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81ST GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

MAY 14, 1980

PRESIDENT:

The Senate will...the Senate will...the Senate will come
to order. The Senate will please come to order. Will our
guests in the gallery please rise as our prayer this morning
is by Father Joseph Havey, St. Agnes Church, Springfield,
Illinois. Father.

FATHER JOSEPH HAVEY:
( Prayer given by Father Havey )
PRESIDENT:

Thank you, Father. Reading of the Journal. Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS: C

Thank you, Mr. President. 1I move that reading and approval
of the Journal of Tuesday, May the 13th, in the year 1980 be
postponed pending arrival of the printed Journal.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Johns. 1Is
there any discussion? If not, all in favor signify by saying
Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. So ordered. Committee
Reports.

SECRETARY:

Pursant to amended Rule 5, the Rules Committee met at 9:00
a.m., May the 14th, 1980. By unanimous vote the committee ruled
that the following Appropriation bills can be considered during
this Session of the Senate, and were assigned to the Committee
on Assignment of Bills:

House Bill 3028, 3029, 3037, 3054, 3057, 3059, and 3062.

Senator Donnewald, Chairman of the Assignment of Bills
Committee assigns the following bills to committee:

Appropriations I, 3028, 3029, 3037, 3057, 3062.

Appropriations II, 3054 and 3059.

PRESIDENT:
Message from the House.

SECRETARY:
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A Message from the House by Mr. O'Brien, Clerk.
Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has passed bills with the following
titles in the passage of which I am instructed to ask the concurrence
of the Senate, to-wit:

House Bills 1180, 1340, 2901, 2934, 2942, 2943, 2952, 2976,
3005, 3017, 3292, 3293, 3294, 3295, 3296, 3344, 3353, 3369, 3418,
3440, 3456, 3482, 3489, 3511, 3538, and 3556.

PRESIDENT:
Message from the House.
SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to adopt the first
Conference Committee Report on House Bill 524, and request
a second Committee of Conference to consider the differences
between the two House ...in regards to Amendment No. 2. Speaker
of the House has appointed the members of the committee on
the part of the House and Senator D'Arco is handling this
bill.

PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Hello. Hi, how are youw? Mr. President, I would ask
that a second Conference Committee be reported on House
Bill 524.

PRESDENT:

Senator D'Arco has moved that the Senate acceed to the
request of the House. BAll in favor signify by saying Aye.

All opposed. The Ayes have it. So ordered. All right, with
leave of the Body we'll turn to page 16 on the Calendar. House
Bills,lst reading.

SECRETARY:
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1st

1st

1st

1st

1st

House Bill 946, Senator D'Arco is the Senate sponsor.
( Secretary reads title of bill )

reading of the bill.

House Bill 929, Senator Bowers is the Senate sponsor.
{ Secretary reads title of bill )}

reading of the bill.

House Bill 2852, Senator Maragos is the Senate sponsor.
( Secretary reads title of bill )

reading of the bill.

House Bill 2893, Senator Knuppel is the Senate sponsor.
( Secretary reads title of bill )

reading of the bhill.

House Bill 2913, Senator Lemke is the Senate sponsor.
( Secretary reads title of bill )

reading of the bill.

House Bill 3073, Senators Berman and Keats are the Senate

sponsors.

1st

1st

1lst

1st

lst

1st

( Secretary reads title of bill )
reading of the bill.
House Bill 3080, Senator De Angelis is the Senate sponsor.
( Secretary reads title of bill )
reading of the bill.
House Bill 3119, Senator Merlo is the Senate sponsor.
( Secretary reads title of bill )
reading of the bill.
House Bill 3129, Senator Keats is the Senate sponsor.
( Secretary reads title of bill )
reading of the bill.
House Bill 3151, Senator Lemke is the Senate sponsor.
( Secretary reads title of bill )
reading of the bill.
House Bill 3152, the same sponsor.
( Secretary reads title of bill )

reading of the bill.



1. House Bill 3208, Senator Berning is the Senate sponsor.

2. ( Secretary reads title of bill )

3. lst reading of the bill.

