted as Yes on Senate Bill 523,
When I cameeessmyesekey was out and I didn*t know ite
PRESIDENT:

All righte.

SENATOR SMITH:

And I want to vote Yes on ity pleasees
PRESIDENT:

The record will reflect that you wished to vote Yes on
523. Senatore.e..Etheredgey for what purpose do you seek
recognition?

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Mre Presidenty I would move to Table Senate Bill 838 and

840.
PRESIDENT:

That motion is always in ordere.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Andy Mre. Presidenty I thought that that might set an
example for the rest of my colleaguesy it might speed up our
worke
PRESIDENT:

I would certainly hope soe If you'll turn to page 64 on
the Calendary on the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading Con—
sideration Postponeds Senate Bills 838 and 840. Senator
Etheredge moves to Table Senate Bills 838 and 840. All in
favor of the motion Indicate by saying Ayee. All opposede
The Ayes have ite The motion prevails and those bills are

Tablede Senator Alexandery for what purpose do you seek
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recognition?
SENATOR ALEXANDER:

Thank yousy Mre. Presidente 1 have spoken with the chief
sponsor on House Bill 2740 and I am being permitted to be a
joint hyphenated cosponsore
PRESIDENT:

All righte The 1lady seeks 1leave to be added as the
hyphenated cosponsor on House Bill 2740. Without objectiony
leave is grantede All righte MreeeMre Secretaryy committee
reportse
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR« HARRY)

Senator Savickaseee
PRESIDENT:

That*s ite Ten o'clock tomorrow morning folkse
ACTING SECRETARY: (MRe HARRY)

seeSenator Savickase.e.e.chairman of the Committee on
Assignment of Billssreports the following House bills have
been assigned to committee; Agriculture and Conservation -
B4y 45Ty 22364 26255 Elections and Reapportionment — 1508 and
24923 Elementary and Secondary Education — 233y 410y 1244,
12659 17369 1742+ 2353+ 2401 and 2758; Energy and Environment
— 748 and 2849; Executive — 161y 232y 306¢ 577y 858y 1194,
12599 1317y 1349¢ 1798y 1904y 1923y 1924y 2011y 2218y 2243,
22569 2643 and 26943 Finance — 1859y 1922¢ 19569 2123 and
25303 Higher Education — 8135 Insurancey Pensions and Li—
censed Activities — 1198y 12224 1298y 1319y 1500y 1540, 1548,
1836y 2007y 2766y 2789 and 28343 Judiciary — 67s 310s 523,
787y 1603y 2062y 2590 and 27405 Labor and Commerce — 1332,
2032 and 20335 Local Government — 89y 396y 854y 8669 9S54y
1909 and 24703 Public Healthsy Welfare and Corrections — 72,
272y 4049 4054 40Ty 464 1811y 2230y 2258y 2370y 2840¢ 2842,
2843 and 28453 Revenue — 462y 1753y 1832, 2823 and 286635 And
Transportation — 48y 824y 1238y 15044 1758y 1953, 2046 and

2060s All House bills.
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PRESIDENT:

Resolutionse.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. HARRY)

Senate Resolution 281 offered by Senators Dudyczes Raicay
Je Ee Joycey Degnan and all Senatorse.

Senate Resolution 282 offered by Senator Davidson and all
Senators.

Both death resolutions.

Senate Resolution 283 offered by Senator Dudycz.

Senate Resolution 284 offered by Senators Halle Rock and
all Senatorse.

Both congratulatorye.

PRESTDENT:

Consent Calendare. All righte Any further business to
come before the Senate? If noty Senator Smith moves that the
Senate stand adjourned until Thursdayes May 21y tomorrow morn—
ings ten o'clock in the mornings Ladies and gentlemensy have

a good eveninge Ten o'clock tomorrow morninge.
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