83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
BEGULAE SESSION

June 21, 1984

PRESIDENT:

The Senate will come to order. §ill the wmembers be at
their desks and will our guests in the gallery please rise.
Prayer this pmorning Ly the Beverend Jochn Spring, Church of
the Little Flower, Springfield, Illinois. Father.

BEVEREND JOHN SPBING:
(Prayer given by Reverend Spring)
PBESIDENT:

(Machine cutoff)...the Journal. Senator Johas.
SENATOGR JOHNS:

Mr. President, I move that reading and approval of the
Journals of Sednesday, Jume the 13th; Thursday, June +the
14th; Monday, June the 18th; Tuesday, June the 19th; Wednes-
day, June the 20th, in the year 1984, be pcstgoned pending
arrival of the printed Journal.

PRESIDENT:

You?ve heard the motion as placed by Sematcr Johns. Any
discussion? If pnot, all in favor indicate Ly saying Aye.
All opposed. The Ayes have it. The moticn carries and it's
so ordered. Messages from the House.

SECRETAEY:

Message from the House by Mr. O*Brien, Clerk.

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

Senate Bill 450 with...together with House
Apendment No. 1.

I have a like Message on the following Senate bills:

Senate Bill 1801 with Bo&se Amendsent No. 1.

Senate Bill 1881 with House Amendments 1 and 3.

Senate Bill 1941 with House Amendment 1.

Senate Bill 1957 with House Amendments 1, 2 and 3.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Smith, for what purpose do ycu arise?
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SENATOR SMITH:

eesye€s, Mr. President, I would like to stand om a pe¢int
of...personal privilege, please.
PRESIDENT:

State your point.

SENATOR SMITH:

On last evening, Senator Laura Donahue and amyself, ve
were privilege to be guests in Jacksonville at the NMurray
College where we addressed the girls state. And this mwmoraing
we are privileged to have them in our audience and I would
certainly like for us to appreciate them by giving them a
nice applause. These are the young girls for the whole week
at Murray College, Illinois State.

PRESIDENT:

Will our guests please rise and be recognized. Welcone.
SENATOR SMITH:

I might add, sir, that they represent villages, tcwns and
cities all across our State, and so scme cf the Senators
might inquire about these wonderful girls.

PEESIDENT:

One is prettier thanm the other. Senator Smith, for what
purpose do you arise?
SENATOR SMITH:

On the point of personal privilege, MI. Fresident.
PRESIDENT:

State...state your point.

SENATOE SMITH:

I*d Jjust 1like to say that we have ancther groug of the
girls from the girls state. They're...this week at Murray
College in Jacksonville and they've come down to look in the
Senate today. Many of them are from your downstate counties
and they are happy to be here with us today. Let’s give then
a hand.

PRESIDENT:
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Will our guests please rise and be reccgnized. Welcome
to Springfield.
SENATOR KEATS:

The hour of tem o'clock having come and gone, if the
Senate leadership would come toc work se would appreciate it.
Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. HWe will begin op the Crder cf House Bills 3rd
Beading on page 3. I would just 1like to alert the nmembers,
Senators Newhouse, Bruce, Buzbee and Darrow will be the
first...on the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill
598. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBETARY:
House Bill 598.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDENT:
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHQUSE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This is a commission bill, and
I know of mno objection to it. ®e put cn..on an arendoment
that equalized the percentages to be paid under the aid plan.
#e vant to get the bill out and get it into cogmittee so that
vwe can get it settled, and I...would nove its adoption...I
would ask for a favorable roll call. If there are any ques—
tions, 1'd be delighted to answer thenm.

PBESIDENT:

Any questions? 1Is there any discussior? Senator Keats.
SENATOB KEATS:

Just a quick guestion of the sponsor. Will he yield,
please?

PRESIDENT:
Sponsor indicates he*ll yield, Senator Keatse.

SENATOR KEATS:
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Does this hit a portion of the code that would allow in
Conference Committee a public aid increase tc be put om this
bill as just sort of a little surprise [fresent on the way
home?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOBR NEWEGUSE:

Why not, Senator? I domn't think so.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? If not, the
question 1is, shall House Bill 598 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The vcoting is oOfen.
Bave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that question, there
are 44 Ayes, 3 Nays, 1 voting Present. FKouse Eill 598 having
received the required constitutional mnmajority is declared
passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Beading, the botiom
of page 3, is House Bill 877. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretarye.
SECBETABY:

House Eill 877.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Eruce.
SENATGCR EERUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and members of the Senate. House
Bill 877 as amended now does two <separate things. Ope is
that ip each year there is an anmnual report to the Governmor
prepared by the State Board of Education and that is...comes
in before January the 14th each year and we ar€...also
receive a copy of that, and in that report there are <certain
things, the transportation number of...people in special ed
schools, charitable instituticns and...and other things; and

it was thought in this time of a changing economy and the
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fact that the State of Illinois nmust in fact train students
in their appropriate technologies that we would also ask for
the...they already give us the number of teachers, both men
and women, that they also give us the assignments that they
have, the number of students in those assigngents and the
amount of time devoted to those particular assignments so
that we have some better idea of exactly what is being taught
in the schools. Yesterday, we added an amendment which dealt
with residency requirements of noncertified schcol employees
which puts them in the same category as the present law on
certified persomnel. It does not affect...the <city schools.
I'd appreciate a favorabtle vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Geo—-Karis.
SENATOR GEG—-KABIS:

Would the sponsor yield for one question?
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KABIS:

Senator, is your bill still referring to the study of the
hazards cf asbestos materials?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Eruce.

SENATOR BEUCE:

We...we took that ocut. As you recall, Senator Berdallea..We
dealt a fairly comprehensive bill out of here and...and he
and I agreed that that was probably well handled, as did the
House sponsor, and this particular reporting thing for Fjobs
in the State of Illincis was important.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 877 pass. 1Those ip faver will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. 1The voting is open.

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
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voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, there
are 46 Ayes, S Nays, none voting Present. Hocuse Bill 877
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Top of page 4, Senmator Buzke€ OD...1186. On
the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1186.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETAEY:

House Eill 1186.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the Lbill.
PBESIDENT:

Senator EBuzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This amends the School Code by
increasing the paximum rates at which school districts with a
population of less than five hundred thousand, which maintain
grades one through twelve, in other words, upit districts,
may levy real property taxes, so that such rates are tuwice
the maximum tax rates authorized for elementary or high
school districts. I will be glad to try tc answer any gques-—
tions, would just ask fcr a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 1186 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The vcting is ofen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that guestion, +there are 27 Ayes, 21 Nays, Z voting
Present. House Bill 1186...Senator Buzbee. The gentlenman
asks leave to have further conmsideration of House Bill 1186
postponed. Leave is granted. 1190, Senator Euzbee. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1190. Eead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBETARY:
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House Bill 1190.
(Secretary reads title cf kill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDENT:
Senator Euzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

Thank you, MNr. President. This corrects inadvertent
onissions and clarifies provisioms regardimqg Public Act
83-686, which was Sepate Bill 513. That sas a revision of
procedures governing school district reorganization. This,
as I said, corrects omissions and <clarifies provisions of
that 1law; It provides that any petition for dissolutiom cf a
school district must provide that all of the territory of the
district to be dissolved, will be annexed to another school
district subject to referendum. I would also point out that
this bill does not apply to Chicago, and I would ask for a
favorable roll call.

PBESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? 1If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 1190 pass. 1Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those oppcosed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? FRave all
voted who wish? Take the record. Op that question, there
are 51%...52 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill
1190 having received the required ccnstituticnal majority is
declared passed. Senator Bruce on 1348, Cop the Order of
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1348. Eold. 1427,
Senator Darrowe. Cn the Order of Bouse Eills 3rd BReading is
House Bill 1427. Bead the bill, M¥r. Secretary.

SECERETABY:

House Eill 1427,

(Secretary reads title of Ekill)
3rd reading of the bill.

PEESIDENT:
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Senator Darrow.
SENATOE LCAEROQOW:

Thank you, Mr. President. House PFill 1427 began as
legislation which...would allow property reccrds...cards to
be maintained on electronic data processing equipment. He
took this bill and we amended it to clean up sone lanquage in
legislation we passed last year. That legislation allowed
counties to...¥with ten percent unemployment or more to estab-
lish the pattern of four payments of 1real estate taxes;
unfortunately, all the dates for delipquent payment of taxes
vere not corrected with the original 1legislaticm. Further-
more, an acendment was added on behalf of the Illincis Asso-
ciation of Park Districts which clarifies language that when
the park district leases a golf course or leases a concession
stand that, too, is tax exempt. SO, %€ have a series of
three different subjects here, three different octher pieces
of legislation. I would ask for a favorable vcte.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 1427 gass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The vcting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestionm, there
are 53 Ayes, 1 Nay, none voting Present. House Bill 1427
having rece€ived +the required constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. 1448, Senator Savickas. Cn the Crder of
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1448. Fead the bill,
Mr. Secretarye
SECBETAEY:

Bouse Eill 1448.

(Secretary read title of bkill)
3rd reading of the Ekill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President, members of the Senate, House Bill
1448 is a bill that would increase the salaries of state's
attorneys by fifteen thousand dollars in each of the hundred
and one counties outside of Cock, and in Ccok it would
receive seventeen thousand. I know the till has been
debated. I would appreciate a favorakble roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussicn? If noct, the
question is, <shall House Bill...I beg your pardon. Senator
Riguney, your light is not on, sir. That?s how...

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Question of the sponsora
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Senator EFigney.

SENATOR BIGNEY:

Sheriffs' increase on this?
PEESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes. Senator Buzbee put that amendment cn yesterday.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Eigney.

SENATCE EIGNEY:

Okay. Can you give some idea c¢f what we're doing in
terms of sheriffs' salaries in those dcwnstate counties and
so forth?

PRESIDENT:

Senatoer Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I do not have that amendment in my £folder, but Senatcr
Buzbee is here and I'm sure he can explain it.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Euzbee.
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SENATOB EUZBEE:

Yes. The sheriffs* salaries are going to be at two-
thirds of whatever the state's attormey's salary is in that
particular coupty...in each particular county. let me...let
me just getee.

PRESIDENT:

Senator EBuzbee.
SENATCR EUZEEE:

eeesitea.it is a flat schedule, but it anmcunts to two-
thirds of what the state's attorney's salary is. 1 havent't
done the arithmetic on each one of them but at least that's
what I'm told. Llet me just give you what...what the sher-
iffs' salaries will be. 1In counties of less thanm ten thou-
sand population, the salary would be twenty-seven thousand a
year. In population of ten to twenty thousand in a county,
the salary would be thirty-one thcusand a year. In popu-
lation of twenty to thirty thousand, the salary wculd be
thirty-four thousand a year. In...counties of thirty to
sixty thousand, it would be thirty-seven thcusand a year.
Sixty to ocne hundred thousand, it would te fcrty thcusand a
year, and counties of one huesdred thcusand to one million, it
would be forty-three thousand a year.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sepnator Buffp.
SENATOR FRUEE:

Thank you, M. Fresident. I could give a few figures, I
have checked the population figures for the five counties in
my district. 1In the Macon County, there's gcing to be an
increase, and I'sm talking about the minimums. The mininmun
compensation, actually, it's...for Macon County, the man is
above thke ninimum and he's still gcing to get an increase of
about seventeen thousand dollars; nct pay, that's going to be
the increas€...his increase in Macon County is going %o be

tventy-six thousand five hundred dollars; Moultrie
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County...population of fourteen thousand f£five hundred and
forty-six, the increase is going tc be sixteen thousand five
hundred; Shelby County, twenty-three thousand nine bhundred,
nineteen thousand increase; Cumberland Ccunty, just a little
over ten thousand tc seventeen thousand five bundred; Chris-
tian County, with a thirty-six thousand pofpulation is a
twenty-two thousand dcllar increase. I really don'% believe
that Senator Buzbee is serious in pmaking this proposal.

PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bigney, I'c sorry, I dido*t .

mean to cut you Offe..T...I'm not sure the light is working
properly. Senator Figney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

I guess maybe the only thing X wanted to point out is
that, for instance, in counties of thirty to sizty thousang,
that's a somewhat typical dowostate county of...sith one
fairly 1large county seat town in it, the present minimunm is
fifteen thousand dollars, it will go to the thirty-seven.
Those sixty to a hundred thousand, the current minipunm is
fifteen thousand, that will go to forty. 1 suggest that
that's a rather substantial increase, particularly since I
understand, and you can correct me if I*m wrong on this, but
I think we've taken out again the State pandate's part of
this thing. We are saying to those counties that they're
going to pay this, but after we get done laying this mandate
on you, uwe're not going to do anything to belp you. So, I
think this...the...the increases we're talking akout here are
very, very substantial, particular in the area of these
county sheriffs, where the counties have to pay it all.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Alright. Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:
Yes, well, as far as the sheriffs? salaries are con-

cerned, Senator Rugp, I am absolutely, cne hundred fgercent,
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extremely serious about this. You're right. It has increased
the ninioum salaries. That was the intention of it. 1It's ny
opinion that the sheriffs of....that...that...are on call
twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week, and a lot of them
work hours almost like that sometimes, they are professional
police officers, the ones that I kncw are, and they have been
badly underpaid. This would bring the salary in 1line
with...comparable with what a police chief in a city of the
size that they're...they would be serving is frobably making.
They are, in fact, the chief adnministrative law officer of a
county, plus the chief 1law enfcrcement officer and their
duties are comparable to...to that of...of chiefs of policea
And I think their salaries ough* to be ccmparakle to that of
a chief cf police. That's why I®ve proposed this. The Sher-
iffs* Association, obviously, asked me toc handle this. I
said I would be glad to, because I thought that they deserved
the pay raise and so I would ask for a favoratle roll call;
and of course, the state's attorneys, I happen to think that
that's pprobably a good idea also, what Senator Savickas is
proposing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

Alright. WCIA-TV has reguested permission to videotape
today'’s Senate proceedings. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. Further discussion? Senator Coffey.

SENATOR CCFFEY:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR LEMUDZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

I«esI believe I understood this correctly but Just to
make sure, the Mandate's Act right mow will nct apply to this
legislation that'®s before us?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEHUZIQ)

I assume, Senator Coffey, you're directing your gquestion
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to Senator Savickas?
SENATGCR COFFEY:

Yes.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator Coffey, in the last paragraph of the bill on page
8, Section 8.7, there's a disclaimer in there, "Not
withstanding the prcvisions of Section 6 and 8 of this Act no
reimbursement by the State shall ke required for the imple-
mentation of any mandate created by this amendatory Act of
1984, 7
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you very much for clarifying that for pe. I wculd
just like tc speak on this bill, because I think it%s...I
think it is important that...that we discuss this just a
little bit. And we, ipn the Legislature, as we've talked
before, a few months ago put through the Mandate's Act
because the counties at least which I represent are saying to
me that, you know, we're elected to 4o a jot in...in the
counties that they are representing; and yet, we, in the
Legislature, mandate frcm time to time the kind of cost that
they incur in that area. And here we are...ycu know, after
passing a Mandate's Act saying we're going tc protect you
people, here we are bypassing the Mandate?s Act and saying
that we're going to put additional cost on those county
boards that have been elected to do the same type of job that
we're doing here and we don't like when the Feds tell us what
to do, but se're about to tell the county bcards, whether
you've got the money or not, you're going to bave to give
these increases to these public officials. ©Now we...in nmy

district, wet've got...in my opinion, some of the finest
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sheriff...people serving and...state's attorneys serving in
county government. And I have no...I have nc...desire to try
to keep them from getting pay raises. I have supported pay
raises Lefore, and I'm for that. I have noc problem lifting
the top of the 1id if we need to...and let the county board
make the decision. But how can we, in this Ecdy, give those
increases and cost us...cause “hose problems...every county
board that's iao my district in the five counties are having
financial problems. They don't know where tc come up sith
the money, and we haven't given thes any...they?ve asked for
an opportunity to be able to...to get sore back-dcor
referendums so they can have more money, but yet, we won't
give them that but yet we're going to mandate what they're
going to pay to raise those bottods UF Or th0S€ewatOa..S0
they have to pay more nmoney. And as...Senator Bupp has
pointed out, it's gcing to cost each one ¢f the counties that
I've talked to that I...the county boards, it's goimg to cost
thousands of dollars that they don't have ncw and they're
getting discouraged. They're getting disccuraged at what we
do in this Boady to force them to spend money that they don®t
have. And I think we ought to somewhere along the line, sit
down and talk to these county boards, raise the tcps, let
them to go to their county board and ccovince them that
they're deserving of more money. Like I say, 1 know they're
underpaid in  many cases, and I know scme of ourLs are
underpaid, but 1it?s not our responsibility to say what
their...salary they're to receive and that's just abcut what
we're going to do. If you people haven't talked to your
county board members, youre probably going tc hear about
this when they're trying to come with the money to pay these
salaries. I'd ask for a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Dedngelis.

SENATOB DeANGELIS:
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Yeah. Thank you, Mr. President. I think if you would
refer to the State Mandate®s Act, ycu would find out that you
cannot exclude by reference, apd if you'll check the
reimbursment procedure, it will show you that ycu cannot by
simply stating that it exempt from the State Mandate's Act,
that it is in fact exenpt. So, whatever disclaimer you want
to put on there isn't really worth the paper it*s written on
if those counties wish to contest it.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Savickas may close.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Br. President and members of the Sepate, obviously,
the amendment is the controversial gpart of the bill. But the
bill itself that provides for an increase for the state's
attorneys is a...a proposal that the menmkers here saw fit +to
pass both ipn the House and the consensus here in the Senate
vas that they were deserving of it. I would ask your favor-
able support in the passage of this bill, because even with
the amendment, it does have to go back to the Hcuse for
concurrence and I'm sure if there is any majcr problem with
that, that it will be resolved. So, at this time, I would
ask that you pass it cut of the Senate, let it go over to the
House where it can be further addressed and resclve this
problem.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENUZIQ)

The question is, shall House Bill 1448 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The vcting is ogen.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 38, the Nays are 19, none
voting Present. House Bill 1448 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 1474, Senator
Sangmeister. 1522, Senator Bruce. Eottom of page 4, on the

Order of 3rd Reading is House Bill 152Z. Mr. Secretary, read
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the bill.
SECEETABY:
House Eill 1522.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEBUZIOQ)
Senator Bruce.
SENATCE BEUCE:

Thank you, MNr. President and @mesbers of the Senate.
1522, House Bill, deals with the medical assistance no cash
grant medical program operated by the State of Illincis. 1In
that particular program, individuals who are eligible have to
spend down their income to a certain level befcre they can in
fact participate and receive medical assistance. Thkis bill
raises that spend-down 1level. Each mooth ycu have so many
dollars that you have available to you to spend, and what the
net effect of this bill is is not tc increase the State grant
at all. 1The effect is to raise the amount of mconey that jycu
can keep in your income and raise that level by nineteen
dollars before you can still get medical assistance no cash
grant. It's...it?s a complicated idea, but if you think
about it, it's very simple. There's...there is a <ceiling,
you have to spend down to that; we are raising the ceiling
twenty-nine dollars so that mainly the elderly people and the
disabled in the State of Illinois can keep nineteen wmore
dollars im their household income and still be eligible for
medical...medical assistance no cash grant. I1*d appreciate
your favorakle support.

PHRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Any discussion? Any discussicn? If...Senator...Senator

Fawell.
SENATOR FEASELL:
Would the sponsor yield for a guestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)



Fage 17 - June 2%, 1984

Indicates he will yield. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Yeah. In...according to our analysis, this is supposed
to cost betseen 1.3 and 6.3 million dellars. 1 like the con-
cept of the bill, but can you explain to me why in the world
it would cost the State that much mcre if swe do this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senatcr Frucea
SENATOR EBUCE:

¥ell, as I nentioned there...there is no State of Illi-
nois grant that follows this bill, and that's shy the figures
you get...from 1.3 to 6.3 million, that is a fiqure that I
only heard this morning after we had requested the department
for these figures. Cur staff analysis indicates it will cost
approximately one tc two million decllars. The proklem is,
Senator Fawell, we don't know because it...the...the cash
grant does not follow the recipient. It deals with raising
the 1level of money that a person can keeg in their household
and still be eligible for the MANCG prcgram. So the
department's feeling 1is that as we increase the apount of
money you can keep by twenty-nine dollars, that will pake
more people eligible. Our staff does not telieve that very
many more people are going to be eligible c¢n the program by
raising that ceiling twenty~-nine dollars. It®s less than a
ten percent increase and this bas nct keen increased for a
substantial number of years. Senior citizens in particular
with heating bills, we're trying to reach them with the
twenty-nine dollars and it allows ther to nct spend money
they need 1im their houshold before they're eligible.
And...and that figure is debatable. We®re gcing to have to
take a look at it a year from now, but I think it's...it's a
humane 3idea to <raise that floor twenty-nine dcllars. That
does not increase their grant by twenty-nine dcllars, that's

the prcblen. We know how many people are on medical assis-
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tance no cash grant, if we could just wmulitiply that tinmes
twenty-nine dollars but that®s not what we do. It*s
twenty-nine dollars of their own income that they can keep
before they're eligible. So it's a detatakle pcint.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

This particular bill is kind of a tough cne. OQur staff
analysis indicates a...a fiscal impact of 1.3 to 6.3, and
yet, I think there...there is in fact a real probles. The
spend-down reguirements of...have just been brutal *o some of
our senior citizens and...and some octher pecple c¢n very
limited incomes. I think most of us have probatly had people
in our district offices or have talked to us about bow tbhis
has impacted on their families. Complicating the situation
somewhat further is an ongoing discussion with the adminis-
tration and various interest groups onm cost of 1living for
public aid versus equalization of payment takles. Frankly, I
think the administration is going to, at some point, come to
the conclusion that there is x number of dcllars available
for public aid for, if you will, isproving, enhbancing,
equalizing the programs of the State's Department of Puklic
Aid. 1 think I am inclined to go along w%ith this bill to get
it to the Governor®"s Desk, to give them ancther option that
they perhaps would not have without this vehicle. In doing
so, I freely admit that I suspect that the final decision may
include a different approach and a veto of this bill; but at
this point, I think I would recommend fassing the bkill,
giving the Governor this option in the ongoing negotiations
with the public aid groups and the senior citizens®' groups so
that we can arrive at the best and fairest fpcssible cobnclu-
sion of what to do with whatever swmall number of new dollars
are available.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIC)



Eage 19 - June 21, 1984

Purther discussion? Further discussion? The gquestion
is, shall House Bill 1522 pass. Those in favor vcte Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 5S4, the Nays
are 2, none voting Present. House Bill 1522 baving received
the regquired copstitutional majority is declared passed.
1563, Senator Degnhan. Senator Degnan on the Floor? Sena-
tOorf.-.S5enator Degnan, do you...do you want 1563 called?
Alright. Bottom of page 4, House Bill 1563. Kr. Secretary,
read the bill.

SECBETAEY:
House Bill 1563.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Serate...House Bill 1563 is
the.o.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Grothberg... just...pardon me, Senatcr Degnan. For
vhat purpose do you arise?
SENATOB GECTEEEG:

Point of inquire from the Chair and frcm the sponsor.
Senator, is this the one with the lcttery surcharge on it?
PEESICING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIC)

State your imguiry.

SENATCR GBOTBERG:

And we had conmitment yesterday to massage it a 1little,
and I bave something here I don't have quite all the answers
on yet, Senator Degnan. If we «could take it out of the
record, I'd like to share it with you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR DEMDZIOQ)
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Senator Savickas, for what purpcse do you erise?
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

To «clarify this gquestion. VYes, we did pake a commitment
to put a repealer on it. The anmendsent is drasn. It's up inm
the staff's office. If we can take this cut of the record at
this point and come back to it as sccn as we get +the amend-
ment down here and get the bill going. W®ell, Senator, wue
have one to. 1It's a little different versicn than yours.
It's not...it's not as automatic as your repealer.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Alright. Senator Degnan, for what...what is your pleas-

ure?
SENATGR DEGNAN:

Can we have leave tc get back toc it?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Senator Degnan has requested leave to return tc House
Bill 1563 later this morming or 1later tcday. 1Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. Page 5, House Bill...take it out
of the record...House Bill 1587, Senator Bruce. Top cf page
5, the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is Hcuse Bill 1587.
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETAERY:
House Eill 1587.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)
Senatcr Eruce.
SENATOR EFRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and wembers of the Semnate. This
is a bill which deals with community colleges throughout the
State of Illinois and the possibility of allowing them to
levy an additional five cents for health and life safety as
ve do with the school districts throughout the State of I11li-

nois. As amended, we have put in a good deal cf protections
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which are in fact nct found in the Illinois School Code for K
through twelve, but this...each project that would ke per-
formed by any conmunity college in the State of Illinois
under this authorization would have to go through the 1Il11i-
nois Coonunity College Board and weet their criteria for
emergency projects. No bonds would be issued cr a tax levy
until the 1local board approved it. There's been an cpen
meeting discussing the wmerits with the Gpuklic and the
approval has been received by the comaunity college board
after that open meeting. Any mopey raised must be sgent on
the approved project. It cannot be transferred as it can
under other Acts to cother known as worthy endeavors. There
must be an architectural certificate of cost estimate, and if
there®s a bonding dome by the 1lccal conmunity college dis-
trict, there is a cap of...1.5 pillion on the amount which
can be raised, and a minioum bond levy of twenty-five thou-
sand dollars. And if you use the tax methcd, the money can
only be raised by one approved project which has already bhas
a certified cost estipate and the ccmpunity ccllege board has
committed to...toc all of us that they are going to monitor
this program very closely. 1I'd ask for ycur favoratle vote.
It is something we've had to work on with various community
colleges around the State of Illinois that began construction
in the pid '60°'s. They are in need of repair. There are
life safety provisions that need to be handled. They cannot
be done under building and maintenance, this five cent levy;
it's just ezactly what is done with the 1local school dis-
tricts...the sum of eleven hundred of them arcund the State
of Illinois.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Alright. Any discussion? Senatcr Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

Yeah, Mr. President, thank you. 1I've teen against this

all along because it's not a front-door referesdum. It's a
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back-door referendum. But in talking to the college authori-
ties...Senator Bruce, I might direct this to ycu, you kind of
help me out here. There are some restrictions fplaced on this
that are keeping them...the taxing mobey obligated to a cer-
tain degree to special projects. Az I right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Eruce.
SENATOE BEUCE:

That is correct, Senator Johns. This is limited %o one
project, architectural certified, approved Lty +¢he 1Illinois
Copmunity College Eoard.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Johnms.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Then this is not really comparable tc the taxing author-
ity of the local school districts. It's a little different,
isn't it?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LCEMUZIQ)

Senator Eruce.

SENATCOR BEUCE:

Senator Johns, you are absolutely correct. It...it is a
good deal different in that we have all these restrictions
that the local school board does not have. 1Tbey can in fact
use this for other "worthy endeavors;" wedve stricken that
out, make this very tight. They dom't have tc get the
approval of the State Board of ©Educationg this bill
requires...the approval of the 1Il1linois Cceounity College
Board.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOHNS:

However, just want to point out the tax authority con-

tained in this bill, ‘cause alsc te levied to

finance...energy conservation projects for ccllege facili-
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ties. I should be for that to eved...I just wanted to point
out it's in here, because as I talked with Senator Netsch
yesterday and added By name to an amendment, amending the
Illinois Housing Development Authority is pot putting ebergy
conservation effort into buildings. S, I'm going %0 go
along with the bill, because I think the restrictions within
it are laudable and I want to support the till. <Thank you,
Mr. Fresident.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Alright. Further discussion? Senatcr Gec-Karis.
SENATOR GEG-RAEIS:

Will the sponsor yield for a gquestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Gec—Karisa
SENATOR GEG-RABIS:

Do I understand correctly, is there a Lack-door refer-
endum?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Bruce.

SENATCR EFRUCE:

Letes.let nme explain clearly. There is pct a back-door
referendum. There is not a front-dcor referendus. No refer-
endum is contained within this legislation.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIG)

Further discussicn? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

oo
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Eruce may close.

SENATOR EBUCE:

Let...let me explain why I am doing what 1 am doing. I
have been down here for fourteen years ard I am about to
cast, I believe, my first vote in favor o¢f @a nonreferendun

tax increase for downstate areas. And why wculd you do that?
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I wondered about it and I reviewed the history of what hap-
pened when we started allowing schocl districts to levy 1life
safety bonds without referendum, and a school in the City of
Chicago called Cur lady of Amgels burned, and this General
Assemkly back in the pid *60%s had not* provided, had not pro-
vided for school districts to levy to make their buildings
safe. And children died in the City of Chicago because of
that, and shortly thereafter, this General Assembly enacted
legislation which allowed school districts to levy for 1life
safety to ensure that every school building im the State of
Illinois was safe and they did that without a referendum. We
now face the same problem, but I hope that we have learned by
exanple. I don't want to come back, if this Lkill is
defeated, a year from now or someone else a year or two fron
now and saying, a building ccllapsed in my district and tuo
students were killed. That doesn't seen to pake gocd sense.
Ko school district, no community college district in the
State of Illinois is going to levy this withcut scme gocd
reason. And the reascon, they have to certify Lty am architect
licensed by the State of Illinois that the life and safety of
their students are involved, and they have tc convince the
Illinois Community College Eoard that, in fact, that archi-
tect has lcoked at the building and made that certification
and his license is stapped right on that particular architec-
tural drawing. I dopn't like to vote fcr nonreferendum tax
increases and, as I say, 1 believe this is my first, but I
believe it's justified in this instance and I wculd hope that
you would join pe.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Well,...Senator Jobns, he...he was closing. Senator
Johns.
SENATOR JOHBNS:

Was he closing?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEFATOR LEMUZIQ)
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Yes, sir. Senator Johns.
SENATOR JCHNS:

I'D sorry, I...I didn*t realize that. I thcught he was
ansvering Geo-Karis...Senator Gec—Karis.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DEMUZIC)

Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOLNS:2

If I might add, I think what happened here in the *60°'s
is that CDB did not follow up on a lot of the construction
designs and so forth in these colleges that we appropriated
noney for, and I just...I will ncw close in <saying that I,
like Senator Bruce, +this is my first time that I bave ever
voted for a legislation of this kind without referendun.
Thank you, H#r. Eresident. I'm sorry that I didn*t under-
stand he was closing.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIQ)

Alrights The question is, shall House PEill 1587 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse oppcsed vcte Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted whc wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Senator Johns. Have all vcoted whbo wish?
Take the record. On that questicn, the Ayes are 33, the Nays
are 16, 2 voting Present. House Bill 1587 having received
the required constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
House Bill 1589, Senator...I'm sorry. BHouse Bill 1859, Sena-
tor D*'Arco. House Bill 2040, Senator Hall. Tcg of page 5,
the Order of 3rd Reading, House Bills 2040. Mr. Secretary,
read the kill.

SECBETABY:

House Bill 2040.

{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of “he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Hall.
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SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill when it was originally introduced it was
to prohibit developments of new regional pollution control
facilities in certain areas without prcof that the proposed
facility would not be located...in a one hundred year flood
plain. Locating landfills disposal facilities in flcod
plains can...can pose a significant danger to the Gfublic's
health, safety and welfare. It was this flood that was
largely responsible for the widespread dioxin contaminatiocn
that occurred in the adjoining state to us in Missouri. Now
this has undergone some changes and I want tc...to point to
you the changes that has undergone with the amendments.
According to thes..the requirement is that the DOT vuse the
best available data in determining the £flood plains was
requested and that's what they requested. At this time, the
department does have completed paps...doesn’t...does not have
completed maps for the flood plain. The bill exempts coun-
ties with population of three hund;ed thousand or greater,
and of course, that would be Cook, LCuPage, Lake and Will; and
also, that what bhappened is that was a site that Fast St.
Louis where waste management incorporated sas going tc place
one, but they have indicated it has no plans toc continue the
project. It deletes the one hundred year flood plain
restriction from the bill, and a local sitting approval...a
local siting approval of a new regionmal pollution control
facility shall expire at the end cf twec calendar years from
the date granted unless the applicant applies to EPA for
development permit. Also, there was another amendment put on
by Senator Buzbee, and I will defer to him tc explain what
that amendsment does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Euzbee.
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END CF EEEL
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REEL #2

SENATOR EUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This amendment represents lan-
guage intended to alleviate the Pclluticn Control Board's
concerns about inadeguate Departnment of Energy and Natural
Resources research activities. You'll recall in the early
days of the Thompson Administration that we created this
department called...it?s nowv called the Cepartuent of Energy
and Natural Resources, that wasn't exactly what it was called
at that time but it's still the same department, and we
folded some cother various agencies and s¢ forth into that
department, including what was known as the Institute of
Environmental Quality. The Institute of Fnvircnmental (ual-
ity were the folks that sere to do the research for the
Pollution Control Board and the Envircmmental Protecticn
Agency. In the folding of that...or that agency into the
Department of Energy and Natural HResources, the 1language in
the Statute that was used to implement that...creation of
that department did not specify any further duties as far as
what had been the o014 Institute of Environmental Cuality.
The Pollution Control Board is in the...business, of course,
of rule making as it pertains to...folluticn. 1They have very
little, if any, research capability themselves and they need
to rely on the Department of Energy and Natural BResources.
Ke've had some controversy between the department and
the...and the Polluticn Control Board, and so this language
would represent what the Polluticn Control Ecard wculd ask
the department to do, to do specific research for then
ON...0n cases that they may have ccming uf in front of them.
So, that's why I asked Senator Hall if I could use bhis Lill

to put this amendment on, and I would ask fcr your support.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Further discussion? Further discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 2040 pass. Those in favcr vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpen. Have all
voted wbo wish? Have all voted who wish?...Senator Hall.
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Opn that question,
the Ayes are 54, the ©Nays are none, none voting Fresent.
House Bill 2040 having received the reguired constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senator LCeApgelis, for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

A point of personal privilege, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CDEMUZIQ)

State your point.

