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Speaker McPike: "The House will come to crder. The Members will
be in their seats, The Chaglain for tcday will be Eeverend
¥illiam J. Feckbam of Contact Ministries ip Springfield.
Reverend Peckham is a guest of Bepresentative Mike Curran.
#ill the guests in the gallery fplease rise to join us in
the invocationi®

Reverend Peckham: ™Let us bow in prayer. Our Father, God, two
prayers we have today. Let there be peace on earth, and
let it begin here. And grant that scsething significant
and helpful for the people of Illinois will happen in this
chapber today. Amen."”

Speaker McPike: *®HWe'll be led in *he PBledge of Allegiance Ly
Bepresentative Bopp."

Ropp et al: W¥I pledge allegiance to the flag of the United States
of America and to +the Republic for wshich it stands, cne
Bation under God, indivisible, with liberty and justice for
all."

Speaker McPike: "Roll Call for Attendance. 111 Members answering
the Roll Call, a 4quorum is present. Eepresentative
Greiman, dc you have any excused absences? Thank you.
Representative EFiel."

Piel: "No excused absences at the present time, Mr. Speaker.®

Speaker McPike: "“Thank you. Is Representative Topinka in the
chamber? Introduction and First Reading."

Clerck O'Brien: %“House Bill 2328, Rogp, a Bill for an Act to amend
Sections of the Psychologist Registration Act. First
Beading of the Bill."

Speaker McPike: "MRepresentative Topinka, would you <come %o <zthe
podium, please?"

Clerk O'Brien: “"Further introductions. House Bill 2329,
Mulcahey, a Bill for an Act to add Secticns to amn Act to

revise the 1law in relation tc crieinal jurisgrudence.
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First Reading of the Bill.®

Speaker HcPike: “Representative Friedrich."

Friedrich: "Hr. Speaker, I'd like to ask for a recess umtil 1:45
for the purpose of a Republican Conferemce in roos 118 in
10 pinutes.”

McPike: "The GentlemaA has requested a Regublican Conference in
room 118, Representative Piel, do ycu have anything to
add? Piel.®

Piel: "Yes, would the record show that Bepresentative Barris is
an excused absence today, please, Mr. Sgeakeri®

Speaker McPike; "Yes, the record will so reflect. The House will
stand at ease until 1345 for a Beguklican Conference in
room 118. 1If the Chair could bave the Members® attention
for Jjust a npinute, Bepresentative Tcpinka would like to
introduce some bonored guests that we have with us today.
Representative Topinka."

Topinka: ¥Thank you, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House. 1Today, I
think we're very well honored by baving Delia Zieziulewicz
of New Lopdon, Connecticut who has recently been installed
as a Suprewe Fresident of the Suprese Enkblem Club of the
United States of America, and that occurred cn Septesber
23rd in Llos Angeles. And also visiting is the Supreme
Marshal, Frances Tuclisea, of New lcndon, Copnecticut and
delegates from the Peoria and Watseka, Illinois area. The
Suprepe Emblesm Club 1is a <charitakle orgamization whose
menbers are wives and families of Elk Club members. There
are 531 clubs throughout the United States and 45,000
members. So if you would join with ®e voday in welcoming
the Supreme Fresident, Delia Zieziulewicz, and ber
delegation tcday.®

Delia Zieziulewicz: "Thank you very much. %e are very happy to
be here. Have enjoyed your city, and we®ll lcok forward co

enjoying the rest of ycur state fcr the bLalance of the
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week. Thank you."

Topinka: "And if maybe Frances Tuclisea of New London could also
give us a message."

Prances 1Tuclisea: "I'n very fpleased to ke here in your State of
Illinoise. And it's very interesting, and I... 1 will be
here for a few days enjoying the rest c¢f the veek."

Topinka: “Thank you very much.”

Speaker McPike: "The House will now be at ease until 1:45. The
House will come to order. Introductiomns, First Readings."

Clerk O'Brien: "™House Bill 2330, Eepresentative Shaw, a Eill for
an Act to authorize off-track betting in the State of
Illinois. First Beading of the Eill.®

Speaker McPike: "On page seven of the Calendar, Amendatcry Veto
Motiocns. For the inforsation of the Eody, on toscrrow's
Calendar will appear a Subject Matter Crder of Call, so
that as we come to some Bills today, we will skip over then
because they will be on tomorrow’s Subject Matter Order of
Call. So beginning on page SEVEDwee Kepresentative
Vinson.®

Vinson: ®“You know, that's an interesting procedure to announce,
and I don*t bave apy particular G[prcblen with that
procedure. But it would seem as if we ought to have some
lists and that we ought to have that cpportunity availaktle
to all Members, not to scmeone in a private room in the
back of the chamber.”

Speaker McPike: ‘"Representative Vibson, your point is well taken.
The Members may choose to have their Eill called as we get
there simply in order to facilitate the Grder of Busimess.
I made that apbnouncement. If a Member would like ¢to bave
his Bill called today, that's certainly within the Memberts
right, and we will provide yocu with a 1list of Bills
impediately. So we will start on page seven, and the first

Bill that®s pot on a Subject Matter will ke Senate Bill 97,
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Representative Brummer. EBepresentative Matijevich in the
Chair."
Speaker aatiievich: "Bepresentative Vinson.®
Vinson: "Mr. Speaker, I don't believe @y Motior in regard to
Senate Bill 71 is on a Special Call.®
Speaker Matijevich: ™"State and Local Governsent, We€... ©§& want
tc treat you preferentially if we can, Sam, at your
reguest."
Vinson: "“Oh, my Motion's on there, too?"
Speaker Matijevich: "You're going to be taken care of. les."
Vioson: “Okay. Thank you."

Speaker Matijevich: "“Alright. Okay. @We're using our heads, Sabn.
Representative Brunmer on Hous€... Sepnate Bill 97.%
Brummer: %“Yes, I wove to accept the Governor’s amendatory veto.
Senate Bill 97 basically did two things. It provided that
information be on... information be fraovided concerning
the median level of assesssent for apny assessment district
so the taxpayer could Letter usderstand wshether the
taxpayer was being assessed at the appropriate level or
not. And it provided that taxpayers wculd have a right to
appeal their assessment to the... to the Property Tax
Appeal Board if the assessment exceeded thirty-~three and a
third percent of fair market value after the imposition of
the wmultiplier. The Goveruor endorsed the first itesm. He
opposed the second item and asendatorily removed that. 1In
addition to that, the Governor added new lanquage
concerning notification tc the taxpayer whem there was a
supervisor of ascessment equalization factor used. I agree
with the last portion. I think it was unfortunate that the
Governor amendatorily vetoed ocut the Frovisicm that the
taxpayers could appeal to the State Froperty Tax Appeal
Board shen the affect of the wmulitiplier was to increase

the assessment above thirty-three and a third percent, but



STATE OF ILLINCIS
83RD GENFRAL ASSEHEBLY
HGUSE OF EEEEESENIATIVES
TRANSCEIPTION DEEBAIE

85th Legislative Day November 1, 1983
the Senate has accepted the -he Governcr's amendatory veto,
and I think that's the only choice that's left toc us at
this point. And, therefore, I &mcve to accept the
Governor's amendatory veto.¥

Speaker Matijevich: "Representative Brummer has moved to accept
the specific recommendations of the Governor with regards
to Senate Bill 97. On that, Bepresentative Vimson."

Vinson: "“Yes, I wonder if the Gestleran would yield for a
gquestion.®

Speaker Matijevich: "He indicates bhe will. Ficceed.®

Vinson: "Representative, this is not the Pill in which the
Governor deleted the requirement for the Department of
Revenue to publish income tax data by school districz.
That is not involved in this particular...%

Brummer: "It was not in the original Bill, and I don't think it's
part of the amendatory lamguage."

Vinson: "Thank you."

Speaker Matijevich: *"Eepresentative Hastert."

Hastert: "Thank you, Nr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. I1'd 1like to rise in <suppcrt of Eepresentative
Brummér's Motion. This Bill, as it is amended, doesn't da
everything that it set out tc do, Lut it's still gccd
legislaticn. It's good taxpayer legislation, and I think
it should have our green vote. Thank ycu."

Speaker Matijevich: *“The gquestion is, *Shall the House accept the

- specific recommendations of the Covernor with regards to
Senate Bill 972* <Those in faver will =signify by voting
‘aye', those opposed by voting %no'. It takes 71 votes
because of the effective... imnmediate effective date. .Have
all voted? Have all voted who wish? 1The Clerk will take
the record. On this question, there are 108 'ayes', 1
*nay', 1 voting *present'!, and the Motion prevails. And

the House does accept: the specific language and
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reconmendations of the Governor with regards to Senate Bill
97. And this Bill, bhaving received the Constitutional
Three-Fifths Majority, is hereby declared passed. Senate
Bill 133 is on a Special Call. 149 is cn a Special <Call.
Senate Bill 151, RePaease Fepresentative Johnson.
Representative Johnson, the Gentleman from Champaign."

Johnson: ®"I would move to accept the Governor's specific
reconmendations <for change and would move to approve the
amendatory veto made by the Governor on Senate Bill 151.
It just makes minor technical chabges."

Speaker Matijevich: "Fepresentative Johnson has moved that the
House do accept the Governor's specific recommendations for
change with regards to Senmate Bill 151, Cn that, <the
Gentleman from Ccok, Representative Cullerton.®

Cullerton: *Hell...¥®

Speaker Matijevich: "One nmoment. BEepresentative Johnson, for
what purpose do you risez®

Johnson: "let m€... Let me just... Sc we save debate here, let me
just specifically say shat the mincr changes are."

Speaker Matijevich: ®Alright. Proceed.m

Johnson: "The Bill... This Bill is a post-conviction relief Bill
~ a good law and order Bill. One of the things we thought,
and the ACLU and others thoughé would make the Bill more
palatable was to reguire that a different Judge bhear the
subsequent petition, subsequent pest-conviction petition.
I still think that was a good idea. The Governor didp't
think it was a good idea, and among cther reasons... the
reason he didn't think it was a goed idea was Lecause in
small counties, in areas where you oftentimes have only oune
sitting Judge, it would make it impractical to do. You
know, I'm really reluctant to move to agprove it; but, at
this point, I don't think we have any choice. This is the

way the Bill was originally approved in Committee. I
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siaply put on the Amendment that the Govermor took off as
an accommodation to AClU. It still makes sense in terms of
providing protection for the fublic against frivolous
post—conviction petitions, and that's the reason 1 want to
approve the Governor’s specific recomsendations for chaange.
I didn*t mean to preenmpt Bepresentative Cullerton, but I
wanted to be a 1little nocre sgecific in what the minor
changes were."

Speaker Matijevich: “The Gentleman fros Cook, Eepresentative
Cullerton.”

Cullerton: "Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members of the House.
I'o glad that Bepresentative Johnscn was more specific. We
just would disagree as to whether or pot the chaunges are
@inor or not. It would... It secepms to me that this minor
change was what was nmpecessary to get the Bill out of
Committee. 1 think that the Memters of +the Judiciary
Copsittee felt that this provision which the Govermor
removed was essential to the Bill. What we're saying bere
is that frivolous post-conviction petitions can... it can
be dismissed easier than they can be ncw. WHell, it doesn®:
nake any sense€ to me that the same Judge, the same trial
Judge who presided over the trial can ke impartial when it
comes to considering whether or not a post-conviction
petition is frivolous. We've had similar legislation with
regard to whether or not a Judge shculd bLe... exclude
himself for cause from hearing a case, Lecause he is
familiar with the parties. That petitice is not bheard by
that Judge, because be can't be imparzial. It's
unfortunate that the Spomsors of this 1legislation didn't
decide to override the Governor's veto. It would have been
very easy for Senator Sangmeister and HBepresentative
Johnson to-do that. &nd I suggest +hat since +the veio

message 1is techaically defective anyway for failﬁre to
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properly amend the title of the Bill, that we could put
this Bill in again, and pass it again, aand have the
Governor sigm it and would bhave, in effect, the sanme
effective date as this Bill. So, I <think that <the
Governor's made a mistake. I don't see the problem of the
shortness of Judges in smaller ccunties, because I think
that it's easy epough to get a*t least twoe Judges together
to rule on post-conviction hearings and petitioms. And for
that reason, at this time, I would cppose the Notiocmn.®

Speaker Matijevich: "kepresentative Jobn Lunp.®

John Dunn: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House. The problem with post-conviction hearings is
that mpany of the petitions are, in fact, frivolous. 1The
present practice, however, is to take a look at thew in one
hearing and rule against them, Lecause +they really are
frivolous. If this Bill beconmes law, it will not speed
things wufp at all; because, to deternmine whether the
petition is frivolous or not frivolous, the Judge is going
to have to look at everything which went before, dincluding
transcripts if they are available. If a Judge decides that
the petition 1is frivolous, bhe will cpnly be doing shat a
Judge does now. If the Judge decides that a petition is
not frivolous, thenm yet another hearing will have to ke
scheduled. The only thing this Bill carm do is require more
hearings, not fewer hearings. The Judges now dismiss these
petitions out of hand when they are frivolous in pature.
They have been doing so. They can continue to do so. This
is not needed 1legislatiom. It will cause more hearings,
not fewer hearings, and I would recommend a vote agaiost
passage of this Eill on any Motion.®

Speaker Matijevich: "Eepresentative Alexander."

Alexander: “Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Will the Sponsor yield for a

guestion?®
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Johnson: "Yeah."

Speaker Matijevich: "Proceed.®

Alexander: "Tim, normally when there is a final judgment in any
criminal case, there's a 30 day agpeal period. If this
Bill passes as awmended, would that 30 day appeal period
still be in the record?"

Johnson: *"Would it Le what2¢

Alexander: “Would the 30 day, after final order or judgment,
would that still prevail, the 30 day appeal time?n

Johnson: "Oh, yeah, it doesn't affect that at all.
Post-conviction petitions are ones that are filed after the
time for appeal has passed and... and, in some cases, after
an appeal has either been affirsed or denied. So ix
wouldn't affect that at all.®

Alexander: “Alright. Thank you."

Speaker Matijevich: "Bepresentative Johnscn tc close."

Johnson: "This Bill passed in House Judiciary, Senmate Judiciary,
on the House floor and in the full Sepmate by overwhelming
margins. The reason the Bill passed is very simple. When
individuals sit in the penitentiary with nothing else to
do, oftentimes what they'll do is tc file post-coenviction
petitions askimng that the court in almost every case
frivolous grounds, because if they weren't frivolous
grounds they would have been raised on appeal to begin with
- Representative Alexander has spoken well to <that - and
require a court, appoint a lawyer and incur overshelming
expenses, substantial €ipenses, sieply to deny a
post-conviction petition. All this does is to provide that
the court can dismiss the petition where it determines that
the petition 1is frivolous or patently without merit. The
Bill was amended in the House, not in Committee. t Wasn':
necessary to get it out of Copmamittee, as EKepresentative

Cullerton said - I think he just misrecollected that - to
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require that the Judge evaluating the ©[petition for such
purpose shall not be the same ope that presided over the
original trial. The Governor felt that that Amendment was
too onerous, that it wouldn®t work in the 96 or 97 smaller
counties in the state and that <that was sSimply a...
provision that watered down this Bill to some extept. 1
don't have strcng feelings about the Acendment. I don't
have strong feelings about the Governcr's veto om it, but
it passed overwhelmingly on Representative... Senator
Sangmeister's Motion in the Senate."

Speaker Matijevich: ™"One moment. Kepresentative Winchester, fcor
what purpose do you seek recogniticn2?®

Winchester: “Thank you, Mr. Speaker. <Could we have some order
in bere? We're trying to listen to Hepresentative Johnson.
It's noisy. We can't hear back in the back."

Speaker Matijevich: "let wus have order in the chambers. EFlease
have order im the <chambers so that we can hear these
closing remarks. HRepresentative Jchnscn.®

Johnson:z *“Thank you, Bepresentative Winchester. If you voted for
this Bill last spring because you felt that the state was
incurring substantial expenses, court time amnd everythiaog
else on frivolous post-conviction petitions Ly pecgle that
didn*t have anything else to do, them ycu should be for
this Bill even more as the Governor made it a stromger Bill
in <that =<sense by bhis amendatory veto. It was passed Ly
overwhelming margins im each <chankter because of the
consensus, I think, in botb chasbers that the process cf
effective law enforcement can Le expedited by this
procedure. It still allows petiticps with merit to be
granted, attorneys to be appointed and the appropriate
expenses inmcurred, but it says if your petition is without
merit and frivolous, then the state ocught mot to 1log the

expense for that. Aod for those reasons, 1 urge a *yes?

10
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vote on this Motion o override... oOr Bmot to override, but

to approve the Governor's amendatcry vetc."

Speaker Matijevich: "“Before we get to the question, there are two

Members, Represeptative Laurino, ¥illian Lauripmo and Roger
McAuliffe, who are now in attendance, and we show them now
on the attendance quorum call. On Moticp of Representative
Johnson, the question 1is, *Shall the House accept the
Governor's specific recommendations for change with respect
to Sepate Bill 151, by the adopticn of the Amendment??®
Those in favor will signify by voting ‘'aye?, those opposed
by voting *pnay'. This is fipal action. Eequires 60 votes.
Have all voted? Have all voted sho wisb? 1The Clerk will
take the record. On this question, there are 61 'ayes®', 29
‘nays', and 10 ansvering 'present'. Bepresentative

Cullerton."”

Cullerton: "Mr. Speaker, I would ask for a verification.®

Speaker

Clerk

Speaker

Matijevich: “And Representative Cullerton asks for a
verification. Gepresentative Jchnson asks for a Fcll «cf
the Absentees.®
O'Brien: "Poll of the BAbsentees. Eerrios... I'c sorry.
Berrios voted ‘present'. Christensen. DiPrima. Ewing.
Farley. Giglio. Harris. BHicks. Bcmer. Keane. Kulas.
Leverenz. Levin. Mautino. M¥cGann. Neff. Eichmond.
Ronap and Younge."

Matijevich: “Representative Punn asks leave to be
verified. Leave. The count is 61 'ayes*, 20... 29 'pays*,
and Bepresentative Cullerton on a gquestion... Ch, read the
affirmative vote. I'm sorry. He hasn't read thes yet.
Representative Neff, leave to be verified. Ch, po, you
want to be vcted ‘aye’. Representative Neff voting *aye*.
There are now 62, Bepresentative Yourell? Becord
Representative... Change Representative Yourell frop 'aye!

to ‘present’. Representative Turner froe taye! to

11
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*presentt... to ‘no'. I'n soOrrye. *Aye®' to ‘uo!,
Representative Turner. HRepreseptative Ecper ‘aye’. Pcll
the affirmative vote."

Clerk O'Brien: "“Earger. Barnes. Birkiobine, Bruamer.
Churchill. Cowlishav. Daniels..."

Speaker Matijevich: “Representative Shaw. Cne moment.
Eepresentative Shaw from *aye*' tc ‘nc'.*

Clerk O'Brien: "Continuing the Pcll of thbe Affirmative. Daniels.
Davisa Deuchler. Didrickson. Balgh Duopa. Ebbesen.
Flinn. Virgipia PFrederick. Dwight TFriedrich. Hallock.
Hastert. Hawkinson. Hensel. Hoffman. Homer.
JChnson.. "

Speaker Matijevich: "Cne moment. Marzuki frco 'aye® to *pot,."

Clerk O*Brien: ®Coatinuing the Pcll of the Affirmative. Johmson.
Karpiel. Kirkland. Kleom. Koehler: Laurinoc. Hays.
MchAuliffe. McCracken. HcHaster. Mulcahey. Neff.
Nelson. Oblinger. Olson. Fanayotovich. B. Federsom. W.
Peterson. Fiel. Pierce. Eullen. Fea. BOpPP. Ryder.
Saltsman. Slape. Stuffle. Tate. Tcpinka. Tuerk. Van
Duyne. Vinson. Wait. #Hinchester. Hojcik..."

Speaker Matijevich: “Eepresentative Johnson, for what purpose do
you se€ek reccgnition?®

Jchnson: "I don*t... I don't wart tc... 1 don?t want to lose this
Bill, and if omne or tso votes get knocked off, I might.
Representative Cullerton and 1 have talked, and 1 thigk
there's appropriate vehicles for putting the Bill in the
same form that I passed it and Senator Sangmeister passed
it in the spring. Apnd I think Bepresentative Cullerton
wants to do that. So, we're going to dc¢ that this vweek.
So you pight as well just take the Bill out of the record
now, and it will be back later this afternoon or tomorrcw
without the Governor's amendatory vetoc on it. 1 want tc

save some time. We're going to be here all day."

12
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Speaker Matijevich: "#ell, I don't koow if we can take it out.
WNe cab... The Motion can fail. It's under 59. I mean
it's around 59..."

Johnson: “It*'s at... It's at 59. Just... With unanipous leave we
can do anything around here, so, if npolkcdy objects 1let!s
take it out of the record.®

Speaker Matijevich: "Well, I*'m not sure about that. ¥ell,
let's... let?s have the Moticn fail, and then you can
remake the Motion, too. I think that's a better way to do
it. This... What's the count, Hr. Clerk? Gn this Hotion,
there are 59 tayes' and 32 'nos', and this Mction, baving
failed to receive a ' Constitutional HMajority, is hereby
declared lost."®

Johnson: "Then we could...”