4. House Bill 3250, Senator Bruce is the Senate sponsor.
5. ( Secretary reads title of bill )

6. 1st reading of the bill.

7. House Bill 3289, Senator Gitz is the Senate sponsor.
8. ( Secretary reads title of bill )

9. lst reading of the bill.
10. House Bill 3385, Senator Regner is the Senate sponsor.
11. ( Secretary reads title of bill )
12. 1st reading of the bill.
13. House Bill 3402, Senator Gitz is the Senate sponsor.
14. ( Secretary reads title of bill )
15. 1st reading of the bill.
16. House Bill 3415, Senator Lemke is the Senate sponsor.
17. ( Secretary reads title of bill )
18. 1lst reading of the bill.
19. House Bill 3466, Senator Lemke is the Senate sponsor.
20. ( Secretary reads title of bill )
21. lst reading of the bill.
22 House Bill 3467, by the same sponsor.
5y, ( Secretary reads title of bill )
24. lst reading of the bill.
25. House Bill 3468, by the same sponsor.
26. ( Secretary reads title of bill )
27. 1st reading of the bill.
28. PRESIDENT:
29. Rules Committee. WAND TV has requested leave to shoot
30. some silent film for approximately ten minutes. Is leave granted?
31, Leave is granted. Senator Walsh,for what purpose do you arise?
32 It looks like it's going to be one of those days,Senator Walsh.
33 ) SENATOR WALSH:
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We're off to a good start. Mr. President, a point of
personal privilege. We have in the gallery, apparently
sitting on the wrong side of the Senate, the Democrat side,
nine students fromyour district, Elmwood Park High School,
and with them their teacher, Gary Wool. If they would stand
and be recognized.

PRESIDENT:

Will our guests please stand and be recognized. Welcome.
Yes, Senator Walsh.

SEMNATOR WALSH:

Does this mean that I'm out of business for the rest of
the day?

PRESIDENT:

I sure hope so. Senator Lemke.
SENATCR LEMKE:

I'd just like to have the sponsoréhip changed on House Bill
3152 from...to Senator Egan, and remove me as the sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

All right, you've heard the request of Senator Lemke. Is
leave granted? Leave is granted. So ordered. Yes, Senator
Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I have two of those also. Would
you...would the record show Senator Savickas as a hyphenated co-
sponsor of House Bill 1517, of whichI am the principal sponsor at
the moment, and in addition we believe that House Bill 1407
has not yet shown a change of sponsorship from Senator Merlo
to myself, although we did leave a note to that effect. May
I have leave?

PRESIDENT:

All right, you've heard the request of Senator Netsch.

Is leave granted? Leave is granted. So ordered. Senator

Keats,for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would like House Bills 3075
and 3156 and I have discussed it with the sponsor, Senator
Lemke, that they become the hyphenated Keats-Lemke bills.

They're already in the Rules Committee.
PRESIDENT:

All right, you've heard the request. Is leave granted?

Leave is granted. So ordered. Senator Schaffer, for what purpose
do you arise?
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

To request leave of the Body to be added as a co-sponsor
to Senate Bill 1834.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the request by Senator Schaffer. 1Is leave granted?
Leave is granted. So 6rdered. All right, with leave of the Body
we'll move to page 2 on the Calendar. Senate Bills on 2nd reading.
Senate Bills 2nd reading. 615, Senator Maragos. 1454, Senator
Joyce. Senate Bills 2nd, top of page 2. 1457, Senator Sangmeister.
On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd reading, is Senate Bill 1457.

Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1457, there was a request for a fiscal note
which has been complied with.
( Secretary reads title of bill )
2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Revenue offers one
amendment.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMFISTER:

At this time I would move...this puts ‘the bill in the form
that we now want it, and I would move for the adoption of Committee
Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDENT:
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All right, Senator Sangmeister has moved the adoption of
Committee Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1457. 1Is there any
discussion? If not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Further
amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senators Regner and Grotberg.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Regner.