SENATOR L[eANGELIS:

In atout ten minutes in the kitchen of the President's
Office there will be ready some linguine and chicken for all
menbers of the Body and menbers of our staffs or who are
around, and I invite you to participate fcr those of you who
missed last night and for...even for those who Wwere there
last night.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIC)

House bills 3rd reading, page 5, House Bill 2211, Senator
Degnan. House Bill 2307, Senator Carroll. 211 right, Sena-
tor Lechowicz has been granted leave to handle the bills pre—
vious...prior to by the...the Body, so on the Crder of House
Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill 2307. Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 2307.

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

Senator Lechowicz.
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Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 2307 as amended amends the 1llincis Hupan
Bights Act to revise the definition of religion and provide
that religion includes all aspects of cbservance and gractice
as well as belief. However, under the Egzplcyment Article,
religion does not include a religicus practice or observance,
an employer cannot reasonably accommodate without undue hard-
ship on the conduct of busipess. Easically what this
does...the purpose of this legislation is to permit an
employee time to observe his or her religicn as long as such
observance or practice does not impose a hardship on the
employer®s business. The bill...it came cut of the Execu-
tive Coomittee 19 to nothing. I would bring it to the
Floor...the attention and ask for your favorable consider-
ation.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 2307 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cgen. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted whe wish? Senator
Vadalabene. Have all voted whc wish? Take the record. Cn
that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are 1, none voting
Present. House Bill 2307 having received the required con-
stitutionral pajority is declared passed. House Bill 2321,
Senator Schuneman. On the Order cf House Bills 3rd Reading
is House Bill...2321. Mr. Secretary, read the Lkill.
SECBETARY:

House Fill 2321.

(Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIC)
Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
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Thank you, Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate. This
bill enacts the organ...the Experimental Grgan Transplant
Procedures Act and addresses the prcbleam encountered ty Illi-
nois residents who need lifesaving organ transglants and are
upable to meet the encrmous financial costs invclved in those
operations because of lack of insurance or other financial
means to pay for the operation. Essentially the kill does
two things. First of all, it prohibits irsurance companies
from denying coverage for organ transplants cn the basis of
the insurance company claim that the transglant operation is
experimental, unless that position is supported by a determi-
nation by the Office of Medical Research cf the Naticnal
Institute of Health that says that the experimental...or that
the transplant procedure is experimental. In all other
cases, the insurance companies will have toc pay these Lbills
under the standard policies. Secondly, the Lkill provides for
some State fumding for certain organ transplants to the
extent that the cost is not covered by insurance. Applica-
tions for State funds omust come directly frcs a teaching
hospital or an affiliated medical center with an established
and proven experimental organ transglant prograba. Nc indi-
vidual case is eligible to receive more than two hundred
thousand dollars and the program will begin operation on July
1 of 1985. So we have a one-year start ufp pericd to form the
board, to draw up rules and regulations before the actual
expenditure of any monies would take place. I°11 be happy to
respond to any guestions that there...there might be. I
should say that this bill is an ocutgrowth cf a bill which was
passed last year by Semator Emil Jones who is the hypbenated
cosponsor of this bill, and along with Senator Jones, the
Insurance Laws Study Commission, Representative Judy Topinka
in the House, the Governor and the Governcr's staff, Depart-
pent of Insurance. So, a lot of people have wcrked on this

bill, but we®d be happy to respond tc any guestions.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIOQ)

Any discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOB GEO-KARIS:

Well, Mr. EFresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I think this is a bill that...that the time of it has
come. I know in my area we®ve had three «cases, very sad
cases, and raising up to two hundred thousand dcllars for the
necessary surgery involved in cases of the this nature is
very difficult. I think it*s...this...this bill is very well
constructed. I think it camn work very well and can help a lot
of good people who are in need of such helr and cannot afford
it, and it*s time the insurance conpanies woke ufp and did the
job they should do. I certainly support this tkill, and I'm
happy to tell you I'm a cosponsor of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Grctberge
SENATOR GEGTIBEEG:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow memkers. Only for
the record, to complisent Mrs. Tupper, I-U-P-E-E-R, of St.
Charles and Geneva, Illinois, who chaired the group through-
out DuPage and...and Rane Counties to bring this focal prob-
lem to this organization to do something akcut it. She has
been carrying the charge for a transplant...a little 1liver
transplant victinm in...in, I think Aurcra or...no, Gemeva
and...and the publicity of that brought this group together
and they've got a great organization; and with this partic-
ular cause, it's nice to see it come to fruitionm amd to be
able to support it, and I just wanted tc cogpliment that
group who have been working so hard and Mrs. Tupper in par—
ticular.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB DEMNUZIC)

Further...further discussion? Senator Berszan.
SENATOR BEEMAN:

Would the sponscr yield?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Eerman.
SENATOR BEEMAN:

Senator Schuneman, would you just take us through for a
second, where, under this bill, and how State sobney wculd be
plugged in?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIQ)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOB SCHUNEMAN:

The...the money...and the Governor has agreed that in the
first year of operation, which would be Fiscal '86, the mcney
would be appropriated to the Department of Fublic Bealth.
There would be established anm organ transglant procedures
board in +the State of Illinois consisting of twelve physi-
cians, two of whon sould be deans of medical schools, two of
whom would be organ transplant surgeons. Any afpglication for
funds would be submritted not by the person whc is to be the
organ transplant candidate but rather thrcugh sedical teach-
ing hospitals. 1In other words, there®s nc direct application
process from the doner...candidate bimself. The...that®s to
accomplish the screening that?s necessary to make sure that
those candidates are <clinically gcod candidates for trans-
plant surgery, and that they are supported by other mpedical
practitioners who believe that they are gcod candidates.
Essentially, that's the way the program will wcrk. The appli-
cation will come through the hospital and the teaching hospi-
tal. It will be submitted to the board. The board will
approve those cases and make sure that any insurance that may
be involved is paid first and the ligit placed upon each case
is two hundred thousand dollars. So the State will nct exgpend
more than two hundred thousand dollars in anyone individual
case. Does that respeond to your guestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DERUZIC)

Senator Eerman.
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SENATOR BEEMAN:

Yes, to...but I have one follcw-up guestion. Do we
appropriate after the fact...what role dces the General
Assembly play in allocating these funds? I understand the
board, the nmoney goes to the hospital...the fcllowing June,
do we have the prercgative of saying, we don't want to appro-
priate this asoney?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIC)

Senator Schunemana
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

No. The procedure is that the General Assembly appropri-
ates the money before the Act. We appropriate the money for a
fiscal year and then th€ea..it?s up to the board to spend that
BONEYa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Eerman.

SENATOR BEEMAN:

How much is the...well, let's see, this is for Fiscal
*86, so there's no money appropriated this year yet, but next
year, we will be asked to write a check, put it in the...into
this kitty and then the hospitals will decide whether any of
this is going to be drawn out. Is...is that the process?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LEMUZIG)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATCR SCHUNEMAN:

eee¥We Wwill appropriatee...if...if the General Assembly
agrees next year, once the procedure is set up, we will
appropriate three millicn dollars, which the administration
has agreed to support, to the Department of Public Health.
Those funds will be drawn down by the medical procedures...or
the medical...the Organ Transplant Erocedures Ecard as they
approve the applicants.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Eerman.
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SENATOR BERMAN:

This three million dollars is a gentlegan®'s agreement
between everybody that's worked on it, it's still up to us.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB CEMUZIQ)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMNAN:
Absolutely.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEBREDGE:

Will the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEBEDGE:

Senator, ASeesas I understand +the legislation, in
those...in those instances where existing cover-
age...insurance coverage paid by a...a3...a third parcty or
paid by an employer does not include this kind of operation,
a transplant operation, then it would be the okligation of
the...o0f the State to...tc pick up the...the cost. Is
that...is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Schumenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

It is not an obligation of the State. The...this is
aN.e..0bviously an experimental program. We seek to provide
aNees.sone kind of an answer for people for whom there have
been no answers, but it is pot an obligaticn of the State to
pay for every organ transplant procedure in this State. The
problem is...liver trancsplants are a good examsgle. The first
liver transplants were obvicusly experimental and insurance
contracts generally do not pay for experinmental =surgery.
They only...pay for accepted medical fractices. Sc, those

first liver transplants were obviously not covered by insur-
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ance; but as of 1last March, I think it was, the Office of
Medical Research of the National Institute of Eealth deter-
ained that 1liver transplants are now a redically acceptable
procedure. So, insurance companies from now cn grobakly will
be paying for thase...for those transplants, but there was a
period of time that I choose to call the gray area when sone
insurance companies paid for it, some insurance companies diad
not, charging...cr claiming that it was experimental surgery.
This bill would seek to solve that problem and, secondly, if
the transplant procedure was deemed to be e€xgperimental but in
the eyes of the Organ Transplant Frocedures Board was worth
the...%as worth the gamkle and worth the e€ffcrt and scrth the
expenditure, there wculd be some funds availakle to pay it,
but...but we are not cobligated by this till tc pay fcr organm
transplants in Illinois.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

In those instances where employers have keen paying the
expense of the hospitalization major medical and where that
coverage has not included this kind of operaticm, where the
insurance company has deemed this to bLe an experimental
procedure and it is therefore not...not been covering it, it
vould be necessary to raise the premiums tc the employer in
order to provide this additional coverage Je..eole...Il do
believe. Now, in these...this is a fringe benefit which
iSe..e.normally subject tc...to negotation and in...or in wmany
cases, it would be at any rate, it say ke that ip that
instance, the esployer would simply say, I am now paying X
dollars for «coverage, I'm not willing toc pay more. In that
event, would that ©nOte..iB...in...in that event, the
employer did not, in fact, provide that additiopal coverage,
would...that not act in a way as to shift the...the responsi-

bility from the employer to the State of 1Illinois? Isn't
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that one possible outcone of the passage of
this...legislation?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Schunemana
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, anytbing is possible. I suppose that someone could
develop a scepnario which says that since the State of I1li-
nois is now going to begin to pay up to three rillion dollars
for tramsplant surgeries, that all the esployers in 1llinois
are going tc go out and ask their insurapnce ccepanies to take
organ tramnsplant coverage out 6} the folicies. 1 dcnt't
happer to think that's going to hapren because just the oppo-
site has been true over the past few years. The largest
enployers in the State have been trying to get better and
better coverage for their erployees fcr these ter-
rible...catastrophic nmedical expenses. So, 1 don®t that
that*s...that that is a likely possibility, Lut of course I
can't stand here guarantee to you that that would not happen.
I have...I know of nc major Illinois employer that has regis-
tered any opposition to this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIC)

-eesSenator Etheredqge.

SENATOB ETHEBEDGE:

Then I would want to compliment Senator Schuneman and the
others who have worked onm...on this piece of legislation. I
think they are..-.they are attempting via this Lkill to address
what 1is a very, very serious problems, and 1'r sure that all
of us know directly or indirectly of people &ho have...who
have been confronted with this kind o¢f a...a per-
sonal...problem and it is a very...very beavy financial
burden tO.-.t0...to carry. However, I...I doc have a concern
with this...with this sclution and...because I*s afraid it is
a solution which is going to...over the long-term, over the

next several years shift the burden of respcesibility from
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what is now the private sector to...to the public sector, and
I think that in...in voting for this bill and this =<=olution
to what I admit is a very great problem, I think that we
Al€.w+WE AaC€...We are noving the solution in...into the
public sector amd se will fipnd ourselves...assumping this
responsibility...almost exclusively over the next five to ten
years.
PRESIDING OFFICERBR: (SENATOR DEMUZIQC)

Further discussion? Senator Jones.
SENATOB JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and mepbers of the Senate.
As a hyphenated sponsor of this legislation, I urge each and
every member to give an affirmative vote to this bill.
ASewedS Senator...Schuneman pcinted out, the Governmor 1last
year vetoed the 1legislation that we passed and I sponsored
which would have set up a two @illion dollar trust fuod and
the proceeds coming from the lottery, and the Governor did
indicate in is Veto Message that he will scrk...he would sork
with us on this and try and come up with legislation to deal
with this very serious problem, and I want to commend the
Governor for keeping his word on this very critical issue. I
think Senator Schuneman has adeguately covered many of the
technical aspects of the legislaticn, but let me say this to
each and every member here. Last year after we passed that
bill, I received letters from all across the State of Illi-
nois, as did the Governor, urging him to sign that fpiece of
legislation. There were instances wherein ©people wrote
directly to the Comptrcllert*s Cffice assuming that the funds
were there, but they were not. The cost of transplants are
quite high and it's a sad day in our society sherein we see a
person who is in need of, let's say, a liver tramsplant and
they bhave to literally beq for poney to have that tramsplant,
and while they are begging for the money, they

are...constantly deteriorating. We have several acrcss the
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State and several in the Cock County area and
that...especially in the City of Chicago. Just a...a couple
of days...ago, Blue Cross/Blue Shield came out and they indi-
cated that they will be providing coverages faor liver trans-
plant. This is something new, but it is a stef in the right
direction. So, I urge each and every one of you to dc as you
did before, let's give this a very, very strcng affirmative
vote so that those persons who need life can get it by having
the necessary transglants, such as 1liver and other organ
transplants, and this State should be the first in the nation
to pass this type of legislation, and I urge an affirmative
vote.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOBR DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Sznator Schuneman may close.
SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Well, thank you, Nr. Fresident and memkers c¢f the Senate.
I think we've had an adequate debate on this issue. I just
vant to tell you one very gquick story about a young
guY.e.Whose pame is Jerry Blanford. He's twenty-six years of
age, found out this year that he needed a liver transplant.
He told bis insurance company what was required, and they
indicated to him that...liver transplants sere an experi-
mental type surgery and therefore he would have to pay for it
hinself., When he contacted the hospital in Fittsburg, they
told hic fine, you conme on, we'll...we'll take care of your
liver transplant but bring two hundred thcusand dollars.
Jerry sas dying and his friends were trying to raise the
money. The situation came to the attentionm of some of our
people in the Department of Ibsurance who contacted his
insurance company and told them about the recent decision by
the National Institute of Health which bhad ruled that liver
transplants were now a medically acceptatle procedure.
Because of thbhat, the insurance cobpany changed their zind,

agreed that they would pay for the transglant. Jerry has now

-
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had that surgery and is recovering in Pittsburg. That sort of
thing will be prevented in the foture with a gart of +this
bill. The other thing that will happen is that those pecple
who are not so lucky but still are good candidates for organ
transplants %ill have a place to go. As far as the concerns
raised by Senator Etheredge that there may be some shifting
from the rprivate sector to the public sectcr, let me say
this, I®'11 be the first to introduce some legislation to cor-
rect that situation if it begins to cccur. %€ should not
allow the insurance industry to shift the burden to the
public sector. So, I think we ought toc try this. I think
it's well thought up...thought cut. I wculd ask for your
supporte

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Question is, shall House Bill 2321 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those oppcsed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that questicn, the Ayes are
55, the Nays are none, 1 voting Present. Bcuse Bill 2321
having received the required copstitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 2325, Senator Lavidson. 2334,
Senator Savickas. 2347, Sebnator Bruce. 2360, Senator
Kustra. House Bill 2381...0h, wait. Senator Rustra, did you
wish your bill called? Okay. Bottonm of page &, House Bill
2360, ¥r. Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (8E. FERNANDES)

House Eill 2360.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR CEMUZIC)

Senator Kustrae.
SENATOR KUSTEA:

Thank you, Mr. President and nenbers of the Senate.

Senate Bill...House Bill 2360 comes to us as the result of a
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probles w@ainly in the greater Chicago area where municipal-
ities abut npunicipalities and it is sometimes difficult to
determine what jurisdiction is what, and what®s hagpened up
there is that...punicipal sales tax revenue has been sent to
the wromng jurisdiction. This is a bill which was fashioned
by the 1Illinois Municipal League and the Cepartment of
Revenue and the local punicipalities involved. The 1llincis
Retail Merchants Asscciation and the State Chamber have
signed off on it, and, basically, it ©provides that the
Department of Revenue will on an annual basis grovide a 1list
of all registered sales taxpayers to the jurisdictiocns,
municipalities in the State of Illincis, and that 1list will
provide the names o0p a...doing business as name basis and
also the address of each retail outlet within e€each jurisdic—
tion. It will alsc provide for a procedure to reallocate
monies where in fact a municipality has been given the wrong
sales tax dollars. I know of no opposition tc the bill and I
would urge your favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCENUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOB EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
just sould like to add my supgort tc the bill. I thought
that I was also cne of the cosponsors, and if not, I would
like to ke put on, but...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGE CEHWUZIC)

All right, Senator...Egan has asked leave of the Body to
be added as a hyphenated cospensor. Is leave granted? Leave
is granted. Further discussion? 1If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 2360 pass. Those in favor...thcse in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes

are 5S4, the Nays are none, none voting Present. House PBill
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2360 having received the reguired constituticnal majority is
declared passed. Senator Bruce was off the Floor when House
Bill 2347 was called. 1 assume he was eating bis chicken.
He requests leave to go Lack to pick up 2347. 1Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On page 5, on the Crder of House
Bills 3rd Reading, Hcuse Bill 2347. Mr. Secretary, read the
bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Eill 2347.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Eruce.
SENATOR ERUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and megbers of the Senate. 2347
is one of the series of exposition halls tills. This, in
fact, is not to create two new ones but tc rename ome that ue
authorized last year. It was the HNt. Vernon Exposition
Authority. This creates it to the Greater Jefferson County
Exposition Authority and adds an additiomnal authority for the
River Forest Center and allows it tc be funded. I would ask
for your favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Is there anmy discussion? Any discussion? Senmator
Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

¥ell, I have no objection to this new civic center, but
procedurally, would it not be easier on the legislative prcc-
ess if we just submitted a list cf towns in the State that
don't want civic centers and then automatically give everyone
else a civic center? I mean, just save us a lct of tirne.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATOR KREATS:
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Question. Did you say River Forest Civic Center?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator EBruce.

SENATOR BEUCE:

Yes, just as it states on the Calepdar, creates the Biver
Forest Metropolitan Exposition Auditorium and COffice Euilding
Authority.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LCENUZIC)

Senator Keats.

SENATCR KEATS:

Didn't the Senator who represent that...that area spe-
cifically state he doesn*t want it?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Eruce.

SENATOR EFRUCE:

Rell, 1If*ve talked to that particular State Senator and
I've persuaded his the Mt. Vernon Authority is extremely
important to me. I didn'% put this anendment on. We bhad this
bill through here. W®e will absclutely neced the requirepent
to change it to Jefferson County, and I think that argqument
is perhaps persuasive since Kiver Forest is contained now in
two particular pieces of legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGBR L[ENUZIO)

Further discussicn? Senator Johps.
SESATOR JOHNS:

fou kDONaa.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Lemk€...

SENATOR JOHNS:

I hope that what 1'm speaking tGa.a..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

~esClear the way there in front of Senator Jchuns. Sena~-
tcr Lemke.

SENATOR JOHNS:
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eesis relevant to what Senatcr Bruce is trying to do.
In this particular legislation, I think it mentions Herrin as
well, doesp't it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Senator PBruce.

SENATOR JCHNS:

The Herrin Civic Center as well.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Eruce.

SENATCR EEUCE:

Yes, it does amend...I'm sorry, Senator Jchns, it does
amend the Herrin Authority. I forgot to mention that they
are also in here, already authorized, Lut there's a change
for Herriao.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOHNS:

I Jjust want to point out that I tcok a lot of heat
because the City of Herrin thought when the original till was
passed that there was going to be a bonanza of all kinds of
State money readily available for them, and they sent people
out looking at all of the civic centers throughout the State
and they chastised me for saying I was kind of trying to
hold...hold them backe. It's a very dear little city and dear
to my heart, but what I...I pointed out was that...that many
of these people in these c;ties don't realize they've got to
levy a tax to support these civic centers, and sany of +then
are already burdened with a great deal of taxation and
already on the verge of...of being in the red, and also, if
I'n not mistaken, every civic center im Illinois is losging
money. If I'm not mistaken, the City of Ecckfcrd runs in the
red of a million dollars or so a year. Does anyocne know to
the contrary about that? Apm 1 right that at...at least

Rockford is running a million dollars a year in the red on
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the c¢ivic center? Also, I'a told that their administrator
says, well, it's still a good investment Lkecause it brings a
lot of people into the city. But at the expense of a million
dollars a year, I wonder if we cculdn®t put a lot of this
money to better uses, and I just don't want tc ke on record
as being opposed to civic centers, but I think that these
cities cught to be shown and pointed out that it*s a very,
very costly affair. You got to paintain them, ycu got to
insure them, you got light them, you got to e€quig them, you
got to have personnel and you got to have pecgle in them all
the time to pay for them, and I just want to put that out
throughout this State that all these people that think civic
centers are the answers to their dosntown groblems or their
cultural problems are not really on the right track yet.
We've got to turn this economy around before se can afford
them. That®s all I want to say.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Scosper.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Mr. Eresident and nmenbers, first a ccmrent and then a
question. I happened to be chatting on the phone the other
day with former Senator Walsh who lives in River Forest, and
I suppose the first of two questions wculd be...Senator Walsh
wondered where the civic center was going to be in BRiver
Forest insomuch as that the city is filled up and there isn®t
any room at the present time. Rhere...where is it anticipated
that this would ke?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCENUZIC)

Senator Bruce indicates he will yield. Sepator PBruce.
SENATCR EERUCE:

Melrose Park, I'm told, is the proper answer.

PBRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUDZIC)

Senator Scmper.

SENATOR SCMMEB:
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Well, Senator Walsh was very ccnfused and I wanted
tO.e«to make sure he was straightened out. The...the second
gquestion of one sericusness, we?re seeing all kinds of bills
for all kinds of communities to...to obtain authcorization to
establish civic centers and we know we're gcing to see the
bills come into finance them...via State mcney. How is it
anticipated we're going to finance these things...and then
we're going to see the third step that we®re gcing to buy a
permanent or imperpetuity maintance cost on thcse big ones in
the cobnvention cities that are now losing money and probably
these. Sc, one, how are we going to finance them on a...for
construction? And, second, what kind of permanent obligation
do..sdo the sponsors anticipate we'll inherit for upkeep?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Eruce.

SENATGR BRUCE:

Thank you, Senator. My impression is that we will not,
in fact, fund all of these, and so automatically the cost is
greatly reduced. HWe are all in what we wculd call a audito-
rium stew, and everybody wants to have a chance to be part of
thes..the new auditorius osovement in the State of 1Illinois,
and so unless you have a bill in tc say that you're going to
get some poney, you don®t get momey, and so that...that is
available. I think it's fair to say that this legislative
Body is not going toc approve all of these. I am told by the
staff that some three hundred and eighty million dollars are
presently on the House and Senate Calendars for ccnstruc-
tions...construction of auditoriums, so0 1 don'te..I don*t
think that we're going to go iptoc a state even in June
of...0f adding that puch w@oney to the Ludget; and to ny
knowledge, Senator, with the creatiom of all the halls across
the state of Illinois, only onme has an operating subsidy,
that is McCormick Place. They get 1.7 millicn dcllars a year

as an operating subsidy, not particularly for BcCormick Elace
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but for the...the Donnelley Hall, but it does get into cne
pot, so it®s hard to say where it goes; Lut there are no
operating subsidies apnd as far as I know, there's no legis-
lation pending ip either House %o allow an operating subsidy.
So, it couldn't happen between now and June 30th because
there®s no legislaticn to allow it.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Senator SoSBEr.
SENATOB SCHMEE:

Well, if these things are going to be free and they don't
come out of State coffers anywhere, why are se doing this?
You know as well as I do that the maoney to ccnstruct these
things is going come out of our funds. Now where is it gging
to come fronm?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator BEruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

It comes from where all money comes from, comes from the
sale of bonds to people who are interested in these partic-
ular projects and they receive money and se pass kond and
interest payments here to pay them cff; and as I indicated,
Senator, at the present time, the bond authorization bhas pot
been increased and so very few, if any, of these projects are
going to be funded until the General Assesbly decides after,
I'm sure, in debate with the Governor, exactly which cf these
are going to be authorized for construction.

PRESIDING CFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator Somper.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Well, I suppose this come the time tc say this, and it's
not aimed at the spcocnsor by any means, but the list of these
things is getting endless. Every time scmekody wants one we
inherit an ohligation. The...the existing centers that wmay

have a legitimacy because they are in convention cities,
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they're in here now saying that they cught tc have a subsidy
for the next twenty years. These things, if they®re built,
will be in here some years down the line saying they ocught to
have a subsidy for the next twenty years. The pcney to Eay
off the interest and principal on the bcnds %ill come fronm
the Illincis taxpayer. It will cost us ts%0 to three +times
the amount that it costs to build these things. Baybe we
should think about what we're doimg imstead cf just assuming
that we're going to do this and go willy-nilly into it.
To..I think it's tige that somebody said this.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Zito.
SENATOR 2I1T0:

Yes, thank you, Er. President and peabers. Yesterday 1
opposed a...an asendment and, Senator Sosmer, to my predeces-
sor Senator MWalsh, I am confused as well. 1've been on the
phone all afternoor yesterday and have not received a clear
signal as to Biver Forest's position on this legislation. I
am not opposed to Senatcr Bruce®s portion of the bill, but I
am guite confused on the Biver Forest portiom. For thase
reasons, I'e goipg tc vote Present until 1 receive a clear
signal from home.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

A1l right, further discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President and menters of the Senate.
As the father of the civic center legislaticn, I never
dreamed that I would be making so mapy trips across the State
to dedicate these beautiful buildings. Now, it's costing me
a lot of money, I go at Dy OWDn €Xfense. In scme places 1
have to stay over night, and I wish some of you legislators
wvould take in consideration the problems you®re costing me.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DENMUZIQ)

Further discussicn? Senator Eruce may close.
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SENATGR BRUCE:

Well, I think we ought to put a special appropriation in
for Sam®s travel as the father of conventicn centers in the
State of Illinois and make sure that when bhe has to stay over
night that we provide bim adequate accomnodatioms. This is
to add one additional exposition authority and to clarify the
language on Herrin and on Mt. Vernom. It started strictly as
a Mt. Vernon...already authorized project, one amendrent has
gone on that deals with the exposition hall at Eiver Forest.
I don®t think it?s going to harm anybody. None of these have
been approved, and I would have...for funding yet, so I would
appreciate a favorakle vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

The question is, shall House Bill 2347 gpass. Those in
favor vote. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 35,
the Nays are 14, 4 voting Present. House Bill 2347 having
received the required copnstitutional majcrity is declared
passed. Page 6, 2381, Senator Vadalabene. Gn the Order
of...House Bills 3rd BReading, top of page 6, is House PBill
2381, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECBETARY: {(8B. FEBNANDES)
House Bill 2381.
{Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VALALABENE:

Yes, thank you, MBr. President and meabers of the Sepate.
House Bill 2381, amended, gives the fire protection districts
and the nmunicipalities which will be inpcsed under this Act

shall be sufficient to cover the costs of providing capacity
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facilities and water necessary for...for fire protection; and
what it does, it deletes the stipulation that the charge
shall cover a reasonable portiom of such costs, and no fire
protecticn district charge shall be ipposed directly on a
nunicipality or fire protection district unless provided for
in a separate franchise agreecent. §hen this kill cabe over
to the Senate froa the House, it was a vatered down version.
With the amendment that was put on Ly Senator Weaver, the
bill now has teeth in it. It is strictly a consumer versus
utility bill, and I would appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator Marcvitz.
SENATOR MABROVITZ:

I would just concur with Senator Vadalabene. The apend-
ment that was put on yesterday by Senator Heaver really does
put sone teeth into this bill, it protect the
fire...protection districts, and I would sclicit an Aye votea
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DENUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Apny further discussion? The
guestion is, shall House Bill 2381 pass. Those in favcr vote
Ayeas Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpen. Bave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, nomne voting
Present. House Bill 2381 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. 2395, Senator
Kelly...2438, Senator Zito. House bills 3rd reading is House
Bill 2438, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

House Eill 2438,

{Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQG)

Senator 2Zito.
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SENATOR 2I110:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. Befcre we begin,
Senator Bloom had reguested leave to be added as a cosponsor
and I would ask to do that at this tiwme.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CENUZIO)

A1} right, Senator Bloom requests leave to be...Senator
2ito...requests leave of the Senate to add Senator Bloom as a
hyphenated cosponsor. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
It's so ordered. Senator Zitc.

SENATOR 2ITO0:

Thank you, Mr. EFresident and nmembers. EBouse Bill 2438
amends the definition of professional nursing in the Illinois
Nursing Act to clarify the practice of nurses who function iam
expanded roles. It is designed tc provide a statutory basis
for nursing specialties. It can be compared tc the Medical
Practice Act which refers to medicine and all its Lkranches.
As you're aware, physicians in this State are not licensed in
their specialties. Ehysicians in this State are not licensed
but...as surgeons or pediatrics but rather by the Depacrtment
of Registration and Education, they license them as doctors
and they receive additional training and schooling and become
certified by a national accrediting body. This bill wculd
hold true for registered nurses under this Act. House Eill
2438...which has received the unanimous support of all inter-
ested professional health groups in Illincis and has the sup-
port of the State agencies imvolved is necessary because cf
the enormous development of professional nursing in recent
decades, since this legislature adopted the current defini-
tion of 'p:ofessional nursing. Essentially by adding the
words, "in all its specialties," the bill recognizes the
development and existence of invaluakle, professional nursing
specialties among the practitioners of professional nursing,
such as, psychiatric-surgical, certified gsidwifery onursing,

emergency family practitioners, pubtlic health and other pro-
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fessional nursing specialties. The bill simply aligns the
statutory definition with professional aursing practice as it
exists today. House Bill 2438 passed cut of the House
upanimously and is supported by the Illinois Nurses Associa-
tion, the Hospital Association and the Illincis Lepartment of
Public Health, and all local health departments, such as the
West Suburban Health Systems Agency. The J1llincis Department
of Registration and Education and the Illincis State Medical
Society have agreed to the language of this bill as well. A&s
I've said, i%*?s received  unanimcus support, and I would
appreciate an affirmative roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

411 right, is there any discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOB NEWHOUSE:

Sponsor yield for a guestion, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR DENUZIQ)

Indicates be will yield. Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NERWEOUSE:

Senator, there...l...I was off the Flccr fcr part of this
presentation and I...but I just want to ask this one gques-
tion. There is some notion floating around that the bursing
profession sould like to have only four-year graduates to
gqualify as nurses. This is not in that bill is it?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIQ)

Senator 2Zito.

SERATOR ZITQ:

That...Senator MNewhouse, that gquesticn has been miscon-
strued. That...this is not present in this legislation at
all.

PERESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Further discussicn? 1f not, the
question is, shall House BRill...Sepator Jchis.
SENATOR JCHNS:

This is not on LEN'S is it?
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Nothing to do with those?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR JOHNS:

..-DOt that extension of tinme.
SENATOR 2ITO0:

No, DOt...

SENATOR JOENS:

CkaYseee
SENATOR ZITC:

Don*t misconstrue this, Senator Johns, it is not.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR L[ENMUZIC)

Further discussion? The question is, shall House BEill
2438 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse cpposed vote Naye.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all wvoted whc wish? 9Jake the reccrd. OCn
that question, the Ayes are €7, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. House Bill 2438 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 2458, Senator
Nedza. Middle of page 6, House bills 3rd reading is @HBouse
Bill 2458. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: {ME. FEBNANDES)
House Eill 2458.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMNUZIQ)
Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. The Illinois Department cf Jranspcrtation is resgcn-

sible for regulating the use of roadside...advertising signs,
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and such fees associated with these signs have not had an
increase since 1971. What this bill does is...it raises the
pernmit fees to a hundred dollars on signs on expressways,
tollways and interstate highways, and on other primary high-
vays, increases the fee to ten dollars. It also puis a cap
of eighty foot in heigkt on sigms oo the interstate, tollways
and expressways, and on the other primary highways, puts a
cap of sixty-five foot in height on those =signs. It...it
increase the distance between some of +the signs and it
grandfathers in all of the present sigms. 1 know of no
opposition to it at this time, and I would ask for your
favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFEB:

Just vanted to announce a potential conflict. I*11 be
voting Fresent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIQ)

Further discussicn? Senator Bock.
SENATOR BOCK:

Just also to announce a potential conflict, but I°'11 be
voting Aye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Question of the spomsora
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Davidschn.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Will this apply to downstate interstate so that the prop-
erty owner who may be renting sign space will now «c¢ply bte
able to rent one space to a sign ccmpany every five hundred
feet rather than one every three hundred feet?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LCEMUZIC)
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Senator Nedza.
SENATOB NEDZA:

No, Senator, ite..it applies to all of the highways...the
primary bighways, the +tollways, interstates. It does
not...it does increase some of the sigm distances but depend-
ing uapon the sign. It...it's sigms with a grcss surglus area
less than a hundred and fifty square feet may be less than
three hundred feset apart. So, it's the type of sign that
you're putting up as opposed tO0e..