Speaker Matijevich: *“You could...*

Johnson: "He just refile tHe Motion...®

Speaker Matijevich: “You can refile a Motion."

Johnson: ".,.. [Fut together this Conference Committee. 1That's
fine.®

Speaker Matijevich: “That's right. Senate Eill 176, BHastert.
Representative Bastert."

Hastert: “Thank you, Hc.‘ Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. 176 is a Bill that passed out of here with a very
high number of votes. It was changed by the Governor.
What the Bill did was, actually, wuas the assessor
accountability Bill; What the Governor did was to make
csome minor changes in order for the Department of Revenue
to make some rules and regs to fall under this Eill. He
changed the effective date to thcse assesspents made in
1984 for *he 1985 tax year. I ask that, or I move that we
accept the Governor's amendatory veto op 176."

Speaker Matijevich: "Bepresentative Hastert bhas wmoved that the

House accept the Governor's specific recomsendations for

13
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change with respect to Semate Eill 176. [} ] that,
Reptesencative Cunp.*

John Dupmn: "Will the Sponmsor yield for a question?®

Speaker Matijevich: "He indicates he will. Prcceed.®

John Dumn: "Is it possible, at the present time, tc provide
equalization of nulfiplie:s inside a coumty, township
multipliers, for example, and who does that?w

Hastert: "Rell, Representafive, at this time it is possible to
change that... to change a wmultiplier or... apply a
township wultiplier within a couniy. This Bill says that
it's the responsibility or the law, and this Bill enforces
it. It's responsibility of the supervisor of assessor. If
the supervisor of assessor fails to dc it, then the Board
of Reviev does it, and botb of those Ltodies, Loth the
supervisor of assessor and the Eoard of BReview are under
the auspices of the county board. So ultimately, it's the
county bcards' responsibility tc make those... sure that
those people follow éhrough on tbe... their constitutional
and legal duty.*

John Dunn: "Does the Board of Beview have authority tc impose
township multipliers at the present tige2®

Hastert: "Ibis.. They do have... No, they don't have.®

John Dunn: "Who does it now2"®

Hastert: Y“The supervisor of assessor and... I'm sorry... The
Board of Beview can put forth a townsbhip aultiplier at this
tipe."

John Dubnn: *"But... But the supervisor of assesspents cannot yet
do that. 1Is that correct?®

Hastert: ®I can't hear you."

John Dunn: “This Bill would allow the supervisor of assessments
to impose township multipliers, Lut at the present time he
cannot do that. 1Is that correct?"

Hastert: ™"This Bill mandatés that townshif assessors assess at

14
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thirty-three and a third percent of assessed valuation.
There are som€... supervisor of assesscrs whese counties
are‘not at that level at this time.®

John Dunn: "Okay. Thank you."

Speaker Matijevich: "The ‘Hajo:ity Leader, Bepresentative Jin
McPike. McFike."

McPike: "Will the Spomsor yieldz®

Speaker Matijevich: "He indicates be will. EFrcceed."

McPike: "Representative, does this Eill stand on its own, or is
this to be read in conjunctiocn with 64420

Hastert: ®This Eill is melded into 644. It.."

McPike: "We... Be passed that last week2®

Hastert: ®Yes, we did.®

McPike: "Okay, would you then explain the two Eills as read
together? What carrqt and stick proposals do they offer to
the assessors now?®

Hastert: “This Bill offers a... The twe Bills offers a 3,000
dollar stipend *to assessozis, superviscr of assessors, and
with 644 the tovnshifp assessors if they neet certain
criteria. Those criteria are having their taxing districts
assessed at thirty-three and a tbird and meeting certain
criteria of coeffecient dispersion which is a sliding scale
starting at 20 and over a six year pericd comimg to 15.%

#cPike: "And what is the stick2?%

Hastert: "The stick is tha£ the county boards, and this is in
176, the stick is that the county boards will not receive
the supervisors* half of... the state's bhalf of the
supervisors' salary, if they do not meet that thirty-three
and a third level. There are other old parts of this Bill
that we amended out of there, and you and I had agreed to
do that.®

McPike: "Well, to the Bili, I would 1like to coppliment the

legislator for his hard swork on this. I think it's an
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important tocl to bring the oultiplier in line and to also
to force the 1local officials tc do their job. And I,
again, would like to compliment his ob this Bill.®

Speaker Matijevich: "Eepreséntative Erumger.®

Brummer: "Yes, two brief quéstions if the Spcnsor will yield.®

Speaker Matijevich: ™He indicates he will., Froceed."

Brummer: “Does the state currently pay ome half of the salary of
the supervisor of assessment?®

Hastert: "YYes, it does.®

Brusmer: *"“And... And this would provide that that state payment
would not be made if assesspents were pot within a certain
rangei"

Hastert: "“If the... There's... There’s two safety valves im this.
FPirst of all, if ‘the supervisor assessor doesn't do it,
then if the county board of review doesn®'t do it, under the
ausgices of the board, theo that penalty will be to the
board."

Brummer: “Okay, but that will pot affect the salary of the
supervisor of assessgment."

Hastert: "HNo, it wopn't."

Brummer: "And what is the date by which that range has tc be net
for the state to continue to have its <cbligation of
co-payment?"

Hastert: "That was one of ébe amendatory vetces on here. The
amendatory part of éhe veto was that it doesn't come until
1984 assessments which is the 1985 tax jear.n

Brummer: "Thank you."

Speaker Matijevich: "“Eepresentative Bastert tc close."

Hastert: "Hell, I think this Bill has Lkeen fairly thoroughly
discussed, and I just ask for your affirmative support."

Speaker Matijevich: "CGn PBepresentative Hastert's Motioo, the
guestion is, *Shall the Bcuse accept the Governor's

specific recommendations for change sith regards to House
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Bill 176, by the adoption of the Asendment?? Those in
favor signify by voting ‘'aye', ofpposed by voting *no?.
This is firal action. Bequires 60 votes. Have all voted?
Have all wvoted who wish? The Clerk will take the record.
On this gquestion, there are 101 ‘*ayes*, 6 ‘'oos*, 1
answering ‘present'. This Motiocm, bhaving received the
Constitutional uajorify, prevails, and the Hcuse accepts
the Governor's specific recompendations for change
regarding House... Senate Bill 176, by the adoption of the
Apendment. Now, I upnderstand 1 Went right by
Representative Bonan's Bill, Senate Bill 149, which 1is on
Special Subject Call, but he desires to hear it today.
Bepresentative BRoban omn Senate Fill 149.%

Ronan: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Members of the Bouse. I move
to accept the amendatory veto of the Goverpnor on Sepate
Bill 149. This is the gasohcl exengptior Bill. Illinois is
the leader in the country on the producticn and consumption
of gasohol. What this Bill does was tG... O exempt the
sales tax, four percent of the sales tax on gasohol. WRhen
the Bill sas chahged in the Senate, they changed that to
five percent. My original intent was to make it only a
four percent exesption, and 1 agree with <the Governor's
agendatory veto.®

Speaker Hatijevich: "Ykepresentative Roban has moved that the
House do accept the G;vernor's specific reconmmendations for
change with respect to Semate Eill 149 Lty the adoption of
tbe Amendment. Is there amny discussion? If not, the
question is, *Shall the House accept the Governor's
specific recommendaticns for change with regards tc Sepate
Bill 149, by the adoption of the Azendsent?* Those in favor
signify by voting 'ayée', opposed by vcting ‘mo'. Final
action. BEequires 60 votes. Have all voted? Have all

voted who wish? The Clerk will take the record. On this
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Vinson:

guestion, there are’ 108 tayes®', 1 ‘'pay', 2 answering
'present*, and this Moticn, having received the
Constitutional Majority, prevails. 2nd the House accep:s
the Governor's specific recoaxendations for change
regarding Senate Bill 149 by the adopticn of the Amendment.
Senate Bill 187, Brummer, is op a Subject Call. Senate
Bill 228, Panayotovicl, is om a Special Call. Senate Bill
286, Representative Vinson. Bepresentative Vinson, on
Senate Bill 286.%

"Hr. Speaker, I would at this point yield to the Minority

Leader, Representative Daniels.®

Speaker Matijevich: "The Minority lLeader, Regresentative Daniels.

lee Caniels.*

Daniels: "Well, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House,

Speaker

Vinson:

we have a former Member here with us tcday, Betty Lou Reed,
who now works for Congressmam John Forter, and if 1 might
introduce Betty Lou Reed over standing next tc Jack Davis.
Betty Lou Keed. Thank you."

Matijevich: "Helcome back, Betty. Thank you. Now,
Representative Vinson‘on Senate Bill ZzE€."

“Thank you, M¥r. Speaker, Ladies and Geantlemen of the
House. Senate Bil% 286, I Lkelieve, 1is @a... WwWas a
noncontroversial Bill, and I believe thbe amendatory veio is
noncontroversial. Thé Bill applies to 1local governumen:zal
units and nonprofit organizatioms which employ part-time
employees. The Bill provided that if a worker was employed
sinultaneously at a full-time job and a part-time job with
the 1local gqovernmental unit or nonprofit organization and
then the worker was laid off from the full-time private
jok, that the part-time ewmployer, the local governmental
unit or nomnprofit groug, would nat be liakle for payment of
the unemploysent insurance tax. The Govermor amendatorily

vetoed the Bill but endorsed the ccncefrt presented in 286.
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Minor changes were necessary for the purpose of clarity and
consistency. The amendatory veto is technical in npature,
and I would wmove that the House do accept the Governor's

amendatory veto in regard to Senmate Bill 286."

Speaker Matijevich: *"Representative Vinson kas moved that the

Giorgi:

House do accept the Gdvernor's specific recommendations for
change with regard to Senate Bill 2€€ by the adoption of
the Amendment. Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, *Shall the House accept the Governor's
specific recommendations for change with resgect tc Senate
Bill 286, by the adoption of the Amendment?' All in favor
signify by voting ‘'ayeé®, opposed Lty voting 'no‘. This 1is
final action requiring 60 votes. Have all voted? Have all
voted who wish? The Clerk will take the record. O©n this
question, there are 113 *ayes', no ‘'pays'. This Motion,
having received the Constitutional Majority, prevails, and
the House accepts the Govermor's... the Governor's specific
reconmendations for change regarding Senate Bill 266 by the
adoption of the Amendasent. The Bill is hereby declared
passed. Senate Bill 304, ©BEepresentative Giorgi. The
Gentleman fros Winnebago, Representative Giorgi."

"Mr. Speaker, this Fill bas to do with community action
pPrograns. The Bill' provided that block grants should Le
allocated in proportion to the poverty level population
served by each community actiom agency. The amendatory
veto would allow the Department of Commerce and Coemunity
Affairs to allocate the funds according to rules
promulgated by that Department, and I accept the Governor's

amendatory veto and urge the adoption cf it."

Speaker Matijevich: "Represéntative Giorgi mcves that the BHouse

does accept the Governor's specific recommendations for
change with regards to Senate Eill 304, by the adoption of

the Amendment. Is :there any discussion? Better wait until
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Keane:

we clear the board. Is there any discussion? We're having
a little proklenm with the machine. We'll be at case for a
moment. Alright. The question is, *Shall the House accept
the Governor's specific recommendaticn for «change with
regards to Seqate Bill 304, by the adoption of the
Apendnment?' Those in favor signify by voting taye?, opposed
by voting *nc'. Final actior. 60 votes. Have all voted?
Have all voted who wish? <Clerk will zake the record. On
this question, there ,are 108 ‘tayes*, 1 ‘*nay’, and no
*present’, and th? Hotion prevails, receiving the
Constitutional Majority. And the Eouse accepts the
Governor's specific recommendations for change regarding
Senate Bill 304, by the adoption of the Amendment. The
Bill is hereby declared passed. Senate Bill 3406,
Representative Keane. The Gentleman from Cook,
Representative James Keane."

“Thank you, Mr. Speéker. I move that the House concur in
the Governmor's Amendment to Senate Bill 306. The Bill
dealt with NIFC -  the [Northeastersm 1Illinois Planning
Copmission - and the‘size of its... the number of its

commissioners. The Governor agrees with the grovisions of
the Bill, but what hé did was he merged the provisicns of
Bouse Bill 1308 uﬂich amends the same Sections of the
statute as does 306 so that there would be no conflict.
The NIEC - the Northeastern Flanping Ccmmission - stands
bebind the... <c¢r has accepted the... and wants the

Governor?'s amendatory veto, and I woculd ask for the House

to accept the Governor's Apendpment."

Speaker Matijevich: "“"Representative Keane moves that the House

accept the Governor's specific recommendations for change
with regards to Seprate Bill 306, by the adoption of the
Amendment. There being no discussicn, the question is,

*Shall the Hcouse accept the Gecvernor's specific
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recommendation for changes regarding Senate Bill 306, by
the adoption of the Amendment?' 1Those in favor signify by
voting ‘'aye®, those opposed by voting *no'. Have all
voted? Have all voted who H;sh? The Clerk will take the
record. On this question, there are 104 %ayes®, 7 *nays’.
The... This Motion, bhaving received the Constitutional
Majority, prevails, and the House accepts the Governor's
specific reccmmendations for change regarding Senate Bill
306, by the adoption of the Amendment. The Bill is hereby
declared passed. Senate Bill 4C3, Bepresentative Jeff
Mays. Representative Mays. HEepreseantative Jeff Mays.”

Mays: "Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House. House Bill 4... or Senate Eill U403 is very
similar to Sepate Bill 286 which just... in which we... in
action earlier today, we upheld the Governorts suggested
reconmendations of change. 1In 286, we applied it to local
governments. This applies to not-for-profit agencies and
the 1like. This will assure that nct-for-profit agencies
who employ part-time people will mot ke charged back for
those people who have been employed full tise and then
subsequently laid off. The Goverpor's changes are very
technical in nature. They were adopted overshelsingly by
the Senate last week, and I would move for acceptance of
the Governor's specific recoumendations for change.®

Speaker Matijevich: “Representative Mays moves that the Hcuse do
accept the Governor's specific reccsmendations for change
with regard to Senate Bill 403, by the adoption of the
Amendment. Is there any discussicn? Representative Sam
Vinsco."

Vinson: "Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Eouse, I rise
on a point of parliamentary ioquiry.®

Speaker Matijevichz "Proceed."

Vinson: "Hr. Speaker, I would ask that you rule that the
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Governor's amendatory vetc in this particular case is
unconstitutiornal, because he exceeded the amepdatory veio
powerse. The subject matter which he seeks %o imcorporate
in the amendatory veto, on this particular Bill, is totally
unrelated and ungermane to the subkject wmatter in the
original Senate Bill 403. And I would ask you to make that
ruling at this time."

Speaker Batijevich: "“We'll be at ease for a moment while we take
a look at the Governor's veto. With leave of the House,
this Bill will be taken out of the record so that the
Parliamentarian can look over the vetc message and rule on
that point of crder. Leave, and the Fill is taken out of
the record. And we'll return to it. The next EBill is
Senate ABill 448. The Gentleman fros Will, Eepresentative
Van Duyne. Is BRepresentative Van Duyne here? Cut of the
record. Senate Bill 482, Representative Satterthwaite.
Bepresentative Helen Satterthwaite.®

Satterthwaite: "Nr. Speaker and Members of the House, I @move to
accept the Governor's amendatory vetc message on Senate
Bill 482. It simply provides additional clarifying
language so that the owners of antique Lboilers for railroad
locomotives will make sure that the vebhicle has been
appropriately ccostructed. And with this amendatory veto,
1 think it simply clarifies that the prcof has to te on the
owner. 1 would ask for the acceptamce of the Governor's
apendatory veto."

Speaker Matijevich: “"Representative Satterthwaite has aoved that
the House do accept the Governor's specific recoamendations
for change with regards to Sénate Eill 482, by the adoption
of the Amendment. Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, *Shall the House accept the GOvernor's
specific recoamendations for change with regards to Senate

Bill 482, by the adoption cf the Azendwment?' All in favcr
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signify by voting *aye', opposed by vcting 'not. Have all
voted2 Have all voted who wish? 1The Clerk will take the
record. On this question, there are 10%¢ ?ayes’, nc ?nays?’,
1 answering ‘'present?. The House does... This Motion,
having received the Constitutional Majority, prevails, and
the Rouse does accept the Gecveraor?’s specific
recommendations for change regarding Senate Bill 482, by
the adoption of the Amendment. The Bill is hereby declared
passed. Senate Bill 501 dis om a Special Subject Call.
Senate Bill S12, BEepresentative Nelson. BEepresentative
Nelson. Fepresentative Nelson."

Nelson: ®Thank you very much, #¥r. Speaker, ladies and Gentlemen
of the House. I move that we do accept the Governor's
specific recommendations for chamnge in Senate Eill 512.
Senate Bill 512 allows the ccrporate officers of a small
business to withdraw themselves frog coverage under the
forkers*' Compemsation MAct. We have talked about this
before this 7year. And a small tusiness is defined in
Chapter 127 as a business which is independently owned and
operated and which is npot domimant im its field cf
operatiohs. The Governor®s changes have to do with adding
a specific definition for the term °*corgcrate officers* and
correcting ancother problem in the Bill that sakes it very
nuch like what we have already done wher %e accepted his
amendatory veto lamnguage for Bouse Bill 292. 1I°d ke glad
to answer any questions that you have, kut I scve now that
we do accept the amendatory veto cr Senmate Bill 51zZ.%

Speaker Matijevich: "“Bepresentative Nelson moves that the House
do accept the Governor's specific recommendations for
change with regards to Senate Bill 512 by the adoption of
the Apendment. There... No discussiom, the Gquestion is,
*Shall the House accept the Governor's specific

recompendation for change with regards to Senate Bill 512,
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by the adoption of the Amendment?' Thcse in favor signify
by voting 'aye', opposed by voting ‘*nct. Final action.
Requires 60 votes. Have all voted? Have all voted who
wish? The Clerk will take the record. On this gquestion,
tbere are 109 ‘ayes', no ‘pays’. This Motion, having
received the Constitutional Majority, Fprevails, and. the
House accepts the Governor's specific recosmendation for
change regarding Senate Bill 512 by the adoption of the
Agendment. The Bill 1is hereby declared passed. Senatie
Bill 536 is om a Special CcCall. Senate Bill 576,
Representative Leverenz. The Gentleman from Cook,
Fepresentative leverenz."

Leverenz: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemer of the
House. I would move on Sepate Bill 57€ that we accept the
Governor'*s amendatory veto. It removes the techrnicians
that work for veterinarians. It's a =simple change, a
simple deletions 1 would request an 'aye® vote."®

Spe?ker Matijevich: “Representative 1leverenz has mcved that the
House do accept the Governcr's specific recomsendations for
change with reqards to Senate EBill £7¢. Is tbere any
discussion? Representative John Punp, Gentleman frono
Macon."®

John Dunn: %"Yeah, who wants this doggie Eillz®

Leverenz: %Would you repeat your question, Sir2¢

John Dupp: “HKo.®

Speaker Matijevich: ¥“There being no further discussion, the
guestion is, 'Shall the House accept the Governor's
specific recommendations for change with regards to Senate
Bill 576, by the adoption of the Agzendment?® Those in
favor signify by voting ‘*aye®, those cpposed by votieng
‘no'. This is final action. Requires 60 votes. Have all
voted? Have all voted who wish? 1The Clerk will take tke

record. Cn this question, there are 10 'ayes*, no *nays’.
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This Motion, bhaving received the Constitutional Majority,
prevails, and the House accepts the Governor's specific
recopmendaticns for change regarding Senate Bill 576, by
the adoption of the Amendment. The Bill is hereby declared
passed. Leave of the House, we will @ncw revert bLack to
Senate Bill 403, Representative Mays. And on the pcint of
parliamentary inquiry by... by Fepresentative Sam Vinson,
the Chair will rule that the Governor was within his scope
by the Amendment offered on Senate Bill 403. And
Representative Vinson further op Senate Eill 4Q3.»

Vinson: "Yes, would the Chair elaborate cmn that ruling?®

Speaker Matijevich: "Ho."

Vinson: "“The Chair does find that the amendatcry veto is
germane?"

Speaker Matijevich: ®Is in order.®

Vinson: "Was it germane to the Billz2"v

Speaker Matijevich: "Yes."

Vinson: "It was germane, and for that reason, it's imn order2n

Speaker Matijevich: "Yes.®

Vinson: ®Thank you."

Speaker Matijevich: "Representative Mays tc close. I thinpk
Representative Mays has closed. So the questicn is, *Shall
the... Shall the House accept...® Bepresentative Mays, do
you want to close? He's running back tc bhis..."

Mays: "I would 3just ask for a favoraktle Boll Call op this
Motion."