SENATOR REGNER:

Yes, Mr. President, and members. What this amendment does,
it repeals the one cent reduction in the...that we passed last
year, unfortunately, I think, of the sales tax on food and drugs.
It restores that penny, and then it reduces the overall percentage
of sales tax reduction to 3.8 <cents, which is the same dollar
amount that this bill now would affect by reducing the Sales Tax
on food and drucs one more cent. As we all know the problems
that have occurred since we passed that legislation on behalf
of the Governor last year and the pressure he was under to do
something. It's cost the retailers substantial amounts of...more
money to administer this. It's caused confusion at the grocery
stores, at food establishment stores. Just yesterday in Joint
Committee on Administrative Rules, we had a great long debate
about some rules that the Department of Revenue was setting forth
regarding the Sales Tax on food establishments, whether it should
be four cents, three cents, or what, whether. it's a carry out
store or a keep in store and that. I think it would be a very
equitable proposal to do this, ton.dollér amount of the tax relief,

is exactly the same under this amendment. It makes it easier to
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administer, and the entire cost can go to the citizenry, not
the cut that the retail establishments have to take in order
to administer the bad Act that we passed last year, and I'd
move for the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1457.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Regner has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2
to Senate Bill 1457. 1Is there any discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President, and fellow members. This could
be our last chance to do something right with what has been
consistently a botched up program of rearrangement of the Sales
Tax of the State of Illinois. I cannot recommend strong enough
that you should support this opportunity to get more than one
debate going on how to grant relief at the cash register for
not only the consumer but for every businessman and paper
shuffler in- the State of Illinois. We have created a nightmare,
for Heaven's sake,let's help straighten it out. Keep this alive,
Vote Aye on this amendment.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator McMillan.
SENATOR MCMILLAN:

Mr. President, and members of the Senate. 1I'll be very
brief. I would echo Senator Grotberg...Grotberg's comments
of all the proposals that we have dealing with Sales Tax Relief,
this is the one which would provide the least loss of help for
the taxpayer, because it is simple to implement, it doesn't
add to thecosts of the retailer, and therefore, he doesn't have
to raise his prices in order to implement whatever program we
have. If we really want to provide Sales Tax relief for taxpayers,
this is by far the best approach and I would support it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Maragos.

SENATOR MARAGOS:



i. Mr. President. I...I rise in opposition to this amendment

2. because of the fact that we are going to try to help and...all
3. the Sales Tax approach, the person who needs it most, and that
4. is the young family people and the...theelderly who's incomes
5. are not that great that they can buy fancy cars or buy anything
6. else.of ..-nature which would not. mean subsistence for them. If
7. adopt:this amendment that means the Rolls Royce buyer as well
8. as the Pinto buyer will have the same benefits proportionately
9. as the price of the car. I think that what...the bill that has been
10. done and handled by Mr. Sangmeister...Senator Sangmeister is
11. a good approach, but let's not use a sledoe hammer when we
12. can use a tack hammer to do it Jjudiciously and with restraint.
13. I ask that you defeat this amendment.
14. PRESIDENT:
1s. Further discussion? Senator Gitz.
16. SENATOR GITZ:
17. Well, Mr. President, and members of the Senate. I'm sure
18. that the intentions of the sponsor of this amendment are honorable,
19 however,I think they fail to understand why we had the differential
20. Sales Tax in the first place. 1Illinois is the only large industrial
21, State that still has a Sales Tax on food and medicine. Now,
22, we recognize the budget impact, that's why we couldn't take
23. off all five cents all at once. So, there was a phase-out.
24. The intention of this amendment is not to recognize that we
25 shouldn't tax food and medicine, the intention of this amend-
26. ment is to reduce the Sales Tax in every commodity regardless
27. of whether you're buying jack hammers, food at the store,
28. commodities at the dime store, a new car, farm machinery, et
29. cetera, and that's exactly, I think the wrong approach. Nobody's
30. comfortable with the problems that retailers have had with the
31, bill, but I would also remind you of one other simple fact, and
32 that is that every grocery store owner now has the cash registers
33. The problems of shifting to the system, have all ready been