PBESIDING QOFFICER: {(SENATOB DEMUZIC)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR LAVIDSCON:

Another gquestion of the sponsor. Are you saying less
than a hundred and fifty square feet...are jycu saying then
those churches and civic clubs and et cetera who want to put
out a sign on either their own property or scme cone member of
their club or their church that says, First Methodist Church
service, eight-thirty, npine-thirty and the address, are the
exempt or are they going to be paying a fee to do this?
PRESIDING OFFICEE: {(SENATOR TEMUZIC)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

They will probably be paying a ten dollar fee tut they
vould...but they can put those signs less than three hundred
feet apart. So, there's no restriction on the sign, but <¢they
will be paying a fee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LDEMUZIOC)
Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Nedza,
you wish to close?
SENATOR NEDZA:
I ask for your favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)
Question is, shall House Bill 2458 pass. Those in favor

vote Aye. Those oppcsed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
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all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are
46, the Nays are 2, 1 voting Present. House Eill 2458 having
received the required constitutiopal gajority is declared
passed. 2475, Senator Vadalabene. ©On the Crder of House
Bills 3rd reading,...mniddle of page 6, is Ecuse Bill 2475.
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (4B, FERNANDES)

House Eill 2475.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the till.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Vadalabenea
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 2475 as
amended...current lawv premits Jjurors to receive up to ten
dollars per day for their services. This ©Lkill will pernmit
thes to receive up to ten dollars per inquest tut not exceed-
ing forty dollars a day. Thank you, very such. This bhill is
similar to Senate Bill 313 that passed the Senate last year
59 to nothing but became a vehicle for a numker of persons in
the House and was deleted by a Conference Cosmittee report
that eventually lost. The amendment on this till...that all
autopsies currently must be performed by a 1licensed physi-
cian, amnd this bill adds that coroners may not under any
circumstances perform any autopsies required bty law, and I
would appreciate a favorable vote.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEBRATCR DEMNUZIC)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 2475 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that qguestion, the Ayes are 52, the Nays

are none, none voting Fresent...l...1 voting Fresent. House
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Bill 2475 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. House Bill 2479, <Senator Jerome
Joyce. On the Order of 3rd Reading, House Eill 2479. Hr.
Secretary, read the Ltill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (K. FERNANDES)

House Eill 2479.

{Secretary reads title of Lkill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOE DEMUZIG)

Senator Jerome Joyc€.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Pirst cf all, 1 might point out
that the...the Calendar is wrong. There is nct tax on alcohol
in thiSe..in this bill, but House Bill 2479 allows nonresi-
dent 1liquor dealers to warehouse their supgplies im Illinois
so that retailers bave ready access tc stocke. Fresent
lav...prevents 1local liguor cospissions from granting ligquor
licenses to business within a hundred feet of schccls and
churches. This bill allows 1local conmissions, e€xcluding
Chicago, who do not object to that Gproximity tc grant
licenses. It is the option of the local commission tc decide
if they want to allow liquor business withip a hundred feet
of church or school. Additionally, this }rill raises the
alcohol content allowable in candy from one-half of one per-
cent to five percent. I'd be happy tc answer any guestions.
PRESIDING OFEFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

Any discussion? Any...any discussion? Senator Collins.

END OF REEL
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REEL #3
SENATOB COLLINS:

Yes, Il...gqguestion of the sponsor. You're saying that,
you're ezxcluding...Cook County but this practice could, in
fact, be up tc the discretion of the cozmission to allow
it...alcohol to be sold 1less than one bhundred feet, the
chucches and other arease ISeeeW€llaesabut I don't
think...well, then, let me speak to the ©kill +then. It is
rare that I speak on...an issue that will affect downstate
that has no impact on the City of Chicago. Unfortunate, I
think this is one of those issues that it would in fact have
some impact oa the City of Chicago and the State of Illinois.
I do not feel that any place in the State should alcohol be
sold within a hundred feet of the school or the church. I
think it is morally wrong. It provides access to booze that
our children are already tempted enough, we don't want tc
make it accessible and availakle and, therefore, it is wrong
no matter where it is. I*m opposed to ita.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Bugg.
SENATOR RODEE:

Thank you, MNr...tbank you, Mr. President. I, too, rise
in opposition to this particular bill. ®hen I was mayor and
it was for ten years that I was a liquor cospissioner in the
City of Decatur, and we did use this one hundred focot
restriction as far as being close to churches and schoolsa
It's a little bit difficult to see what and why that should
be removed. It has been a...a safety factor as far as the
control of liguor is concerned and I do ask that...that be
continued. The other gquestion I have, is this also the
bill...may I ask the sponsor a guestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIOQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator FupF.

SENATOR EKUPP:
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Is this the bill that also allows five percent liguor in
candy? If it is, I guess we're going toc bave the kids hang-
ing around the candy store instead of the pocl hall novw.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIG)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEBROME JOYCE:

Welleew
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LCENUZIQ)

Jerome JoycCea
SENATOR JEROME JCYCE:

eselee.I guess the reason for this is that some stores
downstate had to tear out their...lcading dock, it was like a
grocery store, but the...l...I'm informed one was in Decatur
that where the store was in amny part of the stcre, was within
a hundred feet of a church, it couldn*t sell alcohol. It was
de.slike an Osco Drug Store and...and Jewel and...and so
theye..they had to tear the loading dock down so it wouldn't
be withip a hundred feet. Now the part atcut the candy, I
think I explained that once in...but I*m...I'm getting
SOme...scne letters from church organizatices apmd I think I
ought to «clarify that again. This candy is a special kind
of candy that they put alcohkol in this, it wculd be smanufac-
tured in Manteno, Illinois. #W#e have to change the law, many
other states bhave done this. The...a Lkox of this candy costs
about fifteen dollars. It iS...you would have to e€at six
pounds of it tc get one ounce of alcohol. Eight now in ice
cream, this rum ice cream and in rum cakes, it*'s allcued at a
much, much heavier volume of alcchcl. Sc, 1l1...1 don't see
that kids are going +to be hanging arcund candy stores if
they*ve got to eat six pounds of it to get an cunce, but ke
that as it maye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)
Senator Rupp. Further discussice? Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:
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According to our amalysis, this says this in...in amend-
ment specifically...restores certain powers to the City of
Bockford that the voters of Fockford had voted out on the
home rule apendment. Could you explain to me what that is?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Jerome JGCyC€.

SENATOB JEBROME JCYCE:

Yes, I am told that they...the City of Rockford voted out
home rule and now this would give the mayor the right to be
liquor cosmissioner, to give ocut licenses and...and s¢ forth.
PRESIDING OFFICERBR: (SENATOR EERUCE)

Senator Keats.

SENATOBR KEATS:

So what you're saying is that even though the voters of
Rockford voted thbey expressly don't want the mayor tc do it,
we're going to say to the voters of Rockford, we don't care
what your opinion is, we're going to stick it to you and go
against the will of the electcrate in the last election when
they voted out home rule. Is that correct?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Jerome JOYCE.

SENATGR JERCME JOYCE:

Well, I understand that they voted out hore rule doesn't
have anything to do with this. They bave to bLe authorized
to...if they aren't home rule they have to be authorized to
do this. And this is the aurthorization.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Keats...Senator Keats.
SENATOE KEATS:

In other words, the voters of Bockford decided they
didn*t want to have this power locally, SO W€ are€ going...M¥€
are going to override them, exactly. I understand. No, he
don't, I <canm read it to, I...I can read to. fe®re saying

that we've...we are putting +this discretion back and the
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voters said they didn*'t want that discretion. Okay. That's
all.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EBRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOBR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I have a question of you, Mr. Fresident. How many
votes will this require? Does it affect hcme rule municigal-
ities?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

Alright. We'll take your gquestion under advisement and
be back to you in just a moment. Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. I*m not involved in the...the substance of
this bill, but I am concerned when 1 hear scmeone misrepre-
senting the npature of home rule and a referendum toc renmove
home rule, and Senator FKeats, I think you have wmisunderstood
that. Home rule means that a home rule unit, a municipality
in most cases, can do anything that relates to their govern-
mental affairs without having to get perezission from the
State Legislature, so there is pno State legislative authori-
zation to which they have to look. It is that power which
the voters of Rockford apparently removed, but it is ahso-
lutely consistent with +that decision and the prior schenme
that statutory authcrization from the State Ilegislature to
engage in all the kinds of things that we've always author-
ized our punicipalities to do still must be on the books.
And so, the idea of restoring the statutory authorization to
a unit which is no longer a home rule unit is absolutely con-
sistent not only with what the home rule scheme provides but
with what I...I would guess the voters of Rockford were
saying., So I think you've just really turned it upside down.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EEUCE)

Further discussion? Senator EBupp.
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SENATOR BOPE:

Thapk you, Mr. President. I do think that in an effort
to clear up the home rule guestion, there has Lkeen some addi-
tional confusion put in, Senator Netsch. There is nc...hcne
rule power does not give the cities to do anything that +they
want to do. That is a...a wrong statement. Khat they have,
they are permitted to do anything that is wnct forbkidden or
not preempted by the State, then that's what the hcme rule
situation is. I lived under it for ten years. And I think
that's exactly what it is. This particular question, I think
we're getting awvay from the bill and away from the thrust of
this thing. 1It?s about to do with the 1liqucr commissicuner
and his right and it does affect home rule cities. If this
is taking away from the City of Decatur, which is a home rule
city, the right to liwmit the hundred foot rule, then there's
something...that is affecting the home rule cities.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Grotkerg.

SENATOR GRCIEERG:

Thank you, Hr. PFresident and fellow memkers. Would the
sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EEUCE)

Indicates bhe will yield. Senator JELOME..S€nator
Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTEERG:

Senator Joyce, in the portion regarding the hundred feet
et cetera, you did a pretty good job of explaining, but I
read the analysis, not the bill, but 1 wonder what
bhappens...you and 1 and many members of this...anybody that
runs for office bhas from time tc time bought a drink in a
church basement. Where...where does that law come in? Is
thise..is there anye...are we, you know, those are accidents
that happen along the trail to success, 1 understand all

that. But that®s...are we...are we paking any cf that legal?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Jerome JOYCE€.
SENATOR JEROME JCYCE:
fe're not touching it at all, I hope.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Rupp. Senatcr Rock.
SENATOR EOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., I rise in sugport of House Eill 2479 as amended, and
would like to point out from all the bleeding hearts that I
have been 1listening +to for the past twenty cinutes that we
are talking about the opportunity fcr =some serious, direct
economic development in Manteno, Illincis. This comrany
wants to come to Illinois to manufacture this candy that con-
tains miniscule amounts of alcohel. And to thwart it, it
seems to me 1is a little shortsighted. We are hearing the
thundering herd, the stampede that all of a sudden all the
little kids are going to be eating candy with kooze in it.
You can go to Marshall Fields right now and buy it. It is
truly not that big a deal. The fact of the matter is that in
order to allow this company to bring its kusiness to I11li-
nois, we have to pass House Bill 2479, 1 urge
your...favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Ceollins. Sepator Jeroms
Joyce, if you wish tc close, the Chair is still 1looking at
whether or not this is going toc be a preecgtion of a home
rule unit®s authority. Alright. Senator...Senator
Lechowicz, did you have a question?

SENATOR LECBORICZ:

Well, I'd like to have that question answered one€ way or
another because I think it's very important. If the City of
Chicago presently has a law that states ycu can't have a lig-

uor establishment with...witbhin a hundred feet of a school or
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a church and this bill exempts that, or...it does not apply
to the City of Chicago? That's my guestion. Lid thea..how
does it affect the home rule? Amnd if i* does, how many votes
are required? That was my gquestion to the Chair. 1*d like
to have that answered.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATQR ERUCE)

Senatore...Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you. While you®re waiting fcr your rule
iNee.let me just...and I apologize for rising a second time.
I think something is missing here in this debate that wetve
gotten away from the original focus. I dcp*t think any of us
would object to any reasonable means to promote
thes.o.the...the growth and development of new Lusipesses in
Illinois. That part of the bill, I have no objections to.
What I do have some objections to is the fact, if 1 heard
right from the spconsor when he answered my gquestion, that
this bill allows the candy and othker alcohclic beverages to
be sold within one hundred feet of the schecl or church.
Now, promoting business growth bas nothing t¢ do with that
issue, and that issue alone is why +this bill sbould be
defeateda
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Eocka
SENATOR EOCK:

Well, I...I®n reluctant tc rise a second time, but as
often happens around here, people fail tc read what the bill
sayse And the bill says very specifically, opb page 18 as
amended, “that is not located in a municipality of wmore than
five hundred thousand persons.” Chicago is ip no way
affected. Itts out of this hill altogether. And
additionaly, what it says is that unless required by a 1local
ordinance, so where the local ordinance says not within a

hundred feet, that®'s still the lawe. I just...that's exactly
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what it sayse ID...in @y judgesent, it is in no way pre-
emptive.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. Further discussion? Further discussion? Sena-
tor Joyce, do wish ny ruling before or after you close?
Whichever way you wish. Before. Alright. The question has
been raised by Senator lLechowicz as to the vcte requirement
on this particular piece of legislation. Under Article
Section...Article VII Section I of the Constitution of the
State of Illinois states that, "Home rule units may exercise
and...perform concurrently with the State any power cr func-
tion of a home rule unit to the ex%tent +that the Geperal
Assembly by a law does not specifically limit the copcurrent
exercise or specifically...declare the State?s exercise tc be
exclusive.” This is a...~it's the ruling cf the Chair that
this is a concurrent exercise of authority. The...there have
been a series of appellate court cases holding that in
de.e-particularly in the area of alcchcl beverage regqulation
that the State and...and cities coperate that area concur-
rently. And so because of that, it will require thirty
affirmative votes to be adopted. Thirty vctes, Senator.
Senator Jerome Joyce to closea
SENATOBR JEEOME JGYCE:

Thank you, very msuch, Mr. President. This bill would
still allow the local liguor commissioners tc keep a place
that sold alcohol within a hundred feet £frcr a...from a
church. It also would allow the putting of five percent of
alcohol in candy. Now, it's not candy bars, it"s not scme-
thing that 1is going to bought by little kids. It¥*s...ccsts
ten to fifteen dollars a box for a pound. It%s...that®s not
going to be sold within a hundred feet of a church, unless 1
guess the church wanted to sell it. BAnd...and I...it"s going
to provide seventy-five jobs, I can't see shere this is going

to hurt anything at all in the State of Illincis except [per-
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haps help the economy, and I'd certainly ask fcr an Aye vote.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Question 1is, shall House Bill 2479 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
wvho wish? Take the record. On that gquesticn, the Ayes are
31, the Nays are 22, nome voting Present. House Bill 2479
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 2502, Senator Hall. Senator
Hall, do you wish to...read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETAEY:

House Bill 2502.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BBUCE)
Senator Hall.
SENATOR BALL:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and €Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill permits two or more fire districts to fornm
a single consolidated district when the Loundaries of the
district are contiguous and the same =wmunicipalities are
served by the sase fire department. Current law permits con-
solidation of two or more fire protection districts into cne
district when the boundaries of the district are <contiguous
or overlap. If more than two districts are involved, it is
not necessary for each district to adjoin each of the other
districts, but each district must adjoin one cf the others.
Conceivably, if this bill becomes law, a single fire gro-
tection district could consist of two areas with the munici-
pal fire department dividing them. This legislation gertains
to three fire districts which serve the uninccrporated ter-
ritories surround the City of Belleville, its south side,
vwest side and north side protection districts. All three of

these fire districts have a contract with the same vclunteer
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fire department. The consolidation that is being sought
strictly for finamcial reason and is supported by all three
districts. 1 ask your most favorable supgpcrt cf the legis-
lation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall
House Bill 2502 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that ques-
tion, the Ayes are 55, the MNays are none, none voting
Present. House Bill 2502 having received the required con-
stituticnal majority is declared passed. Hcouse Bill 2509,
Senator Lemuzio. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, glease.
SECEETAEKY:

House Bill 2509.

{Secretary reads title of Ekill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEFATCR ERUCE)
Senator Cemuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. This bill is a prcduct of toth the
Speaker, Michael Madigan, as well as the Attorney General in
Illinois, Neil Hartigam. And what it in fact does is that it
adds senior citizens to the various boards and commissions,
whichever boards and commissicns are 1left, throughcut the
State. It was, in fact, a product of a great deal of discus-
sion, apparently, with the various senior citizens® groups
around Illinois, and that is in its simplistic form as to
what it in fact does. Attorney General Hartigan who bas
championed tﬂe rights of senior citizens and cld...older per-
sons and retirees has...has indicated his support for this
bill, and itAseems to me that in terms of the overall putlic

policy of Illinois that certainly sepior citizens deservedly
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ought to be more represented on the various respective boards
and commissions than they already are, ard 1 wculd ask for a
favorable vctea

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Is there discussion? Senators Schunewman, Fawell and
Davidson have scught recognition and Maitland and Geo-Karis.
Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

%#ell, thank you, Mr. Fresident. I just wanted to point
out sonmething. I...I certainly appreciate...keing close tg
the age sixty wmark and soon tc be a senior «citizes,
appreciate what the Attormey General is doing and what
Speaker Madigam are docing for us; but as I get into the
situation, it appears to wme that they really aren't dciang
anything, because the bill <seeks to «change the law and
require that one senicr citizen be added tc scse twenty-seven
State boards and commissions. The fact of the matter is that
there's at least one or more senior citizen on all those
boards now, and I think that what we?re doing here is sort of
a useless exercise to show somebody that we®re for thenm or
against them, and beyond that, we aren't really doing any-
thing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR EBUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FANWNELL:

Thank you, Hr. Speaker and members of the Assembly. If
the people on my side of the aisle will look at the amalysis
on page 2, what the former Senator who spoke bhas said will
prove out to be very true. My guestion is, if this is gcing
to add another member of the...onto the commissicn, according
to our analysis that means that most of the «ccooissions are
then at that point going to have an even number on their
comaission and that could present problems, especially if it

comes to a close vote and it ends ug as a tie. Are you
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talking about adding ancther...and...and ) PN ¢ ask
these.the...the Senator...the sponsor tc yield, are you
talking about adding amcther senior citizen tc each one of
these boards or are you saying that the gresent boards will
consist of at least one senior citizen, because it nmakes a
big difference on...on what this bill is really saying.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR LCAVIDSON:

I'Beee
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Fawell, dQ...

SENATCR DAVIDSON:

weeI®'d 1ike to have an answer to...to Senator Fawell's
question and I...may not be necessary.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEBUCE)

Alright. Senator LCemuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIQ:

Thank...thank you, very much. I'm surprised that Senator
Fawell didn't have that in the Hepublican analysis, but never
the less, I am told reliably here that it is included bota
vayS. That, im fact, it does, in fact, reqguire a person who
is age sixty or older on various boards or comrissions and/or
increases the...the number of the ccsmissicn tc add such a
person.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Then actuwally in effect what you are saying, since
there...according to our analysis, there®s only one board
that does not have someone over the...that?s over sizty.
What you are saying is this bill is for that one bhoard
to...to add a member, the rest of the boards are all right.

I would 1like to know the legislative intent. Are you talking
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about increasing each one of these ccmmissions with one nore
member when all of them except for one has got a member
already with sixty? Or are you talking akcut adding ancther
sixty year old to some boards that have already got eight and
nine members that are over sixty on them?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator LCenuzio.
SENATOR CEMUZIO:

§ell, frankly, I had another conversation gcing on behind
ne. I...you want to restate ycur guestion Jjust..ajust
briefly?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

What I ae asking, sir, is, are you talking about adding
one wmore member who bas to be sixty or clder on each one of
these cormissions, particularly all...since all the compis-
sions right now except for one have already got at least one
menber that*s over sixty? Some cosmission have eight asenkers
that are over sixtye. Are you talking about adding
irregardless one @nmore wgmember that's over sixty or are you
saying to that one coammission who does not have a member
that?!s over sixty, you add one and you're gcing to have to
take another member which will make them an even board which
could resolve in a tie in any decision they make? All the
boards right nov are odd numbered boards I have been told and
that means, when you add one more, you're going tc make e€ven
nunber boards which could present a problez in a tie vote.
PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. May ve have some order, fplease. Senator
Demuzio.

SENATOR LDEMUZIOG:
The answer is, yes.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)
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Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Yes to what? You want to add one more sixty year old to
every perscn in the...on every cozmission, which means that
every board will be susceptible to a tie vote. 1Is that what
you're saying?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR EBUCE)

Senator lepuzic.

SENATOR DEMUZIQ:

Yes. Some...sonme board...boards already have, I am told,
twelve nmembers and ipn fact it would be increasing thes by
one. Yesa
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOGR EBUCE)

Senator LCavidsonpa.

SENATOR DAVIDSCON:

Out—-front gquestion, Senator Demuzio. F¥or an example, if
the board has eleven members and one cf those persons is
already sixty or older, do...does this kill require for a
tvelfth member to be agppointed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Lemuzio.

SENATOR DENUZIO:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB ERUCE)

Senator L[avidsop.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

In other words, twenty-seven commissicns will have one
additional member appointed to them regardless whether they
have already people sixty or older om it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Cemuzio.
SENATOR CEMUZIG:
§ell, currently there is Dpo statutory authority that

mandates that a member of a...of one of thcse compissions
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that is in fact pnamed be age sixty or over.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BBROCE)

Senator Lavidson.
SENATOR LAVIDSON:

Then you gave ©DBe a yes and nc answer to two questions.
The first question I asked, if it*s got a eleven people angd
they got one over sixty, does this till reguire another
nember to be added? You said, yes. 1I've just ncw asked you
then all tventy-seven menmbers...twenty-seven coamissions sust
have one additional member added regardless of what they got
on it now. 1Is that correct?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BEBUCE)

---Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIQ:

Yesa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

Senator Lavidson.

SENATOBR DAVIDSCN:

Fine. We just want to know where we're coring from; in
other words, we're going to put twenty-seven more people on
coneissions for expenses.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator...let's see,

Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, thank you...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBBUCE)

You're next Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

.sethank you, very...thank you, very much, Hr. Fresident
and Ladies and Gentlenmen of the Senate. I thipk we®re begin-
ning to understand what a silly idea this is. 1 think
everybody has gqotten their press out of this and we've

excited the sepnicr citizens on all those...but we are creat-
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ing a @monumental problem and the...the previcus discussion
has just suggested that. Hany of us have gotten letters from
tine to time from...members of the...the Teachers® Retirement
System, for example, asking to put a senior citizenm on that
board. And I have said that I would sugport the placing of
a senior citizen on that board if, in fact, someone from that
side, from those four people, would be replaced by the senior
citizen. What you are doing, Senator Lemuzioc...and 1 would
suggest that you 1listen to what we®re saying because you
never know what we've said after we ask you a guestion.
What I would suggest to you is that take...take the case of
the Downstate Teachers'! Retirement System, it now has nine
people on it. There are four and four and the...and the State
Superintendent of Schools. We've now would place om that
board five individuals, five individualsaa..
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

For what purpose Senator Lemuzioc arise?
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, the...the gentleman is talking akout the Downstate
Teachers' Retirement System and they are mot in the Frill. 1
just want hip to get it correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

~wethe State...the retirement...the State University
Betirement Systes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator LCemuzio.

SENATOR DENUZIO:

¥ell, yes, the Board of Trustees of the State Betire-—
nent...the Board of Trustees of the State Emplcyees' BRetire-
ment System is included.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Maitland.
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SENATCR MAITLAND:

Sould not the same...the same problens exist om...on that
system by putting someone on the...cCh...0n that side of the
board, wouldn't that create the same problen?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)

Senator Cenuzio.

SENATOR LCEMUZIO0:

eeeit possibly could, I...I*m not familiar with who those
members are, know what their ages are at the pcment, Senator
Maitland.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Point I'm trying to make, Senator Demuzic, is we have a
balance. Those..-those trustee systems have a balance of
people who are...possible annuitants or people who are con-
nected with the system and people on the cther side. 1t
seems to me that what we're doing here is changing that bal-
ance. Now...now is the answer to that guestion yes?
PBRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio. Senator Demuzio, did ycu have response?
SENATOR CENUZIO:

I'm waiting for By...to ne.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Alrighte Alright. Alright, Senator Demuzio, are
yOu...are you prepared on...Senator [emuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I am told it does not upset the balance, that...just
requires one person to be age sixty statutorily, that, how-
ever, there...in fact could be other members that are of the
same age. If you're talking about that upsetting the Lkalance,
perhaps.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR BEUCE)

Senator Maitland.
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SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Demuzio, that®s in direct conflict to the affirnm-
ative answer that you gave to Senator Lavidson. Now, you
know, I guess some of us don't kpnow whether +se're for or
against this, but you are making us very quickly of...of the
opinion that we cught to defeat this, and I...you know, ¥e?re
not getting answers to the question and this very necessary.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. Further discussion?...Senatcer Cemuzioc, did
yOoUe...alright. The pnext...further cosument? Senator Geo-
Karis.

SENATOR GEG-KABIS:

Well, I think, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate, the intention of the bill is gcod and this bill
has to go back to the House, because there is a Senate amend-
ment on it, and I would like to suggest to the sponsor of the
bill that it be taken a Conference Ccamittee in the Hcuse and
the bill be amended so that there will be the balance and
still guarantee that there «ill be one sepior citizen on the
various advisory boards here and what have you. Keep in ®mind
a lot of these commissions are going to ke eliminated anyway,
but I do think we do owe a duty to +the sepior citizens
and...we ignore soametipes; and you must resemker, the Depart-
pent of Aging Act specifically provides that the Department
of Aging director has to be fifty-five years cf age. So the
bill has its good points but it does need restruction, and if
they don*t do it in the House, I'm sure the Gecvernor will do
it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. I don't feel that strongly akcut it. Thank
you, Mr. President. I am going to vote against Hcuse Eill

2509 and if some of you are trying to find scorxe basis for
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courage to do the same thing, 1let wme just try a couple
of...0f facts about it. At least from cur analysis, it...the
bill would indeed add twenty-five new board positiocns. It
seens to mnme that although these boards are not...quite the
same as the cowmwmissions which we are struggling with which
are primarily legislative comnissions, the...the principle is
not totally divorced and it seems to me it does not make an
awful lot of sense to add +twenty-five npes Lcoard pcsitions
anywhere at this stage of the game. All but three of those
that would affected are boards which are primarily appointed
by the Governor, three of them are legislative commissicns
where obviously we could make the difference ourselves in
terns of how we go about making the appointments.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Netsch, pmay...pmay I interrupt you just for a
minute. For what purpose does Senator Demuzic arise?
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

1?11 acceed to Sepator Geo-Karis' reguest and bhave it
taken out of the record so we can thoroughly discuss ita.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. Is there leave to take it ocut of the record?
Leave is granteda House Bill 2511, Senator Degnan. Bead
the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECEETAFRY:
House Bill 2511,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Cegnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. House PBill 2511 exemfts per—
sons applying generally used pesticides, such as BFaid and
Janitor in a Drum, at noncosmercial locations from certifi-

cation requirements by the public health department. Puklic



Page 77 - Jdune 21, 1984

Act 83-6825 adopted last year and into las...lbecame law this
year made overly restrictive the requirements that would have
included..-.or do include landlords and business owners froo
the use of Baid and Janitor in a Drum and other such gemeral
pesticides by landlords and business owners. This passed out
of the House 110 to ncthing. If there are any gquestions, I*d
be happy to answer them; absent guestions, I*d move its adop-
tion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB ERUCE)

Alright. May we have some order, TFlease. Is there
discussion? Senator Davidson. Further discussion? Further
discussion? The questicn is, shall House Bill 2511 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppcsed vcte Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are S5,
the Nays are 1, 1 voting Present. House Eill 2511 having
received the required constituticnal wmajority is declared
passed. House Bill 2525, Senator...for what purpose does
Senator Legpan arise?

SENATOR CEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. EFresident. Earlier...this morning, I
asked for and received leave to return tc House Bill 1563 at
the appropriate moment. I would ask to do that now.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Alright. On page 4 of your Calendar, the 1last Ltill op
that page is House Bill 1563. May I have your attention,
please. Senator Degnan sought and received leave to go to
that order of business when amendments were grepared, and we
are now going to page 4 and House Eill 1563. Senator Degnan
is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresidente. I believe Senatcr Grotbérg and

Senator Savickas have filed the appropriate motions on amend-

ment. I would seek leave now to return this bill to 2nd
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reading for purposes of those amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Degnan seeks leave to return House Bill 1563 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for the purpose of an apendment. Is
there leave? Leave is granted. 211 right. 1Thke bill is c¢n
the Order of 2pd Reading. Are there amendments, Mr. Secre-
tary?

SECRETAEY:

Anendment No. 2 offered by Senator Savickas.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EBOUCE)

Alright. Senator Savickas. WAND-T.V. would like permis-
sion to film you and other members of the Senate. Is there
leave? Leave is granted.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Leave is gramted, you KknOWa.ee
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EERUCE)

Alright. Senator Savickas on Arendment No. 2.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, MHr. President and members of the Senate, Arendment
No. 2 is in response to Senator Grotberg's ccocern about a
repealer clause. It adds that repealer amd it also adds that
the money would be distributed with...every three months
quarterly. Senator Grotherg has offered an amendment follow-
ing this that would...that evidently goes a 1little further
and is more detailed in the repealing effect, Lut it will fit
right in...into Amendment No. 2 following Secticn D. So, at
this time, I would like to adopt Apendment Nc. 2 and Senator
Grotberg®s amendment following, Amendment Nc. 3, I assume,
and put these...both amendments on and pass it over to the
House for their consideration. So I would mcve adoption of
Apendment No. 2 at this time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)
Alright. The motion is tc adopt Amendmpent No. 2. Is

there discussion? Senator Grotkerg.
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SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, MNr. Fresident. Thank you, Senator Savickas.
I think it only fair to edify the group what ycur amendment
literally does. It breaks it out into guarterly payouts; It
goes intc a...a new fund. It doesn?t go cut scmewhere else.
It can only be used for these purgoses, but it's quarterly
and then py amendment will...we're cn your asendment, but if
we're going to talk about the asendment that follows that
gives to specific authority to come in and stcp the whole
game if our...if we're going to kill this gccse. SC Tae.l
have no objection tc this amendpent.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBﬁCE)

Further discussion? Senatcr Grotkerg.
SENATOR GECTBEEG:

Probably Senator Savickas should be answering this, but
this sunsets at the end of a year?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EROCE)

Sepator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, in the awmendment I®ve placed on the Secretary's Desk
wauld repeal this Act LCecember 31st, 1985. Senator
Grotberg®s amendment would invalidate that sectionm and call
within six smonths after the effective of this amendatory Act
the board shall...review the sales of lottery tickets or
shares and the proceeds therefrom and the fpower to suspend
byeeesor rescind by emergency rule, if the lottery...thea..if
the twenty-five percent increase has resulted in a reductiocn
in sales of fifteen percent or more during the geriod, which
is the subject of the board®s review. This is done to answer
the questions that if...if this surcharge reduces the lottery
by any major portion that it will be repealed. And I think
it's a fair...fair asendment. I think they shculd Loth be
adopted and they do fit right into each other.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)
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Alright. The wnmotion is to adopt Amendment No. 2, how-
ever. Senator DeAngelis on Amendment NG. 2Z.
SENATOR LCeANGELIS:

Cuestion of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BEUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Lelngelis.
SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Senator Savickas, what method are you using to determine
enrollment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Savickase.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

State Board of Education will make that determination by
body count. It says in the bill itself, page 2, lines 18 or
20...21 is the answer; starting at 20...the end of 20, it
says, "The State Board of Education shall annually certify to
each regicnal superintendent of schools the
student...enrollment of each school district within the
educational service region during the preceding school year.®
PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOE EERUOCE)

Senator DeAmgelis.

SENATOR LCeANGELIS:

Well, I do believe that the State Board of Fducation uses
the TWADA System, total weighted average daily attendance.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOGR BRUCE)

Alright. Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

e«sMr. President, members of the Senate, we did debate
this question yesterday. The amendment has nothing to do with
the enrollment or the head count. I wculd just as sOB€...if
ve adopt the amendments, we will be tack on 3rd reading and
we can debate this particular question agais ¢n 3rd reading,
which would be very shortly. So, why don't we proceed with

the apendments and debate the bill as soon as it gets back on
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3rd reading.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATGR BEUCE)

Senator Lelpgelis.

SENATOR CeANGELIS:

Well, Senator Savickas, contrary tc whatever assumptions
you mighbt be making, I would be incliped to vote for your
bill. This issue was not debated yesterday, I did dekate
the distribution. But when you say enrollpent, the State
Board of Education system of enrollszent is nct body count, it
is totaled weighted average daily attendamce. I do have
another gquestion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Alright. ©Did you wish a response to that
parte...portion of your gquestion, Senator CeAngelis?
SENATOBR DeANGELIS:

Well, I...XI don*t...X would but I don®t think the sponsor
has one.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Alright. Senator Savickas, did ycu have a response?
OLewa
SENATOR SAVICEKAS:

§ell, all I can respond is what is writtem in the bill.
It says, “"The State Board of Education shall apmpually certify
to each regional superintendent of schools, the student
enrollment of each school district within the educational
service region during the preceding school year. Fubnds allo-
cated and paid to a school district under tbis Section shall
be used for educational purposes by that district.® The
board will count the heads and state how many children are
enrolled in that district and that is the count.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Dedngelis, you had a second questicn?

SENATOB DeANGELIS:

Yeah, well,...alright, second gquesticmn is, when this
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tventy-five percent is paid, do the total fproceeds of that
twventy-five cents go into this fond?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGCR ERUCE)
Alright. Senator...Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes. 1The total proceeds go to the fund and that was the
purpose of the creatiom of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

A1l right. Further discussion? I bave Senators Ball and
Jones. Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I'm sorry, Mr. Eresident, but that means that the odds on
winning the lottery have been extended by probably fifty per-
cent. Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Savickase
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, Senator, I'm not a booksaker and I don't know hcow
you develop your odds. I think they*re faulty in developeent
but I don't think they're correct. The odds of winning, are
you talking about your investment against winning? 1f we're
talking about whether you win seven millicm dcllars ccompared
to maybe six million dollars, I don®t think the person that
plays really cares whether it®s seven or six million dollars
for an extra quarter. I think that's what we're talking
about. It's not gcing to affect the odds in any way, wunless
you figure your odds of winning five sillion compared to a
dollar investment or winning five gillicn compared to a
dollar and gquarter investment. I just dcn?t understand how
the oddse..how you feel the odds are affected.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB EBUCE)

Alright. Senator DeAngelis, this...this will have to be

your last question. Senator LeAngelis.