Speaker Matijevich: "The question is, *'Shall the House accept the
Governor's specific recommendations for change with regards
to Senate Bill 403, by the adopticn of the Amendment?’
Those in favor sigonify by voting 'aye'; opposed by voting
'no'. Have all voted? Have all voted who wish? The Clerk
will take the record. On this gquesticm, there are 113

*ayes', Do ‘'nays'. This Motion, having received tbhe

(S
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Constitutional Majority, prevails, and the House accepts
the Governor's specific reccmmendation fcr change regarding
Senate Bill 403, by the adoption of the Asendment. The
Bill is hereby declared passed. Senate  Bill 581,
Bepresentative HcCracken. FRepresentative HNcCracken on
Senate Bill 581.%

McCracken: "Thank ycu, Mr. Speaker. Ladies and Geantlemen of the
House, I move to override the Governor's amendatory veto of
581 for the reason that the Gcverncr has amended this
procedural change in the law toc apply grospectively only,
even to causes of action which have already arisen but not
yet been filed. That is in contraventicn of the historical
practice of making procedural changes in the law tc apply
both retrocactively and prospectively. 1This does not create
any new rights under the law. It merely facilitates the
bringing of a suit and the defense of a suit relative to
unincorporated associations. Essentially, it places then
in the same pcsture as other entities under +the law. I
would ask that the Gemeral... or this House override the
Governor®'s veto.™

Speaker Matijevich: "“Eepresentative McCracken has wmoved that
Senate Bill 581 pass, the Governor's veto notwithstanding.
Is there any discussion? Wet'll bave tc wait a momentz.
He're having a 1little trouble with the machibe again.
Representative Dunn, are you seeking recogniticn?®

John Dunn: *"Will the Sponsor yield for a question2?®

Speaker Matijevich: *“Proceed.®

John Dunn: “If this Bill becomes law, hcw do you define voluntary
unincorporated association? And how dc¢ you provide for
continuity of membership of that associatiobn during the
pendency of litigation?®

Speaker Matijevich: "“BRepresentative McCracken."

#cCracken: "The judgement, as I understand it, or the right to
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sue would be against the entity itself regardless of its
change in @mewbership. The menmbership, I believe, is
required to be kept wunder current law, so that it would
have the same type of accounting as ccrgcrations currently
dc."

John Dunn: "Apd... And then what... Bow do you know wbo your
defendants are if the... if the neighkcrhood block club is
a voluntary association today, but tozcrrow tbe membership
all changes? Who are the defendants? 2nd... And if you
get a judgment, from whom do you ccllect?®

McCracken: "The defend..."

Jeohn Dunn: “last week's membership or this uweek's membership?®

McCracken: “The defendant is the associaticn. It is pot the
individuals, as I understand it, under this Bill, because
the suit can now be brought in the name of the entity
rather than each individual sember sc +that +the judgment
Qould ke against that entity.n”

John Dunn: "And what are the legal implicaticns of that if... if
the entity is not a partnership, a ccrporation or some
other 1legally recognized entity that we know how to get
at?v

McCracken: "Hell, it... it 1isn't «correct to state that a
voluntary unincorporated association is not a legally
recoguized entity. savings and loass are voluntary
upincorporated associations. There are business-tyge
associations and other nct-for-prafit or charitable
organizations, so that... so that the entity dces have
recognition in the law currently."

John Dumn: "So you're saying that the term is defined sosewhere?"

McCracken: *Yes, Sir."

John Dunn: "I haven't... I haven?t looked for it, but it does...
Does it exclude things like an ad boc group that is forwmed

this week and is out of business next week?"
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McCracken: “It... It would not exclude it Ly its teros. No.
However, a voluntary unincorporated associaticn under
Illinois law camn only be formed by agreement of the
menbers. That agreemenmt typically is in writing but
doesn't have to be."

John Dunn: "I guess what I'® really saying is if youw... if you
get a judgment against such an asscciation as is descritbed
here, and they... they smell the judgment coming, they will
do something to disband or disappear, and obtaining a
judgment would be waste of time."

McCracken: "Well, it isn't any different *hanp the current status
of a partnership. The law has been recently changed to
allow suit against partnerships in their cwn pname now.
SCass™

John Dupn: #But I think if you get a Judgment against a
partnership, you can pursue against the members, but... I'nm
prolonging this too much, I quess. It may be an alright
Bille I just doo't understand it."

4cCracken: "No. <Typ... Typically, what I ... 9ITypically what I
would expect to see pow is that associations and their
bylaws or the articles would create a systes of... of
enforcing judgments agaimst the entity as to the meambers
current at that time. I would expect that to occur.®

John Dumn: ®Thank you. Mr. Speaker and ladies and Gentlemen of
the HEous€..."

Speaker Matijevich: "Proceed."

John Dunp: "I hope what the Sponsor's indicated does hagpen, but
he has more faith in uninccrporated asscciations than I dc.
Most of theam operate quite informally. A lot cf them have
no bylaws. They just agree to meet apnd do sozething. And
dc something that gets them in troukle, this says <that
their association will be exgcsed to a suit which may be a

good concept, but I doa't know what you do with the
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judgment after you get it. So I really question, not the
intent of the Sponsor whose intention it well meaning, but
the implications of the Bill if it kecomes law. I'm not
sure it will be so helpful as it appears.”

Speaker Hatijevich: "Eepresentative Johnson, the Gentleman from
Champaign."®

Johnson: "Bepresentative Dunn represents [Decatur which is a heavy
labor wunion intensive area. The classic example of where
this Bill would te applicable 1is with respect to latbor
unions. It doesn't seem reasonable +to require a labor
upion, when trying to pursue its legal rights, to pame each
one of the 3,000 members of its umico as a party plantiff.
For one thing, it adds about 70 pages toc all the pleadings.
And likewise, where a labor union or ancther association is
a defendant in the case, it doesn't sake sense to require
every member of the union toc be named as a party defendant.
This Bill is really intended to wmake soBe sense out of
what's really am archaic status of the law in Illinois and
makes Illinois almost wunique ip... in terms of the
ridiculous excesses that the «current status of the law
requires to go to. I think this is a gcod Bill, and it*s
one that's c¢nly permissive anyway. And I would urge iis
adoption.*

Speaker Matijevich: "The question is, *Shall Senate Bill 581
pass, the Governor's veto notwithstanding?' Those in favor
signify by voting 'aye!, those opposed by voting 'mo'. 1%
takes three-fifths vote, 71 votes. Have all voted? Have
all voted who wish? The Clerk will take the record. On
this question, there are 100 'ayes?, 10 *nos', 1 abpswering
‘nay! {sic - ‘'present'), and the Motion prevails. And
Sepate Bill 581 does pass, the vetc of the Governor
notwithstanding, having received the Constitutional

three-fifths vote, and this Eill is hereky declared passed.
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Senate Bill 582. <The Gentleman from lake, Representative
Churchill.”

Churchill: "Thank you, Hr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. Senate Bill 582 was the technical correcticm Bill
for the Illincis inheritance tax akoliticn. The Geovernor's
apendatory veto only changed the effective date of the Bill
to conform with <the effective date of the original
abolition, which is January 1st, 1983. 1 find no objecticn
to it and would, therefore, move tc accept the Governor's
apendatory veto."

Speaker Hatijevich: ®“Representative Churchill ooves that the
House do accept the Governor's specific recommedation for
change with regards to Semate Bill 582z, by the adoption of
the Amendment. 1Is there any discussion? Having none, the
guestion is, *sShall the House accept the Governor's
specific reccmmendation for change regarding Senate Bill
582, by the adoption of the Amendrent?® Those in favor
signify by voting ‘*aye*, opposed Ly wvcting ‘tnot. Itts
final action requiring 60 votes. Have all voted? Have all
voted who wish? The Clerk will take the record. Cn this
guestion, there are 112 'ayes', no 'nays?, and the Motion
prevails. The House... Having received the Constitutional
Majoricty, the House accepts the Governor's specific
recommendations for change regarding Senate Bill 582, by
the adoption of the Amendment, and the Bill is hereby
declared passed. Sepate Bill 591 and 619 are on Special
Sub ject Call. Senate Bill 713, Bepresentative
Satterthwaite. The Lady from Champaign, Hepresentative
Satterthwaite."

Satterthwaite: "Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I move <to
accept the Governor's amendatory vetoc on Semnate Bill 713.
It is clarifying language, and I believe that there is &o

otjection to the change. 1t really clarifies that we are

30



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83RD GENERAL ASSEMELY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCEIPTION LEBATE

85th Legislative Day November 1, 1983

talking about medical research and bigh technclogy fparks,
rather <than industrial parks which was the lanquage of the
original Bill. And I move for acceptance of the Govermor's

amendatory vetc."

Speaker Matijevich: M“Representative Satterthwaite has moved that

Homer:

the House do accept the Governor's specific recommendations
for change with regards to Sepate Eill 713, by the adoption
of the Amendment. The Gentleman fros Ccok, Fepresentative
Bowman. Representative Bowman? Turn your 1light off.
There being no discussion, the guestion is, *Shall the
House accept the Governor's specific recommendations for
change regarding Senate Bill 713, ky the adoption of the
Amendment?? Those in favor signify by voting ‘aye?,
opposed by voting 'no'. Final action réquiring 60 votes.
Have all voted? Have all voted who wish? The Clerk will
take the record. On this gquesticn, there are 111 *ayes®,
no *pays'. This Motion, having received the Constitutional
Majority, prevails, and the Bouse accepts the Governor's
specific reconmendation for change regarding Senate Bill
713, by the adoption of the Amendument. And the Bill is
hereby declared passed. Senate Eill 736, Bepresentative
Homer. Representative Homer."

"Thank you, Ar. Speaker. Ladies and ¢Centlemen, 1 vwould
move to override the Govermcr's amendatory veto on Senate
Bill 736. I don't believe... Mr. Clerk, perhaps you'd
want to put the Bill... Thank you. Sepnate Eill 736 was a
Bill that authorized «constitutional officers to accept
monetary grants from private sources for the purpose of the
official adpinistration of duties c¢f their office. The
Bill, as initially passed, required legislative oversight
in the foram of appropriation authority before these monies
could be spent. The Governor?s amendatory vetc would

eliminate the 1legislative prerogative to apgropriate for

R



STATE OF ILLINCIS
83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TRANSCRIFTIION DEEATE

85th Legislative Day November 1, 1983

these funds. The purpose of the Motior to override would
be to reinstate the legislative precrogative and to require,
in fact, legislative appropriation before these funds could
be spent. I would, therefore, urge you to vote ‘'‘yes' to

cverride.®

Speaker Matijevich: "BRepresentative Homer moves that Sepmate Bill

Mays:

736 pass, the Govermor's veto notwithstanding. 1Is there
any discussion? There's Beee Bepresentative Mays.
Representative Mays, are you seeking attention2"

"Yes, thank you. (Cuestion of the Spopscr.”

Speaker Matijevich: "Proceed."

Hays:

Homer:

Mays:

“shat specifically was the change that the Governor made on
this Eill, Representativein

"Okay. Under the original fore of the Bill,
Representative Mays, the... before these mnmonies <could be
spent by any constitutional cfficer, even though they were
given by a [private grant, it wculd still require the
legislature to appropriate those funds. 1The Governor's
veto eliminated the need for the Legislature to apgropriate
those funds. So under the Governcr's amendatory veto, if a
grant were made, then that constitutional officer could go
ahead and spend that money without amy control at all or
oversight by the lLegislature. The override would put back
in the legislative prerogative to apprcpriate, or rather
the requirement that the Legislature, in fact, apgropriate
before those funds could be spent.®

“"Thank you very much. To the... To the Bill.®

Speaker Matijevich: *“Proceed."

Mays:

"It would seem that by not accepting the Governor's
reconmendations for change on this piece of legislation, we
would, indeed, be inhibiting the ability or the desire of
private individuals or groups &ho ccotribute tc a given

organiz... to a give constitutional officer or not. Take,
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for example, you know, in the case of the Attorney
General's Office where apparently they bave some funds that
are going through on a donated basis. They'’ve given it to
that specific Office under the faith that that Office will
expend those funds in a responsible manrer. However, once
the Legislature gets dinvolved dim trying tc appropriate
funds that are not, indeed, public funds or there would be
a gquestion as to public funds, I think this would imhibit
the choices that would be made by the individual or gqroup
that would like to give a contribution for a specific area

of his concern."

Speaker Matijevich: “Eepresentative Vinscn."

Vinson:

“Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
chamber. 1 rise in support of the Gentlemant's Motion on
Senate Bill 736. I understand, I think, the purposes and
intents of the Governor's amendatory veto. And I
understand Representative Mays® ' fpoints about +those and
those are well taken. Eut I believe, in this particular
case, there's another point that can be nmade. The
Legislature would bave, under the Bill that would beconre
law if we override the veto, appropriation authority for
the money. e would be akle, with that, to bave sope
control and scme influence on how that soney is spent. And
by facilitating this process, we night make it possikble to
some limited extent to avoid the need fcr further taxation.
We may be able to avoid... to accomplish good public policy
and good public policy objectives with no need for
appropriated tax money. And I believe that for that reason
this is a good process to create, and I believe it will be
held adequately in check by the legislature's authority in
the appropriations process and by, for that wmatter, the
Governor's authority in +the afppropriations process in

respect to vetoes. So, I would urge an *aye' vote on the
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Gentleman's Motion to override ob Senate Bill 736.%

Speaker Matijevich: "Representative Gordcn BCfp."

Ropp:

“gr. Speaker, would the Sponsor yield?"

Speaker Matijevich: "Proceed."

Ropp:

Homer:

Ropp:

Homer:

"Representative, would you give us... Does this Bill set
any minimal or maximum amounts that might be given to those
constitutional officers, or give me an example, would you
Flease?®

“No, there is no minimum or maximum amount specified at
all. Recently, a private foundation im Chicago gave a
160,000 dollar grant to the Attorney General's Office for
the purpose of senior citizen advocacy litigation. Without
this specific enabling legislation, that grant money would
have to be forfeited or returmed. As Fepresentative Vinson
very well expressed, this applies, of course, not just to
one office, but to all constitutional officers. And we,
certainly, would want to encourage, I believe, privaze
foundations to grant momey to the state to allow the state
constitutional officers to do jobs that they would
otherwise have to do only at the taipayers® expense. But
specific answer, Representative Hopp, there is no minioun
or maximus asounts set forth im this... in this provision.®
“"One other final guestion. Can a group that wants to give
a constituticnal officer certain funds, can they state
specifically how those funds are toc ke spent and does that
constitutional officer bave to comply, or can he use his
best judgment in how to spend those funds after the grant
is given2®

"No, they... The law would specifically provide, and this
is also in response to ad... tO0 a ccncern expressed by
Representative Mays +that the... the expenditure of that
gift or donation would be limited by the terms of the gift,

as in all cases swhere a donor has given wmoney with +the
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expressly stated purposes for which it is to Lke spent. So
the constituticnal officer, for example, would not be able
to accept a grant for ome purpose and spend it on soame
other purpose without being liable to the donor. So they
are 1limited by the expressed intent cf the perscn or the
foundation whc gave the granmnt."

Ropp: "In other words, whatever that particular foundation would
vant to... vant to do, that constituticnal officer sould
have to comply with the giver."

Homer: “That is correct."

Speaker Matijevich: "Hepresentative Klemm. LCick Klemm.®

Klemm: “Thank ycu, Mr. Speaker. Will the Spcnsor yield?v

Speaker Matijevich: “Proceed."

Klemm: *Kill these trust funds that are estaklished for these
accounts, would they be audited by the Auditor General?"

Homer: "HWell, that was... tbat's an excellent question. I think
if the Governor's veto were not overridden there would be
some question as to that, because tbere would ke a question
as to whether the Auditor General would bave any
jurisdiction where the legislature did not appropriate or
have the authority to appropriate. Clearly, if the veto is
overridden and the Legislature does have the authori:iy to
appropriate, then very clearly the Auditor General would
have the duty to audit these expenditures.n

Klemm: “Alright. <Thank you very much.”

Speaker Matijevich: T™Representative Homer to clcse."

Homer: “I think that we've thoroughly discussed the Bill, and I

' think some legitimate questions have Leen risen here...
here today which were answered, I think, very well Ly
Representative Vinson with regard to those raised Ly
Bepresentative Mays. I would Jjust simply ask for your
affirmative vote in overriding the Govermor's veto."

Speaker Matijevich: "On Representative Homer's Motion, the
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question 1is, 'Shall Senate Bill 736 pass, the Governor's
veto notwithstanding?! <Those in favor signify by voting
taye!, opposed by voting ‘'not. Fipal action requiring
three-fifths vote. Have all voted? Bave all voted who
wish? On this question, there are 107 'aye', 4 'nays', and
this Motion, having received the Constitutional
Three-Fifths Majority, prevails. Apnd the... Senate Bills
10... 736 does pass, the vetc of the Governor
potwithstanding. Senate... I understand we went by Senate
Bill 619, BRepresentative McCracken. It*s on a Subject
Call, Special Call, but he desires to bear it now. Senate

Bill 619, Bepresentative McCrackem."®
McCracken: "Thank you, M#r. Speaker. Thank ycu for returning to
the Bill. Ladies and Gentlemen, I move to concur in the
Governor's specific recommendation for changes emkodied in
the amendatory veto to Sepnate Bill 619. This is the pricr
inconsistent statement Bill which fassed out of both bodies
and provides that where a witness at trial, if he were to
testify inconsistently with the statement previously made
by that same person under any of the carefully restricted
circupnstances provided in the Bill, that witness could be
confronted by the attorney for either side with that
inconsistent statepent that bhe had previocusly pade. Then
whether the witness acknowledged the prior statement,
denied it, or attempted to explain it away or claim that he
or she does not recall it, the pricr statement wculd be
admissible substantively for the fact finders
consideration. The changes shich were adopted fros the
original Bill by Floor Amendment were to 1limit the
application of this Bill to situations «commonly known as
the hostile witness situation. The Governor's BAmendment, I
*hink, is persuasive on the issue cf whether or not that is

a relevant ccncern in this area. 1 Lelieve that the
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Governor's correct in mot accepting wha: was oy Amendaent
on the floor in the House in the spring, and 1 would concur
in the amendatcory veto."

. Speaker Matijevich: "BRepresentative McCracken moves that the
House do accept the Governor's specific recommendations for
change with regard to Semate Eill 619, Ly the adoption cf
the Amendment. The Gentleman fram Cock, Representative
Cullecton.”

Cullerton: "“Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker and ladies and Gentlemen
of the ©Bouse. This Eill was, I telieve, drafted, and its
genesis came from a professor at the OUniversity cf
Illinois, Mike Graham, who wrote anm article for the

Michigan law_Beview which I have reviewued. And I spoke

with Mr. Graham concerning this legislation, and he felt
that it wvas important that, for the purpcses of legislative
intent, a few things ke read intc the «record. And I
certainly agree with bim, and I perhaps could do it in the
form of a question with Representative McCracken. The Bill
states that... on... the original Eill on lines 18 and 19
that the witnesses... one of the conditions, before these
inconsistent statements be admissikle, is that the witness
iSeea that <the s-atement, itself, pnarrates, describes or
explains an event or ccnditicn of shich the witness had
persanal knoswledge. Now, in his law review article, he
makes it clear that this is personal kncwledge of the event
itself or... in the criminal area of the crime. i1t's not
personal knculedge of the adpission, itself, but of the
crime, itself. Representative MNcCracken, is that your
understanding of our intent with respect to this Billzn

Speaker Matijevich: "EFepresentative McCracken.”

McCracken: "I know 1I'm supposed to say yes, but I'l1l be candid.
I did pot think that was the limitaticn on it.®

Cullerton: "Okay. Thai's why it*s inmportamt, I think, that we...
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that we cover this, and I did talk to the gentleman, Mr.
Graham who's a professor at the University of Illinois.
Let me just indicate that only a sitness with personal...
I1*'11 even gquote from his article. 'Only a witness with
personal knowledge of the subject wmatter of a prior
inconsistent statement can be cross—exanined about whether
the statement is truthful. And the requiresent excludes
from evidence all prior statements of a witness that merely
narrate a third person's declaraticn unless the witness
also has personal knowledge that the facts underline a
third person's statement. Thus a witness's prior statement
that he had beard a cripminal defendant ©make an
incriminating admission would be inadmissable as
substantive evidence wunless the witness bhad personal
knowledge of the incriminating conduct itself. 1In effect,
the perscnal knowledge requirement excludes from evidence
those statements most open to fabrication.! I would,
secondly, point out that in the next line of the Bill, it
says that the... the statement... another condition is that
the statement is proved to have been writtenm or signed by
the witness. Now law... The statute dcesn't say this, but
it's my understanding the this means it's proved to the
courts®' satisfaction and that standard wculd be nmore
probably true than not true. Anmd I would furtber point out
that Subsection 2{c) says that the statement is proved to
have been accurately recorded Lty a tape vreccrder,
video-tape recording or any cther similar electronic aecaas
of sound recording. The reason whky that's in the Bill is
to specifically discourage oral statements or, to put it
ancther way, to emcourage law enfcrcement officials tc use
tape recorders or video-tape recording in taking statemeants
of witnesses. So with... wWith thcse... with that

background c¢f the Bill, and I can assure Members of the
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General Assembly that Mr. Grabam was really the wmotivating
force behind the Bill, and with... 1 think we should, in
fact, incorporate in our legislative intent the... of the
article that he drafted concerning the Eill. And for those
reasons, I would =support the Bill and support <che
Governor's amendatory veto when he took out an Amendment
that I put on in the House."

Speaker Matijevich: "There being no further discussion, cthe
question 1is, *Shall +the House accept the Governor's
specific recommendations for change with regards tc Senate
Bill 619, by the adoption of the Arendment?? Those in
favor signify by voting ‘taye', those opposed Ly voting
*nay'. It's fimal actionm. It requires 60 votes. Have all
voted? Have all voted who wish? 1The Clerk will take the
record. On this question, there are 10€ *ayes?', 1 f*pay’, 1
answering ‘*present'. This Moticn, having received the
Constitutiomal Majority, prevails. The House accepts the
Governor's specific recommendaticn fcr change regarding
Senate Bill 619 by the adoption of the Apendment. The Bill
is hereky declared passed. Sepate Bill 919,
Representative... Steczo. The Gentleman from Cook,
Representative Steczo."