1. addressed. If there was a time for this amendment, the time

2. was last Fall, not now. Finally, I would add in closing that
3. Senator Sangmeister has in his bill an approach that will take
4. the Sales Tax off of all food and medicine in increments. It
5. takes off all medicine this year, and it also goes by category
6. of food. I think that that is a much sounder approach than
7. an amendment, which simply says we're going to redﬁce the
8. Sales Tax in everything when, in fact, this legislation should
9. be addressed at those who are most in need, and for that reason
10. I think it is a bad amendment.
11. PRESIDEMNT:
12. Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
13, SENATOR NETSCH:
14. Thank. you, Mr. President. I think that Senator Gitz has
15. made most of the points now, very persuasively. I would point
16. out again just that as I said at the time that we voted against
17, discharging your own bill, Senator Grotberg,. the...your theory
18. is understandable,but it does go completely contrary to the
19. objective that most of us had in attempting to pass the phase-
20. out of the Sales Tax on food and medicine to begin with. The
21, point is that that is where the Sales Tax falls most heavily
22, on those in low to moderate income bracket, that is Sales Tax across the board
23, on food and medicine. We were not trying...idealy it would be
24, fine to take the Sales Tax off of everything, but we know that
25 is not feasible, what we really needed to do was to provide
26. some relief given inflation,andan across the board Sales Tax
27- on those items that are most critical and mostburdensome to
28- people of nmoderate income. This is completely contrary to
29. that philosophy, and for that reason the amendment should be
0' . defeated.
20 PRESIDENT:
3 Further discussion? Senator Egan.
22. SENATOR EGAN:

10



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

2. I...as I recall there were two bills in the Revenue Committee,
3. Senator Regner, that...that the retailers supported. This

4. is one of the bills that the retailers agreed would solve

5. their problem as best that we can,consistent with the

6. intention to take the Sales Tax off all...of food and medicine,
7. and also it should be noted,I think that Senator Daley, who

8. crusaded for the elimination of the Sales Tax in food and

9. medicine all over the State of Illinois,has acceded to this
10. method of doing what he was attempting to do over the past
11. months, and I think that the record should show that. I

12. accede to Senator Sangmeister about the details, but I did

13, want to point those two facts out to you, and I think that
14. you should agree, Senator Regner, that this is totally consistent
15. with the intention of the...of all of the people that are in-
16. volved in trying to eliminate and alleviate the tax burden, this
17. does it best, and it's a better idea. Don't try to kill it.
18. PRESIDENT:
19. Is there further discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
20. SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

21. Well, thank you. I think most of the arguments have been
22, made, but you have to realize that this amendment of Senator
23, Regner's completely changes the whole concept. This has nothing
24. to do with removal of Sales Tax from food and drugs, this is
25. across the board. It's an entirely different concept, one that
26. I think was discussed thoroughly in the committee and was defeated
27. there, it should bedefeated here, and as far as the retail merchants
28. are concerned, they're entirely happy with the way I've got the
29. bill drafted. This will solve their problems as well. So, we
10. don't need to look at it from that standpoint, and on that
31. basis, I urgently urge an No vote on this amendment.
12, PRESIDENT:

33. Further discussion? Senator Grotberg, for the second time.

11
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SEMATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would like to respond to
Senator Netsch. Yes, in principal you are correct, but every-
time we fool around with a multiple program for collecting
a tax we are driving up the cost of doing business. We
have effectively raised the price of groceries and medicine
by dinging around with the program. There is no possible way
that a merchant of any kind canaccommodate his shop to this
program without passing it on to the customer. The customer
is paying more for groceries and medicine, because of the
approach we're in now, and they will do likewise with the ap-
proach that we are about to take through Mr. Sangmeister's bill.
There is only one simple method to keep prices down and be
fair across the board, and this concept is the one: 0Of course,
the retail merchants accepted both of them on principal, you
know why, they know damn well who's going to win. They didn't
have the votes on my issue, or on Senator Regner's issue. They
probably have the votes on Senator Sangmeister's issue, and they're
not stupid. Vote for this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, I'm sorry to...but I...I just want to make absolutely clear
the fact that I am unalterably opposed to the amendment. I'm
speaking to the merits of the bill, to Senator Sangmeister's
bill, that Senator Daley has acceded to, and we're in favor
of...I'm speaking in favor of the bill, and against the amend-
ment. I'm sorry I may have not been clear.

PRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Senator Regner may close.
SENATOR REGNER:

Yes, Mr. President. Now that Senator Egan iszclear, I

still am in opposition to what he said. I think we should, as

12
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Senator Grotberg said, do something right for a change. Let's
not change the law and have a fake tax relief measure that's
going to have to have added costs to administer. This is a good
amendment, it makes the bill right, and it makes it the way

it should have been last Fall when it was voted upon. I ask

for a favorable roll call.

PRESDIENT:

Senator Regner has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 1457. Those in favor of the amendment will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 26, the Nays are 30. None Voting Present.
The amendment fails. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1464, Senator D'Arco. On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd reading, is Senate Bill 1464. Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1464, there was a request for a fiscal note, which

has been complied with.

( Secretary reads title of bill )
2nd reading of the bill. No committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Are there amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY :

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator D'Arco.
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

What the bill orginially did was reduced the Motor Fuel Tax
for gasohol from seven and a half to two and a half cents, and
we thought that was a laudable idea, but we also thought that

it would be appropriaté to phase-in the Motor Fuel Tax after a

13
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period of time, so the loss of revenue would be much less.
And, in fact, the amendment provides that after June 30th,
1982,it will go from two and a half to three and a half cents,
and progressively each year until the seven and a half cents
is reinstated, and it also changes the definition of the
word gasohol...doesn't change the definition, it changes
the spelling from A to O. So, that's what it does.
PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator D'Arco has moved the adoption of Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 1464. 1Is there any discussion? If not,
all in favor siénify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have it. The amendment_is adopted. Any further amendment?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1486, Senator Daley. 1497, Senator Berning.
On the Order of Senate Bills 2nd reading, is Senate Bill 1497.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1497.

( Secretary reads title of bill )

2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Revenue offers one
amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning.
SENATOR BERNING:

Thank you, Mr. President. I have on the Secretary's Desk
a replacement amendment which does exactly what the committee
amendment does except to clarify and make it absolutely certain
that the funds collected by the County Treasurer will be credited
to the County Treasurer. So, with that explanation, the inclusion
of two words, four percent of, I would like to move to Table the

committee amendment so that we may adopt the Floor amendment.

14
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PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Berning has moved to Table Committee
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1497. Is there any discussion?
If not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. Amendment No. 1 is Tabled. Further amendments,
Mr. Secretary?

SECRETARY:
No further committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Are there amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Berning.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning. Senator Berning.

SENATOR BERNING:

Thank you, Mr. President. As I indicated, this is the
committee amendment with the inclusion of two words, four
percent of, to make it absolutely certain that the funds
collected by the County Treasurer are credited in the same
amount to...I'm sorry, collected by the State Treasurer are
credited in the same amount to the County Treasurer as those
funds which are collected by the County Treasurer, four
percent.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berning has moved the adoption of Amendment No.

2 to Senate Bill 1497. 1Is there any discussion? 1If not, ali
in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

15
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3rd reading.
SECRETARY:

No, I'm sorry, Mr. President. Amendment...
PRESIDENT:

Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Carroll.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll. Senator Carroll yields to Senator Maragos.
Thank you. Senator Maragos. Senator Savickas.

SENATOR MARAGOS:

Mr. President, and members of the Senate. This amendment
was discussed in committee and the sponsor of the bill did
not have any objection to it. What it does, it makes sure
that when we defer the tax payment on Inheritance Tax that it'll
be a reasonable rate of interest from six to twelve percent a
year, because as you know, the inflated rates cause many taxpayers
not to pay the taxes because they could make more money by
being delinquent in taxes than they can by paying their taxes
which they should. In fact, our State and our counties pay
more money for the interest on warrants or even bonding
procedures thanh we do by...than the taxpayer does when he...
being delayed on this his tax payments. So, I'm in favor
of the bill, however, I think, we should not reward any delingquent
taxpayer if he's going to take...the deferred action approach,
which has been in Senator Berning's bill, and I ask for
adoption of Amendment No. 3.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Maragos has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 1497. 1Is there any discussion?
Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

The...the reason I wanted to object to this particular amendment,

16



1. is when you think about the initial logic as espoused by

2. the sponsor of the amendment, it sounds reasonable, but there's
3. only one point we have to remember. Whose money is this we're
4. talking about to begin with? Is this the Government's money,

5. or is it your own...or is it your money, and if we're going

6. to argue that the Government can make more money with your

7. money than you can, well you're probably right, but the point

8. is it's your money to begin with. So, I would ask you to defeat
9. this amendment, that it simply is a way for the Government to
10. take more money from you faster.