SENATOR LeANGELIS:
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fell, Senator Savickas, if...if your assumption is cor—
rect that they don*t care what they wis, then 1 have a hetter
recommendation, keep it at a dollar and limit the prize to a
million and put the rest of the money in the local school
fund.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. Senator Kenneth Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Sould the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator, is this correct what I*s reading? "It amends
the Lottery Act to impose a tuwenty-five cents fee on each
lottery ticket sold." ISc..iS...now your asendment anda...in
other words, I have a lot of people that can only afford to
pay fifty cents for a ticket, many of them pay a dollar. So
if they buy fifty-cents ticket, there going tc be a twenty-
five cents fee on a fifty-cent ticket?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB EBUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

It'S.a.it?'s twenty-five...twenty-five rpercent of the
price of such ticket. We're talking for a gquarter cm a
dollar sale. Aand that's...that's what we're talking about.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EBUCE)

Senator Halla
SENATOR HALL:

iell, I'n reading where it says twenty-five cents on each
lottery ticket sold. That's what I want to kmow. If it's a
fifty-cents ticket, do you pay a twenty-five cents...id other
words, if I spend fifty cents for a ticket, it's gcing tc
cost me seventy-five cents to buy the ticket? Well, then,

this is incorrect what is in...what is in ocur Calendar.
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Right?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator, if you're reading from the Calendar, that's just
a short synopsis; as you know, it does not detail the...the
bill. I would suggest that you take time to read the bill
and its amendment and spend a few minutes ipstead of geing
from the Calendar.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. Senator Jones.

END CF BEEL
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REEL #4

SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. Fresident. Ib...iD response to the
question...just to clarify, I kpnow Senator DeAngelis wuas
questioning him as to how would this relate to enrollment
since in the School Aid Formula we use the TWALR system, but
the...the State Board does use enrollment to determine
whether or not students have be€Ba..inBunized,
it's...and...but we're talking about schoocl aid and the for—
mula itself, that's a different thing. Sc¢, esrollment is no
real problem because all they will do is pick cut a certain
day of the year to determine what the enrollsert is in a par-
ticular school district, and usvally that is dome during the
first one or two months of the schoocl year beginning in Sep-
tenber and October. So, that is nc probleam for the distri-
bution of these funds. It has nothing to do witb the TWALDA
system as it relates to the School Aid Formula to distribute
aid to all the school districts, and the till as...as it is
written...as the amendment is on this bill is good, and 1
urge each member to support it.

PHESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR EBERUCE)

Further discussion? Senatcr Marcvitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. Fresident and meabers of the
Senate. Well, I'm not a bookmaker <either, Senator
DeAngelis...Aldo; however, let me just say this, if, as sone
people are concerned, fever people will play the lottery and
there will be a slight fall off in revenues, that would, in
fact, increase the odds of winning, increcase the chances of
winning; if fewer people are going to glay it, there'd be a

better <chance for those people who play it to win. Sc, I



Fage 86 - Jumne 21, 1984

wouldn®t concerned akout the odds of this thimng. I think the
most important thing is what we're saying here about edu-
cation and about our...our cosmitment to education and the
school children of *this State. If, indeed, as the Lottery
Board's own...own projections are, this is gcing to mean two
hundred million dollars of additional revenue for the kids of
this State. I think that's extremely important, and the fact
is, we all knov that the original rationale for the lottery
was for the money to go for the schools. 1f I am...and Sena-
tor Savickas, please correct if I'm wrong, don't we designate
the dollars in this...from this surcharge to gc to a specific
fund to be wused only for education? So there is not a...so
the legislative intent is clear and the gscney will bpot go
into GRF but only be used for the schcol children of this
State. So, I wouldn't worry about the odds also, Senator
DeAngelis, I think the chances of winping will be increased
if, indeed, less people play the lcttery.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

A1l right, further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Hill the sponsor yield to a qguestion, please?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR BERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Newhcuse.
SENATOB NEWHGUSE:

I wonder if you could tell me, Senator, how we initially
got sidetracked frop the use of those dcllars for education
to theirees.l guess...residence in the General Fund, bow did
that happen? Do you know the answver?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I imagine they got sidetracked somewhere in the Confer-

ence Comkittee and whoever vwas the Governor at the time

decided that it was better to have gubernmatorial discretion
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on how the...funds are appropriated amd tc put into general
revenue and let the Governor decide. I think that the pegple
have...have been a little hoodwinked. They assumed that all
that money was to be used for education, the original intent
of the passage,...and I think it®s time that we go back
to..-the original intent. I think it was in...I'm reading
just some notes here that it was enacted in law ipn Lecember
of *73 with the initial ticket sales taking place in July of
*74, and although some of the early proponents of the law
supported use of lottery revenues to provide additional fund-
bing specifically for educatiom, the original 1law did not
restrict use of these revenues, and in its final and present
form, the law provides for monthly deposit of net revenues
and lottery fund interest earnings into the CGeneral Revenue
Fund. 1In January of ®82, the Governor anncumced that 174.4
million in lottery revenues had been allocated to the Common
School Fund out of total net revenues since the inception of
four hundred and twenty-two million, aktout forty-one gercent,
and we can®t confirm these fiqures in the fpenalty because
such an allocation is not a requirement of law, and 1 think
by specifically putting it into law that we w%ill answer the
questions of many of our constituents that ask, where did the
aoney go?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Newhouse...all right. Senator Rock.
SENATOR LGCK:

I...I don't mean to be picky, Mr. President, but we're
not even talking about Amendment No. Z for the last twenty
minutes. I would like to move the adopticn c¢f Amendment No.
24
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SESATGR BRUCE)

A1l right, the point is well-taken, Senator BRock. The
motion is on the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to House Bill

1563. On the potion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
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The Ayes have it. Agsendment No. 2 is adopted. Are there
further amendments?
SECEETARY:

Arendment No. 3 offered by Senatcr Grotberge
PBESICING OFFICER: (SERATOR EEUCE)

Senator Grotberg on Amendment Nc. 3.

SENATOR GRQTBEBG:

Thank you, Nr. Eresident and fellow pembers. Yesterday
about this time I was concerned, as were sany c¢f the members,
including the spcnsor, I believe, of killing the goose that
lays the golden egg. I have core up with an amendment that I
think will at 1least 1let someone put the gcaese out of its
misery, if it's wounded, and it's sc short that I think I
will take time to read it for those cf you who don®t have it
on your desk. We tried to get it aut to you tut could not,
but I'm suggesting that within six ponths after the effective
date of the Act, +that would bLe the first two gquarters,
according to the amendment we just...adopted, but after the
first two quarters, six months later, the lottery board shall
review the sales of the lottery tickets or shares and the
proceeds therefrom and shall have to fower to suspend or
rescind by emergency rule the twenty-five percent increase in
the tickets or shares provided for in this <cection for a
period not to exceed the one year, which is the drop-dead
date of the foreqgoing azendment, subject to apprcval by the
Governor in the event that the twenty-five percent increase
has resulted in a reduction in sales of fifteer percent or
more during the six-month period under discussion. So, it
lets...the legislature may or may nct be ina. The lottery
could be sinking down the tubes, nobcdy sculd be there to
help it out. We have a lottery contrcl bcard, we bave an
Executive, I suggest that im the interest of saving this
system, which I voted against in 1973 and have cnly invested

four dollars so far in my lifetime in it, that of all people
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that should want to save it, I should be the 1last, we also
run the danger of making this bill so good that it will gc to
the Governor, but yesterday vhen we had two hun-
dred...thousand teachers down here locking £for two hundred
million dollars, the answer may be in this...the answer pay
be in this. I don't know where it is. I'm w%illing to con-
tribute wmy share to the cause to advance this to scmething
realistic but the safety valve is in Apendment Nc. 3, and I
ask for your supgort.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB ERUCE)

All right, the —rpotion is the adoption Azendoment No. 3.
Discussion of the motion? Those in favor say Agye. cppased
Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 3 is adopted. Are
there further amendments?

SECBETAEY:

No further anendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEUCE)

3rd reading. For what purpose does Sevnate Vadalaltene
arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, on a point of personal...privilege, Mr. Fresident
and members of the Senate. Sitting here tehind me in the
gallery is Dr. Youngers and members of the board of education
and administrators from Alton, Illincis, and I would
appreciate if they would stand and be recognized by our
Senate.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Would our gquests in the galleries please rise and be
recognized by the State Senate. Welcore tc Springfield. All
right. %e will pnow return to...to House Fill 2525, Senator
Bloonm. Senator Blcem, do you wish tCs..tCGe...read the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please.

SECEETAEKY:

House Eill 2525.
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{Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Eloos.
SENATOR ELOGHM:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and fellow Senators. ®What House
Bill 2525 does is ©basically put into the Adoministrative
Procedure ACt @...it emkbodies the decisicn that invclved the
Department of Revenue, and telephone companies, and basically
it does as described in the synopsis. In other words, the
Department of RBRevenue, after the phone companies, large and
small, had followed certain of their regqulaticns, the Depart-
ment of Bevenue then disavowed, then said, well, that was an
invalid regqulation so we're goimg to collect more money frosm
you and your subscribers, and the subsequent 1litigaticuo,
obviously, overruled the Department of Bevenue. S0, as fpart
of the annuval report, the Joint Corpittee bas suggested that
this be embodied in the Administrative Frocedure Act so
there?s nc more litigation. I would answer amny question;
otherwise, seek an affirmative vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

All right, is there discussion? Discussicn? The ques-
tion is, shall House Eill 2525 pass. Those in favecr vote
Aye. Opposed vote Nay. The voting is cren. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Gn
that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, Dnone
voting Present. House Bill 2525 having received the reguired
constitutional majority is declared passed. Hcuse Bill...all
right, House Bill 2534, Senator Dawson. Senator Dawson on
the Floor? All right. House Bill 2542, Senator Barkhausen.
Hold? Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please. House Eill
2542,..h0ld. House Bill 2553, Sepator PEerman. BEead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECEETABY:
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House Eill 2553.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)
Senator Eerman.
SENATOR BEEMAN:

Thank you, Hr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The..-.the =synopsis on the Calendar is slightly in
error. Rhat the bill does is to allow for smembership on the
citizens wutility btoard employees of the...of the utilities
who are not in a mamagerial or supervisory capacity to be
eligible tc¢ runo for election to the citizens utility board.
When the bill was origimally passed, the bill provided...last
year, the bill provided that...managerial and suopervisory
employees and other enployees could run fcr the citizZens
utility board. That provision was vetoed because theya...it
was the feeling that the upper echelon of management would
not be impartial as representatives on that bcard. This ©Ltill
merely allows the nonmapagerial employees of utilities to run
or be candidates for election to the citizems utility board.
The other item that it does is to move back the election for
the board from Decemter 31 to April 30th, the deadline for it
to 1985...for a four-month delay. Solicit your Aye vote and
be glad to respond to any guestions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE EBBUCE)

All right, is there discussion? Senator Keats and Geo-
Karis have sought reccgnition. Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Okay, I...I notice in committee this bill did receive
bipartisan opposition. I notice in cconittee, Senator
Rigney, Senator Welch and Sepator Buzbee alsc voted against
it in committee. I want to raise a point. 1 as opposed to
having managerial employees of utilities allowed to run, but

I am egqually opposed to having ncrmanagerial. Iet me explain
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vhy, and I will use Corrmonwealth Edison as an example “*cause
Com. Ed. is easier to pick on %cause they're probably the
most inefficient of the utilities. It is not ezactly unknown
that Commonwealth Edison is notoricus for featherbedding, had
some union contracts that do definitely jack ug their costs
and they have occasicnally hired pecple whc you grobably
would have a hard time defending having oo their payrcll. If
you allow someone who has a vested interest in being sure
that their contracts or whatever are covered ard taken care
of, I Jjust think their cocnflict is Jjust as great. 1
thinke..to say the Conmonwealth Ediscn management shculd nct
serve is reasonable. To say that someone whc bas just as
great a conflict of interest as the management should not be
eligible, I think is just as reasonable, tecause keep this in
mind, one of the bargaining tcols wused within Commonuealth
Edison is the unions do not publicly blast the managesent for
many of their guestionable fpractices as long as the manage-
ment basically gives them whatever they would like. S¢, what
I'm saying is that the conflict of interest is not sisply
management, in this case, but is lator also, and while I
strongly support excluding...management, I say, you have to
say everyone has a ccmparable...comgparable conflict. The best
example being, let me take it comparable intoc the private
sector away from a nationalized industry, take it tc a fpri-
vate sector, General Motors, Ford, cne of the great frustra-
tions for United Auto WRorker's members and the reason, if
you've been following, they're throwing out in the 1local
elections virtually every local cfficial cf the UA%® whc is
for Chrysler...has bheen thrown out of cffice recently,
because the nmembership is so mad that unicns always bad that
sveetheart deal. You nmanagement gquys at Ford or GM or
somebody, you do what you want, you throw in ycur perch, you
go ahead and stick it to consumers, that's okay, just let us

have ours too; and they*ve always had that sweetheart deal,
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you don®*t question me, I don't question ycu. So, what I'm
saying is, if we're going to have that you don’t ask any
questions, X don't ask any questions relaticnship, let's
exclude both of the parties who have been jacking up utility
costs from the CUB process ®cause the CUB is just abcut the
only protection some of these consumers may have. So, I
Sa@Yee-now if you're just unalterably opposed tc the idea of a
CUB, and most of us did support the CUB concCegt...if 7you're
unalterably opposed to a CUB, then don®t worry about it, but
if you actually feel the citizens utility board should bhave
some effectiveness, which from a utility pay€r...ratepayer's
point of view, we would hope, I think you want to keep every-
one with a conflict off the board or at a giver time, they'll
dominate it.
PRESIDING OFFICERB: {(SENATCOR EBUCE)

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

¥ill the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EEUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOB GEGC—KAEIS:

Do I understand them what your bill dces, it says, it
allows any enployee mnot in the mapagerial cor supervisory
capacity but who works for a public utility te a candidate
for the citizens utility board?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBEUCE)
Senator Eerman.
SENATOR EERMAN:
Yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:
Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, 1

think this is a classic case of putting the fcx in the Len



Eage 94 - June 21, 1984

house. Now don't tell me any employee of 2 public utility
company sho serves on this board isn't goiwmg to sit and
listen to the manager of his puklic utility if there®s a
guestion of where t¢ go. I think it's unfair. I don't think
it*'1ll be...at all feasible and I don't thisk it*11 do us good
to have a citizens utility board when we have anyone from a
public utility on that citizens utility toard. A number of
us have been fighting their rates, their bhabits of...of
the...public utility boards. How in the heck are we going to
clean them up unless we put scme unbiased people in there who
are concerned, and I...I submit there is conflict of interest
when you have an employee of a public...utility to be on that
board, and I speak agaipnst the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

eeefurther discussicn? Senatcr Jerome JGyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I...l don't have a...much
care about this. I don't think the CUE is gcing to be wvery
effective anyway, but I...I want to tell ycu the IBER is the
union that®s pushing +this and they fought the CUB till all
the way down the line. So, I don't know what they're +trying
to do putting a member on there, but let me tell ycu, they
were never, ever, ever for the CUBa
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEROCE)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1I?m against this bill for two
reasons; number one, it seems to me that many of the argqu-
ments made against an elected ccommerce ccemissicn are appli-
cable to this particular bill as far as letting somekody who
is interested...an interested party be elected to the citizen
utility board. The second reason I cppose it is that wve're
pushing back the date for electing the directcrs ancther, I

think it*s three or four months. Bight ncw the interim board
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of directors does not contain one member from cutside of Cook
County. Each of the leaders in the House and the Senate
appointed menbers from Cook county. e have
No...representation on the interim board froz downstate, and
I think that the sconer that that is rectified the tetter,
and I intend to vote No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussicon? Semator
DeAngelis. All right. Senator Eergan may clcse.

SESATOR EERMAN:

I swould like +the people, Senator Keats is particular, to
think abcut the comments that you*ve made, and 1 +thipnk that
the cogments that you made pocint up why this is a fair bill.
All of the opponents have talked about putting on the bgoard
an employee of the wutilities. That®*s not what this bill
does, and the point that Semator Keats pade regarding the
voting out of office of certain unicn memkers pcints up where
the merit of this bill is. This is not an agpcinted board.
This is an elected board in which the candidates for election
circulate their credentials and are voted upcn by all of the
other members of the CUB, and that can be five thousand, ten
thousand, a hundred thousand people ir 1Illincis, apd when
they submit their credentials for election, these people are
subnitted for election. A true small D, democratic process.
All that we're doing by this is elipinating a discriminatory,
prejudicial provisicn that's in the CUE. &by should people
vho happen to work for utility and do not have the fposition
of making managerial decisions, why should they be prchibited
from submitting their credentials tc run for cffice? That's
the same thing as if we tried to pass a bill here that would
say that a person that was a teacher and is going vote on
teachers® salaries or School Aid Formulas should not bhave the
right to serve in the General Assembly. ¥hy shculd we say to

somebody who has had mapnagerial...strike that...that somebody
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that has had employee...background that can lend some exper-
tise to the dektate, and the debate in the CUP is goimng to be
crucial to the...not cnly to the represeptaticn of...of the
CUB*s advocacy but to all of the people of the State of Il1li-
nois. What®s wrong with baving scmekody on tkere that has
some experience? Re're not putting anyktody on that board.
What we're doing is eliminating an outright discripinatory
provision that says that they, because of their employment,
can't even run for office...can't even run for office.
That's all this bill does, and I would suggest to you, on
both sides of the aisle, that a pure, derocratic process is
to allow everybody toc offer their credentials. If the voters
in that <congressional district that are meskers of the...of
the CUB feel that there 1is ane.e.an inherent conflict of
interest, these people won't be elected, but all of us sit-
ting in this Body in particular, we run sithout qualifica-
tion. We don't have to have any qualificaticn except age and
it makes it a good, true, deliberative Body. That's what
this CUB should be. That's the merit and the beauty of this
bill where we are eliminating a discrimipatory provision that
excludes the consideration of people that may Le very well
qualified to be on that CUB. That®s the essence c¢f this
bill. I think it is a good democratic bill. 1t happens to be
on the =support list of the Illinocis State AFI-CIO. 1 would
urge youre...your affirmative vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The question is, shall House Bill 2553 gpass. Tbose in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 21, the Nays are 32, 2 voting Present. House Bill 2553
having failed to receive the required constitutional majority
is declared lost. House Bill 2556, Senator Blochme...I'n

sorry, Senator Degnan. Senatore...Senator lDegnan.
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SENATOR DEGEAN:

Thank you, WNr. Fresident. I'd like to change the spon-
sorship at this time cn Hcouse Eill 1563 to
Savickas—-Grotberg-Degnan and Jeremiah Jcyce, and 1I°'d
also...having received leave to...at the request of Senator
Grotberg and Senator Savickas earlier today, moved passed a
bill but with the agreement to come back t¢ the bill, 1 would
like to come back tc 1563 now and call it for 3rd reading.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEUCE)

All right. Yous..you did receive leave and you are pre—
pared at this...at this time? a1l right. 211 right, we %ill
return to page 4. We've had intervening business. Twc amend-
ments have been adopted to 1563 House Rill, cn page 4 of your
Calendar. Is there leave to change the sponsorship to read
Savickas-Grotberg-Degnan-Jeremiah Joyce? leave is granted.
The principal sponsor shall be shown as Senator Savickas.
Senator Savickas on Honse Bill 1563.

SENATGR SAVICKAS:

Yes, MWr. President and members of the Senate, Senator
Geo-Karis also seeks leave to be added as a cosponsor. #He've
debated this bill gquite extensively. 1t%s the twenty-five
percent surcharge on the lottery tickets. 1It*'s what we hope
will offer a relief as far as finamces tc cur public scheol
system. Senator Grotberg's apmendment which [frovides safe-
guards for the 1lottery system itself that tbose of us that
feel that it shouldn®t be raided and shouldn't produce a
negative effect. With the safeguards 1in fplace, what the
bill, as debated, with the knowledge that this is one way a
nevw concept to amswer our financial needs for our school
problems., 1It's not a permanent o¢ne, but hcrefully a...an
answer that will assist in finding a permanept solution. I
ask a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BEUCE)

All right. The Secretary will read the Lkill a third
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time.
SECHETABY:

House Eill 1563,

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

Is there discussion? Senator Schuaeran.
SENATCB SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. There been a lct of debate on
this bill and I...before we vote on it, I <simply vwant to
reemphasize to those c¢f you who are from downstate, I think
most of you voted for the bill that 1 introduced that
woulde..that would put the 1lottery <funds into the Coammon
School Fund and I think there®s a lot of sugport for that
idea around here. We're not doing anything like that hefe
because those monies, if we...if we allocated them to edu-
cation, would go into the School Aid Forsula. This Lbill spe-
cifically says that any money in this fund shall ke allocated
gquarterly among the various education service regions in such
a manner as to epsure that each individual <cervice region
receives a sum equal to the amount deposited in that fund as
a result of the purchase of lottery tickets cccurring within
that service region. Sc in other words, if you come from a
school district downstate where lottery sales are not high,
you're gocing to get little or nothing cut of this bill. The
other problem I want to mention is the fact that the managers
of the lottery don*t even have the capability =right now of
telling where...of which education service regions the vari-
ous sales come from. So, we're going to imfpose upon them some
burdens that they don't have now, plus the proklems mentiocned
by Senator Grotberg.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
The following Senators have sought reccgnition: Senators

Schaffer, Grotbergy, Marovitz, Hudsom, Blocor and Jones. All
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right, Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFEE:

Well, I was going to point out, we've Leen attempting for
sometime to do scme revenue trackirg and expenditure tracking
through a research project to the Legislative Council, and
one of the big problens they fcund is that
there's...apparently no way to track lottery =sales fossibly
beyond zip codes and, of course, school districts and region-
al districts cut 2ip codes up rather nicely, but I'm sure
that's a technical thing that with a 1little goney <can be
straightened out. Frankly, I don®t have any problems and bhave
supported legislaticn to put all of the lottery proceeds into
the Schcol Aid Fund and the School Aid Fcrmula. My ccncern,
quite fraunkly, is ve®re getting greedy. We®ve got a good
thing going in the State Lottery but we're getting greedy,
and that greed is going to brinmg the whole 1lcttery systen
down on our ears. If we haven't got the guts to put more
money into public education through the General BRevenue Fund,
well, then let's just admit it, but let's not destroy Illi-
nois State Government®s one major success story, and I know a
lot of us are planning on the Governor tc vetc this Lkill, so
ve figure we can vote for this and cop out. Let me suggest
to you that sometimes things we expect the Governor to veto,
don*t get vetoed. This, in fact, may actually bhappen if we
let it get out of this Body. 1lLet us not let greed get abead
of our common sense.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Grotterg.

SENRATOR GBCTBEEG:

Well, as a newlywedded cosponsor of this till, I figure
I'd better say sowmething on behalf of it. 1 hope it turms
out to be a pleasant =msarriage, Semator Savickas, Lkut the
facts of my career in Springfield are about to end and we

have yet to solve the school funding progran. I appreciate
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the previous speaker with this group being a bit reluctant to
pass taxes in election years im particular and to get the
State in a posture where it could afford smcre than that
forty-one percent that the memo was read. That bappens to be
the same amount that comes out of every other fund in +the
State of Illinois and it®s forty-cne percent fupnding. 1
would only hope and pray that as our colleagues in the House,
should this have the good fortune tc pass, revies the situa-
tion that +hey would fine—tune it, if necessary, but leave
the principle alone, that, yes, Senator Schaffer, that greed
does not kill the gocose that we've been talking about for two
days and that some ¢f the golden eggs will fall in separate
baskets; one, namely, education. So that with the anmendment
that I placed on to let the Lottery Ccntrol Board itself
intervene if this thing goes sour and intervene within six
months, that I would think we would know shortly after those
prices go up that things are bad and we have not increased
the State revenues omne nickel. I'm going to support the Lill
because it is one of the last trains in the station and it's
kind of a fresh train and the conductors have Lklowa the whis-
tle. Let's take the roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

UPI is requesting leave to shoot still gphctograghs. Is
there leave? Leave is granted. Senator Etheredge and Geo-
Karis, I*ve added your nawmes to the...to the list. So, it's
now Senators MNarovitz, Hudson, Bloom, Jcnes, Geo—-Karis and
Etheredge. Senator Marovitz.

SENATOBR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very such, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. Well, we've seen a lot of =scare tactics akout
a.e.keep a lot of good legislaticn from Gfassing. This |is
excellent legislationa I have a lot cof confidence in the
Director of the lottery, Mike Jones. He's done wondens with

a program that was floundering for a long time, and 1'm guite
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certain that he will do wonders with this prcgram; kut just
in case there's a problem, we have a repealer in here that if
the revenue goes down fifteen percent after six nontks,
there's a repealer. So, we've got safequards into this bill
as well as saying to the people that we're going to provide
in excess of two bundred milliom dollars nes poney for edu-
cation and for school children across the State of Illincis.
I don®t call that greed. I call that putting your priorities
in order, and one of the probless that people back home have
been saying is, why don*'t you guys down there get your pricr-
ities in order. Well, how better can e get our priorities in
order than saying, we®re going to provide pew money for the
school <children of the State of Illincis, if you want buy
lottery tickets, that's great, but the noney is going for
education, and what?’s greedy about sayimg, who tuys the tick-
ets, that's who gets the pnmoney. HWhat's srong with that?
There's nothing wrong with that, and the repealer is the
safequard. So, most importantly of all, we?ve taken ae..a
program that®s working and guaranteed that if it...if it
begins to have prokless, that will end...that will end this
surcharge, but during that interim, we will be providing two
hundred wmillion dollars mininum under the most conservative
estimates by the lottery board of new dcllars for schcol
children in the State of Illincis.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)

A1l right, Senator Fudson.

SENATOR HUDSCN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House...that®s Senate...excuse me. This Lill has been
debated, it is true. Going back a few years, I wag one of
those who originally anmd still do think that the lottery for
the State of Illincis is a bad idea. Now 1 realize that that
is pnot...that concept will not grevail. This may, in fact,

be the last fipancing *rain leaving town for cur schools, but
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if it is, it*s a sad state of affairs I think we®re in in the
State of Illinois, and it's a train I don®t intend to get on.
It alarms me just a little bit to feel, as Senator Schaffer
pointed out, we have a good thing going here, apparently.
We're realizing some money off the locttery, more than most of
us ever thought it would produce, but tha* noney is cosming,
in oy opinion, and I have never bought a lottery ticket, but
I think that money largely is coming frop thcse who can least
afford to pay, and it's coming as a result cf an idea that I,
too, can make it, I can get that brass...grak the brass ring,
and the State of Illinocis is a part of this, what 1 would
call, almost a hokes on our public, but we®re doing it. But
it alarms me when I see greed entering intc it, as Senator
Schaffer bhas announced, and apparently our willingness to
say, aha, we®re paking morey and now we're€ going to raise the
rate. We're going to charge those pecple wmore who can
already i1l afford to be buying these lcocttery tickets in
hopes that they will become a wmillicraire shen e know the
cards are staked against them, but we're going to take advan-
tage of that and say, but we're going tc vse it for a good
cause, our schools. I happen to think that this is scmething
thay maybe we should think about. Is this the right thing to
do? 1Is it really moral or is it really ethical? I don't
happen to believe it is, but it's something my cclleaques
force to think about, and I have every resgect for the
sponsor of this bill. Senator Savickas bas...has my respect
totally. He and I just might bappen to disagree on the
philosophy of this, but I would urge you to think about it
and possibly think about voting Noa
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB EEUCE)

A1l right, Senatcr Elooan.
SENATOR ELCGH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and fellow Senators. This bill

is a tax increase. I want you to know that, and, Semnator
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Savickas, as the only Republican whc suppcrted your till in
committee, I'm still with you on this. I telieve with the
amendments that bhave been offered that this does offer an
opportunity to those of us who have urban schocl districts to
perhaps assist them in a way that we®ve Leen unable to
before; and some of the prior speakers have spoken, Lut the
thrust of their cosments is more against the lottery, and I
don?t think that that®s...that's the issue right now. The
issue is what is toc be done with the proceeds, and the issue
is to provide some funding for our schools because in the
last few years since 1've been in this Bcdy, when we go back
to our districts our constituents say, wasn®'t the lottery
money supposed to be earmarked for the schocls? Now we have
an opportunity to put a portion of those dollars into the
Conmon School Fund; therefore, 1 se€ee no reascn why we can’t
all support this. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

All right. Channels 2 and 5 have...scught permission to
film the proceedings and the Associated Fress has sought
leave to shoot still photographs. 1Is there leave? Leave is
granted. All right, I have Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Thank you, M#r. Fresident and members ¢f the Senate. I
rise to support House Bill 1563, After listening to several
of the speakers speak to the issue as it relates to education
but they are...don't want to take this particular route. But
there have been several proposals batted around this Chamber
and the Capitol for the last...the last few weeks. Do you
want to vote to extend the surtax on the income? That's an
eguitable way of doing it, but, no, you don't want tc do
that. Do jou want to increase the property tax? Ycu don*t
want to do that. This is a perfect vehicle fcr every school
district across the State of Illinois. Thke money will gc to

the districts in an equitable fashion; if you tuy the lottery
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tickets, you get more money, but don*t worry akout the dis-
tributive formula in the School Aid Ccde because we know
wvhere the bulk of the money comes fron. Lon*t worry akout
the poor people that may happen tc play the lcttery because
they want to. I seen you take the dollars out of the Agri-
culture Premium Fund for every little county fair across this
State, every 1little thing that goes cp, Lut where do the
money come from? You visit the race tracks in and arcund the
City of Chicago and you see where it comes frog, but when we
ask for some of that momey back, no, this is cur money. So,
ve're giving you an cpportumity in this kill +tc keep your
money for your children. Now what is a smcre fair way of
doing it? I°'d like tc vote today for the...extension of the
surtax on income to help the schools throughout the State of
Illinois. Every school in the State of Illincis is in dire
need of...of financial assistance. If the schocls outside the
City of Chicago had a finamce authority like se have in the
City of Chicago demanding that they have a balanced Ludget,
over sixty percent of those schools sculd oot be able to
open. You know it, so let's quit playing gasmes with the
school children in the State of Illinois. This is a good way
to do it. Every district has an cpportunity to keep the
dollars for their kids, and if you're sincere about edu-
cation, you®ll vote Yes onm this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERBRUCE)

Senator Geo-Karise.
SENATOR GEG~-KARIS:

Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen cf the Senate, 1
think this debate has gone om long encugh, except we have to
keep in mind that those of us whoever voted for a 1lottery
bill, as Senator Grotberg and I did when we were first in the
House, we did for the one that went...that put the proceeds
in education, and I think it's high time that we help edu-

cation with this type of a bill with the amendment on it
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which does give twenty-five cents per *icket tc education. I
might remind everyone here that I dcn't know hcw the rest of
you feel but I®*ms not about to vcte for any iocrease or an
extension of...of inccme tax; apd I also would like tc¢ remind
the school districts, we all have to tightem ocur belts, we
all have to get rid of some of our saste and we all have to
do the best we can with what we have, but se are giving you
an additional asount of...money and I think this is the best
way to do it. Those who want to play have toc gay, but on the
other hand, it's painless. It's worse...it's...it's npot as
bad, rather, as real estate tax raises and what have you.
So, I'm certainly in favor of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

All right, so I can bring you up to date and kbncw when
you will be speaking, the following Semators now have Leen
added:; Senators Etheredge, Netsch, Watson, Eerman, Collins
and Coffey, and Vadalabene. Senator Vadalakene, for what pur-
pose do you arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, after that list, I move the previcus question.
PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

All right. Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

#ill the sponsor yield?
PBRESIDING OFFICER: {SEXATOR EBUCE)

Indicates be will yield. Senator Savickas. Senator
Savickas, there's a question fros Senator Ftheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator Savickas, as I understand the till as it...as it
has been amended, there are some rather sigmificant costs of
administration that would be...that would go along with this
prograne Some of those costs as...as I understand it, sould
be borne by the lottery because they would...they're the ones

that would have to...determine where each and every one of
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these tickets vwere sold, and some of that turden would be
borne by the educational service regions. ISs...is that...or
first of all, my question is that analysis correct; and then,
secondly, could you give me scme idea as to what that expense
is going...going to be? And thirdly, where that money would
come from? Rould it come out of the twenty-five cents addi-
tional charge or would it come out of the...the current bud-
gets for those various cffices?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCER BBRUCE)

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I think, Senator Etheredge, that you're succumking tc
what Sepator Jones alluded to to scare tactics. We all know
at the present time that the lottery board can, by counties,
determine hovw much sales are on lottery tickets, by ccunties.
Now 1in many of these educational service regions, there's
anywhere from two to ten, twenty counties in them. All they
do is...one nan can sit down and say, well, here's ten coun-
ties, add them up and put it out. I don®t know where the
great administrative problem is in detersining this. 1It
probably takes somecne twenty minutes to locok at the 1list.
The distribution by the...sufperintendent of the educational
region knows how many children are in each district, he konous
how much money he gets, I'm sure it would take bhis clerk or
his secretary or...grade ten acccuntant or whatever he may
have on the staff about another half hour tec say, well, this
money goes here, this money goes there. I...1 thought that
part of that problem was resolved when they consclidated
those school districts out in those service regioms. You
know, this is a...a very easily adesinistered surcharge. It
is one that was structured this way so that it sould...we can
answer all those guestions very simply, how pany children do
you have? This is how asuch money you will get. We talked

about putting the ©soney into a school fund, and we didn't
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want to do that because that would them upset apd call -for
certain complicated formulas, it would te awashed, then the
money would be taken out of general revenue and the schools
would remain the samea This goes directly ty head count,
by..-.to the enrollment that®s out in the districts, bcw nuch
money is purchased out in those areas and it*s distributed.
I think by one of the simplest formulas there is, tenr chil-
dren, ten dollars, a dollar per child.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Etheredge, had you concluded? 21l right, Senator
Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, MNr. Fresident. 1 dare say that if we took a
secret ballot among the members of the Semate today on this
bill it would receive few votes, if amny, on the merits of the
bill itself. I don*t think anyone who is akcut to vote for
it and, obviously, a very substantial nuekter are atout to
vote for it, including myself ipcidepntally, 1 don®*t think
very many would think it was on the pmerits a very good idea.
We are left with a problem. The prchlem is that between the
Chief Executive and the Legislative Eranch, we are unwilling
or unable, this year, to come up with encugh money %to assure
that our schools, in our case in Chicago, will open or in the
case of schools elsewbere in the State will nct be severely
cut back, and that is indeed a seriocus grobler. I am SOIry
that we are not willing to face up tc that guestion in any
other form but we are not. The only thing that I think has
got to be said and said over and over again is that if this
becomes anything more than a temporary bridge to what I
expect next year will be a major redoing of our entire school
finance system, then we are indeed in very serious troutle.
Not omnly is it, 1 think, not morally right to rely on the
lottery as a major source of funding for puklic education,

but it does not even make good fiscal sense. 1The lcttery is
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volatile. MNaybe the twenty-five percent surcharge will not
reduce it substantially. We won't know that until wve try,
but even if it does not, *he lottery is volatile. It has
already leveled down in the last three to four weeks from its
high of a few sonths ago. That could...that drop could con-
tinae, it could get worse, it could go up, we siomply do not
know. It is a form of...it is gambling, it*s not a form of
gambling, it is gambling, and that is a very unpredictable
sort of thing. We are foolish if we continue to turn to a
device like the lottery to bhail us out of the kinds of deci-
sions that we are elected to make. To get us through to next
year, perhaps it is our only device now, but if we let it go
on beyond next year as a substitute for making decisicns that
are our decisions to make, then shamre on us.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

Senator Eerman.
SENATCR EBERMAN:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. There is no guestion in anybody's mind that when the
lottery was passed we pmade certain coppitments that...even
though it wasn't earmarked, that it...the money was going +to
gao for education. Let me give you a specific example and the
bind that we all find ourselves in and why this is the best
out for the bind that we are in. The increased reveoues fronm
the lottery this year...I'm sorry, tor next year as opposed
to this year is estimated at approximately thirty-three per-
cent increase in the lcttery. Under the Governor's bLudget,
which we may be able to massage a little bit, tut essentially
the Governcr's budget allocated an increase for schools cf
only two percent. Thirty-three percent increase in lottery
funding, two percent increase for schools. That is not fair.
Now our answer to our constituents is, well, we've got prob-
lems, I can't cut mental health, I don't want tc cut correc-

tionS...
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Excuse me, Senator Berman. May +we have some order,
please. We have several staff conferences going on. If we
can clear the aisles and take our conferences off the Floor,
we can proceed im an orderly fashion. Senator Eerman.
SENATOE EEBMAN:

«sel can't cut public health, I can®t cut mental health,
I don*'t want to cut correctioms, et cetera, €t cetera, and
that's the bind...legitimate bind that we all find ourselves
in. Here is a legitimate out because vhat we are saying is,
let the promises that we made when we passed the lottery Lill
come about through this back-door approcach. %€ need these
monies that the lottery is generating to what...to the extent
of thirty-three percent increase for cther needed State
services, sobeit, but let our promises be partially kept by
saying that this 1is another way to keep that prosise that
lottery money should go to education. 1It*'s the out that you,
as elected officials, should take tc¢ partially keep the prom-
ises that we made. I urge an Aye vGte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)

Further discussiocn? Senator Collins.