Steczo: “"Thank you, Nr. Speaker, Mewmbers of the House. 1 move ta
accept the Governor's recoamendatiaon fcr change opn Senate
Bill 919. The Governor made two changes in the Bill inm bhis
amendatory vetc. Cne dealt with a retroactive tax
exemption for the Prairie Path Ccrgcration. The Governor
deleted that langquage. He indicated that this =same
Ccrporation had filed a petiticn with the Illinois
Department of Revenue fcr a tax exemption, and the fact
that this one would be retroactive wculd mean... would
require refunds by Cook County taxing districts and,

therefore, would be unfair. Secondly, there Was a
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provision +that dealt with a clarification of property tax
exemptions for park district progerties. The Govermor
deleted that 1language saying that it was surplusage;
however, although it was not surplusage and no one from the
Governor's Office bothered to call eitber myself, Senator
Zito or the other persons involved whc could clarify that
or staff, nevertheless, that lanquage was stricken.
Because that Bill is scheduled for a Subcommittee hearing
and will be heard during the next Session, it's our
intention, #r. Speaker, tc¢ copncur with the Governor's
recommendations, and I renew ®y Mcticn t¢ accept his
recommendations for change on Semate Bill 919.%

Speaker Matijevich: "“Representative teczo has npoved that the
House do accept the Governor's specific recommendations for
change regarding Senate Bill 919. 1Is there any discussion?
Be at ease for a moment. We're baving +troubkle with the
machine again, and a repair man's on the way, by the way.
The question is, *Shall the House accept the Governor's
specific recommendation <for change with regards to Sepate
Bill 919, by the adoption of the Asendment?* Those in favor
signify by voting *aye’, opposed Ly voting ‘*no?. Final
action. This requires Three~Fifths Majority because of the
inmediate effective date. Have all vcoted? Have all voted
who wish? The Clerk will take the record. Cn +*his
guestion, there are 111 tayes', no 'nays®, and this Motion,
having received the Constituticnal Three-Fifths Majority,
prevails. The House accepts the Governor's specific
reconmendaticns for change regarding Senate Bill $19 by the
adoption of +the Amendment. The Bill is hereby declared
passed. 942 out of +the record. Senate Bill 995,
Representative Tate. Bepresentative Tate."

Tate: "Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Geutlesen cf the Eouse, 1 move

to accept the Governor's apmendatory veto. It*s just a very
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technical change. He was... The Governcr was uncoafortable
with a little of the language, and I mcve to accept. Thank
you.*

Speaker Matijevich: "ERepresentative 'Tate &gCves to accept the
Governor's specific recommendations for change with regards
to Senate Bill 995, by the adopticn ¢f the Apendment. 1s
there any discussion? Representative Cullerton."

Cullerton: "I... I couldn't understand the explanation of what
the amendatory veto does."

Speaker Matijevich: “Eepresentative Tate, dc¢ you want to run
through that again? Hepresentative Tate is going to run
through this again."

Tate: "Well, Representative Cullerton, if you look at the stated
reasons for the Governor's vetoc pmessage, the... probably
the 1last three sentences are the most important. The Bill
originally said, *with the intent of illeqgally obtaining
the proceeds of an insurance [folicy'. The Governor
substitutes one sentence, 'with the intent to defraud an
insurer®, apnd that is virtually the omnly change. He did
not... he was uncomfortable with the conclusionary
lanqguage.®

Speaker Matijevich: “Is that acceptatle, Fepresentative
Cullerton? HRepresentative Cullertcn.®

Cullerton: "¥ell, if Bepresentative Vinson wanted to find a Bill
where the Governor exceeded his authority, he pight want tc
look at this one. I think this wculd be a gocd ong...
because the Bill doesn't do anything at all, and this dces
even less with his amendatory veto."

Speaker Matijevich: "Bepresentative Tate :to close."

Tate: ™Well, that should be a good reascn for you toc vote for it
then, Representative Cullertcop.®

Speaker Matijevich: "The gquestion is, *Shall the House accept the

Governor's specific recommendations for change with regards
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to Sepate Bill 995, by the adoption of <the Apendment?t
Those in favor signify by voting *aye!, thcse opposed by
voting 'no'. This is fipal actiop. Have all voted? Have
all voted who wish? Clerk will take thbe record. On this
question there are 91 ‘ayes', 5 ‘'pays', 8 ansuering
‘present?', and this Motion, having received the
Constitutional Hajority, prevails. And the House accepts
the Governor's speciiic recommendation for change regarding
Senate Bill §95, by the adoption of the Amendment, and the
Bill is herekty declared passed. Senate Bill 996, Ropan, is
on a Special Call. He wants to go with it. Senate Bill
996, Represeptative Ronan, Gentleman from Cook."

Ronan: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Membkers cf the House. I npove
to accept the Governor'’s amendatory vetoc of Senate Bill
996. A1l it does is restores :the original language of che
Bill, and I move to accept his recosmendation.®

Speaker Matijevich: “Representative Eonan mcves to accept the
Governor's specific reconmendations with regard to Senate
Bill 996 by the adoption of the Amendment. Is there any
discussion? There being no discussion, the question is...
Ch, Representative Johnson, 1'm scrry."

Johnson: "I agree that the Apmendment... the amendatory veto
doesn't substantially change the Fill, but just so people
know what they are voting Ofe.. would you ask
Representative' Bonan if he'd just tell us briefly what the
Bill did when it went through the first time2®

Speaker Matijevich: *“Hepreseptative BRcnan."

Ronan: "Yeah, it's in the analysis, Representative Vinsop."

Speaker Matijevich: “How about for those of us who <can't read,
Representative EKonan?%

Ronan: "“Okay. #bat... what this Bill dces, it's... it restored
the seven day tipe lipit in place of the seventy-tso hour

notification to return property. Inp other words, if
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somebody steals a car, they bave to return it within seven
days. That's all."

Speaker Matijevich: V“Representative Johnson."®

Johnson: "“Rell, I'm going tc vote for the Bill. That really
isn't what the Bill does; but, sibnce that's the best
explanation we've gottem out of Eonan for the last cougle
of weeks, I'd better accept it and vote for it."”

Speaker Matijevich: ®“The gquestion is, *Shall the House accept the
Governor's specific recommendations for change regarding
Senate Bill $96, by the adoption of the Ramendment?' Those
in favor sigmnify by voting 'aye', those opposed by voting
'no'. Final action, requires 60 votes. Have all voted?
Have all voted who wish? The Clerk will take the record.
On this question there are 108 ‘'ayes?, 1 *nay’, 1 answering
*present'. This Motion, haviog received the Constitutional
Majority, prevails and the House accepts the Governor's
specific recommendations for change regarding Senate Bill
996 by the adoption of the Auwendment. The Bill is bereby
declared passed. Senate Bill 1001 is on a Special Call.
1025 is on a Special Call. 1033, Special Call. 1070,
Special Call. Senate Bill 1104, Eecpresentative Holf.
Gentleman frow Madison, Representative Rolf."

Wolf: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1 move that the provisions of
Senate Bill 1104 be adopted, the arendatory veto of the
Governor npotwithstanding. Senate Bill 1104, as passed by
the Legislature originally, deal: with the suspension of
drivers®' 1licenses for second offenses in the passing of
school buses, together with a provisicn to require that
school buses be reguired to stop at grade crossings on four
lane highways baving a speed in excess of 45 milés per
hour. The Govermor, in his amendatory veto to restore the
provision that would exempt school tuses from having to

stop at such grade crossings, inadvertently exempted all
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types of vehicles, which bhe hadn't meart to do. If the
amendatory veto were to be sustained, it would be in
conflict with federal requlations dealing with the safety
and the control and transportation ¢f hazardous material.
The Governor, after he awmendatcrily vetoed the Bill,
recognized the error in the amendatcory vetc and furnished a
letter to this Sponsor, as well as to the Spomsor in +*he

Senate, and ncw supports am cverride of that Moticn."

Speaker Matijevich: “Representative Wolf moves that Senate Bill

Dunn:

1104 pass, the Governor's veto notwithstanding. Is there
any discussion? Representative John Dunn, Gentlepman from
Nacon. ™

"Now, I'm confused. Will the Sgonscr tell me, if this Bill
becomes law, do school buses have to <stop at railroad
crossings where the speed limit is greater than 45 miles

per hour or not?®

Speaker Matijevich: ©®Representative Holf."

Wolf:

Dunn:

Wolf:

“"If this Bill passes, school buses will bhave to stop at
grade crossings on four lane highways having a speed in
excess of 45 miles per hour.®

"I1s that good2®

"§ell, I won't discuss the merit of whether or not a school
bus should stop or it shouldn't stog. 9The Governor, in his
amendatory veto, had a concern that the stopping of schocl
buses would c¢reate a bazard and fprcbably or possibly
contribute to rear end collisions and mayke dincur the
safety of the school children inside. There are also
concerns of others that the not stcpping of a school bus or
the... not stopping of a school bug would also have
hazards. So, I am merely saying that we should cverride
the Governor's veto in this particular instance and then
address vhether or npnot school buses should stop or

shouldn®t stop at a later stage.”
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Dunn:

Wolf:

Dunn:

"And the provisions <cegarding to suspending driviag
privileges are still in the Eill.®
“That's correct."

"Thank you."

Speaker #atijevich: ®“Representative Gordcn Eofp."

Ropp:

Holf:

Bopp:

Wolf:

“Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Just kind of a question relative
to a situation that is a fact, and 1 warted to find out
whether or pot what I'm about tc relate to you this Bill
has any... any effect upon. I ar awvare of a situation
where there is a four lane highway, and the current
provision in the law is if the bus stops on a northbound
side of this bighway, and you are apm automobile going
southbound, if you don’t stop, your driver's 1license is
also taken away. I'm somewhat guesticning whether or not
that is a good provisicn in the fact, if there are medians,
and I wanted to knov whether or noet this Eill bas any
effect opn +that kind of a situation wbere you have to stop
on the opposite side of the road for a school bus that is
stopped on the other side. You understand?®

"I'm sorry, BRepresentative GEopp. I was talkinmg with
another ERepresentative here.®

f4ell, a constituent in oy district just has 1lcst bhis
driver's license for a month, because he was on a four lane
highway where he was told he was supposed to stop onh one
side of the rcad because a school bus was stopped on the
other road going the opposite direction. And I'm wondering
whether or not this particular Eill deals with the
situation in any way, shape or form; and, if it doesn't,
what do you think about it?"

"No, 1 don*t believe that this Fill addresses that
particular situation, Representative Bopp. This deals with
the suspension of driver*'s licenses fcr second offenses in

the passing of school buses. I don't think it addresses
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itself to the situation that yocu described.®

Speaker Matijevich: "There being no further discussion, the
question is, 'Shall Senate Bill 1104 pass, the veto of the
Governor notwithstanding?* Those in favcr signify by voting
taye', thcse opposed by voting 'nc'. It*s fimal action,
requires a three—-fifths vote. Have all voted? Have all
voted who wish? The Clerk will take the record. Cao this
question there are 111 *ayes*®, 1 'pay?, apd this Motion has
received the Constitutional Three-Fifths Majority vote and
prevails, and Sepate Bill 1164 is bereby declared passed,
the Governor's veto notwithstanding. Senate Bill 1111,
Senate Bill 1111, Bepresepntative Jeff Mays."

Mays: "Thank you very much, Br. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the House. Sepate Eill 1111 estaklishes the veterasns®
checkoff for +the 1Illinois Veterans® Hose Fund. The
Governor did make some changes in the Eill to bkring it into
conformance sith both the cther «checkoff Eills that: he
signed, the non-game wildlife Bill, and the Child Abuse
Checkoff Fund. So I move that we accept the Governor'’s
veto... or the Governor's recomasendaticns for change on
Sepate Bill 1111."

Speaker Matijevich: “HEepresentative Mays moves thbat the House do
accept the Governor's reccomendaticns for «charge with
regards to Semate Bill 1111 Lty adcpticn of the Amendment.
Is there any discussion? There being nome, the questicn
is, *Shall the House accept the Governor's specific
recommendation fcr change with regards tc Senate Bill 1111,
by the adoption of the Apmendment?* Those in favor signify
by voting t'aye', those opposed bty voting 'no'. 1This is
final action, requires 71 votes because of the impediate
effective date. Have all voted? ©Eave all voted who wish?
The Clerk will take the record. Op this question there are

111 *ayes®, 1 *nay*', and this Motion, baving received the
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Constitutional Three-Fifths Majority, prevails, and the
House accepts the Governor's specific recommendations for
change regarding Senate Bill 1111 ty the adopticn of the
Amendment. The Bill is hereby declared passed. Senate
Bill 1116, Representative Mautino. Gentleman frow Bureau,
Bepresentative Mautino."

Mautino: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, I w@ove to override the Governor's veto on Senate
Bill 1116. As origimally presented, 1116 mandated that the
EPA set forth and compile an annual report identifying the
types and the gquantities of hazardcus saste geperated in
this state in existing facilities and the rate for future
disposal of hazardous waste, as &ell as any place that
treats or storage€... cr stores uaste. Is was further
amended that it was the fublic interest to encourage
recycling of materials such as paper and papertoard so that
the Pollution Control Board and the Illincis EEA would be
encouraging tbis recycling effcrt and adopt rules and
enforcement thereof. 1 Jjust received information and
correspondence that the Governor is not opposed to any
coverride of his amendatory veto in Bouse€... in Sepate Bill
1116. The correspondence is to the Senate Spomsor, Senator
Bill Marovitze. And, therefore, im accordance with the
Governor's wishes and the Sponsor and the intent of the
original 1legislation, I mcve tc override the Governor's
veto on Senate Bill 1116."

Speaker Matijevich: "Representative Mautino bas moved that the...
that House Bill... or Semate PBill 1116 fpass, the veto of
the Governor notwithstanding. 1Is there any discussion? If
not, the gquestion is, ‘'Shall Senate Bill 1116 pass, the
veto of the Govermor notwithstanding?!? Those 1im faver
signify by voting t'aye*, those opposed by voting *no'.

This is final action and requires a three-fifths vote.
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Have all voted? Have all voted who wish? Clerk will take
the record. Cn this guestion, there are 113 ‘*ayes?, 1o
‘nays?, and this Motion, having received the Constitutional
Three-Fifths Majority, prevails. Apd Senate Bill 1116 is
hereby declared passed, the Governcr's veto
notwithstanding. Senate Bill 1157, the Gentleman from
Ccok, Rerresentative Cullertcn.”

Cullerton: "“Thank you, Mr. Speaker and ladies and Gentlemen of
the House. I move that the House accept the Governor's
specific recommendations for change on Senate Bill 1157.
This Bill amends the Code of Civil Frocedure to clarify
that the exewmptions of personal property owned by a debtor
from either judgement, attachment or distress for rent
apply only tc individuals. It attempts to clarify that
such exemptions do not apply tc small businesses. However,
it does not specifically provide that personal property
wbich is used for personal rather than Lusiness purposes is
so exempt, so that the Goverancr's asendatcry 1language
provides that such personal property ezemptions apply only
to individuals and only to personal property shich is used
for personal rather than busipess purposes. So, 1 agree
with the Governor's change, and I wculd mcve that se accept
his change."

Speaker Matijevich: “"Bepresenzative Cullertcn has moved that the
House do accept the Governor's specific recosmendation for
change with regard to Senate Eill 1157, Ly the adoption of
the Amendment. Is there any discussicr? There being ﬁone,
the question is, *Shall the House accept the Governor's
specific recommendations for change with regards to Senate
Bill 1157, by the adoption of the BAmendment2?' Those in
favor signify by voting ‘*aye’, opfosed by voting ‘'no'.
Heguires 60 votes. Have all vcted? Have all voted who

wish? The Clerk will take the record. Have all wvoted?
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Clerk will take the record. On this question there are 106
tayes', S5 'nays', 1 ansvering 'present®', and this Motion,
having received the Constituticnal Majority, prevails. And
the House accepts the Governor's specific recommendation
for <change regarding Senate Bill 1157, by the adoption of
the Amendpent. The Bill is hereby declared passed. Senate
Bill 1195 is on a Special Call. Senate Bill 1218 is on a
Special Call. Senate Bill 1269, Representative Steczo, the
Gentleman from Cook.”

Steczo: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Members of the House. I move to
accept the Governor's recommendations for change on Senate
Bill 1269, the Bill which broadens the definition of
disability to allovw more people with a mobility handicap to
have handicapped 1license plates. The Governor, in his
amendatory message, suggested the inclusion of one word,
the word ‘*or' to allow those people who do not use any
assistive devices, but yet have difficulty in walking over
two hundred feet, the ability to have those plates. 1Ihe
inclusion of that word makes it more clear, amd it*s @more
in line with the task force report that was issued last
year. In fact, the Bill that ve passed, Senate Bill 1269,
was supposed to have originally had that... this prcvision
in it. So, that being the case, Mr. Speaker, 1 would renew
my Motion to accept the Governor's reccopendation.®

Speaker Matijevich: “Representative Stec2c has wmoved that the
House do accept the Governor's specific recomsendations for
change with regard to Senate Eill 1269, by the adoption of
the Amendment. Cn that, the Gentleman from Macon,
Representative John Dunn."

Dunn, J.: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. let the record show that 1 rise in support of this
legislation for my good friend and neighbor, Webkber

Borchers."
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Speaker Matijevich: "Ihere being no further discussion, the
gquestion 1is, 'Shall the House accept the Governor's
specific recommendations for change with regard to Senate
Bill 1269, by the adopticn of +the Awendment?? Those in
favor signify by voting ‘taye!, those opposed by voting
*no*. Final action requiring 60 votes. Have all voted?
Have all voted who wish? The Clerk will take the record.
On this question there are 113 'ayes*, no 'mays', and the
Motion, having received the Constitutional HMajority,
prevails. The House accept the Gcvernor's specific
reconmendation for change regarding Senate Eill 1269, by
the adoprion of the Amendment. The Bill is hereby declared
passed. Senate Bill 1301 is on a Special Call. Senate
Bill 1307, a Special Call. W®e're going to pick up a couple
Bills out of the record and return tc them. Senate Bill
448 on page seven, Representative Van Luyne. 1The Gentleman
from Will, Representative Van Duyme, cn Senate Bill 448.%
vVan Duyne: "Thank you... Thank you, Mr. Speaker. First cf all, I
move that the House concur with the Senate in cverriding
the Govermor's veto, and tbat Semate Eill 448 pass, the
Governor's veto ngpotwithstanding. Sepnate Bill 448 amends
the Civil Administraticn Cocde and probikits the Depacrtment
of Nuclear Safety, or amy other state agency, fronm
approving, registerimg, or licensing the =site of any
low-level nuclear waste repository, or any facility for the
reprocessing of spent npuclear fuel unless specifically
authorized by state law. And I won't gc into detail unless
somebody wabnts me to, but the Senate averrode the
Governor's veto on this Bill, I think, 56 %o 1. And that I
would hope that the House would ccncur in that action and
override the Governor's veto, his veto notwithstanding."
Speaker Matijevich: ‘"Eepresentative Van Duyne has moved chat

Sepnate Bill 448 pass, the Governor's veto notwithstanding.
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Vinson:

On that, Fepresentative Sam Vipson."

“"#4r. Speaker, 1 stand in opgositicn tc the Gentleman's
HMotion. I think that by dealing with the least significant
fact first, we can get to the real merit of the Motion. I
don't believe it was a 56 to 1 vote in the Senate. I think
it was a 38 to 17 vote. The Eill tarely smuck by in the
Senate, but we ought to show the gocd judgement to reject
something that did slip by them. 1The idea that you are
going to have the General Assembly act on what should
legitimately be Executive Branch decisions on every issue
affecting State Government is ludicrcus on its face. 1
believe that what we ought tc do is create agencieg, grant
those agencies proper authority, restrict that authority
shen they abuse it, replace the pecgle when they abuse it,
but we... we cught to have a proper delegation and a proper
separation of furnctions in gqovernment. It's a clear
mistake to have this whole subject held hostage to the
iomediate passions of people and [particular to the...
particularly tc the imwediate passions ¢f a spall group of
people. fe've got to have places to dispose of these
things if we are going to use these [products. American
business can’t continue wmanufacturing, can't contiaue
growing upless you can dispose of these wastes. And I
believe it would be a serious mistake to try tc irreparably
block disp65a1 facilities of this... this type in the State
of 1Illinois. He are a primary state in this area, and wue
ought to continue to be one because this is where growth is
going to be. 1This is legitisately an example of high tech
industry. I would strongly oppose the Gentleman's Motion,
and I would urge a 'no® vote on his Motiopn to cverride the

Governor's veto."

Speaker Matijevich: “Eepresentative Nelscn."