11. PRESIDENT:

12. Is there any further discussion? Senator Berning. That's
13. why we have that little white switch, so I can...Senator Berning.
14. SENATOR BERNING:
15. I beg your pardon. Thank you, Mr. President, and members
ls. of the Senate. 1In contemplating this proposed amendment, I have
17. to point out to you that to the best of my knowledge from in-
18. formation furnished to me by our Secretary...our State Treasurer,
1. the Internal Revenue Service only charges four percent on the
20. first million dollars, and in the view of the representative

21 Treasurer's Office, our proposal at six percent is entirely

22: reasonable. It doesn't appear to me that we can justify prof-
23 iteering on people who are all ready under stress. As you well
24: know, this bill is proposed for the sole purpose of attempting

25 to protect heirs who are suddenly confronted with a huge Inheritance
26. Tax payment as the result of the demise of the principal be

27' it a farmer or a small business operator. There is no loss

28. of revenue to the State, it is merely a deferral and we are

29. actually providing an interest rate at six percent, which in

30. my opinion, and as I say the representative: of the State

1. Treasurer, is adequate. For that reason, Mr. President, and

2 members of the Senate, I would beg the members of the Senate,
Zj. to consider the plight of these people we are trying to help.

We're not giving them anything, they are paying a reasonable
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rate of interest, and I point out to you that interest rates
are starting to go down now. When we fix this it probably is
fixed for some time. The Federal Government on the other hand
every two years, or thereabouts, can go up or can go down. I
don't believe that we ought to react entirely to the Federal
Government's rate and that...for that reason I do not recommend
the four percent, but do recommend the six percent, and I think
it is totally reasonable, and I would respectfully suggest that
Amendment No. 3 ought to be rejected.

PRESIDENT:

Is there further discussion with respect to Amendment No. 3?
Senator Maragos may close.

SENATOR MARAGOS:

Mr. President, and members of the Senate. Please under-
stand what we're trying to do here. Right, now, when somebody
inherits money or property he has to pay an Inheritance Tax
in cash within the nine month period or .twelve month period
whenever the...period that the death took place. We are saying
with this bill, with...which we supported in Revenue, and I support
it now, he can defer, he or she, the heir can defer payment
on Inheritance Tax for ten years, and pay it in installments.
That is fine, except that we're saying you had to pay six
percent interest throughout those years, and at the same time
when that person, if he...if he defaults on his payment, he loses
six percent interest. He doesn't loses, she...he or she does
not have any incentive to pay on time, even under the deferred
payment. We aren't giving them a big break, and we agree with
it, and I have many clients who are in this particular situation.
All we're saying with this amendment is that they pay just like
you do with your Real Estate Taxes if you're delinquent, twelve
percent a year, and why...if you can be delinquent in your Real
Estate Tax and pay twelve percent, why can't you do it with your

Inheritance Tax, and it's a more realistic figure in today's inflated
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market, and I ask for the support of Amendment No. 3.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Maragos has moved the adoption of Amendment No.
3 to Senate Bill 1497. Those in favor of the Amendment will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take
the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 25, the Nays are
28. The amendment fails. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1507. 1518. 1538, Senator Lemke. 1559,
Senator Rhoads. 1572, Senator Weaver. On the Order of Senate
Bills 2nd reading, is Senate Bill 1572. Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary, please.
SECRETARY :

Senate Bill 1572.