END OF REEL
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REEL #5

SENATOB COLLINS:

Yes, thank ycu, Mr. President and mesbers of the Senate.
I did not intend to speak on the issue, but I wculd just like
to echo what Senator Netsch has said. What she said made
good sense and that is basically my feelings. This most cer-—
tainly is not the way that I would 1like tc <see education
being funded but it is one of the last cgtioms that we have.
And...unfortunately,we cannot afford to allow the schools to
be closed in the City of Chicago or any cther place in this
State due to a lack of funds. I heard someope indicate that
this was a way to make up for what we did ip terms of not
allowing the monies to go to education as whem we scld the
lottery to the public that we said the poney would be used
for. I think that is a deception. It is morally wrong, and
it is legally wrong. It is a sad commentary to go back to
the people that you told that you were going tc provide the
lottery nompey for...for education, and say, ocw we will give
the money to education if we can imfpose another charge on you
to raise the tickets. <That is unfair and I*d...I =want the
record to show that that 1is not why 1°m voting for this
legislation. I'm voting for it because it gfprcvides another
option to assure funding of the schools, and 1 will ke pro-
posing two other options myself.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

For what purpose does Senator Gec—-Karis arise?
SENATOR GEGC~KABEIS:

For the purpose of personal privilege to Senator Margaret
Smith will take cver, flease.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Smith, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR SMITH:
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Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I'm pleased to present +to this august Body some
visitors up in the gallery. Yesterday, Senator Donakue and
myself were privileged to attend Murray Ccllege whbere the
Illinois State Girls are...are in ccnference there tbis week
and today they are wvisiting our Capitol. They have the
president and their director and some of the girls here, and
I*'d 1like for them to stand and let us agpgreciate their pres-
ence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Will the girls...from Girl's State please rise and be
recognized by the Senate. Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, H8r. Eresident and meambers of the Sepate. I
have a question of the sponscr.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOGR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Coffey.
SENATOB COFFEY:

You know, I understand why this proposal is before us
today because the funding of education, and 1 agree that edu-
cation needs...additional dollars, but why is the money going
to be distributed on the basis of where the tickets sere scld
or where the money came from ¥hen we don*t do that with other
funds that are available to us for education?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB ERUCE)

Senator Savickase
SENATCR SAVICKAS:

Well, partly because I drew the bill wup and partly
because we felt that we had to address a wmajor proktles in
Chicago and Cook County. Not only Chicagc tut many of our
school districts in Ccok County are suffering a financial
losse And because out of Ccok seventy-seven end a half per—
cent of the lottery sales come right out of Cook, and I

thought I*d be remiss if I didn®t try to...sclve our problens



Page 112 - June 21, 1984

locally and using a formula that woculd help dovwastate and
outside of Cook County in the process. with tbis formula,
outside of Cook County there will be over sixty...or akout
sixty million dollars at today's sales level that will be
distributed to the 1local school districts. Sixty million
dollars that they are not getting nowe. S0, you're right,
this formula is a 1little different, just like many of the
pieces of legislation that we pass are different when it
comes to Chicago or Cook County. So, in concept, it's no
differént than the acticns we take here every day for what-
evVeEr reasons.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BBRUCE)

Senator Coffey.
SENATCE COFFEY:

Well, before asking the gquestion, I was intending to
sponsor the legislation, but if it's the...if...if it*s gcing
to be the wishes of this Body now, on this occasion, to make
a decision that we®re going to start funding im this case
because the schocls in the City of Chicago have some fipan-
cial problenms, that we're going to attempt to deal with it in
a fashion that puts the money back where it camse frcs, waybe
that ought to be done in some other areas too. 1I've Leen one
before that haven®t...I have not taken that pcsition to say
the money should come from necessarily the areas in where the
money 1is raised. If that happened in cur school districts
novw there would be some schools that wouldn*t receive apy
funding. And we have some pocr areas of this State that has
to have help in...in funding of their education because they
don*t have the tax base that some of the rest of uUs...do.
So, you know, that...to me, maybe the vote should be a No
vote on this om the basis of...of the arqument that we ought
to put it back where it came from. Maybe I'11 just change ny
vote on this issue.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERBRUCE)
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Senator LeAngelis.
SENATOR LCLeANGELIS:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. I wculd like tc have an
affirmation of legislative intent on the part cf the sponsor,
so I would wish that he would respond tc my guestion, if he
would so choose.

PRESIDING CFFICERE: (SENATCR BEUCE)

Senator DeAmgelis, you wish toc ansvwer...ask your ques-
tion?

SENATOR LeBANGELIS:

Well, I...I want to know if he®ll accept my guesticn?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

¥ell, he won?t know what it is...whether to accept it
until you ask it, Senator.

SENATOR LCeANGELIS:

Okay.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATCB ERUCE)

All right.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

It 1is the intent of this legislaticn to distrikute the
monies among the educational service reqgion based on the
average daily attendance within that region, by school, with-
out any conditions of weighting or any other conditions that
are used to ascertain attendance other than average daily
attendance?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE). *

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Senator, as I*'ve stated in the last few days, the intent
of this legislation was to distribute the monies Ly the known
enrollment, by the known enrocllment. The heads are counted
and then the superintendent certifies to the amount of bodies
that are im the school district and the money to be distrik-

uted by known enrollesent.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator CeAngelis.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No...attached. Koown enrollment, no strings attached.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

All right. Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOB DeANGELIS:

Well, that doesn®t answer my guestion, but that is not
wvhat the amendment states either. It says, %As determined by
the State Board of Education.® Now the State Board of Edu-
cation has some different ways of doing this. And you
expressed in debate that it was head count, and all I'm ask-
ing is for the affirmation. This...l happen tc ke frcm Ccok
County, you have a superintendent of schocls there by the
name of Mr. Martwick, who I have some respect for but I also
know that im an area as large as this with as much money
lcoming in, I don't want any games played with that =mcney if
I, in fact, am going toc vote for this bill. And all I'm ask-
ing you to answer, is it going to be dcne as the amendpent
states by the State Board of Education except that they use
the formula of average daily attendapce with rc weiqhbting or
any other conditions beside that? <That®s all 1 want to know.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, obviously, whatever answer I give isp®t acceptalble.
He asked for my intent on the legislation; the intent of the
legislation, for the record again is that the monies be dis-
tributed by known enrollment, by the known head count, no
strings attached, no weighted factors. I don?®t know how else
to answer it, that is the intent of the way this kill was
drafted. If it is in error, we will rectify it or try to
rectify it. I don't think it's in error, I...issuing ny

intent.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATQGB ERUCE)

Senator LCeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Why, I think it*s Senator Savickas' intention not to
describe the legislative intent in the mapper in
which...didn't want tc respond to the legislative intent in
the way 1 asked the question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEBUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Eock.
SENATOR EOCK:

Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Question of the sponsor if he?ll yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EBUCE)

Indicates he will yield, Senator Rock.
SENATOR EOCK:

Senator Savickas, what is...assuming sales at the current
level, what is the estimated yield of this tax?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR EERUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

The estimated yield at today®s revenue #culd... wculd be
tvo hundred and ten million dollars at the current...at the
current level...at the current rate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Bock.

SENATOR KROCK:

And of the two hundred and ten millicn, my guestion
directly is, how wmuch will the <Chicago Ecard of Edu-
cation...how puch are they estimated to receive?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:
The best I can answer, probably between e€eighty to ninety

million. There would be approximately a hundred an
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eighty-seven, a hundred and eighty—eight =willion im that
area, in Cock County. BAnd...a hundred and sixty...I's sorry,
162.8. S0, when we talk about head count enrollment, it's
about fifty-fifty with suburbam Cook <Ccunty compared to
Chicago. So, I imagine it would be a close sglit.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator EBocka.
SENATOR EOCK:

Well, 1 obviously rise in sugpcrt of House Bill 1563 as
amended and would point out to my coclleagues, particularly on
the other side of the aisle, who represent farts of Cook
County that this truly is something they cught to be affirma-
tive about and I urge an Aye vote.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR EEUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Savickas may close.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and meabers of the Senate, we've dis-
cussed morals, righteousness of using the lottery system for
education, we've discussed the hidden vote, if...if se should
vote for it, if we shouldn't. I agree withSemator Netsch and
Senator €ollins and many of the Senators that spoke that said
they were concerned with this concept. EBut the problem is,
there 1is no other viable option, nokody wants to gc on the
line and say this is the way it should be done, we must raise
this tax or we must implement this tax or we must have this
progran. It*s true this isn*'t the perfect...prerfect fors of
funding education. We must look for a permarent, fiscally
sound financial plan that will give our education systen
upstate and downstate a permanent funding solution. Nobody
has come ufp with that. Nobody has gone out on the hook. If
there are problems with this bill and there are concerns
about +the intent and how it*s distributed iy head count or

weighted enrocllment, I am sure that the Governcr with his pen
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can amend that bill and brimg it down to what the intent of
this legislator®s wish was. There is nc sericus prcblem on
adpministration. There is no serious problem on collection.
There 1is no serious problem cp distributicn, cnly thcse that
wish to make it a serious problem in their ocwn zind and =say
that we do not wish to do anything for education this year,
we want to wait till next year apnd maybe find a total solu-
tion. That's a lot of baloney and you and I kpow that. That
our schools, the day that they do nct open, whether it's in
Chicago or in downstate 1Illincis, the day they don*t
open...September, the day there's not epough funds to keep
them open, you and I will be here, you and I will te here
trying to press each cther to get a temporary tax soclution to
solve it temporarily and keep it going temporarily. If this
is the wrong concept, let us them sit down and find the right
concept, let's use this as the vehicle tc force cur Governor,
our Legislature to sit down and find a permanent solution to
what 1is a serious problem here im Illincis and that®*s our
education system. Let's ask ocur Legislature and our Governor
to take a chance on education and support the lottery Lill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EBRUCE)

Senator Savickas, had you concluded? The questicn is, cm
the passage of House Bill 1563. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those oppesed vote Nay. The voting is open. Eave all voted
who wish? Have all voted whc wish? ‘Take the reccrd. On
that question, the Ayes are 43, the Nays are 14, pone voting
Present. House Bill 1563 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Berman, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR BEESAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident, on a point of persomal privi-
lege. In the back cf the Chamber we have with us today the
superintendent of the 1largest school district in the

Citye..in the State cf Illinois, Loctor Ruth Lcve of the City
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of Chicago.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Dr. Love, we're certainly happy to have you with us on
the Senate today...Floor today. %e are back on page 7 of
your Calendar, House Bill 2560, Sepator Netsch. 2560. 2574,
is there...yeahb, all right, why dop?t yoUa..

SECEETARY:
House Eill 2574.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PEESIDENT:
Senatcr Bruce.
SENATCB EFUCE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and menbers of the Senate. This
bill works and helps those school districts in the State of
Illinois that have had a closing because of tte State Fire
Marshal or scme schcol cfficial deterpining that buildings in
their school district are inadequate for the children and
their safety and they cannot attend classes in those build-
ings any 1longer. For those of you whe were here in 1973,
Senator Harris Fawell and I introduced CcEposing pieces of
legislation to start the Schocl Construction Bond Act. Amd
because of a fluke of fate, the majority was with the Repub-
lican Party, and because of that, =my bill stayed in his
committee and his bill came ocut of the EFducation Ccopittee.
But 1've worked closely with this prograp since then. We
authorized the issuance of bonds for twc purgcses. One, for
newvw construction, and also for those school districts
that...who had already issued bonds gricr to the epmactment of
the School Construction Bond Act, we allowed tkem to bhave an
interest subsidy so that we would pay off their bonds through
interest and principal payments. &Ke didn*tkncw at that tinme
in 1973 exactly how many school districts would be involved

in the initial ccnstruction and bow many sculd need assis-
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tance ipn their...in the interest and principal payments on
prior issued bonds. ®e now find that we have exhausted the
money in the school construction kond portion of that but
money still resides in the interest payment portion of that
legislation. What this wmoney is here is to take the remain-
ing amount c¢f poney that is in that, seven...nine wmillion
dollars, and allow school districts whc are cperating under
epergency conditions to utilize that and we put it in the
school construction part of it and allos thes access to it.
The money has already keen authorized, it is already there.
It iS...it was intended for interest payments, now this will
be utilized for actual constructicn. 1'd ask focr your favor-
able vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Sepnator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very ruch, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Sepate. I'®m going to support this legislation, Sena-
tor Bruce, supported it in committee. But I want the Body to
know that I'm concerned about the ©precedence that we're
setting here. These buildings are buildings that bave been
condemned by the regional superintendent and they need to
be...put back in proper order. But what «ccncerns nme, I
think, is this may tend to be an encouragerent to some schcol
buildingSe..some school buildings...to allow them to...to go
out of condition with the help of getting =scnme assistanﬁe
someplace else. It's necessary for the schocl districts that
are involved here and 1 support that concept, kut it%s a con-
cern that I have, I think it*s one this General Assembly
needs to worry akout.

PRESIDERT:

Further discussion? Any further discussiaon? 1f @oot,

the...question is, <shall House Eill 2574 pass. Those in

favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vecte Nay. The
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voting is open. A1l voted who wish? Have all voted wsho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. Gn that
question, there are 4S5 Ayes, 7 Nays, 2 voting Fresent. House
Bill 2574 having received the required comstitutional major—
ity is declared passed. 2578, Senator Berman. On the Crder
of House Bills 3rd FReading is Bouse Eill Z578. FRead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECBRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 2578.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the Lill.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Eerman.
SENATCR BEERMAN:

Thank you, Hr. Eresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill deals with two situations involving what
is called the family exclusion provision im ycur avutomobile
insurance policies. In most policies sritten in Illinocis
there's a provision that excludes ccverage when the person
that®s injured in the car when the car is driven by a merber
of the family, you cannot sue betueen the gpersom that was
injured and that driver who is a member of the family, it's
called a family exclusion. Because of the passage a cougle
of years ago of the Contribution Statute aand cosparative
negligence as espoucsed by the Illincis Supreme Court, we find
ourselves in a situation that when you bhave an automobile
insurance policy in fcrce and you’re a passenger or your wife
is a passenger or a member of your fawmily is a passenger, and
you get involved in, for example, am intersection accident
and the passenger which is a member of your family sues the
other driver of the car, and the other driver has a counter-
claim against you, as the driver of the car, kecause of coa-
parative negligence yocur policy will nct affcrd you either

the defense or payment of the degree of respcnsibility that
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you have in...in that accident. Alsc, that precludes many
times the right of the injured persom to get...to Le £fully
conpensated. This bill eliminates the family exclusion inp
that limited situgtion. We debated it at great length in the
Insurance Copmittee. We've...what it does is tC...tc correct
vhat many of us feel is abn...inequity where ycCu...you have
bought insurance coverage and them all c¢f a sudden you find
that you didn't have it because of the small print imvolving
the family exclusicn. I solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Keats. If there is nc discus—
sion, the guestion is, shall House Eill 2578 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vcte Bay. The voting
is open. All voted who wish? Have all vcted who wish? BHave
all voted who wish? 7Take the record. Gn that gquestion,
there are SV BAyes, 1 Nay, none voting Present. House Eill
2578 having received the required ccnstituticpal majority is
declared passed. 2598, Sepator Lechosicz. Senator
Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

eeethank you, Mr. Eresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I ask leave to bring this bill back for a corrective
amendment, have some intervening business, then move on to
3rd reading.

PEESIDENT:

You've heard the request. Is leave granted? Leave is
graanted. On the Order of House Eillé 3rd Reading is House
Bill 2598. Senator Lechowicz seeks leave of the PBody to
return that bill to the Crder of 2nd Reading for purgoses of
an amendment. Is leave granted? Lleave is granted. Cn the
Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, Bouse Eill 2598. Mr.
Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Apendment No. 4 offered by Senator Lechowicz.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator lLechcwicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank ycu, Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Apendment No. U4 clarifies and exgands the wvord
®hedge"...it means taking position in the futures market
which is opposite and approximately equal to the one held in
the cash market. This is an item that was pmissed in Apend-
ment No. 1. This clarifies that portion of the bill and I
move for its adogticn.

PRESIDENT:

Senator lLechowicz2 moves the adopticn of Apend-
ment...Anendaent No. 4 to House Eill 2598. Any discussicn?
If not, all in favor indicate by saying Aaye. A1l cpposed.
The Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Further apend-
ments?

SECRETAEY:

No further agendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 2600, Senator Bernman. 2605, Senator
Maitland. 2622, Senator Berman. 2658, Senator Carrcll.
Senator Lechowicz, are you going to handle that for Senator
Carroll? Bottos of [page 9. 211 right. Cp the Crder of
House Bills 3rd Reading, the bottom of page 9, is House Bill
26584 Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

House Eill 2658.

{(Secretary reads title af bill)

3rd reading of the Lkill.
PEESIDENT:

Senator lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, M#r. Fresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. Basically 2658 gives the director of Finan-
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cial...Financial Institutions the ability ¢tc insgect the
vehicles served by anmktulatory currency exchbamnges at bhis
discretion. Based wupon the cost factor, rescves the manda-~
tory once a year inspection and it gives the director the
discretion as to when and how and hcw often he wishes to
cause the inspection of these vehicles. That was the purfpose
of 2658. I have...know of noc cbjections on this bill and 1I
bring it for your consideration.

PRESIDENT:

The dquestion is, shall House Bill 2658 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed ®ill vcte Nay. The
voting is open. 411 voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the reccrd. Cn that
question, there are 56 Ayes, no Nays, none voting EFresent.
House Bill 2658 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Back on the kottom of page 7,
on the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 2598.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEEIARY:
House Bill 2598.
{Secretary reads title of Ltill)
3rd reading of the Fill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator lLechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. EPresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House. House Bill 259€, the purpose of this bLkill is to
authorize the Illinois Housing Development Authority to make
loans for the acquisition and construction, rehabilitation or
improvement of housing related corsercial facilities. Any
comnmercial facility which are funded pursuant to this legis-
lation are reguired to be in close proximity...of the housing
developments for which they are associated. 1This bill is not

intended to be a vehicle for commercial developers to obtain
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favorable financing for commercial projects shich are unre-
lated to the housing development. The till is intended to
promote joint development of commercial and residential hous-
ing projects. This would permit tbe authority to finance
self-subsidizing projects in which a...population within a
project that the commercial revenues genepated ty a project
will subsidize 1low and wmoderate income recsidents of the
project. 1IHDA has used mixed use concepts on a limited basis
in the past and we Abelieve zore creative use of
self-subsidization will stimulate the housing developrment.
This is a bill that has bad an awful lot of consideration.
It's been amended, it's brought into comnsideration the...the
respective requests of Sepator Netsch, Jchns and others as
far as the ipportance of energy utilization within the con-
cept. And I would hcpe that...if there are any gquesticns,
I*'d be more than happy to answer them. It's a good bill,
deserves your suppcrt.
PBESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Netscha.
SENATOR BETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Eresidemt. I rise in support of House
Bill 2598. It has been the subject of a long period cf pego-
tiation primarily among the legal assistance grougs
and...eicuse pe...and others who represent the people who are
intended to be the beneficiaries of most IELA housing which
is those in low and moderate income levels. It is certainly
true and I would not in any way, shape or form want tc repre-
sent that a pumber of the concerns that the legal assistance
people and others raised have been fully answered here; that
is, it...the bill, in fact, is a ccmfpromise. But it dces,
for the first time, try out a concept that we?re a little bit
nervous about but I think probably has to be given an oppor-
tunity to be tried and that is, as Senatcr Lechowicz indi-

cated, the use of commercial facilities tc help subsidize the
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low and wmoderate units because there is no longer any very
realistic Federal subsidy available. It gay or may nct wcrk,
it may put IHDA intoc a category of housing that is quite too
much far apart froe the low and moderate income people for
whon it is intended to serve, but it*s worth a try because we
don't really bhave any other ball game in town, as our
favorate expression goes these days. The one cther thing I
would like to point out is that it does, for the first time,
make in statutory form a strong commitsent on the part of
IHDA to energy efficient housing. That is a recognitig¢n that
the cost of utilities is so high these days that it's some-
thing that sust become a factor in the overall determination
of what is affordable housing for the intended beneficiaries
of IHDA, that is an extremely impcrtant comzitment and 1
think that alone makes the bill worth supporting in addition
to its other experimental prcevisions.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Delngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, thank you, ¥r. Fresident. I want to apologize to
the sponsor because I did not object when he asked to recall
the bill and then put an amendment cn it. I thcught we did
have a recall list we're going to be on, but like I say...
PBESIDENT:

We dO...we do...¥e do have a recall list.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

eeeSenator Lechowicz, I want to vote for this kill but
I'm a little concerned with this amendment, I've just seen it
right now, that we just passed on atout three and a balf min-
utes ago. Would you fplease explain that azendgent again?
PRESIDENT:

Senator lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHGWICZ:

1'd be more than happy to. Basically what they've done
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is that the investments by the authority in financial future
contracts, options and cother similar instrumesmts shall be for
the sole purpose of performing hedges in order to reduce the
risk associated with...fluctuations and interest rates or
market price of investments made by the authcrity. Hedges
means taking a position in the futures market which is oppo-
site and approximately equal to the one beld in the cash
market. What they did, there was a question whether the
authority should go into the futures oparket. Everybody
agrees a fuotures market...they have no reason for going into
futures, period. This definitiom severely restricts the
authority as far as exactly how they can protect the fluctu-
ations between the interest rates, and that®s the definitiocn
of hedges, that was the purpose of the amendment. As to the
amendment that was requested by the cther side of tbhe
Rotunda, im order to...and it wvas also discussed in the
Executive Committee, I thought it was Apmendment No. 1a The
definition of hedges was pot included in Numker 1. Avendoent
No. 4 clarifies, tightens it up, and provides a safequard
that was sought by both the authority and also the people
Witheaa.with the staff people on both sides of the aisle.
PRESIDENT:

Senator DeAngelise.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, are you saying that in order to assure a certain
rate of interest on a certain constructicn or ktuilding
project which is to be made in the future, that they will, in
fact, invest monies to hedge so as to protect the interest
rate on that particular commercial...or develoreent?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR IECHOWICZ:
It gives them the pernission with the agproval of the

board and I think, and you kncw Mr. Van Meter much better
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than I do, as the chairman of...that authority, he is
very...a very frugal individual who wants tc ensure that the
protection for IHDA is in its best possible shape. It was
under their direction...the authority's direction with the
full approval of the ©board that this type cf language was
generated and put intoc the bill.
PHESIDENT:

Senator DeAnrgelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

d#ell, I...I appreciate that...the use of the word "hedge"
but hedges also have considerable risk. 1Is there any type of
limitation on this at all? 1Is it only designed on any future
commitment they?ve made for a particular project or cam they
do this is totality with all their uconies that are available?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR ILECHCRICZ:

So, it would have to be approved by the bcard cn a
project-by-project basis.
PBRESIDENT:

Any further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Lechowicz, you wish tc close?

SENATOR IECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
House...Senate. I think 2598 makes clear IHLA?s ability to
do multi-and family loan-to-loan prograss, variable demand
note financings, taxakbtle as well as tax exemgt financing,
mortgage passing progranms and various insured debts issued.
Basically what Senator Netsch pointed out ta you is quite
true. Under the present Federal administration, Section 8
financing does not exist, 202 finmancing is wvery «critical,
very difficult to accomplish. Under...the proposal under
2598, it's exactly what the Federal Government recomasended to

Congress and this State of Illinois is making a commitment of
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trying ccesmercial development tied in with bousing.
Hopefully, this concept mnot only will be adopted in I1llinois
but it will be adopted nationally because it's an...an area
that really has a very good chance of fulfillment of two
ipportant, critical agendas, housing and enplcyment. If 7you
have the commercial aspect, and the strig shcpping center or
a commercially viable plan tied ip with housing, they
comnplement one another. 2And it is for tbis furpose IHDA is
seeking this type of 1legislation, granting them with the
approval of the authority +to go in and cffer this type of
financing available to projects in Illinois. 1 think it®*s a
good concept. I'm sure with the safeguards that are grovided
in 2598 we won't have any difficulty in [fromoting Loth
commercial development and housing development in Illincis.
And I think this bill merits your support.

PBESIDENT:

The question is, shall House Bill 2598 rfpasse. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opfposed w®ill vote Nay. 1The
voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? 7Take the reccrd. On that
question, there are 52 Ayes, 1 Nay, 1 voting Fresent. House
Bill 2598 having received the required comstitutional major-
ity is declared passed. Top of page 10, on the Order of
House Bills 3rd EBeading, 2666, Senator Blcom. 2678, Senator
Savickas. On the Order of House Bills 3rd GEeading, top of
page 10, is House Bill 2678. BRead the kill, Mr. Secretary.
SECEETARY:

House Eill 2678.

{Secretary begins reading title of Ekill)
PRESIDENI:

A1l right, hold it...hold it...hcld it. Take it out of
the record. Thank you. 2692, Senator Bigney. On the Order
of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Eill 2692. ©Eead the

bill, Mr. Secretarye.
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SECEETAEY:
House Eill 26€92.
(Secretary reads title of Ebill)
3rd reading of the Ltill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Eigney.
SENATOB BIGNEY:

Mr. President, this is a land conveyance Ltill. Started
out as one to convey approxisately three-tenths of an acre of
land in the community of Oregon, Illinois tc a church located
there. In additicen +to that, you may recall yesterday, we
added two asendpents onto that bill, one to add about five
acres to a cemetery association in Ken@all Ccunty and obe at
the request of Sepator Joyce to lease a dam in Kankakee to
the city £or power purposes. All of these transfers have
been reviewed by the Department of Conservation and do have
their approval.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? 1If pot, the
guestion is, shall House Bill 2692 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Kay. The vcting is oapen.
All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. Opn that gquestion, there are 56
Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 2692 having
received the regquired constituticnal wmajcrity is declared
passed. 2706, Senator Joyce. Okay. 271Q, Senator Savickas.
On the Order of HBouse Bills 3rd Beading, the piddle of page
10, is House Bill 2710, ©FEead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECBRETARY:

House EBill 2710.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, this I understand is a...adb annuval thing that we do.
It's the...validating appropriations and tax levy ordinances
for Cook County and the Cook County Forest Preserve [LCistrict
to validate the appropriations and tai levy crdinances for
1982. I would appreciate the favorable sugport.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there amy discussicn? If pot, the
question is, shall House Bill 2710 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. 1The voting is ogen.
All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that guesticn, there are 54
Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 2710 baving
received the required constituticnal majority is declared
passed. 2714, Senatcr Smith., 2732, Senatcr lemke. Oon the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Eill 273Z. Head
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Eill 2732.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDENT:
Senator lenke€.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is it amends the <Civic Center Act,
sets up the «civic centers in DuFage County, Sterling, Elgin,
Orland Park, Centre East, Schaunburg, Quad~-city,
Collinsville, Pekin and amends the existing Statutes for
Springfield, FKockford, Aurora, Peoria, Decatur, Danville,
Waukegan—Will, Blocmington, Illincis-Michigan, Nt.
Vernon—Herrin amd Cuincy. It also raises the tond authority,
it also changes the name of the Mt. Vermon Civic Center to
the Jeffersonm County. I think it's a good bill.I ask for its

adoption.
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PEESIDENT:

Apny discussion? Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMMER:

Senator Walsh wants to know uhethef the BHBiver Forest
Civic Center is in this one.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

That was...that was a big arqument we had, ¥e toock it out
of that and we only put the Mt. Vernon in.
PRESIDENT:

Furthere...Sepatcr Scmmera
SENATOR SOMMER:

Senator Lemke, are there any that are nct in here? T[oes
any town in the State like to get ore? 1 don't think we want
one in...in my home town, but are there any more going to be
on? And, secondarily, this kind of let®s the cat out of the
bag. We increased the bonding authority in this one to pay
for the HMt. Vernon project and some ¢f these others.
ThiS..-this money apparently comes from, what, the Agricul-
tural Fremium Fund?

PBESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I think fifty percent of it comes from Sepator Becker’s
and my district, Hawthorne and Sportsman.
PRESIDENT:

Senator SGBDETL.

SENATOR SOMMER:

¥ell, if the money to pay the bcnds ccmes the Agricul-
tural Premium Fund,that money from the 2gricultural Premiun
Fund is transferable into the General Bevenue Fund, so it's
general revenue you*re spending on these things. We are very

concerned about otbher things and oow we're kuilding civic



Page 132 - June 2%, 1984

centers. There is a genuinely gcod argunment tc be @made for
civic centers in convention communities where Rockford and
Springfield and maybe Peoria and CLecatur sish...wish to
attract conventions and they've done a fairly decent jot at
that, but some of the smaller compunities, 1iS...is their
genuinely a need? I doubt it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR REATIS:

I'm trying tc read, it says the FRosemont Horizon, which
is a privately owned +thing. Jewwl...it seems to me we
cleared that wup, I'm Jjust asking before 1 vote No to know
maybe is it not as bad as it looks?

PBESIDENT:

Senator lLemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

That was a misnomer, that...that 1is not the FKosemont
Horizon, the...that is the...0'Haro...C*Eara Expo. Center
that Senator...zito put in.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Is there any further discussion?
Senator Llemke, you wculd...I beg your pardon, Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I appreciate that clarificaticm, I adpit this...that
simply makes a really wmiserable bill intc just a terribls
bill. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Senator leske may close.
SENATOR LEMKE:

This doesn't include Bosemont. I think it®s a good Fkill.
I think it's a...a theory that if +vwe are going to have
civic centers, that the authority should te granted to most
people and everybody should have a civic center if they wish.

And I ask for its adcption.
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PEESIDENT:

The question is, shall House Bill 2732z Gfpass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. A1l voted who wish? Bave all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? 1Take the record. On that
question, there are 39 Ayes, 13 Nays, Dnone vcting Fresent.
House Bill 273Z having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 2736, Sepatcr Savickas. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, the bottca cf page 10, is
House Bill 2736. Bead the bill, NMr. Secretary.