Nelson:

“Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentleamen
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of the House. I also believe that we cught to vote *no’ on
the Motion to cverride. This General Asseambly and fu:zure
General Assemblies should not get into the business of
siting. &e don't do that no«. We are not sitting here day
to day making decisions that are better pade by geologists
and technical people when it comes to siting nuclear power
plants, and ve should 0ot get into the business of deciding
where sites for disposal of low-level nuclear wastes should
be. What we did, when we passed Hcouse Eill 2234, is set up
a siting procedure, giving the Department of Nuclear Safety
the right to se% certain rules and requlations regarding
siting to ensure that the public health and safety would ke
adegquately taken care of. Alsc in BHouse Eill 2234, we
agreed that there should be adequate provision for public
hearings to be held, and what we sculd do, if we passed
this Bill, overriding the Governor's vetc, is to go ezactly
counter to what we have already said we are gcing to do in
2234, This Bill =says that <+he Department of Nuclear
Safety, nor any other agencies, shall do any of the
following unless the specific site is exgpressly authorized
by state lawv. I submit to you today that we simply do nunot
want to get into that kind of decision making. Think of
yourself sitting down bhere next Session in the Legislature.
Do you really want to have tc vote cm a Bill cbhoosing a
specific site over the objecticn ¢f your colleague and
friend from that area? Do ycu want to ke in the positiocn
of the Representative trying to blcck that kind of a vote,
when everyone else down here would ke vcting against you,
but it would be puiting it sovewhere out of their back
yard? I submit to you that what we cught %to do is accefpt
the Governor's amendatory vetc. I cppose this Motion to
override, and I hope you would join me and vote *not."

Speaker Matijevich: "HKepresentative Mautino.®
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Mautino: “Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 1 stand in suppor-
of Representative Van Duyne's Moticn to override. I find
it very difficult to accept the fact that the Legislative
Body, who for many years have been giving away their
authority and their integrity to bureaucrats and special
interests, would, in fact, do it again here with this most
ipoportant piece of legislaticn. Why is it so difficult for
Members to stand up and vote their «comvictions for the
constituents that they represent? 1 have been in tkis
particular box that Bepresentative Nelscn mentions for <che
last five terms. You see, the probles with voting in the
General Assembly is that everyone has tc bLe counted, and
that's our representative fcrm of qovernment. When you do
happen to have a facility in your geographical azea, you
are more susceptible, and you dc more investigating and
more reading and more in-depth evaluaticn of the possible
ramifications if something goes wrong. A1l in all, I think
that <this General Assembly and fucture General Assenblies
should never give up their authority, their authorization,
nor their advice and consent as it pertains to any
hazardous or low level nuclear waste site in this state. I
guess ny statement is, what are the 1legislators elected
for? To represent the people of an area. 1f, io facrt,
those people have ccncerns akout possible low-level
hazardous waste sites, as it pertains to public health and
safety, tbey should have a voice im this General Assesbly.
Because we all know here that if a bureaucrat makes a rule,
requlation or deterrmination, ycu have to move mcuntains,
literally, to have that determinaticn and decision reversed
or gualified. Therefore, it's probably one of the better
pieces of legislation on the question. It gives authority
back to the General Assenkly, and there should be an *aye’

vote on Senate Eill 448.%
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Speaker Matijevich: ‘"“Eepresentative Marzuki."

Marzuki: "Thank 7you, MNr. Speaker. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, I joim with Representative Mautino im asking for
support of this Bill. I believe that the General Assenbly
cannot shirk its responsibilities tc make sure that there
is adegquate and safe siting. 1 certainly don't kelieve
that we can push this waste material cop anyone e€lse, but I
think we have the responsibility for making certaim that it
is reasonable and that the people are protected. 1There are
going to be strong arguments for apy siting of these
particular dumps anywhere, but I think that's what is
needed is wmore discussion. Certainly, the geological and
scientific backgrounds are going ta have to be there; but,
when decisicns are made Ly non-elected people, they do not
always represent what is best for the pecple of 1llinois.
I think this is certainly true in our failure to override
the veto on mental health. 1The Departaent is in disarray,
yet, they are going to pmake the decisions. The
adpinistration is going tc make the decisions. The
bureacracy 1is gcing tc make the decisicpns. 1 would ccncur
that this is a good piece of legislaticp.®

Speaker Matijevich: ‘"ERepresentative FRay Christensen.®

Christensen: "Thank you, Nr. Speaker. I certainly agree with the
previous two speakers and am in favor cf Van Duyne's Motion
to override. Whco should have more right to protect the
people in their district tham the legislators? It's real
nice, you know, when ycu dcn't have any of these areas...
these =sites in your area, i%'s pretty casy tc sit back and
say somebody else should have the say-sc. I think there
should be many, many hearings, and the final say should be
up to the Legislators. And I suppcrt the Hotion."

Speaker Matijevich: “Representative Cick Klepp."

Klemm: "“Thank you, ¥r. Speaker. HWill the Sgcosor yield for a
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guestion2?®

Speaker Matijevich: "He indicates he will. Ercceed."

Kleom:

"GCne question I have, and I do share coancerns that you are
expressing in that there shculd be some scrt cf local
input, I guess, and I was wondering if the Bill we passed
last Session, which I thimk was Senate Eill 172, concezning
siting of landfills and waste disposal sites, if, in fact,
that would still apply to this 1lcu~level nuclear waste

siting provisicn2®

Van Duyne: "I dido't... excuse me, but I didn't get the last part

of your questiom. I think it was; doesn't Senate Bill 172
also cover siting of low-level or nuclear spent. No, it
does not. In fact, the Governor, ir bkis vetc message, in,
the second paragraph, says this Eill does three <things:
Nusber onmne, it requires a specific law to be passed to
allow the siting of amy 1low 1level radicactive waste
disposal facility in 1Illincis; seccndly, it regquires
legislative approval of any ccmmercial spent fuel
reprocessing facilities to be estabklished in Illincis; aand,
three, it regquires public hearings in communities near a
radicactive waste facility prior to the issuances of a
license. Then he gces on to say that he agrees with the
second and tbird provision. And if you agree, and 1 won't
read the last part of this paragraph, if you don*t want me
to, but I will if you would, hbhe agrees, he says, with <the
last two provisions. He does not agree with the first
provision. Now, if you refer tc Semate Bill 172, which
does give the counties vetc power and puts them on am equal
footing with... as far as siting is ccocerned with the EEA,
you @wmust also agree that spent nuclear fuel rods and even
low level nuclear fuel waste is a beck of a 1lct more
important to the people in the State cof Illimcis because of

the wide-spread bavoc that tbis may ferpetrate upon ocur
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Speaker

Clerk

citizens. So, if you do agree with the general consensus
of Senate Bill 172, in that it does give the counties equal
rights, as far as siting, then ycu should agree that the
State General Assembly should also bhave the sage power
of... veto power that we are asking for in Senate Bill 447
over the Nuclear Regulatory Ccommission.”

Matijevich: "fhere being po further discussion, the
question is, 'Shall Senate Eill 448 pass, the veto of the
Governor notwithstanding?t Those ip favor will signify by
voting ‘'aye®, those opposed by voting 'no®. 1his is a
total override and requires a three-fifths vote, and it's
final action. Have all voted? ©Eave all voted? Have all
voted? The Clerk will take the record. On this gquestion
there are 70 ‘tayes!, 42 ‘'pays', and Bepresentative Van
Duyne asks for a Poll of the Absentees. And Bepresentative
Nelson, if it dogs reach 71, is goipg tc verify the vote.
The Poll of the Absentees.”

Leone: *“Foll of the Absentees. Ewing. Harris. Levin.

McAuliffe and Younge."

Speaker Matijevich: "Eepresemntative Marzuki, for what purpose do

you seek recogmition?"

Marzuki: "leave to ke verified."

Speaker

Matijevich: "leave to be wverified, if there is one.
Leave. H#hat's the count, Mr. Speaker (sic Clerk)? There
are 70 ‘'ayes', 42 *nays', 1 answering 'present*, and this
Motion, having failed to receive the Constitutional
Majority, is hereby declared 1lost. Bepresentative Bus
Yourell on Senate Bill 1218 om fgage eight. It's on a
Special Call, but the Spobsor desires to have it heard now.

Senate Bill 1218. Representative Ycurell.”

Yourell: "Thank you, MNr. Speaker. Ladies and Gentlemen of the

House, Senmate Bill 1218 does several things. Most

ipportantly, it changes the date for the circulation of
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petitions for candidates <that will be runbping in...
appearing on the ballot in 1984. The Governor felt, and I
think rightfully so, that would penalize +those candidates
that bave already started to circulate petitions, and in
his amendatory message, he indicated +*hat +the effective
date for that part of the Electicn Ccde should be January
1st, 1984, and I agree with that. And also, in other areas
of the Bill, he indicated that we <should charge wbat i%
actually costs for the reproduction cf documents, rather
than set a set fee like tvo dollars for the reproducing of
precinct sheets that would indicate the Bepublican and
Democratic voters. I wmove <to accept the Gavernor'ts
specific recommendations relative to the asendatory veto
contained in Senate Eill 1218.%

Speaker Matijevich: “Eepresentative Yourell bas wsoved that the
House do accept the Governor's specific recosmendatiocns
with regards to Senate Bill 1218, with the adcgtion of <the
Amendment. Is there any discussion? 1bere being ncne, the
guestion is, 'Shall the House accept the Governor's
specific reccopmendation for change with respect to Senate
Bill 1218, by the adoption of the Amendment?* Those in
favor signify by voting ‘'aye®, those opposed by voting
*no'. This is fipal action. BRequires 71 votes because of
the immediate effective date. Have all voted? Bave all
voted who wish? Clerk will take <he record. On this
guestion there are 108 'ayes', 4 'pays', and the House does
accept the Governor's specific recommendation for «change
with <regards to Senate Eill 1218, by the adoprion of %he
Anendment. And the Motion has received the Constitutional
Three-Fifths Majority, and the Eill is hereby declared
passed. On page eight, Sepate Bill 1195, +the Senate...
Senate Bill 1195, the Majority Leader, Jim McFike. It's on

a Subject Call, but he desires to bear the Eill now.
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McPike:

Senate Bill 1195.7

"Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The Bill ip its original form
allowed financial institutions tc ©ake revolving credit
loans in excess of $5000 secured by mortgages or deeds of
trust on Teal property. The Governcr would add to that
that whenever such a loan is wmade, the interest to the
borrower must be disclosed in ccmpliance with the Federal
Truth in lending Act, or any further Asendments thereto.
S0, I would move <to accept *the Govermor's specific

recommendations for change.”

Speaker #Hatijevich: "ERepresentative McPike has noved to accept

the Governor's specific recowmmendaticns for change with
regards to Senate Bill 1195 by the adcgtion... with the
adoption of the Amendment. Is there any discussion? There
being none, +the gquestion is, *Shall the House accept the
Governor's specific recomsmendations for change with regards
to Senate Bill 1195, by the adoption <¢f the Amendmentz®
All those in favor signify by voting taye', those opposed
by voting 'no'. This is fipal actiocn. It reguires a
simple majority. Have all voted? Bave all voted who wish?
The Clerk will take the record. Cp this guestion there are
111 ‘ayes*', no ‘nays', 1 answering 'present', and this
Motion, having received the Constitutional Majority,
prevails, and the House accepts the Governcr's specific
reconmendaticn for change regarding Senate Bill 1195, &y
the adcption of the Asendment, and the Bill is hereky
declared passed. The House will ncw proceed to the Order
of Motioms which appear on page ten. There are some
Moticns that have cleared the House Rules Conpittee and are
now in order. On that Order of Business appears House Bill
1365, Representative Shaw. Is BFKepresentative Shaw...
Representative Shaw on House Eill 1365 on the Order of

Motions."
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Shaw: "“Nr... Mr. Speaker, I'm asking for a suspension of +the
appropriate rule wvhere this 1365 could ke heard in the...
in Insurance tomorrow."

Speaker Matijevich: T™Representative Shaw has moved tc take House
Bill 136% from the Tabkle, discharzge Commitiee on Insurance
and advance to the Order of Second Reading, Second
Legislative L[aye. BRepresentative Piel."

Piel: "A couple of gquick questions, Mr. Speaker. First cf all, a
question of the Clerk. Can you tell me when this Motion
was filed, fplease?"

Speaker Matijevich: "It was filed yesterday.®”

Piel: "“Thapk yocu. W®ill the Gentleman yield for a gquestion,
Flease?®

Shaw: Mies."

Piel: *"Representative Shaw, a couple of gquick questions in
reference to your Moticm in referemce to the Bill. in
reference to the Motion, shen was this beard... or when was
this Bill heard in Bules Coggittee?®

Shaw: "Tcday."

Piel: "The Motion was filed to discharge Committee, and the RBules
Committee heard the Bill this wmorning, right2"®

Shaw: "That's right.®

Piel: ™Can I ask you a guestion, why you filed the Motionm
yesterday when tke thing hado't even keen bheard in BERules
Committee to go to Committee? [id you know what... you
know, 1 mean, obviously, we didn?t even know shat Committee
it was going to be going to yesterday when the Motion was
filed2®

Shaw: "It was my understanding that it was going to Bules."®

Piel: “W¥Well, it went to Fules, but youtve made a Motion yesterday
to discharge... to bypass the Coamittee, and it hadn’t even
been assigned to a specific Committee, is that correct2®

Shaw: %I... I didn't bear it. I didn*t hear you."
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Piel:

Shaw:

Speaker

Piel:

“dell, you made the Motiom yesterday to bypass Ccmnmittee,
and you didn't even know what... what Compmittee it was
gcing to be assigned to. And it was heard this morning in
Rules, and now you are asking to bypass the Committee cn
the Motion that was filed yesterday of a Eill that was
heard this morning."
“No, I don't think you... I don't think you understood..."
Matijevich: "Could... Could the Chair intervene? The
Bill was heard it Bules Compittee, but it bas bLeen in
Insurance Combittee, Eepresentative FPiel."

uCkay."

Speaker Matijevich: *®Alright."

Piel:

Shaw:

Piel:

Shaw:

Piel:

Shaw:

Piel:

“Hell, it bhasn't been heard in Committee yet, but first,
can I ask why this is of major impcrtance now? Correct me
if I'm wrong, Bepresentative. 1Isn't this identical to the
same House Bill 1500 that we heard twice last week? We
took two votes on this last week2"

"I think you... I think you @misuvsder... I think you
misunderstood the Motion, Sir."

“"No, I'm asking you a guesticn. I'm asking a gquestion in
reference to the Bill. 1Is this identical to the 1500 that
we heard twice last week?"

ies.M

"and at that time it was defeated. He defeated this sane
thing twice last week. Now, By question is, why shouldn':
this Bill be heard in Committee? Yocu want to advance it to
Second Legislative Day."

"No, the only thing that I*m asking is that this Bill be
heard in Compittee tomorrow. 1 think...®

"No, the way the Motion states, Representative... you check
the Calendar om page ten, the Motion says, *1 move to take
from the Table, discharge Committee on Insurance and

advance to the Crder of Second Beading, Second Legislative
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Shaw:

Piel:

Shaw:

Piel:

Shaw:

Piel:

Shaw:

Piel:

Day'. So, it's not a situation of you wanting to hear this
“hing in Coamittee. 1It's a situaticn..."

"You are absolutely right. You're absolutely right.
You're absolutely right.®

"Well, you just... Now, wait a minute. You want to advance
to the Second Day or do you want hear it in Compitiee,
because you just said you wanted to hear it im Coamittee?®
"No, the Second Day."

"Okay, you don't want to hear it in Corpittee then2v

"NO. n

“"Then we'll get back to my origimal question. If this was
defeated twice two weeks ago when we uwere here, we voted cn
this thing twice, why shouldn’t this be heard in Compittee
first? I canpnot see why you want to bypass Copmittee.
This is a... you know, this is a Bill that deals u&ith the
licensing of tLrokers and agents, and 1 think it sbould tLe
heard in Committee, and I want to kncw shy you don't want
to hear it ip Cowmittee. Why you..."

"Hell, I had this same Motion filed before, and i: never
got heard. That's why I filed this particular Moticn."
"You still haven't answered sy gquesticn, Representative.
My gquestion 1is, why <should se bypass Committee cn this?
You are talking about a very important Bill. You are
talking about a Bill that you want to bypass Ccmmittee.
®hat is the importance of bringing this out right now
without going to Committee? That's the... that's the
whole... what the Committee process if for in the Bouse of
Representatives, is to bring up questicns and one thing and
another, and I think that it sbould definitely be heard in
Coumittee, where the people are experts on the insurance...
the insurance laws, et cetera, et cetera, and you are
proposing a Bill that will change the licensing of Lrokers

and salesmen and the Act, and you don't want to hear it in
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Committee. Why don't you want to hear it im Conmittee?®

Shaw: ™Well, Bepresentative, the same people that make up chat
Committee is on the floor of the House. They are Members
of the House, and I'm certain that you can get adeguate
debate on the floor of the Bouse here.?

Piel: "We've had adequate debate on +this, EFEepresentative. We
defeated it twice, and I don®'t know why you feel that this
thing should nct go to Committee., 1 would ask... yocu know,
I can't get the logic here at all, and I've been getting a
runaround on some of the answers. But I would ask all
Members to look a:t this very closely. This is the Bill
that we defeated twice last week. 1t was brought up oo two
different occasions by BHepresentative Shaw, on two
different Motions, and I would ask everybody im <the BHouse
of Representatives to go through the ncrmal prccess that se
go through, sending Bills to Comsmittee, having them heard
adequately in the Committee, bringimg them out o the
floor, after it*s gone through a full bearing in Ccnmittee,
and not bypass the Committee process. And so I would ask
the Mewmbers of the House to vote 'no' om the Motion on
House Bill 1365."

Speaker Matijevich: "There being no further discussion, the
Motion is to move... to take from the table House Bill
1365, discharge the Committee on Insurance, advance 1365 to
the Order of Second Beading, Second Legislative Day. Those
in favor will signify by voting 'aye®, those opposed Ly
voting *no'. This takes three-fifths vcte, 71 votes. Have
all voted? Have all voted who wish? Clerk will take <che
record. On this gquestion there are 57 'ayes', 42 *nays', 1
ansuering ‘present', and the Moticn is declared lost.
House Bill 2327, Representative Leverenz. Gentleman from
Ccok, HRepresentative Leverenz."

Leverenz: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

62



STATE OF ILLINOIS
83RD GENEBAL ASSENBLY
HGOSE OF BEPBESENTATIVES

TRANSCEIPTION LEBA1E

85th Legislative Day November 1, 1983
House. I wove to advance House Bill 232z7 +to Second
Reading, Second Legislative Day, without reference to
Comnmittee."

Speaker Matijevich: "Representative Leverenz has poved to advance
House Bill 2327 to the Order of Second Reading, Second
legislative Day, without referenmce to Ccmmittee. 1Is there
discussion? There being none, those in favor signify by
voting ‘aye', those opposed by voting “*no‘. This takes
three-fifths vote. Have all voted? Have all voted? Have
all voted who wish? Oh, 60 votes, I's... Have all voted
who wishi The Clerk will take the record. Cn this
question there are 106... Mays ‘'aye'... 107 ‘*ayest, 1
*nay', 2 answering ‘present', and the Motion prevails. Aand
Senate Bill... House Eill 2327 is advanced to the Order cf
Second Reading, Second legislative Day, withcut reference
to Compittee. Senate Bill 143, Hannig. Eepresentative
Hanpig."

Hannig: "Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker and Memkers of the House. I
would move to discharge the House Copmittee on Senate Bill
143, which was exempted by the Bules Committee this
morning. Earlier in —the year, we passed Bouse Bill 1257
which deals with hazardous waste fees. It passed this Body
as an agreed Bill. The Governor did make sose apendatory
changes, but unfortunately, when we noved to accept those
changes, there were some technical errors in the way ue
moved to accept those changes. So what we want to do with
this Bill, 143, is siaply wuse it as a vehicle to get
1250... 1257 in the proper order as the Governcr proposed."

Speaker Matijevich: ™"Semate Bill... Bepresentative Hannig has
moved that Senate Bill. 143 be discharged from the Cossittee
on Epergy, Environment and Natural Bescurces and advanced
to the Order of Second Beading, Second lLegislative Day.

There is no discussion. Those in favcr signify by voting
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*aye*, those opposed by voting *no*. Have all voted? Have
all voted whc wish? The Clerk will take the record. On
this guestion there are 109 *ayes?, no *nays*, 1 answering
*present?’, and the Motion prevails. And Senate Bill 143 is
discharged from the Compittee on Energy, Enviropmment aund
Natural Resources from further consideration, advanced to
the Order of Second Reading, Second Legislative Day.
Senate Bill 1309, BRepresentative Satterthuwaite.
Bepresentative Satterthwaite.®

Satterchwaite: "I =@move to advance Sepate Bill 1309 to Second
Reading, Second legislative Lay."

Speaker Matijevich: “Represenmtative Satterthwaite has moved that
House€... Senate Bill 1309 bke moved to the... advanced to
the Order of Second Reading, Second Legislative Day,
without reference to Committee. Being no discussion, those
in favor signify by voting *aye', those opposed by voting
*nay'. Have all voted? Have all voted who wish? The
Clerk will take the record. Cn this question tbere are 113
tayes', no 'nmays', and the Motion prevails, and Senate Bill
1309 is advanced to the Grder cf Second Beading, Second
Legislative Day, without reference to Conpittee. On the
Order of Senate Bills, Second Reading appears Senate Bill
143, Clerk will read the Bill.®

Clerk Leome: “Senate Bill 143, a Bill for am Act to amend
Sections of the Environmental Frotection Act. Second
Beading of the Bill. No Committee Amendments."