( Secretary reads title of bill )

2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Appropriations II
offers two amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. The first amendment makes a
reduction of one million four hundred forty-two thousand six
hundred dollars to conform to...the bill to the Governor's level,
and I would move its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee has moved the adoption of Committee Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 1572. 1Is there any discussion? If not,
all in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

Committee Amendment No. 2.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 2 increases the
Personal Services appropriations to the University of Illinois
by two million two hundred and ninety-six thousand four hundred
dollars to provide additional funds for salary increases equal
to eight and a half percent of one hundred percent of the Personal
Services base. The Governor's budget includes funds for salary
increases equal to eight percent on ninety-five percent of the
Personal Services base and I would move its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 1572. 1Is there any discussion? If there's no
further discussion...Senator Regner. .

SENATOR REGNFR:

Senator Buzbee's feelings would be hurt if I didn't talk.
Mr. President, and members of the Senate. 1I'm not even going
to mention the dollar amount involved in this bill and ensuing
bills that come up regarding higher education, but the real fallacy
of this amendment is, they are now saying there afe two kinds of

State employees, thosethat work for higher education and those

that work in the rest of the State, and I think, Senator Buzbee,

you're flying right into the face of your own amendmentson various
other administration bills that are before us. This isn't an

eight percent increase like we're providing for all other agencies,
it's not an eight and a half percent, as Senator Buzbee...called
it. Simply because it's based on a hundred percent instead of
ninety-five percent, it's actually a nine percent increase. So,
what we're doing with an amendmént like this, we're providing
about twelve percent more for employees of various universities.
We'Qe taken a hardline stand in both Appropriations Committees

regarding new jobs, and the elimination of long term vacancies.
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With the universities there’s no elimination of new jobs.
Every single new job they ask for, they get. There's no
elimination of vacancies either short or long, and there is
no phase-in of pay increases which we're allowing in various
other agencies. We're saying here's the money, you have it
from July 1 on, and the real ludicrous thing of the whole
...whole issue is, we have less students this year, we're
going to have less students next year, and ensuing years,
and the universities admit it, and they show it on various reports,
and what we're doing is, we're increasing the base for
numbers of employees, increasing the base for the pay of
employees, and they're going to have less and less. work to
do each year and you can bet your bottom dollar they're going
to come in and ask for new jobs next year. So, all I say is
defeat this amendment. The universities will still be treated
a lot better than the other State agencies, but not quite as
well as they're asking for. I urge a No vote on this Amend-
ment.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Mr. President, and members. We have all heard the concern
of the univefsity faculty members, and the fact that they
have notleen...Mr. President, can we have an order back here?
PRESIDENT:

Yes, will those not entitled to the Floor, please vacate,
and if the staff has any conferences, will they please adjourn
to a different room. Sentor Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Well, Mr. President, we have heard the concern and this
is an attempt by Senator Buzbee to respond to that concern, that
we're losing faculty, that we're not rewarding our faculty

sufficiently, and ‘that's something ‘that's arguable.
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The Governor picks a figure, and we pick one, and we can argue
about it here, and it's not a great concern of mine, frankly,
what we do. The thing that does concern me is that we are
rewarding, by Senator Buzbee's action, the high paid admin-
istrators of these universities basically to a greater extent
than...than we're rewarding the faculty members. The high paid
administrator is going to get a big raise under this kind

of proposal, the faculty member is going to get a small one,
and we've done that year and year and year. Why don't we some
time, Senator Buzbee, reward the people we say we're going to
reward?

PRESIDENT:

Is there further discussion? The Chair has been asked
leave, there's a Gentleman in the Press Box who wishes to take
still photographs. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Further
discussion? Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President, and members of the Senate. I
think there should be a few comments made about some of the
accusations here that universities, higher education, has not
been cut one single job. Unlike the agencies of State Government,
the...the Board of Higher Education does a whole lot of cutting
before we ever get their budgets. Now, to say, Senator Regner,
that there's been no cuts, no cut in program, no cut in requested
personnel, is absolutely wrong, and I think you know very well
that there are two classes of State employees. There has been for
many years. Just for example, comparing State Civil Service
employees, with University Civil Service employees, we've been
trying to play catch-up for many years. Back in 1976, univeristy
employees were 19.37 percent behind State employees. '77, they
were seven