SECBETARY:
House Bill 2736.
{(Secretary reads title of Lkill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President, fellow colleagues, House Bill 2736
deals with the Chicago Eegional Port LCistrict Act. It does
four things really. One, it...removes the nrmininmun size
requirements for the Senator Daniel CLougherty Harkor and
Basin, removes the provision prohibiting the port district
from operating its warehbouses and elevators fcr more than
sixty days without seeking bids fcr private aperation. It
extends the jurisdiction of the port district as a foreigs
trade =2one license holder to...eéncompass the area in the
Chicago customs district, and changes the title of the gen-
eral manager to executive director. 1It's beep asked for and
introduced at the request of the port district authority and
I would ask your favcrakle support.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussicn? 1f not, the

gquestion is, shall House Bill 2736 pass. Those in favor will

vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. 1The voting is open.
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All voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Eave all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that questicn, there are S6
Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Bill 2736 having
received the required constituticnal mnmajority is declared
passed. 2740, Senator Lemke. On the Order of House Bills
3rd Reading, top of page 11, is House Bill Zz740. Eead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECBETAEY:

House Eill 2740.

(Secretary reads title of tkill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

This bill is a...amends the County HBome Act. The county
board may sell, dispose or lease of county homes...built
after referendum. It also sets up 8...special service area
in Senator Holmberg's district. It alsc takes care cf a
problem in Senator Philip*s district and a proltlem in Senator
Davidson's district that they amended on this. I think it's
a good bill. I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussiop? If not, the
guestion is, shall House Bill 2740 pass. 7Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. 1Tbe vcting is ofen.
A1l voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Eave all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that questicn, there are 54
Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Eill 2740 having
received the required constituticnal majcrity is declared
passed. 2787, Senator Vadalabene. T[oes this nake it an even
dozen, Sam? On the Order of House Eills 3rd Reading is House
Bill 2787. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBETABY:

House EBill 2787.
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(Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABEKE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and memkers cf the Senate.
House Bill 2787 amended...states exactly just 1like the
Digest, it creates the State Migratory #aterfowl Stamp Fubnd
in the State Treasury and provides that all fees collected
from the sale of migratory wvaterfowl stamps skall...le depos-
ited in the fund. Also, the amendment tc¢ Ecuse Bill 2787
requires that all interest accruing from the ronies deposited
in the HWildlife and Fish Fund, the Salmon Furnd and the State
Migratory Waterfowl Stamp Fund to be depcsited in those
respective funds. And I would appreciate a favorakle vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussicn? If nct, the
question is, shall House Bill 2787 pass. 1hose in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. 1The voting is open.
A1l voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. OCn that guestion, there are S6
Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. House Fill 2787 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 2800, Senator Chew. On the Order of Eouse Bills 3rd
Beading is House Bill 2800. FHead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETAEY:

House Eill 2800.

(Secretary reads title of tkill)
3rd reading of the Lilla
PRESIDENT:
Senator Chevw.
SENATCR CBE%:
Thank you, MNr. President. House Eill 2600, as we all

know, is the seat belt bill. I don®t propose tc have all of
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the ansvers to wmany of the questions that you may have.
I...know that this is a safety measure. 1%*ve heard state-
ments pertaining to government intrusion, Lut government is
intruding as long as you don't wamt them, Ltut whben they
intrude on your behalf, government is the Lest entity knoun
to mankind. #e tend to oppose anything that has any enforce-
ment powers that?s not left to us voluntarily. There are
many stacks of materials that we have frcom pecgple and orga-
nizations not only in the State of Illincis &tut throughout
the nation. I hcld in wmy hand an official count of the
states that have recently introduced this same 1legislation.
This does not include schcol busses as some c¢f you have so
actively acclaimed. This is for automobile passengers that
are passengers 1in the <front seat of that automobile. The
state of New York, according to the latest repcrt 1 have, as
of today, 1is passing a mandatory seat belt law with a fifty
dollar fine. 1In our committee hearing W€ ®€IL€e...lIS. Geo=-
Karis, I would appreciate your not lobbying against this
bill, especially while I'm talking abcut it. I understand
that you're not gecing to vote for it, but flease, for my
sake, give that privileqge to others om their cun. 1In commit-
tee hearing the Attorney General of this State was akboard not
necessarily for this bill but we gquestioned him on ancther
bill but he voluntecered to say that he was in support of the
seat belt law. We bad asked for an opinicc ascertaining
whether this was constitutional or whether it wculd ke thrown
out of court. The latest repcrt I have, and I've worked with
Senator Coffey and Mr. Bupp, is that the laws we epact is
subject to interpretation by the courts, and tc issue a prior
constitutional opinion would not be in keeping with his
office or interference with what the courts night eventually

do.
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END GOF BEEL
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REEL #6
SENATOR CHEW:

(Machine cutoff)...nobody knows whether it's constitu-
tional or otherwise, but I will assure you that every country
in PRurope, east and west, have in fact a seat belt law.
Virtually, every newspaper in the State of 1Illincis has
editorialized in faver of this law. Many of you had ques—
tions as to whether your newspaper swas supportive of 2800.
We have attempted to contact newspapers that ccver virtually
every Senate district in the State and we have some edito-
rials, ve have some support articles and those that have not
come out in favor of it are deing s¢ today, tozcrrow, Satur-
day and Sunday, maybe and Monday. There®s a kbeautiful arti-
cle in the Chicago Sun Times on Jume 17th. 1t says, "Time to
buckle up or else may be near on State roads." Now we all
have a right to cppose or approve whatever we want to, but
whatever is necessary for you to decide whether you're gqoing
to support this law or whether or pot, I bope it has come to
passe. The prediction of the lifesaving by tbe use of seat
belts is astronomical., If we fail to start a scurce of fro-
tecting our passengers on these highways, the ccst of a new
automobile will escalate from six hundred tc ome thousand
dollars because we're going tc be forced to have air bags.
Let me hasten to add that air bag is only a gartial protector
in the event of a front-end collision. I1f ycu are hit from
the rear or either side, the air bag does not play a safety
role because it does not ip fact inflate. The wearing of a
seat belt is safe, period. Whether you are impact frce right,
left, rear cr fronmt, the seat belt is a =afety measure
installed on automobiles for that purpose only. Sometimes we
look at them and decide that they are play toys c¢r maybe
something to slap the baby with. But if ycu have witnessed
some of these accidents, as I have, you'd get serious to know

that a seat belt is installed in an avtomotile for the pur-
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pose of giving the driver and passengers additicpal mpeasures
of safety. It 1is not something as a tcy. 1f it saves one
life, ladies and gentlemen, I think it®s worth it. Now we've
talked to law enforcerent in Chicagc and the State. Tbey do
not intend to harass motorists with this law and certainly we
don't intend to permit them to do it. PBut we do want to help
you save yourself. Now we're all adults here and certainly
nobody is bound by anything, but let me ask ycu to do this.
I have chaired a ccmrittee in this Senate fcr a long time,
Transportation. Everybody who has come before my cospittee I
feel have been treated as they should Lave been, and
everybody here, from time to time, I have given you my sup-
port on projects that I knew absolutely npothing abcut but
because of you, as a colleague, I have suppcrted ycur pro-
grams. 1'm asking you, as my colleagues, to support this
program. I would like for you to monitor this program in the
event we are successful, and if you find any mpisuse of police
povwers, thenm we would 1like to know about them so we can
attempt to correct them. And I would alsc like for you, in
your own way, to permit wus to know if you witness in the
future accidents that cculd have been fatal if you were mot
wearing then. I'n npot going to gc through all of the mea-
sures that I have, but I will assure ycu, ladies and
gentlemen, I have many, many, many letters, statements, news—
paper articles, foreign correspondence, everthing, you nare
it, we have it pertaining to the seat belt law. And just
think, since 1969 some countries in Furope and e€lsewhere bave
had a seat belt law. I have offered you ay plea, I have gcne
into areas that yocu may have some questicns on. If I bave
answers, I'm going to give them to you, amd if I don*t, 1
cannote. Byt I would ask you, ladies apd gentlemen, that is
my case. I stand with it. I ask your cooperaticn and let us
do something tc prevent the slaughter that's going on cur

highways in the State of Illinois. I will attempt to answer
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any questions you have, please.
PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Let me, first of all, give you a count on the speakers
and the orders that their 1lights afgpeared cn the board.
Starting with Senator Kelly, Darrcw, Coffey, Luft, Kustra,
Schaffer, Netsch, Macdonald, Philip, MNarovitz, Geo-Karis,
Schuneman and vwhoever else may light up befcre this list is
finished. Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank yOUees
PBESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The timer is on.

SENATCR RELLY:

~s«sthank you, Mr. Fresident and members <cf the Sebnate.
I've received nusercus telephone calls, like ycu, and letters
in great oppositicn to this bill. FProbakly, I%ve Leen suc-
cessful in the political arena because I usually follow the
wishes of my constituency, but this is one tise when 1 do not
intend to do this because I can clearly see the lives that we
can save by passing this legislation. 7There?s more people
killed on the highways each year than there were in the
entire Vietnam War, and I can®'t, for the life of me, under-
stand why more people are not actively trying to do scmething
about this problem. WNow, if we pass this, we can rpossibly
reduce that accident rate to maybe forty or fifty gercent,
which would be a monumental accomplishment in sy opinion. I
would Jjust probably ask ycu +today tc Lte a nmore of a
statesperson than looking at the political implications, and
I am very proud to support Senator Chew.

PHESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOE SAVICKAS)
Senator Larrcw.
SENATOE LCAFEOW:
Thank you, Mr. President. I was in the Transportation

Committee when this bill was considered and the nucker of
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problems developed at that time. And let me start by saying,
1 voted for this legislation ip committee, and after I got
home, I found out that that was nct what ©ny constituents
desired, aprd so after further study and listening to my con-
stituents, I*ve changed my mind on the bill and I want to
point out a couple cf problems. First of all, you’re resgcn-
sible for the people in the front seat cf that car. If the
driver is driving and you have a passenger and the passenger
does not have a seat belt on, who gets the ticket, the ofper-
ator or the motor vehicle? So you will get a ticket for
that. Secondly, haw are you going to determine whether you
have seat belt on? The question came up and initially it was
stated that +the [folice would not give you a ticket for nct
having a seat belt upnless it was incidental to anocther
arreste. That, however, was not in the legislation, it is
not...they are nct bound by that, and if we comsidered Sena-
tor Jones' legislation about guotas, we all know that police
departments have to £ill quotas. W®bhat's the easiest way o
fill a quota? Pick someone up for not having a seat Lelt
on, pure harassment. Well, if we lcock at whc wculd be for
this and who would be against it, if you
are...philosophically ccnservative, you will nct want govern-
ment intruding intc the private 1lives of ipdividuals. If
you're philosophically 1liberal, you will be cprosed to this
bill. The ACLU has taking a stand against it. But who would
be for this? 1*11 tell you, GM, Chrysler have 1lokkied on
this issue. They don't want to go to air bags, and yet, Sena-—
tor Chew speaks to us and he says air Lkags are not the ansser
and they're not. You will not only have tc have air bags,
but you will alsc have a seat belt rule that says you have to
have your seat belt and it has to be on. Now if the GM and
Chrysler are really interested and really concerned, all they
have to do is go back to the old type bumpers they used to

have. Some of you pay remember thez with the springs, a good
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bumper will prevent a lot of damage, but they don't even give
us a bumper. I tell you, let’s not intrude. Iet's nct have
government intruding into the 1lives of cur constituents.
Let*s keep government off our backs, off our constituents!?
backs. Let*s not allow them to ke wrapped ufp in more govern-
ment regulation. I solicit a No vote. Thank you.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Coffey.
SENATCR CQFFEY:

Thank you, ¥r. Fresident and members of the Senate. May
29th, we had a hearing in Transportation Conpittee and oy
good friend and my chairman cf that coamittee, Senator Chew,
so ably chairs that committee, but at that time, after testi-
mony in that committee and requesting of the Attorney Gen-
eral, wuhich was present at...at that time, of his opinion
whether he felt in his opinion that this particular piece of
legislation would be constitutional on the tasis that a few
short months ago that the bhelmet law sas found by
this...United States Supreme Court to ke unconstitutional,
and that request was made and the Attorney General hisself
said that he +would...before this bill acved off of 3rd
reading that he would have that ofinion. We did send a
letter wpaking that...request to the Attcrmney General on June
the 11th; only yesterday we asked the Attormey General if
that opinion...or bhis office if that opiniop had ccme about
and he said either today or tomorrow, but as ¢f right now we
have not received that. And we®re about to say that we have
to pass a mandatory seat belt because we're going to be
forced to have air bags, and we are going tc...if we address
this problem here in Illinois, it lcoks to me that we®'ll be
the first State of the fifty states to have a mandatory seat
belt law. I think we have plenty of time to address this
problem. I think the constitutionality of this thipg is in

question. I think we ocught to oppose it on the basis that,
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you know, e can say, if we want to, that we®re trying tc
save lives, but maybe we could bam automotiles and ban alco-
hol and all these other things that maybe we could do to save
lives. But there’s scme things that we have to dc¢ for cur-
selves. We passed the restraint 1legislaticon here a few
months ago and...saying we have to protect our children
because they can't do or think for theirselves, but 1 think
we are saying in this legislation that the citizens of cur
district and of this State is not responsikle enough to —nake
a decision based upon the facts given to thenm whether it, in
fact, is to their best interest to have that seat belt fas-
tened. I'm not against...the wuse of scat kelts, Ltut I anm
against the mandatory seat belt legislaticm which means a lot
of things, that se®re going to deprive thex of their rights,
we're going to be harassing them. There's gcing to ke a lot
of question whether the seat belts sas fastened and our con-
stituency, at least in my district, is very such opfgosed to
this...in this legislation at this time. If e think that
they...because of one state passing this bill, that they're
not going tc put air bags in the automobiles ip Illincis and
they are going to put air bags in the cther forty-nine
states, we're certainly mistaken. The other =states haven’t
taken a move, we can leave this bill right where it is and we
have ancther...we come back is in January, Fekuary and
address this issue. So let's vote No on a bill that®s taking
the rights avay from the people of this State.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR SAVICKAS)

Senator Euzbee.
SENATGCR EUZEEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. A point of personal privilege.
I just wanted to introduced to the Sepate today, in tbe south
gallery, %e have a distinguished visitor, Eruce Farley is
here with us and I just wanted tOeee

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Will Representative Bruce Farley stand up and ke recog-
nized. Obviously, he has some interest in soze 1legislation.
Senator luft.

SENATOR IUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1I'd like tc Lkegin by saying I
do use my seat belt. I use it all the tise, Lkut I am in
strong opposition to this bill. And I only rise because
there may be a few of us rare birds or a few rare birds
around here that bhave yet to make their minds up on this.
But I would like for you, if you were not in «conmnmittes, to
listen very carefully. If I «remember correctly, the
gentleman representing the State police said they would not
enforce this if it was passed. So we would be passing some-
thing that no one would enforce, e€xcegt, he said, if they
picked you up for speeding or scme other majcr offense, and
then they would give you a secondary ticket which would prokt-
ably be plea bargained away at a later date. Thirdly, I
asked the man, since the legislation calls fcr the driver and
the other person in the front seat to be Ltuckled up, if I was
pulled over as the driver, my passenger was nct buckled, who
would you give the ticket +to and they didn*t knovw. But
there's also...somne problems I think with this Ltill that
could really...and I'm not a lawyer, that could really reek
with some major possible legal problems. This Ltill says that
if anyone is sixteen years or younger or over six years old,
the driver is definitley responsible. It =says "sball" ©GLe
responsible for having them buckled up. Bypcthetically, 1 am
sitting at a stop sign, I have a fifteem year child in my
car, a drunk comes down the road a bhundred wmiles an hour,
crashes into wmy car killing that child, swho is respecnsitkle,
the drunk or me, for not having him buckled up? <There are so
many major problems wsith this bill that I cam*t honest to God
even believe...considering it, and what is really more ironic

is just Tuesday, of this week, if you 1rtead the paper or
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listened to the radio stations, the...Bmerican Nedical Asso-
ciation has gone on record to ask Congress for a mandatory
air bag bill because all the surveys, now remember this is
just Tuesday, all the surveys they have taken shous that no
matter what bill you pass, the people are not going t¢ buckle
upe So, you know as well as I do, that I think if you did a
psychoclogical profile on the pecgle c¢f tke State of
thise..Illinois, if you tell them they have tc do scmething,
they'’re are not going tc do it. Eut if ycu have air Lags
that cost a few bundred dollars extra, 1'm sure that they
would spend the money to save their lives. 1 would really,
seriously urqge and I hope, for those of you that haven®'t pade
up your mind, that you'll really vote thing this down big.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTEA:

Thank you, Mr. FEresident and members of the Senate. I
sponsored...cospcnsored last year the child restraint 1law,
and I felt strongly that for those c¢f cur citizems who
veren't capable of making a decision...a decision themselves
on whether they wanted to use a...a seat belt, we perhaps
should do that for them. I recognized the prcktlem with that
law. I realized that 1it, too, cculd be unenforceable, as
this one could be upenforceakble; but today, I*m confronted
with a bill which deals with adults, those of us who can make
up for our own minds bhow safe we want to ke in an autcmobile.
It's for that reason that I stand ur and agree sith just
about everything that Senator Luft just <said, but also to
point out to you, based on some research I*'ve done, I really
don®t think that this issue has been precented to us in the
black versus white fashion that has been delivered by too
many people who have come to us to ask us to support it. And
there they are right over there. The...the...yeah, that'’s

right, I'm on a roll...and what I mean by that is that it
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seens as though we're confronted with a decision you have to
go with mandatory seat belt law ¢r you're gcing to wind ugp
with an air bag. And I'm not so sure I buy that righkt npow.
First of all, I think we have to talk a little kit alout the
art of buckling up. &hat is it? #What's the problem akout
buckling up? ®hy is it people don't use then? 1 wish 1
could say I used them as often as Senatcr Luft does, but I
guess I'm one of those people that nses tkem on the long
trips and too often on the short trips, you say, well, it's a
short trig, I*11 forget it and hope ncothing is gcing to
happen to me, and we all know that that's shen zost accidents
OCCUr. So, the probles then is to devise a system that will
require people to wear them on the short trigs. There is an
alternative, you don*®t have to go with an air bag to do that.
There is an alternative and it is in use right now apd it's
called a passive restraint system or an automatic seat belt.
It's installed in VWs at this time. As a matier of fact, as
to the effectiveness of that passive restraint systen,
the...Insurance Institute for Highuay Safety says,
"Volkswagon Rabbits equipped with automatic seat belts bhave a
fourteen percent lower overall insurance claim frequency for
occupant injuries than comparable hatbits equipped with wan-
ual belt systems.® 1It's automatic. You get into the car,
the thing 1is...is hooked to the dcor and as you close the
door you're automatically strapped in your car. It*s less
expensive than the air bag. I would venture to say, and,
Senator Chew, you camn correct me if I'm wrong, a hundred and
fifty toa..to two hundred dollars is what it sculd add to the
cost of the vehicle. So the guestion is, why isn't this on
the debate. Why isn?’t this somewhere on the agenda? 1'11
tell you why it®s not on the agenda. It's nct on the agenda
because automobile manufacturers don't want teo add a dime,
not one dime to the cost of the uwmit. That®*s swhere 1 guess I

just have to seriously disagree with every astomobile manu-
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facturer in this country anyway that®s takem that position.
I got intc a car the other day that talked to me. It...the
guy comes across the...the 1loud sbeake:, he says, "Your
washer f1luid is low, your headlights are on, ycur electrical
system is malfunctioning." If they can bLuild a «car that
talks to me, then by God they can build a car that puts a
passive restraint system in there. There seems to be a 1ot
of confusion in #ashington right ncw as to why we don't have
a passive restrainot system required. W®here?s the Secretary
of Transportation on this? W®hy don®t se have sosme strong
statement from her? Well, again, let me refer you to the
Insurance Institute for Highway Safety.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICERAS)

SenatOCe..
SENATOR KUSTEA:

I'll...I'12 conclude gquickly. ®"Dole issues and other
notice seeking data op automatic restraints., ©On May 14th, in
the supplemental notice to the Federal Fegister, Secretary
Dole asked for wnmore information on the autcmatic restraint
system." I think it's time we send Secretary UDUcle our
thoughts on air bags, on wmandatory seat belts and on the
passive restraint systez. I think we've bLeen hoodwinked,
ladies and gentlemen, I think we've Lkeen duged. I think
ve've been led to believe that this is an either or situation
and I don't believe right now that it is. I Lelieve we can
take the heat off of ourselves and our constituents om this
issue by...by sending...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator,...your time bas rum out...let hia finish.
SENATOR KUSTEA:

«seby sending a message tc Washington that there is an
alternative. I prepared a resclution, and the resolutica
Sidplyeaee

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Oh, Senator, your time bas rup out; now, 1let's call it
halt to it. Our neit speaker is Senmator Schaffer. Senator
Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFEEB:

lewa
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yeah...you know, the debate is not qgoing tc change one
vote. If you don't kncw how you're going tc vcte on this Lty
now, you never will, but everybody wants toc say their piece
but 1let's at least move the previous guestion so we cut it
off somewhere.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Previous question has been moved...those in favor indi-
cate by saying Aye. Those opposed. For the record, those
that are on the board before the question was poved are Sepna-
tor Macdonald, Senator Marovitz, Serator Ceg-~Karis, Senator
Schuneman, Senator Davidson, Senator lechcwicz, Senator
Philip, Senator Bock and Senator Netsch to close in place of
Senator Chew. Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, Senator Kustra, wmy car doesn't talk to me but my
constituents do, and...let me tell you, if there®s one issue
that they made clear to me and I...mean through personal con-
tact and through a public opinioer pcll, this is it. 1The
people of this State don't want the heavy hand of governoent
on their tacks with this bill. I*m just finishing a poll in
my district and through the use of conputers we're able
to...filter out Republican, Democrat, independent, 1liberal,
moderate, conservative and the interesting thking o¢r this
question, and...this 1is the gquestion was ezactly on this
bill, is that's the one question that every segment agreed.

It didn*'t wmatter whether ©you were a literal, a moderate,
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Democrat or Republican, they swere all against it three to
one. The people of the bill...the State dc not want this
bill. I don't think it's going to pass, I sure hope nota I
don*t kpnow why a Democrat wants to let the Beagan Administra-
tion off the hook, I would think you would ke sitting over
there gleefully laughing at Ronnie Feagan forcing air Lags
and seat belts and stuff on people, because it flys in the
face of everything he supposedly bkelieves in amd I think he
does believe in it. And I can®t imagipne whky a Bepublican
would vote for it, but occasionally around here we do the
right thing for the wrong reason. My concern is we might do
the wrong thing for the wrorg reason. ¥e night pass this
bill because we think somehow it's going to sav€...ourselves
from air bags. W®ell, that's gqoofy. If, io fact, W®Hashiogton
wants to do something stupid, let Washington do scmething
stupid, let®s not us do something stupid tc take them off of
the book. Let's do what's right, let*s kill this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDCNALD:

Thank you, M#r. Speaker. Much has been said by the pre-
vious speakers. I have no interest im what the automobile...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator Macdonald, you aren®t in the House now.
The Chair is addressed as the President.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

eeel'd SOCCYeeobut I...I have no interest in what the
manufacturers of this country want or don't want., My inter-—
est is in saving lives, and I think that the <ctatistics are
irrefutable. I think that since the enactment of the Child
Passenger Safety Act in 1983, Illincis has seen a sixty-three
percent reduction in infant death and child car deaths. B®hen
we look at cther countries, many of which I bave traveled in,

there's a study by the Swedish car manufacturer, Volva, and
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that indicated that twenty-eigh* thcusand accidents in Sweden
iReaain 79 with no fatalities occurring and involved...that
involved...safety belt users until crash =speeds of sixty
miles an hour or greater were attained. 1In Ontario, Canada,
they have a safety belt law and they have had it since 1976,
a review of deaths and injuries ip the first sii oonths
revealed a seventeen percent decrease in deaths and a fif-
teen...percent decrease in injuries. I think that there is
no doubt that this bill will do the sape thbing that our
infant restraint hiils did, and as «cpe whc has bhad many
friends and members of my family who have Leen killed in
automobile accidents, I abp very much interested in seeing
that this belt...that this bill is passed and it is for
saving 1lives, not for any manufacturers of automokiles in
this countrye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MARGVITIZ:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident, I've...a couple gquestions of
the sponsor, if he®ll yield. I'm not sure I can locate hiso.
He'Seas
PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOE MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Charlie. Could...and if tbis bhas been cov-
ered, please excuse ne. Could somekody Le stopped just
because they did not have their seat belt om; in other words,
could that be the sole reason for somekody teing stopped
and...and cited?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKAS)
Senator Chev.
SEHATOR CHEN:
Senator, lawv enforcement can stcp a motorist for amything

they can dream of...just a mnoment now, let me answer the
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question my way. Just...just...just be cccl uantil you get
your answer; if you don't like it, that’s differenmt. It°'s
the kind of answer I want to give; jyou'd like tc not bear it,
then don?t ask the guestion. But let me tell you this, when
you say can they stop you? 1You kncw very well, not cnly are
you a lawyer but you're brilliant. You know very well law
enforcement can halt an automobile anytiwe it wants to amd it
does not 1really have to have a cause. So the answer to it,
yes, they can stop you. But your real gquesticn is, are they
permitted to give a citation for not complying with the law?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB SAVICKAS)
Senator Marovita.

SENATOE MARQVITZ:

Second question. If they are stopped for ancther viola-
tion, and the passenger in the car is not wearing a seat
belt, can the driver of that vehicle be given a «citation if
the passenger is not wearing a seat belt?

PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR SAVICERAS)

Senator Chew.

SENATGR CHE®W:

No, sir. <That citation would go toc the passenger who has
not complied with the law.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOB MAROVITIZ:

Can you tell me where in the bill it says tbat? Can you
tell wme where in the bill it says that?
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chev.

SENATCR CHEW:

It does not say that but it is a violaticn cf a law by an
individual, Senator. It does not hold the driver respon-
sible; for instance, if you are operating am automobile, that:

means you are the operator. If you?re mct corplying, you can
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be given a citation. It's just like the jaywalking law. If
there are three people walking and two will use a...a walkway
against the traffic 1light, whcever violates the law sculd be
subject to the...the citation.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz, your time is runming out.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, Jeaeleeel keg to differ with the you, I'm not cer-
tain, I don't know that amybody is certain that you are cor-
rect that the driver is not capable of being given a citation
for a passenger not wearing his seat belt, and I seriously
doubt whether the passenger would get a citaticn wunder that
sitvation. Thate..l understand that...that issue came up in
committee and that the answer was unresolved and nokody vwas
able to give a definitive answer, and as a attcrmey, I really
don't think that you're...you're accurate. I...I'm not saying
that you...you're giving any false information, %cause 1
don't think anybody really knows, I think that*s a question
that 1is nebulous at this point and really shculd be cleared
up in the legislation ty amendment c¢r however.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis. That was a stategent, Senator, not a
question. Senator Gec-Karis.
SENATOR GEG-KARIS:

Mr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
cannot understand how that bill ever got ocut of Rules.
Number one...let me you give three examples akcut your famous
seat belts. I had a client who was stragpped in a seat belt
in a big Lincoln, her grandson was driving the car, they were
sideswipeda Thanks to that seat belt, she had her
pelvis...broken in five places and was uncanscious for tso
weeks., Now, let me give yon another ezxample, therets a
gentleman right here in this House, and I'm not going to men-

tion his name, who was...he's a lokbyist, as matter cf fact,
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he was in an automobile which had a defective gas taank, it
exploded, he was burned three-quarters of his body. He him-
self told me if he had the seat belt or he wculd have Leen
burned to death. I have a letter here in my pcssession and 1
shall read to you. "Dear Rep, for safety reasons I don®t want
to be forced to wear seat belts. WMy grandscn, Nathan, wculd
have been crushed to death if he had been se€aring a seat
belt. It 1is...it 1is a trap device that condeans you. My
sister-in-law, a nurse, in Orlando, Florida says you cannot
imagine the number of injuries caused ky seat belts. She
works in the emergemcy room, she hates seat kelts, she seces
what damages they do. Let the lawmakers take care of child
abusers and let us protect ourselves in our cars. Sincerely,
Ellis E. Harder from East Pecoria, Illinois.® Let =ne pcint
out something to you, ladies and gentlemes. I voted for the
seat belt situation...rather, the little...car seate..for the
youngsters. But I «certainly feel that we're invading
OUleaoth€a...0ur grcun-up privacy as cone c¢f the...one of
the...private...pricr speakers saide ®hy do 1 have to be
told to wear my seat belt? So I stop, I'm driving alope as a
woman in the car and stopped at a stop sign; some policegan
looks at me and says, you haven't got your =seat Lelt <cn
therefore I am giving you a ticket, and I'm gcing to be made
a criminal, because I have tc pay a twenty-five dollar fine.
Are we going to rake our comstituents crisipals? I don't
want to do that. What about the fact that the helmets bhave
been declared unconstitutional for...the...mctorcycle driv-
ers? I still think we're in the saze boat here. And when you
talk about surveys, let me tell you, one of the representa-
tives of one of the big motor companies came tc me and admit-
ted to me that the reason they're for this bill is they dont't
want to be bothered with air bags and they tcld me they're
expensive. HWell, let me tell ycu scmethirng else, they can

tailor those costs. They want to make it scund sc bad so



Fage 154 - June 21, 1984

that we will buy their...their...buy their pporridge, soc to
saYe Now, 1let me say something else, ladies and gentleren,
when they put their high-priced lobbyist bere and get the
bills like these out and then...influence the gublic and say,
oh, these are good bills to save you, I dcn't want then
saving me, I want Gecd to save me and my gcod comnscience
and...and my good sense, and I think se're going too far; and
I can imagine for the women, how zany swomen can be stop who
are driving alone by some police officer that bhave nothing
else to do but just to see what they®re like and tben say,
ha, you're arrested. Ladies and gentlemen, you haven't se€n
the surveys to the contrary. The surveys, they say, mayke
these aren't the...best thing for us. I dc believe the air
bags are better and I say, let®s kill this till because it
sure isn®*t a bill that I can go back and be prcud of ¢to =y
constituents.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAR:

Thank you, Mr. President. The progpcnents of this bill
seen to be strangely silent, I'm not sure where all the sup-
port is coming frog. I don*t hear much out of them. I'n
sure we will in a few minutes. I think if we fpass this bill,
the people of Illincis are really gcing tc te wmad, really
mad. The only think I think will make them any madder, is if
the Federal Congress is stupid encugh to pass legislation
mandating air bags. I think that will really get the atten-
tion of the people of Illincis.e A lot cf good...a lot of
good points have been made on this bill; I, for one, believe
in seat belts. I happen to think that statistically it®s the
right thing for me tc do. I went out and bought seat Lbelts
before Balph Nader forced me to do it, but I*:s not atocut to
force everybody else to believe the way I do and to fine then

if they don®*t agree with my own thinking cn it. There's one
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other point that hasn®'t been made on this bill. There's kind
of a cute little feature on page 2, Sectiocm C, all the propo-
nents are telling us how negligent we swould be if we fail to
buckle ug, but there's a provision in here that says, "Fail-
ure to wear a seat...a seat safety belt in viclation of this
law shall not be considered evidence of negligence and shall
not 1limit the right to recover or diminish any recovery for
damages arising out of the ownership, maintenance or oper-
ation of a @motor vehicle.®™ The trial lawyers don't want to
have that in there. Interesting, that they wapt to nmake us
buckle wup and tell wus how negligent we'd ke if we didn*t
buckle up, but it's not evidence of neglient if you fail to
do it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSCN:

Hell, this is one of the [propgnents you were asking
about, Senator. Now, you®'ve all talked aktcut a 1lot of
reasons. 1 remember very well last year when 1 was kind of a
lone voice in the wildermess in relaticn to the child
restraint bill, was corrected in the errors cf my wayse. The
statistics that's been proving to you by law enforcement in
relation to the reduction of percestages of fatalities in
children under six got to give you scome attention to what it
would be for adults. Now, a couple of previous speakers
talked about someone would have died if they had their safety
belt on. Let*s talk about those whc would ke alive...ke
alive if they had a safety belt on. Now you mpay not agree
with this statement, but if it hadn't been for a safety Lelt
wvhich I had on, I wouldn't bave the cpportunity to be here on
the Floor of this Senate, because ir 1958 when I was hit in a
very freak head-on accident...and you ought tc try this on
for size, meet a wrecker towing a pickup truck and it breaks

loose, and you have a truck ccming down a highway at you
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head-on with npo driver in it, you'll think you've met your
Maker. I'm alive because that safety belt kept my Jjugular
arteries from being cut. And if any of youv doukbt it, come
over here and you can 1look at the =scars. Now quit
pussyfooting around and try tc do <something for the
people...you're always...always talking akcut se got to Ffro-
tect the people from thenmselves. Every ope of you who has
spoke in opposition to this bill so far bas...us€d that
cliche on the Floor of this Senate in the twelve years I've
been here. Now, start putting your strength where your mouth
was when you used that cliche and vote for this bill and
give those seven bundred and fifty pecple per year whose
lives is estimated it will be saved an cpportunity to be
alive. Then, if ycu vote No, the next perscn wbo flys out of
the car and dies because he didn't have his safety Lkelt on,
that®s your conscience to take the grave with you. I vote
Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator lLechowicz.
SENATOR LECHCWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. My questions are probably similar to some of those
that have been raised but pot in the sase contents. 1
believe that this bill and the spcnscr is trying in bhis own
way to promote safety withip Illinois, especially safety on
the highways. But in all reality, who is this bill really
benefiting? It*s benefiting twc primary major industries inp
this country. One, naturally, it's to benefit the automobile
manufacturing industry because it prevents ther...where they
don®t have to comply with the Federal law and the guidelines
in reference to having randatory air bags in new autcmobiles
or maybe even a passive restraint system, which is really a
state of the art now and not probably as costly as the air

bags are. But it does help the automobile manufacturers if
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this bill would become law nationally. ¥%bat they®'re trying
to do is «create public pressure, state Lty state, and g¢ to
Congress and state that they really don't peed this type of
mandatory legislation because the states have a mandatory
seat belt law, but in reality, that doesn?t wash. It would
have to be done naticnally, a naticpnal...cr bty a act of Con-
gress or Federal law. This piecemeal approach will not do
the job, nor will the...automobile mabnufacturers pass along
the savings to the consumers who we're trying to protect. In
1981, Clarence Darrow is absolutely correct, ttey had a five
mile an bhour bumper safety law. That was changed the followu-
ing year to two and half miles. If you have a...a 1984 auto-
mobile and you're involved in an collision at three miles an
hour, you have an extensive amount c¢f damage cn your car. It
saved the manufacturers approximately seventy-eight dcllars
per vebicle, but it is...cost the consusers, cn the just a
little bit of a hit, ap additional four to five hundred
dollars to have their automobiles repaired. Is that fair?
Is that justice? Has the automobile pmanufacturing conmga-
nies...did they experience a sizeable prcfit last year? &as
that profit returned in scomewhat in reduction cf the price of
automobile? No. They passed along the prcfits to the execu-
tives and naturally to the stcckbolders shich they're
entitled to. But I personally believe this till is
ill-conceived. My gquestion to the spomscr, if you are
involved in an automobile accident, and if this...bill comes
into law in the State of Illinois, as the driver of that
automobile and you were not wearing a seat belt at the time,
could you be held as coptributing...or contributory neglience
in your insurance policy when it cores down to a settlesent
on the claim since you were not wearing your tkelt, they could
change as far as the amount...that is cwed tc you stating
that you contributed in the neglience in that type of an

accident? These are very serious questions thbat are gcing
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affect each and every one of the consumers in Illinois. And,
yes, the goal of the bill is laudable, but unfcrtunately, in
my personal opinion, I'm going to be voting ko, because you
can®t do it on a piece-by-piece approach, it has to Le done
nationally and the gquestions as far as the savings to the
consumers should revert back to the consumers, whether it's
from the automobile manufacturing aspect or the insurance
aspect. And that's why I®m vecting No at this time c¢n 2800.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Fhilip.