Speaker Matijevich: “Amendments from the flocr2®

Clerk Lecne: “Rone.*

Speaker Matijevich: “Third Reading. On the Grder of Semate Bills
Second Reading appears Sepate Bill 1309. Clerk will read
the Eill.®

Clerk Leone: YSenate Bill 1309, a Eill foexr an Act to amend

Sections of the Community Living Facilities Licensing Act.
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Second Reading of the Bill. No Comnmittee Amendments.®

Speaker Matijevich: “Baendments from the flocr?"

Clerk Lecone: "Ncne."

Speaker Matijevich: *®Third Reading. I think I know what you
want, but, Representative Van Duyne, for what purpose€..."

van Duyne: "Yes, thapnk you, #r. Speaker. You do know, and I
don't want to complete the whole scenarig, but couldn't we
just go to that Order and just move it to Third so it's in
passage stag€ when we get this iroped cut2®

Speaker Matijevich: "We're not ob that Order of Business,
Representative Van Duyne."

Van Duyne: "Yes, you are, Mr. Speaker."

Speaker .Matijevich: "No, tbat's Senate Bills, Second. I %hink
yours is a House Bill."”

Van Duyne: "Okay, well, it's still Second Beading.®

Speaker Matijevich: "You should have a Senate Eill. We mright ke
in business. On the Order of Total Veto Motions op page
three of the Calendar. Senate Bill 139 is on a Special
Subject Call. The next Bill 1is Senate Bill 302. <The
Gentleman from Cook, Eepresentative leverenz.
Bepresentative Leverenz op Senate Bill 302 on a tatal veto
Motion."

Leverenz: YThank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. #e would move to override the veto of the Governor
on Senate Bill 302 for the age-old proklem of that which
money 1is spent by the state should be appropriated and
scrutinized through the approgriations [process. And on
Senator Carroll's Bill, that I Lkelieve was overwhelmingly
passed in the Senate and the House, the Govermor <chose to
veto the Bill. Iz would provide that sometbing probably
close to one half of one percent is the total asmount cf
money that we talked about, but in 302 it would provide

that all monies spent by the state, specifically bhere
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Speaker

Vinson:

Speaker

within the college and university system, would be
appropriated through the General Assexlly. I would now
move for the override of the Govermor's wveto obn Senate Bill
302."

Matijevich: "“Eepresentative Leverenz moves that Senate
Bill 302 pass, the veto of the Governcr notwithstanding.
On that, Fepresentative Sam Vianson."

“Nr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Ecuse, I rise
in opposition to the Gentleman's Moticn to cverride the
Governor's veto on Senate Bill 30z. 1 kelieve it would be
a terrible mistake for the Genmeral Assesbly to absoluiely
and totally tie the hands of state agencies in this regard.
Currently, an extraordinarily high fercentage, I believe in
excess of 99 percent of funds apprcpriated... of funds
expended by Executive Branch agencies, are appropriated by
the Legislature. What this Fill wculd dc would be to seck
to extend that appropriations authority for that last half
percent. Bow, the reasom 1 oppose that, pot because I
oppose the appropriations process o¢r the legislative
process. I obviously kLelieve in ©bcecth, and 1 believe
Hembership heard me stamd and speak for the appropriations
process on a Bill earlier this afternocn that
Representative Homer bandled. But what we face here is the
potential for all kinds of very serious problems. W®e face
here situations where federal disaster funds may bke
compunicated toc state agencies who then could not expend
the disaster funds to relieve the disaster which had
occurred simply because se had not met apd appropriated the
money. Or we face the option of having to be <called imto
Special Session constantly to act on... in that particular
area. Mr. Speaker, we face the situaticn where you may
have a situaticn..."

Matijevich: "One moment, RBepresentative Vinson. 1
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understand the Sponsor wants this cut cf the reccrd. Is
that correct, Eepresentative Leverenz?"

Leverenz: "That is correct.”

Speaker Matijevich: "Alright."

Leverenz: "I want to check his voting reccrd.®

Speaker Matijevich: "Alright. The next Bills out of the record
up to Senate Bill 583. Senate Bill <583, Bepresentative
Levin. Out of the record. Senate Eill 688, Bepresentative
Larry Hicks. Bepresentative Bicks cn Senate Bill 688.%

Hicks: "Yes, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, I
would move to override the Governor om this, flease, and
move to override the Governmor, fplease. Total cverride,
please.®

Speaker Matijevich: 9YRepresentative Hicks has moved +that Senate
Bill 688 pass, the veto of the Governor notwithstanding.
Representative Hoffman on that."

Hoffman: *“Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would request of the Sponscr
of the Motion to briefly ezplain it for the edification of
the Memkership."

Speaker Matijevich: *"Eepresentative Hicks."

Hicks: "Yes, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, the
Bill basically provides for additional three days of
harvest of the taking of bucks... of deer separate and
apart fros the requlat deer hunting seascn, and that®s all
it does."

Hoffman: "and the Governor vetoed it, and what was the reasoning
in his veto message?"

Hicks: "The Governor said that the Departsent bhad that authority
already if they wanted to use it, but it sas our contenticn
that the Department does mnot bave, and we... takes
legislat... this lLegislature to do so."

Hoffman: “Alright, I'm... I'w sorry, Representative Hicks. Itve

just picked up the veto message of the Govermor and he
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indicates, as you have said, the LCepartsent of Comservation
already has the authority to expand the hunting seascon by a
naximum of four days, and you are contending that the
Governor is not correct and that this Eill is pnecessary.
Is that bhow I understand your positioni¥

Hicks: "&ell, dit's our... it*s @By gcsiticn that this is
necessary; that the people of my district who... are a very
big deer hunting season, would like to see that exgpanded.
And if *the Department can do it, we would like for them to
do it. They have not wanted to do so. So we would like to
see it extended."”

Hoffman: "Tbank you. 8r. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, 1 suppose that ome would take a position om this
based on their interest in wildlife, either dead or alive,
and on that basis I suppose the Judgepent should Le mnpade.
Seems to me that with the Department already having the
authority to expand the hunting season up to a maximum of
four additional days that that kind of authority is proper
and should remain with them. And it would sees reasopable
to me that the Governor's veto was reascnable and should ke
sustaiped."

Speaker Matijevich: "Hepresentative Brunsvold.®

Brunsvold: "Will the Sponsor yield for a question2¥

Speaker Matijevich: "Yes, proceed."

Brunsvold: “Representative Hicks, it says that taking of bucks by
shotgun or at the end of either or toth shotqumn harvest
periods. Now, there'’s two split seasons, right?®

Hicks: "Yes, Sir."

Brunsvold: "Would that mean that we could have two split seasocns
of six days each?"

Hicks: "It would be ny understanding they could add cn to each of
the split seasons, yes, if they want.®

Brunsvold: "At the end of the... at one of these split seasobs.
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Hicks:

So that means it®s going to take place during the wueek,
because it's usuwally Friday, Satuday and Sunday are the two
seasons as they existed, you kpow, nos. So we'd have like
Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday either at the end of either
split season.®

“That could ke possible, yes."

Brunsvold: "And this is... you know. I really don®t thiamk that

Hicks:

that many bucks are going toc be taken in this... in tbhis
additional period, and you know, 1 would support this
position, but during the week, I don*t think you're really
qoing to have lot of hunters out there apyway."

"§ell, the thing is it is only for Lucks cmly, it's not
for the whole deer populaticn. Sc I don't think we have to
worry about baving a drastic effect upon the deer

population in the State of Illinocis.®

Brunsvold: "Thank you."

Speaker Matijevich: "“HRepresentative Hicks to close.®

Hicks:

"Yes, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlesmen of the House, the
Bill is a very simple Fill. It simgly extends the pericad
for an additiopal possibility of four days tc the barvest
of deer. It's not going to have any drastic effect in any
way on the deer population. Baving Jjust day before
yesterday run over an e€ight pcint kuck, 1 know what it*s
like out there on the highways with all these bucks. So
it's not a severe effect upon the deer population. I'd ask

focr the passage of the Bill."

Speaker Matijevich: "“Representative Hicks moves that Semate Bill

€688 pass, the veto of the Governcr notuithstanding. Those
in favor cignify by voting *aye', those opposed by voting
*no*. This is final action, takes three-fifths vote. BHave
all voted? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted sho
wish? The Clerk will take the reccrd. Oon this gquestion

there are 62 'ayes', 42 'nays', 7 answering *rresent?, and
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Curran:

Speaker

the Motion, havibg failed to receive the Constitutional
Three-Fifths Bajority, is hereby declared lost. We skipped
over two Bills that I understand the Sponsors do want to
have heard. Sepate Bill S20, the Gentleman from Sanganon,
Represenctative Curran. Representative Curran.®

“"¥r. Speaker, could e take this cut of the record for
just a mipute?"

Matijevich:s "Cut of the record. Is 521 out also,
Representative OQ'Connell? Out of the record. Semate Bill
726, Bepresentative OfConnell. Gentlerman from Cook,

Representative 0'Connell."

O'Connell: "Mr. Speaker, there are two of us. BHRepresentative

Terzich also filed a Motion to c¢verride. I1'd defer to

him."

Speaker Matijevich: “hepresentative Terzich."

Terzich: "Yes, Mr. Speaker and lLadies and Gentlemen of the House.

Sepate Bill 726 creates the 1Illincis - #icbigan Canal
Corridor Civic Center Authority of Cocok <County Act. The
duty of the Authority is to promote the Illincis - Michigan
Canal and those «capital projects which are in suppor:t of
the operation of the Illincis - Michigan Camal Corridor and
operate and maintain boat ramps, nature fpaths, camp grounds
and other recreational facilities ipn the metropolitan arca.
The Bill did provide... took out the right of eminent
domain, and it also may issue revenue konds. And it dces
not have the power to tax or issue general obligation
bonds; however, it may issue revenue bonds. This is to
promote the Illinois - Michigan Capal sc there isn't any
duplication of participating units cf local government.
It*s a good Bill, and I would appreciate your sugport in

overriding on Senate Bill 726."

Speaker Matijevich: "Representative Terzich has pmoved that Semate

Bill 726 pass, the veto of the Governcr notwithstanding.
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On that, Gentleman from DuPage, Representative Hoffman."

Hoffman: "“Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker, ladies and Gentlenmen
of the House. I'm inclined to agree with the Governor on
this particular issue. It see@s tc me that the inclusion
of this kind of a program, regardless of how worthy it may
be, to set up an Illinois -~ Michigan <Canal National
Corridor and tie it in with the Civic Center Authority of
Cook County stretches the credulity - killed that ope - of
the idea of a civic center. Now, it does do some
exemptions, but to provide the inclusicmn of a Illinocis -~
Michigan capal into a civic center authority really seceas
to stretch the definition of the *erm ‘'civic center
authority!'. It's a, as the Governcr said, a significant
departure from the original purchase... purgose of the
program. Now, ladies and Gentlewen, at some point in time,
as Members of the Geperal Assembly, representing not only
the people of cur district, but the pecgle of the entire
State of Illinois, we have to come to grips with the issue
of bonding future generaticms ipto a persanent fiscal
servitude. This is one of those pieces of legislation,
added together with all the others, that do that. As
Representative Ebbesen has so often told us, the pension
system alone, that debt alome may put us all and our
children all in a permanent positicn cf indebtedness. This
just adds to that problem. The Governor has recognized
this, and I thipk for the majority of the Memkers of <this
Body, this is a very eacsy piece of legislaticn to not
support and a very easy piece of legislation tc vote ‘*nc®
on, and I would recomwmend and encourage such a vote."

Speaker Matijevich: “"Hepresentative Oblinger.®

Oblinger: "Will the Sponsor resgond to a questionz®

Speaker Matijevich: "Proceed."

Oblinger: *"Representative Terzich, what is the reasom tbai the
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Springfield <Civic Center is left o¢ut frca the tax

exemption?®

Terzich: "The Bill, simply for the Illincis - Michigan Canal is

simply... it came under this particular Act. Actually,
the Bill does not provide, under the Illinois - Michigan
Canal Corridor, does not provide for any state monies. It
has no bond obligations to the state and, wunder no
circumstances, it's written in the Bill, shall any bonds
issued by Authority be or becose an indektedness or
obligation of the State of Illincis or any other Gpclitical
subdivision or municipality within the state. So there...
there's no cost. All they can issue is revenue boands. 1I'n

glad Bepresentative Hoffmar mentioned that.®

Speaker Matijevich: “Eepresentative HNelsop.”

Nelson:

®"Thank you very much, Br. Sgeaker. Would the Sponsor

yield for a question2®

Speaker Matijevich: "Eroceed.®

Nelson:

"Representative Terzich, what 1 dcn®t understand about
this Bill is bhow it will interface with the National Park
Service. What we're about when we talk to members of our
congressional delegaticn and our Senatcrs is creating a
corridor national park in Illincis, and I just cannot for
the life cf me figure out how civic centers would operate

in conjunction with a pationmal park."

Terzich: "From what I understand, the Bill simply provided under

that particular seqment as far as civic centers are
concerned. What it will do is it will set up a governing
and administrative body of authority apd the board shall
consist of eleven wmembers of all cf the local units of
government along the Illinois - Michigap Caral so that they
could coordinate the progress of developing the Illingis -
Michigan Canal project with the Federal Government, rather

than all of these different 1local wunits o¢f government
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duplicating boat ramps apd many other facilities along the
canal. This will provide a body which consists of all of
those units cf governgent so they could coordinate it with
the Federal Government projects.®

Nelson: “That's just not true. It is not all of the wunits of
local government, because the Bill ends at the end of Cook
County. And the proposed corridor goes beyond that. What
I don't understand is why that grovision is alsc in the
Bill."

Terzich: "HWhy it's just the Cook County area, or beyond that?v

Nelson: "If you... What you said was that all the communities are
included, and what I say is that's pot sc.®

Terzich: "Well, that's true. 1 mean you can take the whole State
of Illinois as not included in the plam, but the majority
of the local units along the canal are."

Nelson: "To the Bill, Mr. Speaker.®

Speaker Matijevich: “Proceed."®

Nelson: "I think that I bave, in my gquestions tc the Sponsor,
explained my objections to this bad piece of 1legislation.
I think that it is a duplicaticn cf woney that will be
spent by the feds to create a naticnal park. I think that
surely there are people at the lccal level who will work
with those persons in the national park service tc create
something that 1is good for Illinois, and 1 would subait
that this particular piece of 1legislation is totally
unnecessary."

Speaker Hatijevich: "Bepresentative Terzich tc close.”

Terzich: "Well, again, M#Mr. Sgeaker and lLadies and Gentlemen of
the House, this is a good piece of legislation. It passed
out of the House quite substantially with approximately 100
votes. It fpassed out of the Semate ky a vote of 48 to 6.
ke do have to promote the Illincis - Michigan Canal. It

does set up a good goverming bedy. 1t costs the state wo
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Speaker

Van

tax dollars whatsoever. It's all under revenue bonds and
with no cost and a great promotico cf a great national
heritage. And I would appreciate your support of
overriding Seoate Eill 726.%

Hatijevich: “YRepresentative Terzich has moved that
House... Senate Bill 726 pass, the veto of the Governor not
withstanding. Those in favor signify by wvoting ‘aye?,
those opposed by voting ‘po'. Fipal action requires
three~fifths vote. Representative Vamr Duyne, Gentleman

from Will, one minute to explain his vote."

Duyne: *“Thank... <thank you, Mr. Speaker. In explanation of

my vote, I want to bring out cne thing that hasn®'t been
brought ocut, which I think is protably one of the most
important parts of the piece of legislation, octher than the
formation c¢f the Illinois - HMichigan Canal Natiomnal
Corridor Civic Center Authority, and that 1is the
cla:ification that even the Governcr alludes to here in the

assesspent of the taxes on scme of the fpaste.."

Speaker Matijevich: "Have all voted? Have all voted? Bave all

voted who wish? The Clerk will take the record. On this
question there are 76 ‘*ayes®, 30 'nays®, 5 ‘'present' and
SENATEsw this Motion, having received the
Coastitutional... Representative Hoffran, for what purpose

do yocu rise?®

Boffman: "Mr. Speaker, I'd like to verify the vote, please."®

Speaker Hatijevich: "Gentleman asks for a verification of the

Clerk

affirmative vote. The... Bepresentative Terzich asks for a
Poll of the Absentees. Representative Nash asks leave to
be verified. Leave, and Representative Nash is verified.
Foll of the Absentees."

Leone: "Poll c¢f the ALsentees. Falgh Dunn. Ewing.

Harris. Keane. Levin.®

Speaker Matijevich: *"Ope woment. FKepresentative Van Duyne asks
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leave to be verified. Hepresentative Ereston asks leave to
be verified, and Bepresentative Turner asks leave to be
verified. Leave. Bepresentative Jane PBarnes asks leave to
be verified. 1leave. Did we fpoll the aksentees yet2®

Clerk Leone: "Continuing with the Poll of the Absentees.
McAuliffe and Youange."

Speaker Matijevich: “Rhat's the count, FRepresentative (sic
Clerk)? 76 *ayes?, 30 ‘npcs'. Wetll... we'll gcll the
affirmative vote.™

Clerk Leone: "Foll of the Affirmative. dlexander. Barnes.
Berrios. Bownman. Braun. Ereslin. Brookins. Bullock.
Capparelli. Christensen. Chburchill. Cullerton. Curran.

Currie. Davis. DeJaegher. Deuchler. DiPrinma. Domicga.

Dayle. Farley. Elinn. virginia Frederick. Giglio.
Giorgi. Greiman. Hallock. Bawkinson. Buff. Jaffe.
Kirkland. Kleam. Koehler. Krska. Kulas. Laurinec.
LeFlore. Markette. Marzuki. Natijevich. McGann.

McPike. Yulcahey. Nash. Oblinger. G'Conpell. Olson.
Panayotovich. Pangle. Pierce. Eiel. Preston. Bea.
Rhem. Eice. Bichmond. Eonan. Eoppe. Saltsman.
Satterthwaite. Shaw. Stec20. Stuffle. Taylor. Terzich.
Topinka. Turner. van Duyne. Vinson. Vitek. Hait.
®hite. Wolf. Yourell. 2Zwick. Aand Mr. Speaker."

Speaker Hatijevich: “"Eepresentative Gene Hcffman on guestions of
the affirmative vote. Marzuki asks..."

Marzuki: "leave."

Speaker Matijevich: "Leave to be verified. Leave. Eroceed.
Proceed, Fepresentative Hoffman."

Hoffman: "Representative Bullock."

Speaker Matijevich: "Representative PBullock. 1Is Eepresentative
Bullock in the chamber? Here he is. EF:zocceed."

Hoffman: "“Eepresentative Capparelli.®

Speaker Matijevich: "One nDpcmente. BEepresentative James Keane
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taye's Keane 'aye'."
Hoffman: "I <see Capparelli. EKepresentative DeJaegber... 1 sece.
I'os sorry.”
Speaker Matijevich: "“LeJaegher is there."®
Hoffman: "Eepresentative Doyle.™
Speaker Matijevich: *"Bepresentative Doyle is in the aisle over
here.®
Hoffman: "“Thank you. Kepresentative Giglio.®
Speaker Matijevich: "Representative Giglio. Is Representative
Giglio in the chamber? I don't see hiw here. How is ke
recorded, Nr. Clerk?%
Clerk Leone: "Gentleman is recorded as voting 'aye'."
Speaker Matijevich: "Take him off the Boll.®
Hoffman: "Representative Huff.®
Speaker Matijevich: "“Eepresentative who? Doug Huff?2v
Hoffman: *"I'm sorry, Hepresentative BHuff.®
Speaker MHatijevich: "Doug Huff. Is Doug Buff in the chamber?
How is he recorded, Mr. Speaker?®
Clerk Leone: "Gentleman is recorded as voting ‘aye®.”
Speaker Matijevich: “Eemove him. Bepresentative Hapnig, for what
purpose do you seek recogniticgp?®
Hannig: *"Could I be recorded as 'aye', please?®
Speaker Matijevich: "Change Hannig from ‘*present! to ‘aye'.
HBannig from fpresent' to 'aye®. Proceed, Gene."
Hoffman: "“Eepresentative Bonan."
Speaker Matijevich: W“ERepresentative Eonan. Fepreseptative ERonab
is not in his seat. How is Representative Bonan recorded?®
Clerk Leone: "Gentleman is recorded as vctimg ‘aye'."
Speaker Hatijevich: "Eemove him from the Boll Call. Proceed,
Gene."
Hoffman: "I have no further gquestions.®
Speaker HMatijevich: *“what's the ccunt, Mr. Clerk? 75 %ayes*', 30

'nos?', 4 voting 'present', and this Motion, baving received
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the Constituticnal Three-Fifths Majority, and Senate Bill
726 is hereby declared passed, the Governor's veto
notwithstanding. Sepate Bill 731, Bepresentative
Cullerton. Cut of the record. Senate Bill 76... 776 on a
Special Call. Senate Bill 10z¢, Eepresentative
Panayotovich. Gentlenman from Ccok, Fepresentative Saum
Panayotovich, on Senate Bill 1020."

Panayotovich: "MNr. Speaker, may we take this cut of the reccrd
for cne minute, please?"

Speaker Matijevich: "Out of the record. Senate Bill 1122,
Representative John CG'Connell."

O'Connell: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. House (sic - Senate) Bill 1122 does two things.
First of all, it provides that the township bhighway
copmissioner would have the authority to determine the
amount of the levy for road purposes. The reason shy we've
inpserted that provision in the Bill is that it is our
belief, by the supporters of this measure, that the highway
copmissioner is in a better fposition to wake that
determination than would be the board cf trustees. This is
not to say that it would preclude the board of trustees
from having final veto power over the asount of that levy.
That could be determined by the board cf trustees through
the budget process. The main issue here, of course, is
that the townshifp... the road coamissicners would have the
expertise and the kncwledge of the rcad situation to make
the determination as tc the levy. Seccndly, it grovides,
and this was agreed upon by the Governor in his veto
message, despite the fact that he vetoed the Eill entirely,
be did acknowledge that it is approgriate that the township
have the flexibility tc allow for a special meeting where
the questior of increased tax levy for road purposes in

addition to the amnual meeting could Lte called with the
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Speaker

Tate:

Speaker

traditional posting and publication requirements. 1 stress
that there is no change in the pocsting and puklication
requirements cof this special meeting. It simply
acknowledges the need and the flexikility op the par:t of
the township that if there is Beed for funds, that <they
would not have to wait until the anpual speeting to call the
meeting to address the questicn of additicmal funding. So,
I would then ask for your favorakle vcte to override the
Governor's veto."

Matijevich: “Eepresentative 0'Ccnnell hbas moved that
Sepate Bill 1122 pass, the Governor's veto notwithstanding.
On that, Bepresentative Tate, the Gentleman from Macon."
"Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, I rise in
support of Hepresentative C€'Connell’s Motion. Cuite
simply, there is no better omne than the highvay
cogmissioners to determine what the +tax levy should be.
They®'re out there everyday in the fields...I mean on the
roads. They know the conditions cf the roads. They kncw
their own needs better than anyone else. We have assigned
them to do a job, and there is no ¢me e€lse in a Letter
position to do that job. And I would encourage support of
this measure. Thank you."

Matijevich: "There being nc further discussion, the
question is, 'Shail Senate Eill 1122 pass, the veto of the
Governor potwithstanding?® Those in favor will signify by
voting ‘taye?, those opposed by votiog *no*. This is final
action and requires three-fifths vote. Have all voted?
Have all voted who wish? The Clerk will take the record.
On this question, there are 167 ‘'ayes', 4 ‘nays', 1
answering ‘present'. And this Motion, having received the
Constitutional Three-Fifths Majority, fprevails, and Senate
Bill 1122 is hereby declared fpassed, the veto of the

Governor notwithstanding. Representative Pamayotovich, are
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you ready? Alright. Representative Panayotovicb cn Senate

Eill 1020."

Panayotovich: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of

the House. 1 wmove to override the Governor's veto of
Senate Bill 1020. It was a Bill designed to be an
incentive for businesses to come... to ke brought into the
ebtergrise zones. The Bill passed ocut c¢f both of the House
and the Senate with a 174 votes out of a 177. I thibnk that
the Governor made a mistake in overriding the veto. I
think all of the BRepresentatives and the Senators in this
General Assembly voted wisely, and I +sould aove for an
override opb this Senate Bill. Apd I would like to let

Bepresentative Birkinbine close.®

Speaker Matijevich: “Eepreseptative Papnayotovich has moved that

Vinson:

Senate Bill 1020 pass, the vetc of the Governor
notwithstanding. On that, Bepresentative Vinson.®

*"Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Assembly. I
rise in opposition to the Gentleman®s Motion. I don't
think we ought to override this Gfparticular veto, because
overriding this veto really cpens the floodgate on
extending and increasing the 1Il1linois State Income Tax.
Now, we see in the first quarter's ecconcmic perforpance in
this fiscal year and what that econcmic performance tells
us 1is that the conferees on the income tax package last
year, in adopting revenue and cost estimates, Were
absolutely on target. The economy has reccovered tc sope
extent and what that has generated is exactly the amount of
money that was predicted by the conferees in coming up with
the revenue package for this state. If we incur
substantial additiomal costs for the State of Illinois cver
the course of this Veto Session and over the course of next
spring, then what vwe are doing is saying that we have to

extend the inccme tax, and we have to increase the income
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tax. And a vote for this Bill is nothing more than a vote
to increase the income tax, and that's not something we
ought to be doing. We ought to reject this concept, and I
request a verification if it should appear o get the
requisite pnumber of votes."

Speaker Matijevich: "No further discussicn, FHepreseantative
Birkinkipe."

Birkinbine: "Thank yoﬁ, Mr. Speaker and ladies and Gentlemen of
the House. I would especially like to ask Members of ay
side of the aisle if I could have their ear for a moment,
because I know that our leadership has been asked to work
against this Bill. 1 suggest to you that the position of
the Leadership is wrong. 1It's as wrong as the Governor has
been on this Bill all alomg. &and 1 wculd bring you back to
the dinitial situation where we have an entergrise zone in
the first place. It is not a thriving area. 1% has %*¢ be
an area where there is virtually no Lusiness. All aloag
the Governor®s people have been ccncerned about a possible
loss of revenue from this utility tax break. Presently,
the State of Illinois is getting a 100% of nothing out of
this, a 100% of nothing. I ask you con...I =suggest <hat
you consider the potential steel mill op the south side of
Chicago, the rail mill that we'rte boping toc have built
there. Presently, +the State of Illincis is getting every
single one of those utility taz dollars which is absolutely
z€ro. Now I suggest to you that if, indeed, this tax break
becomes a part of the enterprise zome fpclicy, if, indeed,
it provides enough of an inceontive fcr such a Eill to ke
built, admittedly, for the first five years the state would
not enjoy that +tax break, but for every single year
thereafter, tbe state +would be getting the benefit that
otherwise it might not get at all. 10 say that we're

losing dcllars on this, to say that this might somehow
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force us to impose a continuation of the tax that was voied
last July is absolute btaloney, because what we're getting
now is nothimg. What we stand to lose is nothing. What we
stand to gain is a considerable amsount. Wher the Governor
first amendatorily vetced this utility tax break out of the
original enterprise zone Bill, he tcok, grobatly, the most
attractive segment out of the Eill as far as industry is
concerned. I rewind you that enterprise zomes run for
twenty yearse. This tax break is orly a five~-year break.
Every single year thereafter, the state will be enjoying
whatever revenues come from whatever industry is created
there, and 1 remind you, againm, that what we're talking
akout is a depressed area where +there virtually is no
ipdustry now. I recopmend an 'aye! vote. I recommend the
people on my side of the aisle do not listen to the ill
advice coming out of the second floor, amd I suggest that
we add this to the enterprise 20pe Bill in this state.
Thank you very much."

Speaker Matijevich: VvHepresentative McPike."

McPike: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. I rise in opposition to this KEction., Sitting here
listening to the Gentleman fros the ncrtb shore, I thought
that 1 was back in 1981 in the Ccngress of United States
listening to Fresident Reagan ram througbh his supply-side
economics Bill through the Congress. At that time, swe were
told the same thing we're told tcday. If we will just
supply industry with the tax incentive that they npeed, ue
will establish an unprecedented pattern for growth im the
United States. Well, we did that, and the result was an
unpenployment 1line that stretched from Washington, D.C to
San Diego, Califormia. Two years 1later, € still have
unemployment of 10% in "this country, 12% in this state.

Now today, we're being told the same things. If you'll
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just give industry the incentive that they need the old
supply side argument. Industry had all the incentive they
needed in the 1920's, and they used that incentive to drive
this country into <the biggest depression of the 1930's
unprecedented io the history of this ccuntry and then used
Beagan's supply-side economics to drive us intc the Liggest
recession since the depressiocn of the 1930's. Once again,
we hear the familiar rhetoric, 'give to business so that
they will supply the jobs'. Hell it’s nonsense. Industry
has all the incentives they peed. All se¢ ogpeed to do is
have the marketplace. All we nged to0 do is have the people
working and have the demand in the parketplace, and that is
the " incentive the business needs. This rhetoric about
giving business more and more and pmore tax incentives that
we cannot afford is exactly what Eepresentative Vinson was
getting at. The Congress of the United States could not
afford +to give away the giveaways that they passed in 1981
and neither can the Illinois Legislature afford more tax
giveaways ipn 1983, ubless you want tc come kack here next
year ip June and cast another vote for a tax increase. The
choice-is very clear. If you want to give it away today,
fine, go right ahead, but pext Jume be willing to put your
'‘aye! vote on the line for ancther tax increase.®

Speaker Matijevich: “hepresentative EHastert.®

Hastert: ®"Thank you, Mr. Speaker. HWould the Sponsor yield2v

Speaker Matijevich: “Proceed."

Hastert: "Could you tell me if there 1is any impact omn 1local
governmepts on this Bill? [Loes it cost municipalities, cr
townships or counties anmy taz dcllarsi®

Panayotovich: “To my knowledge, it would not."

Hastert: ¥"To your knouledge. Okay. And sc it says, another
state picks uf any...it's the dollars tc the state, is that

correct¥
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Panayotovich: "I coulda't answer that."

1983

Hastert: “Alright. Apd then, also, you can®t answer...I don't

want to put words in your south..."®
Panayotovich: "co ahead."
Hastert: *"...but is there a mandate tc this2®
Panayotovich: "There is no mandate in this.®
Hastert: "So you're saying..."
Panayotovich: "My analysis that I have here, nc."
Hastert: "Well, it's your Bill, you knows. You're saying

that local governments do pot lose IeVEDUE2"

then

Panayotovich: "They would npot 1lose revenue, to my knowledge,

according to the synopsis here."
Hastert: *"Alright. That's all I want tc koow."

Speaker Matijevich: "Eepresentative Gene Eoffgap."

Hoffman: "“Thank ycu, Mr. Speaker, lLadies and Gentlemen of

the

House€. As 1 understand the Bill, that it provides for a

credit or a refund to recover the amount of any additional

charges added to a business enterprise utility EBill as a

pass on of mubnicipal or state utility taxes, of @sunicipal

or state utility taxes. It would secem to me that there

would be, on the basis of that, a loss ¢f revenue to

the

local wmunicipalities and to the state, and, if in fact,

there was a mandate involved, it would provide that

the

municipal tax would have to Le made up by the state if

you're going to apply the dandate Act, and
probably...it's probably exempt £frcm that. But,

rise and concur sith Bepresentative McPike

it's

I must

and

Representative Vinson on this. #e are€... In this area, to

a large degree, we're playing a shell game. EKe're playing

a shell game with businesses. We're playing a shell gane

vith employees. We're playing a shell game with

local

governments in the area. The truth tc the matter is that

this econcomy and the economy in the United States,

the
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economy of Illinois is going thrcugh a wrenching and a
terribly difficult period of adjustment. To suggest by
these kinds of things that the jobs that are gome in some
of these areas represented by many of the advocates of
these kinds of programs will ever return, is a cruel hoax
perpetrated on the unfortunate employees of businesses who
have gone under or gone out and %ill pever, ever return.
Solution to the probler is not in these kinds cf grograess.
The solution to tﬁe problem is redirecting these people in
proper chamnels to the areas where emwplcyment will be found
in the future; because, in mapy cf these areas that we're
most concerned about, that will pever return. We w%ill do
nothing but heighten expectations which cannot come to
fruition by our efforts or by anykody €lse's. Aund I rise
and stand in sugport of the Governcr's veto."

Speaker Matijevich: “Representative Panayotovich to close."

Panayotovich: *“Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 1've Leen corrected for
Representative Bastert. The five-year pericd that would
go...the municipalities would lose that tax money in a
credit form, but the way the Eill wculd be is that they
would not even...either a credit or a refund. Hepefully,
they would not even pay it, in answering your gquestion that
the ounicipality, for a five year period, would lcse the
tax money that would have been paid on the wutilities. 1f
I'n answvwering...lI stand corrected on that. Again, as I
said when I opened up and 1 was goimg tc let Bepresentative
Birkinbine close but he spocke. 1It's the incentive that we
need to the enterprise zomes. It's a twenty-year package.
We have such depressed areas here im Illincis. Again, as a
reminder, I know that Leadershifp spcke cut on both sides of
the aisle, but, again remember, 174 out of 177 people voted
for this Bill. The Governor made a pistake in vetocing iz,

and 1 ask for am override."
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Matijevich: "Bepresentative Pabayctovich bas moved that
Sepnate Bill 1020 pass, the veta cf the Governcr
notwithstandinge. Those in favor sigpnify by voting *aye®,
those opposed by voting ‘no‘. Fipnal action, requires
three~-fifths vote. Have all vcted? Have all voted who
wish? <The Clerk will take the reccrd. On this guesticn
there are... Matijevich 'nc'. Change Hatijevich toc *mot.
54 'ayes', 43 *nos', 10 answering V'present?. and this
Mozion, having failed to receive the Constitutional
Three-Fifths Majority, is hereby declared lost.
Bepresentative Bus Yourell in the Chair.n®

Yourell: "Focr what «reason does the Gentleman from Lake

County, Representative Matijevich, rise2%

Matijevicb: "Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, I

ask leave of the Hcuse and this has been cleared, I
understand that the recessed Fules Compittee now @eet inp
the conference room by the Speaker's Gffice fcr the purpose
of further considering the unfinished business that we had
today with regards to exempt Motions ip that Committee. 1
ask leave of the House that we now meet. It*ll be about a

ten minute meeting."

Speaker Yourell: "Gentleman asks leave tc have a meeting of the

Clerk

Rules Coamittee while the House is in Session. Gestleman
have leave? Leave is granted. All Members of the Rules
Committee will please retire tc the Speaker's corridor,
conference roow in the Speaker's corridcr. Next Crder of
Business is on page two, Senate Eills, Second Eeading.
Representative Davis. House Bill...Senate Bill 546,
Representative Davis. Mr. Clerk, read the Bill.®

Leone: “Senate Bill 546, a Bill fcr an Act to amend an Act
in relationshig to criminal identification and
investigation. Second Reading of the Bill. No Commitiee

Amendoents."
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Speaker Yourell: "Are there any Amendments frcm the floorz®

Clerk Leone: "Floor Amendment #1, Lavis, amends Senate Eill 546
on page on€ and so forth.m?

Speaker Yourell: "Bepresentative [avis. Cut of the record.
Alright, the Bill has been read. Senate Eill S46 bas been
read a second time. It*'1]l te held co that Order. What
reason the Gentleman from Ccok, Fepresentative Laurino,
rise? BRepresentative Laurino. Bepreseptative Laurino."®

Laurino: "I'd 1like to announce that the Insurarce Coamittee will
be delayed for about a half hcur tcmorrcw from 9:00 to 9:30
to be met in the assigned rocm.”

Speaker Yourell: "For what reason does Fepresentative Mulcabey

rise? Representative Nulcahey. Eepresentative Van
Duyne."
Van Duyne: "Yes, Mr. Speaker, while I have the chance and while

there is a lull, I just want to make the announcement. The
Energy Environment and Natural Rescurce Committee will omeet
tomorrow morming at 9 a.m. And omn your Calendar on gage 11
it says room 114, but I think that has been changed and the
Members better check it tomorrow wmorming. 1 think it's
been changed to D-1 in +the Strattcn Building. So, at
least, look in D-1. If we're not there, we'll be in 114,
Thank you."

Speaker Yourell: ¥“You ready, Bepresentative Mulcabey?
Bepresentative Brummer, for what reason d0 you risez®
Brummer: ®Yes, 1 am the Sponsor of House Eill 1347 and 1348
together with Representative Piel. 1Thcse two Bills are in
Interim Study in the Revenue Coarittee. I bave cleared
with Chairman Pierce and the Mincrity Spokesman on the
Revenue Committee, Woodyard, -and wculd request that there
be a waiving of the ppstinq requirement with regard to
those two Bills so that they paybe keard in Revenue Interis

Study tomorrow."
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Speaker Yourell: “l1he Gentleman has moved to suspend the posting
requirements set forth in Bule 20 ib) sc that the House...
®hat Committee, Sir2"

Brummer: “EFevenue Cosaittee."

Speaker Yourell: ™House Bevenue Cosmittee eay meet at... Hhat
time?"

Brummer: "®ell I thiok they're scheduled to umeet at 9 o'clock
tcnorrow.”

Speaker Yourell: "9 ao'clock on November znd, in rcom..."

Brummer: “118%

Speaker Yourell: "118. Is there leave? Is there okjection?
Leave being granted, the Gentleman's Motion prevails.
Representative Mulcahey, are yocu ready for your Motion
relative to the posting requirements tc¢ susgend BKRule 20
(k) 2w

Mulcahey: "I so move, Mr. Speaker, so that this Bill can ke heard
in Elementary and Secondary Educaticn Committee Thursday
morning at 8:30."

Speaker Yourell: *"The Gentleman has soved to suspend the posiing
requirements set forth in BRule 20 (k) so that the House
Elementary and Secondary Cosmittee may wmeet at 8... What
time, Siri®

Mulcahey: "8:30.%

Speaker Yourell: %8:30 a.m. on November 3rd in room..."

Mulcahey: ®Nr. Speaker, also, add to that Eill number is House
Bill 1140. Apnd this, I understaund, has teen cleared with
both sides of the aisle. It's been cleared with this side
of the aisle for sure."

Speaker Yourell: "Is there objecticn? Hearing no objection, the
Gentlewan's Motion prevails. Is Hepresentative BRichwmond on
the floor? For what reason does £EKepresentative Davis
rise?2"

Davis: "Hell if we'te on the order of amnouncesents, I'd like o
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remind those Hembers appointed tc the Statewide Building
Code Committee created by Eesocluticpn 245, there will be a
hearing tomorrow wmorning at 8 o'clcck im the Stratton

Building in C-1.%

Speaker Yourell: "On page four of the Calendar, under the Order

Bonan:

Speaker

of Business, BHeduction and 1Ites Veto Motions, appears
Senate Bill 378, Hotion #1. Eepresentative Ronabn.

Representative Konan in the chanker? Cn the Crder of
Reduction Item Veto Motions afppears Senate Bill 394,

‘s

Representative DedJaegher. Bepresentative Eonan. Le

et

back up and pick wup Sepate Fill 378. Motion #1,
Eepresentative Eonan."

“Thank ycu, Mr. Speaker, Members of the House. 1'11 be
with you inm a =second. Thank you, Mr. Speaker. This is
the...asking the Legislature to reestablish the bpurse
scholarship money. A1l of the Menkers of the House are
aware of this legislation. 1t was cverridden in the Senate
last week under the leadership of Senator Prescott Bloom.
It's not a partisan issue. Obviously, wbat our goal is, is
to reestablish the funding for the Laccalaureate progran
and onurse programs. It's a very needed piece of
legislaticn. We've passed it out of the Gemeral Assembly
pumerous times in the past, and 1 assume that &€ have
bipartisan suppcrt to pass it cut again. The Governcr
vetoed it, but I think he's wrong. 1 think the @Boney is
necessary.”

Yourell: ¥Is there discussion? Hearing no discussion,
the question is, *Shall Senate Eill 378 fpass, the veto cf

the Governor notsithstanding?' Bepresentative Boffmao."

Boffman: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the

House. 1 was back in the Bules Cogmittee, and I only
heard part of the Gentlesan's explanation. W®Would he be

kind enough to repeat that for me, please, just bkriefly2v
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Speaker Yourell: “Eepresentative EKonan."

Ronan:

“What I*m asking fcr is the legislature to override the
Governor's veto and reestablish tbe $300,000 in money for a
baccalaureate nurse scholarship progras. It*s ap issue
that's been debated before the House numerous times. WRe've
always gone alcng and said that this is a much needed
program. And I would appreciate the sugport of everyone in

the chamber."

Hoffman: "“Thank you very such, 8r. Speaker, and thank you,

Representative Fonan for your explanation. There was a
time in this state and this country wher we had a shortage
of bpurses. That is no 1longer the case. There is no
justification to take state money to encourage people to
go obn and get a baccalaureate degree when there will be nc
demonstrable benefit tc the pukblic shc is footing the Bill.
There would certainly be a benefit 1t¢ those onurses sho
enrolled in a program and were suggported by the loan
progranm that was involved. I think thbe Governcr's correct
when he =stated in bhis veto wmessage, while he supports
financial assistance programs for Illimois students and
undergraduate education, he doesn't believe that individual
scholarships or loan programs should ke created for each of
the disciplines. We have a very handsome loan prograan,
grant program in place inm the state. §e have a variety of
federal programs in place, and certainly these individuals
are eligible tc participate in that garticular program and
be competitive along with everybody else. And it*'s for <that
reason and that reason alone, Mr. Speaker, that I rise in
support of the Governor's veto of this specific progran.
Nunber one, there is not a descnstrable need ibp pursing
today. And, number two, there are cther avemues available
both on the national and federal 1level, and I would

encourage the people to lcok in that direction.®
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Speaker Yourell: "EKepresentative Bowman.®

“"Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlepan of tbhe
House. I'm truly amazed at scme of the things the previous
speaker bhad said. First of all he says that se bhave a
handsome scholarship program io this state. Thé truth is
that we do not and that is precisely kecause we do not that
we have not been educating an adequate unumber of
baccalaureate nurses, and that is <+he need for this
legislaticn. The Govermor bhas said in his vetc message
that bhe doesn't believe im dcing it for a 1lot of
specialized disciplines. %ell, con that I can agree with
the Governmor that we don*t need zo do it for a lot of
specialized disciplines, but I do thirk that where there is
a need, where we have been short in the past that we ought
to make uwp for that shortage. And here, we bhave a
situation where, unlike the previcus speaker would bave you
believe that this 1is going *to be paid for ty the public
with po public bkenefit, I submit that the puklic benefit
will ©be substantial. We are having a tremendous time in
this state trying to control health care costs. Nurses
provide gquality bhealth care, and they £ill roles that are
very much needed, and they dc it in a very cost-effective
way. Apd sc, 1if we are going to make an ipvestment of
public dollars, we could not make a better investment for a
better return than this particular ites, and I would urge

the House to override the reduction vetc.®

Speaker Yourell: M"Representative BHastert."