SENATOBR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. You know, occasionally we should try to use sobde
common sense and judgment and look at some of the facts, and
we've all received the facts through the mail and on our
desks, and if you look at a study dome by the Alliance of
American Insurers, that in 1982 in the Illincis some seventy-
five people were killed in autcmobiles f[ferforming their
job...their daily Jjobs. This cost Illinois employers some
tvelve million docllars. The National Safety Ccuncil cays in
Illinois that if we would enact mandatory safety belts, we
could save three to four hundred lives and maybe that's an
exaggeration. If we could save fifty lives, in my judgment,
would be a step in the right direction. I didn*t get
motivated on this issue till this morping, quite frankly. 1
had Elizabeth Dole call me about a week agc and I told her I
was going to wote No, but this mcrning about seven o'clack
after I had showered and shaved and was getting ready to coame
down here to the Capitcl, I had the booktube or and bhad an
opportunity to watch a member of the Gemeral Assestly fron
New York State, a Democrat, telling us the virtues of wmanda-
tory seat belts and how it was gcing tc pass the New York
General Assembly, I think today, and they were going to be

the first state, if 1 remember correctly. Then they had the
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opposition, cne of my dear, closest personal friends, Ralph
Nader. Now this is obviously an American institution, a great
American hero and Ralph Nader says that he®s against seat
belts. Now he has been pimping for seat belts £for eighteen
years, but all of a sudder, lightning is striking and he
suggests to the American public that if we don't get seat
belts that that nasty, nasty Beagan Administration is going
to stick us with bags. Well, ladies and gentlesen, if 1I've
got wmy choice between belting up or bagging down, I'm for
belting up.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator FKocka
SENATOR BOCK:

Well, I don*t care for Ralph Nader much e€ither but that's
not wmaking up my @mind. I think, frankly, ladies and
gentlemen, I rise in support of House Eill 2600, and I sup-
pose as with any piece of legislaticn there are real reascns
and there are also gcod reasons. The real reascn, oktviously,
is safety. Re've had cars in this country sith seat belts
for years and, frankly, I've now bad wmy third teenager go
through drivers education and they are mcrie conscientious
about the use of seat belts than scme of us who didn*t bhave
the benefit of driver education. Apd a gcod reason, frankly,
is the hope at least, that when states like I1linois and New
York and the major industrial states pass a rnandatory seat
belt bill that perbaps the Federal Government will come to
their senses and not reqguire air bags, which, ion fact, will
cost the <consumer somewhere between nine hundied and eleven
hundred dollars per automobile. Withcut any assurance, they
really work. So we're going to save dollars but, more
importantly, we?’re going to save lives. It*s something that
we ought to do and let the country know that ®e're serious.
I urge an Aye vote on House Eill 2800.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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And in closing, we have Senator Netsch in place of Sena-
tor Chew. Senator Netsch.
SENATGHR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. As a hygphepnated cosponsor,
Senator Chew has grandly allowed me tc rencve myself from the
regular list and make my comments in closing. 1There 1is one
particular Fpoint that I want to make because there were sone
questions raised and some confusion I think €ven at the tinme
of the committee hearing, that has to do wsith Suksection C cn
page 2, the section that talks about evidence of negligence
and liability and sc forth. I think it should be mpade vwvery
clear that that section is intended to say that we, the Gen-
eral Assembly, are not attempting to dictate the legal conse-
quences of wearing or not wearing seat belts cnce a mandatory
seat belt bill is passed. What we are saying is that that
issue will be decided by the courts as it has Leen up to this
point and it is not our intention tc dictate the result. The
tvo points I would like to make very briefly, cne relates to
the civil liberties aspect, if you will, cf a mandatory seat
belt law. I like to think of myself, because all of you say
so all of the tipe, that I am the resident civil 1liktertarian
in the 1Illinois Senate. 1 bave noc proktlezs at all with a
bill that requires mandatory use of seat belts. It seems to
me that there are lots of circumstances where government does
indeed intrude on our individual lives when there is a gcod
reason, and let me just mention a couple. W€ regquire chil-
dren to be inoculated against all sorts of things. Cccasion-
ally, we require adults to be incculated against typhus or
typhoid if there is bad water or scmething of that scrt. Now,
you may say tha: is not to protect jou...or tc force you to
protect yourself, that 1is to protect the rest of society.
Maybe that is so, I will accept that, but it is also a forced
protection of yourself. We passed the child restraint 1law

last time. Some of you may say, well, that’s not the sane
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thing because those are just kids and they don*t know any
better and government has a right to tell them what tc do.
Perhaps so but it is still in the same general category.
What about, we tell hunters they pust wear crange jackets.
I can't think of any wmore independent groufp in the whole wide
world than those who go out into the forests and fields to
hunt deer or whatever. And you can*t say that if they are
shot that it is an epidemic that is being passed on to the
next person. We tell them to wear cramge jackets to protect
thenselves. There are lots of ways in which we intrude, but
the point is that we intrude when there is a reason, a public
health reason. This 1is a wajor public health issue. Re
intrude because the consequences of the thousands of people,
not the cnes who are killed so much, alas, they don't cost us
much more after they go. It is the thousands of people who
are injured and whose afflictions then are passed on to their
families, to all of us in society, that is the gublic health
issue. I didn't need the automobile manufacturers tc tell me
to support a mandatory seat belt law. This has nothing to do
for most of us with whether there will or will nc¢t ke air
bags. The person who is most influential with me and the
circumstance is the Behabilitation Institute of Chicago and

Doctor Henry Betts... (Machine cutoff).

END OF BEEL
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REEL #7

SENATGCR NETSCH:

My office happens tc be across the street from the HBeha-
bilitation Institute. Every day 1 look cut ry window there
and see the people who have been nmaimed Ly the automobile
accidents in which they +were involved. That is the most
persuasive argument that exists. It is a major public health
issue, and I urge you tc vote Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall House Bill 2800 gfgass. Those in
favor will vcte Aye. Those opposed vote Fay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? 1Take the
recorde On that guestion,...Senator Chew, for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATQOR CHEW:

I'd like to postpcne consideration om it.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chew asks leave to place House Eill 2800 on the
Order of Postponed Consideration. Is leave granted? Leave
is granted. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Eeading, House
Bill 2805, Senatcr Welch, FKead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECBETAEY:

House Eill 2805.

{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Welckh.
SENATICR WELCH:
Thank you, Mr. President. This bill will do three things.

Number one, what it dces is amend the BERetailers Occupation
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TaXx Act to...permit the Department of Revenue to use as evi-
dence in legal proceedings the <conputer priotouts of the
department's records pertaining tc corrected returns or the
determination of a tax due from the taxpayer. 1wo acendments
were added to the original bill. Number one is to clarify...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)
Senator Welch.

SENATCR WELCH:

-eeAmendment No. 1 will clarify that the 1legal guardian
of a minor child is held to the sare standard as a parent
when acting on bebalf of the child. This is...done to ccomply
with a Revenue Code ruling and clarify the rules that apply
to the situation. 1The second amendment is cne that is sug~
ported by the administration and the Taxpayer Federation, and
that...I've been...I've been asked to read a...2 statement
into the record of legislative intent op that bill. And let
me say this as to that garticular anendment, "Ihe anmendment
is intended to codify the Department of Bevenue regulaticn
now in force regarding qualificatiop for the 1rolling stock
exemption from the sales taxes. Current rules and practice
upheld in court cases such as Burlington Northern Failroad
versus Department c¢f Bevenue state that the acvement of the
contents being shipped in rolling stock, not the movement of
the for-hirer carrier itself, is what gualifies the carrier
for the rolling stock exemption. This includes the lessors of
these vehicle for hire. This amendment will clarify current
practice and guide Department of Eevenue rule gaking so ag to
prevent costlyblitigaticn on this isswve. 1'd ke bappy to try
to answer questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall...if the question is, shall...shall House
Bill 2805 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote

Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all



Page 164 - June 21, 1984

voted who wish? Senator &elch, were you at the game
laste..o0h, have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn
that gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are 1, nome voting
Present. House Bill 2805 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Fage 12, 2810,
Senator Jeremiah Jocyce. Okay. Page 12...tof of page 12, on
the Order of 3rd Reading is House Bill 2810. Mr. Secretary,
read the bill.
SECERETARY:

House Eill 2810.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the till.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and oembers ocf the Senate.
House Bill 2810 as amended reinstitutes the changes which we
made last year with respect to legal notices and publication
of...thereof. It reinstitutes the requirement that notices
be published in a newspaper published closest tc the people
affected, and it also reinstitutes the requirement that a
notice must appear in all editicns published on that day
rather than allowing the notices to be fpubliched in a small
edition reaching only a few of the feople affected. I ask
for your support of this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Senatcr SoBBETI.
SENATOR SCMMER:

Senator Joyce, vwould you explain the acendments on the
bill, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYICE:

Last year, in a matter of about five seconds, vwe
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dramatically changed the law <ith respect tc publication of
legal notices in newsrapers. We are...this legislatiom, this
amendment, <reinstitutes the 1law or changes the lams back to
the way it was before we, in that five seccnd leap last year,
changed it backe. What this will do is, it will restcre the
law as it was them, Senator Scomeer, that you bad to publish
in a<..you had to publish your notice in a 1lccal paper and
you had to publish it in all editions on that day rather than
permitting the publication only ip a very limited edition and
denying people the right to...excuse me, the right to bave
access to that information.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Further...further discussion? Senator Becker.
SENATOR EECKER:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate. 1
rise in support of House Bill 2810. Many of the local news-
papers in the 22nd Senatorial District have called me person-
ally to say that ir one 1little newspaper that?!s printed
whereby about two hundred peogple receive a copy of that nevs—
paper, there are approximately two hundred thcusand people in
the 22nd District. I think it's only fair that attorneys if
they're going to print any legal notices that are going to
affegt any of our constituents, that ootice shculd be printed
in every 1local newspaper in every district shere it affects
our people. So, I rise in sugport c¢f House Eill 2810.
PHRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

A1l right, further discussioa? Senator Jcres.

SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President. Hould the sponsor yield?
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Semator Jones.

SENATOR JCNES:
Yes, Senator Joyce, is there any impact on local units cof

government as far as advertising cf...of legal notices?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIC)

Senator Jeremiab Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMWIAH JOYCE:

Well, I'n note...I'm not altogether certain on that. I
don't know...don't know what the rates are. 7There could be a
slight increase. I don't know hovw...l don’t know how...I
don't how this...if the City of Chicago...if ycu're talking
about the City of Chicago, I don't know how it would affect
the City of Chicago and what their rates wculd tLe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Jones.

SENATCR JONES:

Well, if we mandate that they print in all the...all
the...all the editions of the [faper, I'm quite sure that
ite..it would be...it would cost ncre for...fcr the 1local
units of governmeat. So, I just wonder does this...does the
State Mandate's Act apply in this case?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE CEHMUZIC)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOBR JEREMIAH JOYCEs

I...I don't know whether the Mandate®s Act applies or
not, but I'm not sure that the City of Chicago iSeaale..l
think the City of Chicago might be cperating under the law as
it was prior to cur changing it, so I don?t kncw whether this
would cost the City of Chicago any additional mopies, and 1
don't whether or not their rates with the Tritupe or the...or
the Sun Times, if the bave a different rate...if they change
a different rate or if they just run that codE€eeelecala..l
think Chicago is probably operating the way it was before we
changed law.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

411 right, further discussion? Senatcr Figmey.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Question of the sponsor.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZICQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Bigney.
SENATOR BIGNEY:

Do we still bave on this...apparently it was a conmittee
amendment on consolidation of townships cn the Lkasis of ten
million dollars? Is that thing...that thicg still a part of
this till?

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Nedza indicates that he has the answer to that.
Senator Nedza.

SENATOE NEDZA:

Senator Rigney, that amendment was put on, but after amy
apendment was put on, the following asendment deleted every-
thing after the epmacting clause, so that is pc longer there.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LEMUZIQG)

Senator...further discussion? Further discus-
sion...Senator Eruce.

SENATOR EEUCE:

All right, let...let's let somecne explain then, either
Senator Nedza or scmebody, what are wee...what is this bill
presently relate to in the way of consolidatice of townships
and publication under the Truth In Taxaticm Acts? That's
what I would like to kmow, and if it’s all in Agendment
2...5ay it*s all in Amendment No. 2 and there's nothing...if
there's nothing in the bill or is <some of the bill still
left? That's my question.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR DEMU2I0)

Senator...Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

The apendment deleted everything except what is ccntained
in the asendment. All of the origimal bill is out now.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOU)

Senatcr Bruce.

SENATOR EERUCE:
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All right. Well, as I look through the amendment, if it
is only in the...if everything is in Amendment 2, I'd rise in
support of this bill. 1t solves a probles that we bhave had
in publication rights and Agendment No. Z makes this a...an
excellent bill.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

FPurther discussion? Sepnator Jeremiah Joyce may close.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JCYCE:

¥ell, I ask for a favorable roll call. I w%ill tell ycu,
Senator Bruce, if something is different than what you have
said with this bill, we will change it opn its way over on the
other side.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

All right, the question is, shall Bouse Eill 2810 passa.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Eave all vcted whc wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that ques-
tion, the Ayes are 53, the DNays are mBone, none voting
Present. House Bill 2810 having received the required cocn-
stitutional majority is declared G[passed. 2812, Senator
Philip. Page 12...top of page 12, House PBills 3rd reading is
House Bill 2812. Mr. Secretary, read the till.

SECRETAEY:
House Bill 2812.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the till.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIQ)
Senator EFhilip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, H4r. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 2812 authorize counties to requlate
bathhouses in unincorgorated areas, authcrize county use of
refunding bonds for the purpose of saterswcrks, sewer facili-

ties. Also allows them to regqulate <cable 1TV towers, et
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cetera. Be happy tao answer any gquestion. If noct, 1I%4d
appreciate a favoraktle vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Any discussion? If not, *he question is, shall House Eill
2812 pass. Those in favor vcte Aye. Thcse oppcsed vwcte Naye.
The...voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Senator
Lenke. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. O©On that question,
the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none vcting EFresent.
House Bill 2812 having received the required ccnstituticnal
majority is declared passed. 2816, Senator Egan. on the
Order of 3rd Reading is Bouse Bill Z2816. Mr. Secretary, read
the bill.

SECEETARY:

House Eill 2816.

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

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. PBack
in the late 1970"'s when we negotiated with the Office of the
Governor and several fpecple involved with the crigipal idea
of exempting manufacturing equigpment froz the sales tax, it
was certainly the intention to include the...replacement
parts for graphic arts production, but 1 sugrose less than
careful drafting of the origimnal law left it cut, and this
allows them the same exemption as other manufacturing equip-
ment, and I would ask your favorable consideration.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB CEMUZIC)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion
is, shall House Bill 2816 pass. Those in favor vcte Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is opep. HBave all voted

who wish? Have all voted whbo wish? Have all who...vcted who
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wish? Take the record. On that questicm, the Ayes are Sé,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. Hcuse Bill 2816 hav-
ing received the regquired constituticnal majority is declared
passed. 2827, Senator Egan. House bills 3rd...3rd reading
is 2827. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECRETARY:

House Eill 2827.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the Lbill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator Egane.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and members of the Senate. 1This
bill ©provides greater protection against <child atduction
between divorced or separate parents and parents who have
never married. It is a bill that I think everyone is faril-
iar with in its...in its content, it does exactly what it
says in the Digest. I*'d be happy tc answer any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATOE DEMUZIC)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If nct, the question is,
shall Hcuse Bill 2827 pass. Those in favcr vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all voted who
wish? Have all voted +who wish? Have all voted wbo wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House Bill 2827 having
received the required constitutional w®majority is declared
passed. 2832, Senator Etheredge. It*s c¢n recall. House
Bill 2853, Senator Degnan. 2856, sepator Ccffey. On the
Order of 3rd Eeading is House Bill 2856. Mr. Secretary, read
the bill.

SECRETARY:
House Bill...excus€ De€...House Eill 28%S6.
{Secretary reads title of Lkill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIO)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

. Thank you, Mr. ©President and nrembers of the Sepate.
Thise..this bill amends the Downstate Fublic Transpcrtation
Act, and the bill actually permits the Illincis Lepartment of
Transportation to reimburse the rural...rural and...and small
urban transit systems up to eighty percent of e€ligible adein-
istrative expenses which presemtly isg fifty Fercent.
Thee.othe bill brings State law into...ccnformance with Fed-
eral law which permits reimbursements up tc eighty fercent.
It was amended to add the...that the amcunt of the project
would be transferred to downstate puklic transportation
during 1985 was about nineteen million, but the actual use
was going to be 10.6, so it would allow ther tc only tramsfer
the amount neceded where it would leave availatle the other
8.5 to be used for cther purposes. 1'd ask fcr a favorakble
roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATORE LDEMUZIOQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? If not, the
gquestion is, shall House Bill 2856 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is ofen. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Byes are 55,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill 2856 hav-
ing received the required constituticnal majority is declared
passed. 2857, Sematcr Grotberg. OCn page 1Z...at the bottom
of page 12 is House Bill 2857. ®Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary,
please.

SECEETARY:

House Bill 2857.

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

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LEMUZIC)
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Senator Grotlerg.
SENATOR GROTIBERG:

Thank ycu, Mr. Eresident. This is the township kill to
which we added yesterday the same publication Act that was
passed out of here a few minutes ago and the Calendar is
essentially correct. I ask for a favorable rcll call.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall Hcuse Bill 2857 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is ofpen. Eave all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted whko wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are nome, none voting Present. House Bill 2857 having
received the «required constitutional wmajority is declared
passed. Top of page 13, 2869, Senator Schaffer. Bead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please. 2869.

SECEETARY:

House BEill 2869.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR L[ERMUZIQG)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOB SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, wel've had a little bit of a problem with
the Confidentiality Act of the Mental Healtbh Code. All this
bill does is allow the facility directcr at one of our
facilities to provide law enforcement agencies with informa-
tion to ccnfirm or deny whether a missing person is a resi-
dent. That is obviously a procblem anrd...and 1 think it's a
reasonable thing, and to give identifying information on
involuntarily admitted residents cn...on unautherized absence
to assist in their being returned tc the facility. If one
interprets the Confidentiality Act literally, you almost see

the scenario of cne of our...directcrs of cne ¢f our facili-
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ties calling up the police to tell them cne of their people
is missing and then saying, but I'm unakle tc give you the
name or description of the individual. It*s kind of a goofy
situvation. I know of no opposition. I think it's a reason-
able change and protects the rights of the mentally ill along
with the society's.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIG)

Is there any discussion? Apy discussicn? The question
is, shall House Bill Z8€9 pass. Those im favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpen. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted whbo wish?
Take the record. Co that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House EBill 2869 having
received the required cobpstituticnal majority is declared
passed. 2871, Senator Barkhausen. Mr. Secretary, House Bill
2871, read the bill.

SECEETARY:
House Eill 2871.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DEMUZIG)
Senator Farkhausen.
SENATOR EABRKRHAUSEN:

¥r. President and pembers, House Eill 2871 does tuo
things. In the first place, it amends the Forceakle Entry
and Detainer Act and provides that where a landlord seeks
possession and back rent from a tenant, that he cam, if he
gives potice to the tenant, accept partial payment c¢f tack
rent while still mantaining an actiop for pcssession so long
as he provides consgicuous notice tg the tepant of his intent
to maintain that action for possession. And secondly, by
means of the arendment which we adopted, it...it alters the
common law with regard to the distinction Letseen so-called

invitees and 1licensees. It follcws up cn a recomcendation
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from the Illinois Supreme Court that we mandate simply one
standard of care for Jlandcwoers towards people coming on
their premises and that will be reasonable care under the
circumstances. 1I'11 be happy to answer any guestions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBE LENUZIC)

Is there any discussion? If ncot, the guestion is,...any
discussion? The question is, shall Eouse Eill 2871 pass.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppocsed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? @Bave all vcted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record.s On that question,
the Ayes are 56, the Nays are ncpne, none voting Eresent.
House Bill 2871 havipng received the regquired constitutional
majority is declared passed. 2876, Sepnator Jerom€ Joyce.
Senate.«.House Bill 2887, Senator Nedza. Okaye. House Eill
2887, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECBETAEY:

House Eill 2887.

(Secretary reads title of Lkill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Nedzaa
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. The bill allows the county board of arny county nmay
provide for an additional fee of one dcllar for filing every
instrument, paper, notice for record in crder to defray the
cost of converting the county recorder®s doccument storage
system to computers or micrograhics. There?s & sunset prcvi-
sion., This would last uptil January the 1st, 1990 shen
it's...when they estimate that they can @gsake the entire
conversion, and I...no qguesticns, I would ask far your favor-
able consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? If nct, the question is, shall



~

/&IJ—qQ\ Page 175 - June 21, 1984

House Bill 2887 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all <voted who wish? Bave all vocted sho wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are S4, the Rays
are none, none voting Present. Bouse Fill 2887 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 2913, Senpator Darrow. 1It®s on recall. 2917, Sepa-
tor Jerome Jcyce. 2921, Senator Egan. Senatcr Egan on the
Floor? 2950, Senator Sangmeister. Op the Crder of House
Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 2950. Senatocr Sangmeister
wishes that bill called. Mr. Secretary, read it, please.
SECBRETAEY:

House Bill 2950.

(Secretary reads title of Lkill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Sangmeistera.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, #r. President and memters of the Senate.
House Bill 2950 was the ome that we discussed at length on
2nd reading. It's the employee®s right to know shat's in his
personnel file and we are limiting that tc certain esployers,
and opnce again, I repeat it now, by the amendment we¢ put on
applies to employers that have five employees or more than
five employees exclusive of the enployer's paremts, SEouse cr
child or other members of his immediate family. Again, I am
authorized to say that the National Federation ¢f Independent
Business have endorsed this. The 1Illinois BRetail Merchants
Association has endorsed it, and this amendment was worked
out with labor; and again, to make that record very clear,
there was abother amendment +they would have liked to have
been put on here that was not put on here, Lkut that's the
situation as I see it, and be happy to answer any questions,

if there are any; othervise, I would like to see this bill
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passed into law.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CENUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Senator Elcos.
SENATOR BLCOM:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. As the
joint spobsor of this bill, I would rise on this side and
urge my colleaques to support it im final passage. It has
beens..it's...to a degree, it's gone through a kind of a
salami process. There®s been a certain slicing away, but as
Senator Sangmeister has represented, there were even worse
ideas that were contemplated for this bill, and I would
compliment him on resisting offering them as well as compli-
ment Senator Dawson for saying mo. I thipk this is about as
good as we're going to get, and I would recommend that
everybody inm this Body join in passing this out to the House
and ultimately into becoming law. Thank ycua.

PBESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise ip sugport of this bill. As you remesber, we
have had some disagreements on structuring it initially. The
bill in its present form is a good bill. e had a fight over
an arqgument that ve, as BRepublicans, thought wculd make it a
great bill, but the difference is...irrelevant at this point,
the point 1is Senator Sangmeister and Senator Bloom have a
good bill that solves a legitimate problem. While it doesn't
do everything we always we want, to be frank with you, scme-
times we ask for more than is realistic tc...to ask for. For
that reason, I would =support this bill and sclicit an Aye
vote from all Republicans and LCenmocratsa.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEHUZIQ)
Further diséussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall Hcouse

Bill 2950 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
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Naye The voting is open. Have all voted who sish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Senator Vadalabene. Have all voted whc wish? Take
the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 2950 having received
the required constituticnal mwajority is declared passed.
Senator Egan was off the Floor momentarily. E€...Tequest that
we return to House Bill 2921. 1Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Eeading is House
Bill 2921. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECBETAEY:

House Eill 2921.

(Secretary reads title of Lill)

3rd reading of the Lkill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEMUZIQ)

Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank ycu, Mr. Eresident. I apclogize for not being at
my seat. I was on the Floor, but I'm sure not as visible as
I might have been. 1 beg your pardon and I keq your forgive-
ness. This bill, for the first time since 197€&, would change
the salary limits for the Office of the Lirectcr of Perscnnel
for the...in the Comptrcller's Office. There are...therets
only one other such office that?*s...set hy Statute and that's
the Governor's Office; the Secretary of State doesn't have
one set by office. I think it's only fair that we establish
it at @a...a limit that would bave tben granted the director a
4.5 annval raise since that last increase, and I ask for your
favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR [EMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

What's the present salary?

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LCENUZIG)
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Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thirty-five.
SENATOR JCHNS:

What are you going to?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Johns.

SENATOR EGAN: »

Fortye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LCEMUZIOQ)

Senator Johns.

SENATOR JCHNS:

I rise in opposition to this bill. Ten thousand dollar
increase to the Department of Personnel just strikes wme as
being out of line. 1 think we ought tc lcck at all the cther
salaries that are nceded and wait urtil that happens and nmake
sure ve're treating everybody equal. Herets one singled out,
ten thousand dollar rais€s I...J just, Ly nature, dom®t like
it because...others are waiting and may not get it until the
conmissions formed apprcove it, so I oppose it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I rise in support of this bill and in sugrort of Senator
Egan's pesition. Cne of the great frustrating things of
paying Fpublic officials is we don't get arcund to doing
things annually as we should. It has sosmething to do with
the lack of courage of certain members of the Legislature.
Where we rum intc trouble then is vwe end up luprping it
together, but as Senator Egan has said, if ycu take this on
an aonpalized basis, this is a reasconmable fiqure. If you
want to keep quality people, you got to pay them. You get
what you pay for, and while I'm sorry the...that the Legis-

lature did not dc its correct duty in raising things annually
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to be reasonable, you sometimes have to get arcund to it when
we get around to it. So, I would appreciate support for keep-
ing competent people in the govermment and paying them per-
haps what they deserve.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOB DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senatcr lechowicz.
SENATOB LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Along the same vein, for the
purpose of an introduction, a man who realized the importance
of...making a true living, former Representative Jessie Madi~
son 1is on the Floor, now a Cabipet memkter with Mayor
Washington. Jessie, good to have ycu here. Ee doubled his
salary, tooce.

PBESIDING OFFICEEB: (SERATOR L[ENUZIQC)

Further discussion? If not, the question is, shall Hcuse
Bill 2921 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse copposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? FEHave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted who
wish? Take the record. On that questicn, the Ayes are 39,
the Nays are 14, 1 voting Present. House Bill 2921 having
received the required copnstitutional rajority is declared
passed. House Bill 2953, Senator Darrow. It*s on recall.
2961, Senator Netsch. At the bottcm of page 13 is House Eill
2961, Order of 3rd Reading. Mr. Secretary, read the kill.
SECEETARY:

House Bill 2961.

{(Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
Sepator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Theéea.the

bill...specificallye...regquested by the City c¢f Chicago but

reflects also the desire of some other cospunities arcund the
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State whbo had a similar but not quite as extensive bill in
last time. What it does is tc authorize the [Lepartzent of
Revenue to enter into an agreement for the mechanical ccllec-
tion of any taxes that are imposed by a municigality that in
effect track the State taxes. It would nmean that, for
example, right now a local county and municifal sales tax is
imposed by virtually every area of the State. It is ccl-
lected by the State and redistributed. There are some cities
vhich ippose another sales tax. They cannot have that col-
lected by the State for them at the present tise. This would
permit that to be done, assuping their lccal sales tax is
identical. I should say that an amendment was put om at the
request of the Retail Merchants BAssociation which makes it
clear that in the case of any sales taz to bLe collected by
the State, it npust Le absolutely identical; and with that
amendment, the retail merchants who at one time had opposed
the bill not only withdraw their...their cpposition but indi-
cated to me that they supported the bill. It chviously nakes
a great deal of sense as a matter of public pclicy, as a mat-
ter of cost effective collection of taxes. It gives the
Department of Bevenue the authority to enter into the agree-
ment so they are not going to be compelled to ccllect any tax
that in their judgment does pot track their own. I think it
is a good idea. I would solicit your supfpcrta

PRBESIDING GFFICER: {SEXATOR LEAUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? If noct, the
question is, shall Bouse Bill 2961 pass. Those in favcr vote
Ajye. Opposed...opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted wbo wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
wvho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ajyes are
55, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Eouse Bill 2961
having received the required constituticnal majority is
declared passed. Fage 14, House Bill 2987, Sepatocr Bruce.

Top of page 14 is House Bill 2987. Mr. Secretary, read the
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bill.
SECEETAEY:

House Eill 2987.

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

Senator Eruce.

SENATOR EFUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill at one time, let me
make clear, had an asmendment which dealt with cable tele-
vision and that amendment has been Takled and it has nothing
at all to do with that fparticular aspect of regulation in the
State of Illinois., What this bill in the fresent form does
is authorize the Illinois Commerce Cogmission to require
utilities to implement energy programs, allows utility secur-
ity issuance for any lasful purpose, it allows the 1llinois
Conmerce Copmission to approve shelf registration cf stock
issuances and securities, changes the time requirements cobn—-
cerning rates and it requires a...that...that has bLeen
renoved. The...the main...major portion of this is for shelf
registration of particular security issuances which allows
them to take maximus advantage of prevailing poney market
conditions. It is a...really the work cf a copmission on
task force...the Governor's Task Force c¢n Fublic Utility
BRegulatory Refore. 1In addition, there was an amendment which
dealt with the public...the Public Television Grants Act and
that one puklic television station in the State of Illincis
is not FCC licensed and certified althcugh they meet all of
those requirements, and so we have added that they are in
fact eligible for State grants.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the question is, shall

House Bill 2987 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those

opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpem. Have all vcted who
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wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recocrd. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are pone, none voting
Present. House Bill 2987 having received the constituticnal
majority 1is declared passed. House Eill 2992, Senator
Demuzio. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 2992.

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

Senator Lemuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very much, MNr. President. Eouse Bill 2992
does two things. First of all, it apends the Act that
requires...regarding qualified blind persons tc operate vend-
ing operatioms on public [property. I1'm sure that you're
avare of the fact that welve had a problemr downstairs over
the 1last several years. Ellis Leviwm has put forth this bill
in the House. It would reqguire the departzent to indicate
each operator's gualifications to operate various types of
businesses and appropriate...by agpropriate certification,
and also it would assign a grocedure Ly the depart-
ment...promulgate a procedure which the...an cbjective set of
criteria promulgated by rules and regqualtions adopted pur-
suant to the Administrative Procedures Act. 1t would notify
all licensed operators in writing of the availability of
vending facilities as soon as possible. The notice shall
be...contain such pertinent information as the locaticn, type
of building, facility, availatility and sc¢ forth, and wculd
in fact set a procedure that only qualified ridders who have
received certification are eligible to apply. An anendment
that I put on is ap asendment that stipulates that full-time
teachers...enployed at the school centers and institutes for

the visuwally impaired or the hearing impaired cperated by the
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Department of...of DOES shall receive the same vacation,
holidays, sick leave and perscnnel days as those afforded
other enmployees under the Personnel Code. This amendment
would affect seventy-seven teachers at the <School for the
Deaf, thirty-three teachers at the Illimois School for the
Visually Impaired. The I1linocis Schcol for the Leaf teachers
are paid for a hundred and eighty schocl days, and at the
ISVI, teachers are nct compensated for vacaticn days and they
receive only twelve sick days of which three cap be used for
personal time. I would ask for your faverakle consideration
on House Eill 2992.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Reats.
SENATOR KEBRIS:

Cuestion of the sfpomsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he*ll yield.
SENATOR KEATS:

Now, the original bill was not terriktly controversial.
Your amendments that you added 1later concerning teachers
there, it also requires seniority layoff, does it not?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator [Cemuzio.

SENATOR DENMUZIO:

It dces not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOBR KEATS:

It does still allow management discretion that those
teachers who have been doing the best performance swith tlind
workers would be kept based upon the perit of their perfor-
mance.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemuzic.
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SENATOR DEMUZIOC:

The awmendment says that all teachers employed full-time
at the school centers and institutes for the visually or...cr
hearing impaired operated by the department shall receive the
same vacation, hglidays, =sick leave and fersonnel days
affored State employees under the perscnnel...Fersonnel Code,
period.

PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATCOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If nct, the question is,
shall House Bill...och, Senator Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

¥ell, just a guick question. D¢ the...do school teachers
normally receive as many holidays? It seems tc me that State
employees may get holidays when schocl gererally is in
session in cther places.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lemuzio.

SENATOR DEMOZIC:

Senator Schuneman, there are seventy-five educators at
the Schocl for the Deaf, thirty-five educatcrs at the Schocl
for the Visually Impaired and they...they are the only full-
time employees of the State of Illinois who do not receive
vacation or holiday pay. Now it is true that, you know, they
are ipn fact work nine months <¢f the year, but they are
considered full-time, at the same any vacation days are
figured om a formula that is nine-twelfths for the schcol
year in terms of vacation pay, so that is the...the foramula.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Demuzic may
close. The question is, shall House Eill 2997 pass. Those
in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vcte Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the recorde On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays

are none, none voting Fresent. Bouse Bill 2992 having
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received the constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
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House Bill...Senator Smith has sought leave of the Body %to go
back to House Bill 2714. She was off with the Girl's State.
Is 1leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of Hcuse
Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill 2714. Head the bill, Hr.
Secretary.
SECEETARY:

House Eill 2714.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bilil.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Smith.
SENATQR SMITH:

Thank you, Mra Fresident and menpkers of the
Senate...amendment was put on 2714 so that it would be in
conformity with...the Federal Government. The Federal holi-
day will be January 1st, 1986, and so we're gputting curs in
conformity that it?11 go in effect Janvary 1st, 1986, in the
State of Illinois, and I ask for your favcratle votea
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
House Bill 2714 pass. Those in favor vcte Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Eave all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? 9Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, Dnone voting
Present. House Bill 2714 having received the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. Ecuse Eill 3036, Senator
Welch. House Bill 3041, Senator Holmberg. House Bill 3059,
Senator Darrow. Eead the bill, Mr. Secretary. Eead the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Eill 3059.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the Ekill.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Larrcw.

SENATOE DAERRQOW:

Thank you, Nr. President. House Bill 30t£9 amends the
Municipal Airport Authority Act. It autborizes the municipal
airport authorities to refund or advance refund konds or
other obligations and provides that obligations may te paid
from taxes and other sources. At the present time, the
Quad-City Airport is in the process of refinancing some gen-
eral obligation bonds and some revenue bcends. Their Bond
Counsel, Chapman and Cutler, recommended the language in this
bill in order to facilitate the refinancing. 1 would ask for
a favorakle vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
gquestion is, shall...House Bill 3059 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. RWhoOpa..well, the questicn is, shall House BRill
3059 pass. Those in favor signify...will vote Aye. Those
opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted whc wish? Take the
record. Oorn that gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 3059 having received
the required constitutional pmajority is declared passed.
House Bill 3065, Senator Etheredge. That's on recall. House
Bill 3067, Senator Schuneman. #cuse Bill 3069, Senator
Etheredge. Top of Fpage 15, House Bill 3089, Senator Geo-
Karis. Top of page 15, House Bills 3rd reading is House Eill
3089. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECBETAEY:
House Eill 3089.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR LEAUZIQ)

Senator Geo-Karis.
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SENATOR GEC-KABIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlesen <c¢f the Senate,
this...what this bill simply does is shifts the responsibil-
ity for reimbursement of the county's assistant state's
attorneys to the Derartment of Corrections as they bave the
authority to designate State penal imnstitutions, and this
corrects the payment schedules contained in the Statutes of
counties Lbetween twenty and thirty thousand populaticn. It's
not a reduction payment to any county, as there are noc coun-
ties in this range with mental institutions. 1t
really...it*s really a corrective bill tc correct some errcrs
in the past legislatiocn.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator Buztee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMODZIG)

Indicates she will yielde Senatcr Buzkee.
SENATOR EUZBEE:

First of all, does this affect the counties that
have...mental institutions and penal institutions? Does it
affect both of them?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator Gec-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Let me take€...hold on just a minute. My understanding
is that...it only affects the State reimktursegent to assis-
tant state's...attorneys in counties between tuwenty thousand
and thirty thousand population, and wmy understanding
iSee.and...and if there is a State mental bhealth institution
located therein. The only difference is it transfers to the
Department of Corrections the power to administer the reip-
bursement to the assistant state’s attormeys where the penal

institutions are located. That's wnDy understanding of the
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bill.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Euzkee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

And you're only changing £for those ccunties that are
between twenty and thirty thousand populaticn. 1s that
right? Because tbere are other counties, obviously, who
exceed that population or perhaps may €ven Le less than that
population that have those kind of instituticns in then.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LCEMUZIQ)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOE GEC—~-KABIS:

This 1is the way...this is our apalysis and this is the
way it is. It*s twenty to thirty thousand.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE LENUDZIC)

Further...Senator Euzbee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

Well, I...I%B...I'De..got two counties in sy legislative
district that probakly are going to be affected by this, Fan-
dolph County and Union County, because in FEandolgh there
iS...there is a penal institution and a mental health inpsti-
tution. In Union there®s a mental health dipstitution, and
this furding is extremely important to those state’s attor-
neys in those counties, and I'm...I'm very ccncecrned about
wvhat we're doing to it, and...and you®re telling me that it
does affect both departments, is that right, Loth types of
institutions?

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIQ)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

This opnly affects the penal institutions involved. It
does not cut down the salaries. All it does 1is transfer
those...the administration of those salaries to the Depart-

ment of Corrections.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIC)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATGE EUZEEFE:

Well, there's something else here, Senatcr, that you've
not been telling us, and that is that you?re cutting down cn
the amount of assistance for the state's...assistant state's
attorneys® pay from eight thousand dollars to four thousand.
Bhyeeswhy would we want to reduce the State's portion fronm
eight thousand down to four thousand?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR LCENMUZIO)
Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEG-KAERIS:
All right...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator DeAngelis, for what purgose dc ycu arise?
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Perhaps I can help. Senator Buzbee, it*s not going to
reduce anything. It just changes «ho's going to fpay it.
Corrections is goimg to pay to the penal institutions instead
of whoever is currently paying. I think LCCCA is currently
paying. It dces not change the reimbursementsa
PBESIDIEG OFFICER: {SENATOBR LCEMNUZIQ)

Senator Euzbee.

SENATOR EUZEEE:

Well, I*m,..-.I'D sorry, Senator, but it does. There
Oon...on line 22 of page 2, it =says, "to each assistant
state's attorney in counties containing nct less than twenty
thousand babitants...inhabitants and pot wmore than thirty
thousand inhabitants, the sum of," new language, "four thou~
sand dollars," strike old language, "eight tkcusand dcllars
per annum." It's right there in the bill. All I would ask,
Senator, is would you take it out of the record and let’s
have some tine tGCee.

PEESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR CENMUZIC)
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Senator Geo-Karisa.

SENATOR GEC—KARIS:

May I please take it out of the record, Lecause I think I

can explain it when 1 see it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LDEMUZIC)

Take it out of the recorda. Hcuse PFill

3092,

Senator

Bloom. On House bills 3rd reading is Hcuse Eill 3092. Mr.

Secretary, read the bill.
SECEEIARY:
House Bill 309zZ.
(Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Senator Eloop.

END OF BREEL
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REEL 48

SENATOR ELCOMN:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and fellow Senators. The vehi-
cle contains scme administrative changes in the Health
Facilities Planning Act to extend for twc @pmcre years the
section requiring certificate of need pereits for major medi-
cal equipment f[permits. It has three amendrents. The first
amends the Hospital Ilicensing Act to require all hospitals to
comply with the regionalized perinatal care =network and it
really addresses the high risk dinfant issue. The seccnd
amends the Public Health and Safety Act and there®s nc known
opposition to that, that is part of tbe perinatal package.
And the third amends the Abused and Neglected Child Reporting
Act which nmight ke called the Son of Eaby Loe. Basically it
redefines neglected child to include those who are denied
nourishment or pmedically indicated treatsment sclely on the
present or anticipated mental or physical imgairment. That
is it in a nutshell. 1I'11 answer any guesticns, and any
questions that I can®t ansver, I'm sure that Sepator Joyce or
Degnan can answer; otherwise, I1°d seek an affirmative vote.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? If nct, the
question is, shall Hcuse Bill 3092 pass. 1Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cgen. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted sho
wish? Take the reccrd. ©n that question, the Ayes are 5S4,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. Hcuse Eill 3092 bhav-
ing received the required coostituticnal majority is declared
passed. 3096, Senator Sommer. 3099, Senator Kustra. On the
House bills 3rd reading, middle of page 15, is House Bill
3099. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECBETARY:
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House Eill 3099.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOE CEMUZIO)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members o¢f the Senate.
House Bill 3099 amends the Unemployment Insurance Act in
Illinois to make changes to conform with the Federal law. It
extends the current disqualification for wuneasployment bene-
fits for periods between academic terms and the vacations for
higher, elementary and seccndary education personnel. The
bill is an agreed bill letween the employer ccapunity and the
labor cosmpunity and I would ask for its faveraktle adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 3099 fass. 1Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is oren. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that guesticn, the Ayes are 54,
the Nays are 2, none voting Present. House Eill 3099 having
received the required constituticnal pmajority is declared
passed. 3101, Senator Schaffer. On House bills 3rd reading,
House Bill 3101. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, pleasec.
SECEETARY:

House Bill 3101.

{Secretary reads title of Lkill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LENUZIQ)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President apd members of the Senate, for scme time

we've had problem and concern about follow-uf when we shift

residents out of our wmental and developmental disability
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institutions. This bill is a compromise, it®s an administra-
tion bill, would provide for follow-up...visits once a week
for the first four weeks after a client has been transferred
to a nursing home and then once a month thereafter for the
rest of the year. And further provides that fcr the first
sizx months the inspectiom visits would be conducted by State
employees and for the second six months it wmould either be
State employees or designees of the departments as long as
the desiqgnees were not nursing hose [personnel. In other
words, the nursing hcoe people couldr*t ke in...in effect
policing themselves. I think we need to bave a procedure on
the books to. guarantee that when we transfer scmeone from one
of our institutions for whatever reascn into a...another
setting, particularly a nursing home, that there®s a follou-
upe I know of no opposition. 1I*d be happy to answer any
guestions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any guestion? Any discussion? Any discussion?
If not, the questicn is, shall Bouse Eill 2101 pass. Those
in favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. 1The voting is
opend Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted wbo wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are S6, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 3101 having received
the required constitutional wmajority is declared passed.
3110, sSenator Savickas. On the Order of House Bills 3rd
Beading is 3110. Mr. Secretary, read the Lill.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 3110.

(Secretary reads title of Lkill)

3rd reading of the till.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator Savickase.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:
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Yes, Mr. President and members of the Sernate, House Eill
3110 is an Act ip relation to the requlation cf the Lusiness
and vocational schocls, and it revises the conditions for
approval to operate, increases the apgplication fees,
increases the required minimum surety bond amount, and
defines a placement assistant services. It was amended the
other...yesterday...tc amend that the private colleges and
universities are exempt from the bill and it was a bill, that
was introduced apparently because c¢f a 1V expose on the
schools in Chicago. I would sclicit your favorable support.
PRESIDING QFFICER: {SENATOBR TCEMUZIC)

Is there any discussion? Apny discussion? Any discus-
sion? Any discussion? The gquestion is, shall House Eill
3110 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. 1Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? BHave all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House Eill 3110 baving
received the required constitutional wmajority is declared
passede. 3123, Senator Sangmeister. Op Hcuse bills 3rd
reading, House Bill 3123. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
SECBETARY:

House Eill 3123.

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

Senator Sangmeistera
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate. This
bill is a bill which...establishes in 1Illimcis for the first
time an Illinois adcption registry. As ycu know, every time
the General Assesbly has addressed this...thise..situation,
we have found, of <course, a 1ot of emcticn that's been

involved and...a lot of problems with this tyge of legis~
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lation, none of which have been insurscuntakle this tine.
That has been due to the fact that we were akle to receive
cooperation from such groups as the Illincis Adoption Fanmily
Association which represents adopted parents. We worked with
the Child Care Association and the Lutheran Sccial Services
of Illinois, and such adoption agencies as the Cradle Society
had their input into this, and we now think we have a bill
that should be adopted into law. This is pot everything that
everybody would like it to have, and as an adorted parent, I
wasn't that bhappy with this to begin with but I have come
around that I think this is scmething we have tc do. As ycu
know, there are a lot cof search groups going arcund the State
of Illimois which 1is <causing a lot c¢f protlems for...for
everyone, and we're hopeful that if we do estaklish an adop-
tion registry that perbaps it will put scme of that to rest
and we'll have an orderly process out of what almost amounts
to chaos at times. ®hat the bill does dc with the amendaent
on it is set up in detail how an adopted child or the biolog-
ical parents can file with a registry which e have placed
with the Department of Public Health, and if the twc want a
match at a later date, they will be able to do that. In
order that adoptive paremn%ts would not be badgered by adoptees
to get into this at an early date, we have structured it so
that until a child is eighteen years of age they will not be
able to participate in the registry. Between eighteen and
twenty-one you will have +o have the persission of your
adopted parents, and after you're twenty-one years of age,
why, anyone, any adoptee, can file with the registry. of
course the biological parents can file at amy time, and then
in between that time if anybody wants a patch, they cam acsk
the department to search the reccrds and if a match can ke
made it will be done. The second thing that this bill dces
that I think is really important because there has never been

any defense to the fact +that an adopted person certainly
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ought to be akle to get at their medical records, this bill
will npow require that at the time of the adoption that a
medical record be drawn up by the agemcy that is involved,
and even on private adoptions there’s always some private
agency that does the investigatiom will have tc have a...a
detailed, is the word we used, a detailed medical history of
the child t¢ be adopted. 5So at apny time that there is a
problem and we need to kncw the...the histcry, it will be
there for the adoptive parents and be furnished to them at
the time of the adoption and it will Le available for the
child to be adopted at anytime that he wants it, and I think
this is one of the big essentials cf the till. All the
details of this, of course, is spelled out in the legislaticn
as to how the forms are to be filled cut, they all got to Le
notorized to attempt to prevent any fraud and I, frankly,
think at this point that we have a...a gocd piece of legis-
lation. Be happy to try to answer any guesticns.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EERUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

Thank you. Senator Sangmeister, let me try to reiterate
wvhat I think you're saying is in the bill and tell me if 1%
correct or not. First of all, that...that there has to be
consent; obviously, the...the...the...the adogted child bas
to request if anybody can get...to get into these records.
The natural, the birthing parent has to ccbsent. The chilgd
does not have that right to get iomto that registry until age
eighteen, between the ages of eighteen and twenty-one only
with the adopting parents®*...consent. After age twenty-one
it's open to him or her. PriOleseByeeesDyewaly big concern
is, a child that's now been living with adopting parent ten,
twelve, fifteen years...this bill will pertaip to that child
also. The birthing mother cam, in fact, deny anykody ever

being able to get to her if she so wants, kut she*s going tc
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have to register to do that or she?s gocing to have to fill
out a form to do that. And I...J guess I'm really asking,
why is it we're doing this at all right ncw?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Okaye The answer to all of your guestions are, yes, and
I would just like to emphasize the fact +that either the
adoptee or the biclogical parent if they want to go on
affirmatively can file in the form that®s 1laid out in the
legislation a denial +that they never want tc hear from the
adopted child or the adopted child rever wants to hear from
the bioclogical parent, you can go on affirsatively. Now to
answer your question as to why do we need all of this of
course that®s been the philosophical gquestion that adoptive
parents haveé...have asked for a long tigme. And we worked
withe..with the Adoptive Farent Asscociaticn which is a
membership of about a bhundred and fifty adcpted pareots, and
they®'ve come to the conclusion that it is futile tc try to
prevent any further identification Letween adcpted children
and their biological parents, and we now have these search
teams and private investigators pursuing this matter and
causing a lot of havoc by rapging on pecgle’s doors and
coming in and asking them in fromt of the whole family, are
you the mother of so-and-so and we're...we're trying to put
that to rest. I'c not saying this legislaticn is gcing to
stop that Lut at least it will give now, for the first time,
adopted children who want to and biological parents who want
to an opportunity to have a registry where they can possibly
get together. If neither one of thes want it, then it's not
going t¢ bhappen. Adopted parents who still don®t want that
to happen can prevent that up to age eighteen; in fact, they
can prevent it up to age twenty-one, because Lbetween eighteen

and twenty-one they're going to need the ccnsent of the
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adopting parents. However, after it's twenty-one, you know,
what more can I say at that point.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)
Further...further discussion? Senator Buztee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

#ell, J...I think at age twenty-one ncw, the child has
the right to go in and get into those circuit ccurt records,
do they not? Jee.I...I think they cap, can®t they?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CENMUZIQ)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Those records are impounded at the time cf the adoption
and you're goimg to have to show gocd cause tc get into that
file, so even the adopted child at this pcint cannot get into
those records. That's one of the frustratioms, particularly
where they're looking for medical records which may Le part
of that file and they can®t get thcse reccrds cgened upa.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Euzbee.

SENATOR EUZBEE:

Well, in the rast, Sepator, Jyou...YCU may or may nct
know, I have always opposed this kind of legislation. I an
not persuaded by the arqgueent that...well, they're
going...they're going to get it anybow with all of these
investigating teams and so forth; it%s my ccntention it's
none of their business. But I think the argusent that...that
is persuasive to me is the medical bistory argument. And for
the child to be...have the ability at some pcint or another,
providing the...the birthing parent has given permission, the
child perhaps have the ability to get intg bisa...or her
family bhistory medical records, I Gguess. And I gquess
thate...that is the argument that would persuade me€...again, I
go back, the other people, that's none of their business any-

how, and I don*t think.seele...l reésent their...those kinds of
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attempts, but...I gquess I'm going tc vote for the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMNUZIC)
Purther discussion? Senator Schuneeman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
Questicn of the sromsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATOBR DEMUZIQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Schuneran.
SENATOR SCHEUNEMAN:

«sel apologize if the question has been asked, but did I
understand you to say that...that this program was strictly
voluntary on the part of the adoptive parents? If they do
not want to participate then there is ©1nc¢ gathering of
information by the registry?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LEMUZIC)

Senator Sangmeistera
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

That is not quite correct. 3You said if the adopting par-
ents, is that your question...? No, again, the adopting par-
ents will...the first place the mincr cannct file until he is
eighteen years of age. And if the adopting parents wsant to
prevent it till bhe is twenty-one years of age, they can do
so. After that, whether regardless cof wshat the adopting par—
ents want to do, if the adoptee, the adopted child, wants to
get into the registry, he®ll have a right tc do that. The
biological parents can get into the registry at any tinme.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOB LEMUZIG)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

SO0.-es0 after the...adopted child attains pajority, he
has the right to go intc the registry. Will that information
be available for every adoptive child?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Sangpeister.

SENATOR SANGHEISTER:
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Well, it*11 only ke available for thcse that are willing
to put the information in there. fo, first, the adopted
child has got to want to put the informaticn im, now he dces.
Now if +the biclogical parent has not put their information
in, there can't ke a match. And it's not an auvtomatic match;
after each side puts their information in, sometody bas got
to request a match.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I think this sounds like a reasonakle solution to
ae.est0 a problem for a lot of the people and there seem tc be
good safeguards. I...I'm going to vote for the bill. Thank
you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMOZIC)

Further discussion? Senator...Senator Marcvitz. Senator
Marovitz.

SENATOR MARGVITZ:

Thank you, very mnmuch, Mr. Eresident and zembers of the
Senate. I was chairing the ccoomittee...the Ecalth copmittee
at the time this bill came up. This is the conpromise amend-
ment to the 1legislation. It 1is a compromise between the
adoptive parents lobbies, Child Care Associaticm, the Cradle
Society, Catholic Charities and Lutheran Family Services.
And I think it's a very reascnable compromise and would
solicit everybody's support fcr this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister may close.
SENATOB SANGMEISTER:

Well, thank you, I can appreciate Senator Euzbee's
feelings on it because his were exactly wshat gaine was and
maybe only up to a couple of weeks agc, and that is, we've
got to ke able to let adopted children get at the wmedical

records. Eut after scme reflection on the whbcle matter and
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talking to a lo*t of adoptive parents who were represented
through their asscciations here, I have...capitulated is the
wrong word, but I think it®s...it's a program that we ought
to get off and running and I solicit your suppcrta

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIO)

The question is, shall House PFill 3123 rass. 1Tbose in
favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that guestion,
the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none vcting Fresent.
House Bill 3123 having received the reguired constituticnal
majority is declared passed. House Eill 3125, Senator
Kustra. Bottom of page 15, House bills 3rd reading is Hcuse
Bill 3125. Mr. Secretary, read the till.

SECBETARY:

House Eill 3125.

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

Senator Kustrae.

SENATOR RUSTRA:

Thank you, Hr. President and menbers of the Senate. 2As a
result of several tragic and highly publicizedé akductions and
murders of young people in recent years, the Illincis House
last year passed a resolution calling for research in the
problems of pissing yocung adults. This bill is the result of
a study which was done by the...the Criminal Justice
Information Authority and the Department cf Law Enforcement.
The bill provides a uniform format for entry of information
regarding a missing person into the system, and it develops
and implements a policy for Statewide or regicnal alert of
disappearances of individuals. It is a bkill very similar to
a bill which we passed out of here sponsored ty Senator Eock

a couple of weeks ago, and I would urge its favorable con-
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sideration.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIGC)

Is there any discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

I'd like to ask the sponsor a question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Kustra, what about that twenty-four hour waiting,
that twenty-four hour period. Has that...that is not in
this concept, is it?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Senator Kustra...Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Can you...he indicated no. Can you indicate why,...l was
advised that that would be a good issue to have. Can you
briefly advise me and the other members why that twenty-four
hour period is not in this bill to be waived?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIQ)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR RUSTBA:

We do let them regport in this bill sooner than twenty-
four bours.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Kellye.

SENATOR KELLY:

sell, you say iteeeit would be Qe..within the
billeeeites.it makes it more...it facilitates the whole proc-
ess for these missing children then by tbhat particular issue.
It seemed like that twenty-four hours was a proktlen. That®s
whye
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTIEA:
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Senator Kelly, I believe what you're getting at is the
wait of twenty-four hours. Under the existing systems and
procedures, this bill allows for earlier reporting, as 1
understand it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Further discussion? If nct, the guestion is, shall Hcuse
Bill 3125 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are
none, none voting Presemt. House Bill 3125 bhaving received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
3128, Senator Fhilip. Page 15, House Bill 3128, Hr. Secre-
tary, read the bill.

SECBEETAERY:

House Bill 3128.

(Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator PBhilip.

SENATOR FHILIE:

Thank you, Mr. President...ladies and Geatlemen of
the...of the Senate. House Bill 3128 as asmended, gquite
frankly, we stripped everything after the enacting clause and
this is the so-called Bock-Philip or Philig-Fock answer to
the House's reorganization of the State ccamissions. So
we've had a lot of debate on it. We®re sticking Lty our gqums,
I hope that everybody would vote for it and give the House a
message€.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? If act, the
question is, shall House Bill 3128 pass. 1Those in favor vote
Aye. Those...those ofpposed vote Nay. The voting is open.

Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
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voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that guestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, Dnone
voting Present. House Bill 3128 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 3148, Senator
Heaver. It's on recall. House Bill 3161, Eead the bill,
Mr. Secretary, please¢.
SECEETARY:

House Eill 3161.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Cenmuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIG:

Yes, tbank 7you, very much, Mr. President. House Bill
3161 addresses a problem that occurred in...in oy district.
There was a taxpayer that paid his tax bkill, and apparently
@Se..as a result of the...the payeent, it swas found that he
bad either overpaid or he was, in fact, due a refund. The
Department of Revenue has had for scme time the...cver at
least the period of time of recollection her€...a substantial
problem in...in trying to straighten out the various refunds
from various taxpayers, and as a result, what this Lill
attenpts to do is that any claimant whc has pot received a
notice of a...tentative determinaticn of a claim within fif-
teen days after which the...the claim is filed under Section
19 may, in fact, deduct the amount claimed im subsequent pay-
ments to the department for liability that®s tLteen incurred
under the Act. The basis what...what it means is that if you
overpay or you have a sal€S...o0r you have a refund coming
back or whatever, that you, in fact, can deduct it from the
next refund. WNow, if in fact there is an additional dispute
then...and it is later on reconciled io terms cf the depart-
@aent as...as Well as the claimant, then in fact that it can

be reconciled; if it®s disallowed, then the claimant could be
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liable for...any of the interest and the...and the fpepalties
resulting from the disallowance. I thick it's a good Lill.
JeeoI don't know if there's any particular oppcsition to it,
but I would be glad to respond to any questicns that
there...that there sight Le.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATCOR EBUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR CeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. There?s an old expression that
says the conseguences of public policy are frequently
unchosen unforseen and dichotcmous. Senator Cemuzic, yocu're
going to accomplish the opposite thing c¢f what you're gcing
to accomplish, because what you're going tc dc is force the
department to immediately go ahead apd issue a tentative
determination of claim in restonse because they have no other
alternative and, conseguently, you are only gcing to delay
thé processe.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATCR EEUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAR:

Question of the sponsor. Senator, l...this bill got ny
attention because of scme problems that I've had in wny dis-
trict wvhere a taxpayer paying his Federal Income Tax and
State Income Tax at the same time pakes the simple error
of...putting the wrcng check imn the envelope. 2And as a
result, the Illinois Department of Bevenue receives his Fed-
eral 1Incoge Tax return...or payment, and...and I quess the
Federal Government gets his State. 1 was re€ally arcazed to
find out that the Illinocis Department of FKevenue cashes that
Federal check, and I don't quite kncw how they do that; in
the first place, it's not pade out to them. Does this bave
anything to do with...with solving that probler or...or bave
any bearing on it at all?

PEESICING OFFICEE: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Denmuzio.
SENATOR LENUZIO:

Well, I'p frankly unable tc answer that question in rela-
tion;hip to the State and PFPederal. This, I think, only
relates to issues...it...it calls for a certain section here,
I...I think it's in the area of sales tax and...and that tyfge
of liability, I don't believe it goes to the income problen
that you're addressing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB EERUCE)

Is there further discussion? Further discussion? The
question is, shall Hcuse Bill 3161 pass. 1Those in fawor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is cpen. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are S0, the MNays are 5, none
voting Present. House Eill 3161 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Ecuse Bill 3205,
Senator Weaver. Is Senator Weaver on the Floor? Fead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, fplease.

SECRETAEY:

House Eill 3z0S.

(Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICEER: {SENATOR EERUCE)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOBR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and menobers of the Senate. This
bill dces two things. It would allow the CLepartment of
Conservation to enter into reciprocal agreecnents with other
states for fishipsg, either in 1Illinois, 1Indiaba, Hiscon-
Silee.Oor any other state baving a reciproccal agreement.
Also, it says that in charter boat fishing [fersits, if one
state charges four hundred dollars, we charge four hundred
dollars; they charge a bundred dcllars, we charge one hundred

dollars. There are scme discrepancies in...mayle we charge
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a hundred dollars in Illinois for fishing in lake Michigan on
a charter boat but you get into Wisconsin waters avd...and
the fee is four hundred dollars. So, we're just trying to
correct that inequity, and if there®s any questions I*11 ke
happy to try to answer then.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

A1l right. 1Is there discussion? Senator EBarkbhausen.
SENATOF BABKHAUSEN:

Senator Weaver, just as to the main bill, if the sponsor
will yielde I'p sorry I haven®t had a chance tc ask you this
privately but it might bear some conversation here in the
debate...as to the body of the bill, Jjust 1lccking at cur
analysis, not having heard from the degpartment, why do they
want to ke able to designate a period of time during which a
person can fish without a license?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EBRUCE)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Conservation couldn't give gme an answer either, so, I

don®t kncw.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Earkhausen.

SENATOB EARRBAUSEN:

I assume this is part of our tourism procction.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGCE EEBUCE)

Further discussion? The question is, shall House Eill
3205 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Thcse cppased vote HFay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted
wvho wish? Take the record. On that guesticn, the Ayes are
54, the Nays are none, none voting Eresent. Ecuse Bill 3205
baving received the required comstitutional majority is
declared passed. 3221 and 3255 are on the recall list and so
they will not be <considered today. That concludes House

3rds. Senator Rock, did you have ap announcenent?
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SENATOR EOCCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. I think we have done a good
day's work. There are some bills on the recall, of course,
but I think we might be better advised to do 2nd*s and
recalls tomorrow with the hope that we're going to get ocut of
here at three o'clocke I was kind of, frankly, awaiting the
arrival of the Mayor of the City of Chicago. Be is in the
building and was over testifying before the Hcuse and wished
to come and say hello to us, and 1 am sure bhe will be here
momentarily if we can just kind of hang on for a moment, then
we'll adjourn until ten o'clock tcomcrrow mcrning.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

Leave to go to the Crder of Resoluticns? Eesolutions.
Por what purpose does Sepator Philir arise?

SENATOR FBILIEF:

Yeah, suggestion, why don't we go to recalls while we're
waiting. Get some of that work ocut of the way is wbat 1I°'nm
suggesting. Yes, you know, be may forget what day it is.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB ERUCE)

Senator Phkilip, perhaps it would be Letter just to go to
resolutions for a moment, and then I'm sure the maycr will
be here momentarily. GEKesolutions.

SECHETARY:

Senate Rescluticn 691 offered by Senator Watson. It's
caongratulatory.

eee«682, by Senators Hudson, Grotberg, Etheredge and Geo-~
Karis. It's congratulatory.

693, by Senator Keats, congratulatory.

694, by Sepnator lemke, conmendatory.

And Senate Joint Besoluticn 126, by Senator Egan and it?'s
congratulatcory.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATOR EBUCE)
Resolution Consent Calendar. Message from the Hcusea

SECFETARY:
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A Message from the House by Mr. O*Brien, Clerk.

Mr. Fresident - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Bepresentatives has adopted the fcllowing Jjoint
resolution, 1in the adoption cfwhich I am instructed to ask
concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

House Joint FResolution 165 and it?s congratulatory.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Resolution Consent Calendar. Senator Hclamberg, for what
purpose so you arise?

SENATOR BOLMWBERG:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. With 1leave of the Eody, I
would 1like to be removed as the sponsor cf Eouse Eill 3041
and would like Senator Welch's name substituted as sponsor.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE ERUCE)

Senator Holmberg is asking leave to te removed as prin—-
cipal spomsor on House Bill 3041 and that Senator Helch
bee.sSenator Nelch Lke substituted as the sgonsor. 1s there
leave? leave is granted. Senator Philip, for what purgose
do you arise?

SENATOR FHILIEFE:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I'd like the record to show that Senpator Mahar is
still convalescing in the hospital and doing well.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE EERUCE)

All right. The Journal will indicate...ccnvalescence of
Senator Mahar. Senator Demuzio, for what f[purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR LEMUZIC:

Well, on a point of personal privilege, Mr. President.
This wmorning when we arrived here we had this handwritten
note on each of the member's desk, something to do with the
House and Senate ball game, and 1 was upder the imfression
that e bad rules that indicated that it had to be signed Ly

the person who was distributing this propaganda. It is not
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signed and I was wondering if it would be possible if the
Pages would come and get this piece, it is inaccurate. I...I
know for a fact, for example, that...that Senator Marovitz it
has 0 for 3 and I'm quite sure that he at least got one tlLase
hit at least byesoo.OUre..our rule bcok, and it just seemed to
me like it was just inaccurate as...as everything.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SEMATOR BERUCE)

All right. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MARQVITZ:

I think Sepator Deruzio would like to ke chairman of the
softball commission. GOn that subject, while we're in a 1lull,
I've caused to be handed out to all of you at your desks the
Legislators Night at White Socks Park on August 14th. We've
heard from about a half a dozen people. I would hcpe that
more people would respond and get...get your orders in.
Legislators Night at White Socks Park on August 14th includes
dinner and the ball game and it has always been a wonderful
evening. Get your ticket orders in for legislators Night at
White Socks EFark.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Jayce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, Senator Marovit2z, the reascn pecple haven't
responded is because you have %o pay. You know, Senator
Donnewald takes us down for free. I pean, if you®re going to
do this big thing, why dom't you just come up with scme mcney
and treat us.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Itus..it could be because the Cardinals have a better tall
tean.

SENATOR BOCK:

Let me introduce our former colleague, the Mayor of
Chicago, Harold ®ashington.

MAYOR WASHINGTON:
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{Eemarks given by Mayor Rashingtcn)
PRESIDENT:

All right, any further business, further anncuncements to
come before the Senate? Senator Gec-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

On a point of personal privilege.
PRESIDENT:

Yes, state your pecint.

SENATCR GEC-KABIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, ycu
have received within the last three weeks an ipvitation frosm
‘the Lake...lake Michigan Marina Froject Ccemittee inviting
you for an exciting, fun-filled excursion July 8, 9 and 10 at
the Holiday 1Inn Illinois Beach Hesorte. %€ would 1like
t0...you're going tc get another notice this week, and we
would like you tc make your hotel reservations, you will get
the State rates of thirty dollars at the 1llincis Beach Boli-
day Inn in 2icon and you're going to have a cocktail mizxer,
you're going to have charter boat fishing cn us, and you're
going tc¢ have a marina tour, gclfing and Great America and
we're also going to try and arrange for ycu...fcr you a visit
to the Lippizaner Horses in Wadswortb, Illinois. So please
fill...fill out your...reservations and send them in.
PEESIDENT:

All right. Apny further announcements? Further business?
If not, Senator Berman moves that the Senate stand adjourned
until tomorrow moraning at the hour of ten o?clock. Ten
o'clock tomorrow morming, and I pledge to ycu ue?ll be out of

here by three o'clock. Ten o*clock tomorrcw scroing.