Hastert: "Thapk you, Mr. Speaker. Would the Sponsor yieldz?®

Speaker Yourell: "Ipdicates he will."

Hastert: "Could you tell me, what is the cost of this Billz®

"The cost to the state will ke $2€80,0(CC."

Hastert: "Okay. 280, and that depends ob how many nuxses that

you have come through, too, rightz2®
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Ronan: "“Obviously, we may not expend all of the woney if not zha:
many people apply for the scholarship prcgram."

Hastert: "Or if it's a big nurse year, se could have nmwore.
Cerrect?2

Ronan: "No, it's limited. 1he total expenditure for this year
wguld Le $280,000."

Hastert: "Alright."

Ronan: "So that it®s a limited program.®

Hastert: "Thank you. Mr. Speaker, tc the Bill."

Speaker Yourell: "Eroceed, Sir."

Hastert: "$280,000, $300,000, shatever you lcock at i:, it's a
third of a wmillion dollars. It's a third of a millicn
dollars here. A third of a millior dcllars there. Three
times, four times, and all cf a sudden we're talking about
willions and willions of dollars. Somewbere, we're going
to have to say no to excessive spending. I think this is
the time tc say no, and 1 ask for yocur °*no' vcte.®

Speaker Yourell: “Bepresentative McAuliffe.®

McAuliffe: “Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, I
would rise in support of Senmate Eill 378, even though the
Governor and Leadership on this side of the aisle is
opposed to it. I nmight npot be a very good politician.
I've only managed to survive six terms down bhere. Bur I
koow that one out of every forty-three registered nurses,
registered voters in Illinois, everyone out of...every
forty-three vwcomen registered voters is a nurse. I have 980
nurses in @y district. I'm not going to vote agaimst the
nurses and take a chance on not cocwing back here. Apd 1°'d
suggest that some of the other candidates, some of the
other Republican candidates oo this side of the aisle start
to think about that. Maybe the fact that there are sc few
of us here because we voted against everytbimg. This is a

chance. 1It*'s not going to break the =state. $300,000 is
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noct going to break the State of Illinois. t won®t hurt
them one bit. And it night make scme friends among the
ladies, among the onurses. It's for a good cause, and it
might get sope nurses out helping Eepuklicans next time for
a change. They helped me last tiwe, and that's why 1I'®m
here, and that's why I'm going to vcte for theg.®

Speaker Yourell: "Eepresentative Preston."

Preston: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. I agree with the sentiments of cne of the previous
speakers who said that spending a little bit bere, spending
a little bit there, fipally, we get to a fpoint that we
can't afford tc spend any more @money. That's true. Ve
can't. However, in Senate Bill 378, this measure is not
the place to start cutting; because, when you start cuttiang
what is necessary to train nurses im 1I1linoig, you start
cutting at the very primary health care providing area.
It's not physicians who are the prise health care people.
It is nurses. #hen you're in a bosgital, the people yocu
ring for that come running when you're ill, first, is the
nurse. We bave to bhave peocple vwhc are trained and
responsive, who are well-trained, who are enccuraged to get
into the pursing field. The money fprcvided Lty this Bill
will do that, and I would vurge pecple tc vote for the
override of the Govermor's line ites veto.¥

Speaker Yourell: “HBepresentative Flinn."

Flion: "“Mr. Speaker, I*ve heard enough. 1 wmove the previous
guestion."

Speaker Yourell: "Gentleman has soved the previous guestion. 2all
those in favor say ‘'aye', opposed *no*. The previous
question is moved. The Gentleman from Cook, Kepresentative
Ronan, to close."

Ronan: "“Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Just in closing, I want toc make

a few points. As I started my presentation, this is pot a
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partisan issue. 1I've brought this Bill before the General
Assembly five tipes. Every time 1se've passed it with
overwhelming margins with tremendous sugport from the other
side of the aisle. There are 120,000 nurses in the State
of Illinois. In every one of your districts, there is a
large numker of nurses who work day ipn and day out to
improve the health care situaticn of this state. 1It's a
profession that needs the opportunity for advancenment.
This is the kind of progras that will allow +that
advancenent. Just to respond to one of the speakers on the
other side of the aisle, he says the Federal Governmemt can
do it. You're all aware of what®s qoing on in the Federal
Government. The Beagan administration bas cut scholarship
programs to the bone. Nurse schclarship programs have
been cut 50% in the last two years. The only way we can
address those cutbacks is to institute state programs that
can get +the Jjob dome, control health care costs, service
the people of the State of Illinois, and most importantly,
keep a profession moving in the right direction. That's
why we're sent to the General Assemkly. That's what we're
nandated to do. I applaud Bepresentative McAuliffe for his
courage on this legislation, and I hope that other Members
on his side of the aisle Joism with Hepresentative
McAuliffe, use good judgment =sc they, too, cap return a
year from now into the General Assembly. I urge everyone
to move for the override of this vcte.®™

Speaker JYourell: ®"The gquestion is, *Shall Senate Bill 378 pass,
the veto of the Governcr notwithstanding?' This is final
action. Al]l those in favor signify by voting *aye®’, those
opposed will vocte *no'. Representative leverenz to explain
his vote."

Leverenz: "Just want to make sure we get enocugh greem votes. The

budget was constructed with this soney in it. I suggest if
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you lay off on this vote or vote red, I wculd hope that you
would not have to see an emergency root or anything of that
pature. We need the votes. Two years in a row, we've put
the mopey im the program. The last time, 1 understand,
through the Emergency Budget Act, cr whatever, the money
was withheld. So to say that because cf our grobless with
finances this should nct go into the budget, is 1ludicrous.
It was constructed with it in it. 1let's put a few more
green votes up there."

Speaker Yourell: "Representative Pangle, one @minute to explain
his vote."

Pangle: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise in support of this Bill
for several reasoms. Number one, I sleefp with a nurse when
I'm lucky enough to be home, and I certainly understand the
problems that nurses are nos just the conly ones trying to
receive higher education. We pay have an overabundance
amount of nurses in the State of Illincis, but the problen
we have 1in the State of Jllincis is we don't have the
highly technical trained nurses that this scholarship would
belp. 1 highly recommend its suppcrt, and I hope we can
increase the green vote by many more vctes. Thank you.™

Speaker VYourell: "This takes 71 votes to pass. Bepresentative
Hoffman to explain his vote."

Hoffman: "“No, Mr. Speaker, you answered gy guestion. 1 Jjust
wanted to know how many votes it tcok.®

Speaker Yourell: ‘"“Eepresentative Vinscun."

Vinson: "I kind of think I°11 request a verification, HNr.
Speaker."

Speaker Yourell: “You are in order. Hepresentative HcGann, one
minute to explain to his vote."

McGann: “Thank you, MHr. Speaker and Mesbers of the Assembly. I
cannot understand the speaker this evening state e no

lcnger bave a shortage of nurses. I aB truly appalled at
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such a statement which is not backed by facte. The
compunity colleges in the State of I1llimois bhave nursing
programs going in full force in order to meet the needs of
the hospitals throughout the <state. If we don't need
nurses, we should pnot have thaose pursing progranms.
Finally, the ezxpertise that comes from the recipients of
this baccalaureate is sorely needed throughout the
copmunity hospitals. 1 am privileged tc vote 'aye', and I
urge many more green votes up there. Thank you.®

Speaker Yourell: "Representative Kleom, one msinute to explain his
vote.

Klemm: *Thank you, Nr. Speaker. Cne of the previous
Representatives had indicated that you tLetter watch
yourself if you go to emergency service if you don't vote
for +this Bill. And I know it wasn’t peant that way, at
least I hope not, because I certainly wculd take cffemse to
thinking that the nurses in 1Illipcis would certainly
consider their treatment of a patient regardless of how you
vote. I've npever found them to ke that way. I certainly
don't think that type cof comment was prcper. I do vote and
will vote for this Bill, because of... cr in sgpite of that
compent.”

Speaker Yourell: “Eepresentative FKea, one ginute tc explain his
vote.®

Rea: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Members of the Bouse. There is
certainly a shortage of opurses thrcughout the state and
especially ip many of our rural areas of the state. %e do
need this prcgram and in order tc train and to fulfill the
shortage that we have., Now, in terss of the services at
the emergency rtoom, I think the reference sas made there
that there would be a lack of nurses ipn order to take care
of the patient sufficiently. And so, let's do give support

to this Bill and make sure it flies out.®
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Speaker Yourell: *"hepresentative Vinson."
Vinson: “Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my request for a verification.!
Speaker Yourell: "The Gentleman has withdrawn his regquest for a
verification. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record, Mr. Clerk. Op this question there
are 93 voting taye', 15 voting *no*, 4 voting *present®.
And this Motion, having received Three-Fifths
Constitutional Hajority, °~ Eprevails. an the COrder of
Hotions, page ten, appears House Bill 2100. Bead the Bill,
Mr. Clerk. Fead the Motion, Mr. Clerk."
Clerk Leone: *“Hotion. 'I move to take fros the Table and return
to the Calendar, Order of Third EHeading.'"
Speaker Yourell: *"Eepresentative Barnes."
Barnes: ¥Mr. Speaker, ladies and Gentlemen of the House, 1 nmove
to take from the Tatle House Bill Z21C0 and put it on the
Order of Third Reading. Bouse Eill 2100 is a vehicle Bill
for the capital development projects that are going through
the legislative process. I would ask for an 'aye' vote."
Speaker Yourell: "The Lady moves to %+ake from the Table and
return to the Calendar on the Order of Third Eeading, Bouse
Bill 2100. Is there discussion? This requires 71 votes.
Bepresentative Leverenz."
Leverenz: "It sounds good to me."
Speaker Yourell: "Any farther discussion? 211 those ipb favor
will signify by voting tfaye', those oppcsed will vote
'no*. The voting is open. Have all vcted who wish? Have
all voted +who wish? Take the record, Br. Clerk. On this
guestion there are 109 voting ‘aye*, 2 voting ‘'no?, 2
voting 'present;. And the Lady's Moticn prevails. On the
Bill, Representative Barmes. BRead the Pill, Mr. Clerk.®
Clerk Leone: "House Bill 2100, a Bill for am Act to amsend che
Capital Development Bonrd Act. Third Reading of the Bill.™

Speaker Yourell: V“Representative Barpes."
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Barnes: "Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the House, this
Bill is a necessary Fill that must pass this week for the
bonding of projects for the prisons.”

Speaker Yourell: "Is there discussicn? There being 0o
discussion, the guestion is, *Shall this Bill pass?* all
those in favor will signify by voting 'aye', those opposed
will vote 'no'. This takes 71 votes. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take
the record, Mr.Clerk. Opn this guestion there are $9 voting
taye', 6 voting ‘no*, 4 voting *present'. And this Bill,
having received the Constitutional rajority, is hereby
declared passed. On page ten, cn the Order of Motions,
appears House Bill 2327. FEead the Eill, Mr. Clerk.®

Clerk Leone: ®“House Bill 2327, a Bill for an Act to agend the
School Code. Second BReading of the Bill. No Committee
Apendments. "

Speaker Yourell: "“Apy Amendments froe the flcor2®

Clerk Leone: "HNome."

Speaker Yourell: *"Third Eeading. Appearing on the
Order...Appearing on page five, cn the Grder of Feductica
Item Veto Motiocns, appears Senate Bill 394, HMotion #1.
Representative Vinsoa, for what reason do you rise?"

Vinson: "Mr. Speaker, did you just move 2327 to Third Eeading?%

Speaker Yourell: "Yes, Sir.%

Vinson: "Hr. Speaker, are you aware that some Members...that Bill
just appeared on Second Eeading today, amd are you aware
that some Hesbers wanted to file Amendments to that Bill so
that that Bill would prohibkit Members fros giving
scholarships, legislative scholarships, to dogs and other
such <creatures, so that the Eill would really effectively
deal with the... expose that*s to cccur?®

Speaker Yourell: "“Mr. Vinson, e are not c¢p that Crder of

Business.®
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Vinson: "Would vyou ask the Sponsor if the Sponsor would consider
taking that back to Second so that Members can deal with
that particular kind of reform?"

Speaker Yourell: "Mr. Vinson, we are not on that Order of
Business. We are on Order of Senate Bill 394, Reduction
and Item Veto Motion. That Bill has been called. 1It's on
the board.”

Vinson: "So, we're not going to have a chance to prohibit
legislative Members from giving legislative scholarships to
dogs."”

Speaker Yourell: "We should have had that action some time ago.
We're not on that Order of Business, Mr. Vinson. Senate
Bill 394, Item Veto Motions, Motion #5. Representative
Koehler."

Koehler: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. I move that the House concur with the Senate in the
passage of the following items of Senate Bill 394, the veto
of the Governor notwithstanding. On page 19, line item 20
through 25, and on page 19, 26 through 34, for a total of
1.3 million dollars for the operating expenses of our
multi-county drug enforcement units. I am pleased that
this Motion has a bipartisan support, as witnessed by the
fact that Representative DeJaegher, Representative
Matijevich and Representative McMaster have joined me in
sponsoring this Motion. And the override Motion passed by
over 55 to 1 in the Senate. About eight years ago, the
Legislature created the multi-county drug enforcement unit,
which was to fight drug trafficking throughout the State of
Illinois. Over that period of years, they compiled a very
impressive record of a 93% conviction rate of those
arrested for trafficking in drugs. That was in 1982. 1In
1981, they had a 92% conviction rate. This program is
funded 50% with local funds and 50% by state funds.
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However, the funding has always been rather tenucus. So
last year, the State Legislature created the Narcotics
Profit Forfeiture Act; and, with that Act, they created the
brug Traffic Frevention Fund. Now, this fund was to be
funded through sales cf assets seized from thcse who would
traffic in drugs, that would ke camvicted drug peddlers.
Those assets would be sold and put into the Drug Traffic
Prevention Fund. But this year they*ve had scme trouble in
starting up that particular Fund. The Fund itself...The
cases are in court. And as e kncﬁ, due process takes
time. And right now, the balance of that Fund is only
around $7,000. Now that $7,000 dces not go far enough in
helping to provide the state matching pcrtion for the local
funds. And this appropriation would provide the state
matching funds for the funds that the local govermments
bave already centributed tc this prcgram. And first the
local funds are spent and then the Drug Traffic Prevention
Fund funds are spent and finally, the state funds. So in
all bope, we all hope that the entire appropriatics would
not be needed this year; apnd, as the years pass by and the
Drug 7Traffic Prevention Fund prosecutions begin to be
caoming into the fumnd, we sould hope that not as much state
money would be needed over the pericd of years. Sg I would
be very hopeful +that you would jcin me in cverriding the
Governor's veto for this very pcpular and effective progran
that is throuqhout the State of Illincis. Thank you."

Speaker Yourell: "Is there discussior? Gentleman from VGrmilion,
Representative Stuffle."

Stuffle: "Mr. Speaker, Members of the House. 1 rise in support
of the 1lady's Motion. She?s atsolutely correct. The
problem that we've had since the passage of the Bill that
would change the method of funding is simply gearing up and

getting the assets seized fronm drug dealers. We have pot
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been able to do that in sufficient enough amounts to
generate the kind of dollars tbhat we kncv are needed im the
progranme. She*s also absolutely rigbt when she suggests
that all of this appropriaticn may nct be needed. And
frankly, wuch of it probably will te. These units of
government, the MEG groups have dealt with a nunber of
problems in the last two years. Cver 2,000 arrests and a
1,000 convictions through the MEG group e€fforts. This is
a prograa that's supported throughout <the State of
Illincis, ope that needs to be ar cngoing one %o deal with
one of the worst problems in our scciety, and we 'should
support the Lady's Motion on a bipartisan basis, restoring
the funds for this necessary and vital progragz."

Speaker Yourell: “"hHepresentative Marzuki.®

Marzuki: "Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Houses. I, too, rise in suppcrt of this Bill. As 1've said
before, sgall and medium-sized cosmunities cannot do <this
alone. And I think it®s been foirnted that we bave not
generated the funds that are necessary tc keep this as an
ongoing program. It's ipportamt in the State of Illinocis.
It's important to the people of Illincis, and 1 would urge
strong bipartisan support on this fparticular issue. Thank
you."

Speaker Yourell: "There being no further discussion, the
Gentleman from Rock Island, Representative Cedaegher, to
close.”

DeJaegher: “Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise in support. This
particular Bill that we are addressing ourselves to needs
apnd must have our support. There are nime umits presently
operating throughout the State of lllincis. 1 believe that
each and every one of us are quite kncwledgeakle that this
is a very useful tool. As the Governor =stated, when the

original funding came to this House became available to
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that uvnit, this unit is the state's most valuable law
cenforcement we have against drug traffic and the
sophisticated pushing of drugs. 1 think it's our
responsibility to address ourselves to the cause. The
cause is drugs. It*'s destroying the youth of Aperica.
It's something that must be done. Furdimg is not adegquate
for that particular agency. And as I stated bkefore, that
particular agency has a conviction rate im ay county, and
MEG does serve the counties of HMercer, Bock Island and
Henry County. In those three specific counties, they are
coming up with a 66% drug convicticn rate, scmething that
has been unheard of as far as drug traffic goes. And I
think it behocves each and every one of you t¢ beccne
familiar with MEG and the areas that they serve. As I
stated before, there are nine umits thrcughout the State of
Illinois affecting many counties, nany nubnicipalities, many
cities. They had done a tremendous job amnd, hopefully,
that you will override the Governcr's veto, kecause funds
are not availabtle and, hopefully, that we will bhave total
bipartisan support.”

Speaker Yourell: "“The gquestion is, 'Shall Sepate Bill 394, pass
the veto of the Governcr notwithstanding?? This is final
action. A1l those in favor will signify by voting ‘aye?,
those opposed will vote 'not. Hepresentative Johbnson to
explain bhis vote. 71 votes. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd, #r. Clerk. Co
this gquesticn there are $7 voting 'aye?, 14 voting *no?,
none voting 'present'. This Bill, bhaving received the
Three~-Fifths Constitutional Majority, prevails.
Bepresentative McGann, for what reasos dc you rise?2®

McGann: “Mr. Speaker, would you kipdly repeat the findings of the
last vote? 1 thought I understood ycu to say the word

*failed'."
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Speaker Yourell: "No, prevailed.®

McGann: "Prevails. Thank you very much.®

Speaker Yourell: "Bepresebtative McGann, do you bave an
annocuncement2®

HcGann: "Yes. VYes, Mr. Speaker, 1 do. Mr. Sgeaker and Mesmbers
of the Assembly, Mr. Speaker, I move tc suspend Bule 20 (k)
for the purposes of an organizaticnal meeting for the
Ccamittee on High Risk Infants and PBewborms which was
created Lty House Hesoluticn 435. 1The Comnittee, if the
Bule is suspended, the Committee wculd meet or 9Thursday,
Novesber the 3rd at 8:30 a.ep. in roor 122 B of the State
Capitol."

Speaker Yourell: "You®'ve heard the Gentleman's Botion. Is there
discussion? Hearing none, leave is granted.
Representative Stuffle, for what reason do you rise2®

Stuffle: "“Mr. Speaker, merely to indicate that we'll have, as
posted on page 11, a meeting cf the Ccrmittee onm Econamic
Recovery tomorrow at 9:30 in room H-2. It*ll be a short
meeting for the purpose of creating a Subcosrittee, and I
expect we could be our of there in five to ten minutes.®

Speaker Yourell: *"Any further amnouncements? Mr. Clerk, Death
Resolutions."®

Clerk Leone: *“House Resolution £37, in respect to the memory of
Alice Daniels; 559, by Brookins, ib resgect to the @memory
of Howard Spconer, Jr.; and 560, Brcckins, in respect to
the memory of Luberta McAlister."®

Speaker Yourell: “Bepreseantative Giorqgi noves the adoption of the
Death Resclution. All those in favor say ‘'aye!', opposed
'no'., Resolution is adopted. HKepresentative Eichmond, for
vhat reason do you rise?"

Richmond: ®Thank you, MHr. Speaker. I sculd like to regquest
pernission, whatever is required, to hold an Aq Cogmmittee,

a very brief Ag Committee meeting 8:30 Thursday soraing."
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Speaker Yourell: H#"Gentleman woves to postpone the provisions of
Rule 20 (b) for the purpose of the fposting requirements for
Agriculture and to meet in room 118 tc consider House Bills
1571, and 1573, and Bouse Bill 825 at 8:30 a.m. Thursday
morning. Does the Gentleman have leave? leave is granted.
118. House stands adjourned till 10 a.m... GEepresentative
Giorgi. Hepresentative..."
Giorgi: "I move that we adjourn until 10 a.m. tcmorrow =morming."
Speaker Yourell: "all those in favor say 'aye!, opposed 'no', and

the House stands adjourned till 10 a.x. tcmorroW morning."
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