83BD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

JONE 28, 1983

PRESIDENT:

The hour of nine having arrived, the Senate will please
come to order. Will the members be at their desks and will
our guests in the gallery please rise. Prayer this wmoraing
by the Reverend Anthony G. Tzortzis, St. Anthony's Hellenic
Orthodox Church, Springfield, Illinois.

REVEREND ANTHONY TZORTZIS:
(Prayer given by Reverend Tzortzis)
PRESIDENT:

Thank you, Father. Reading of the Journal.
SECBETARY:

Monday, June the 20th, 1983.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Mr. President, I move that the
Journal just read by the Secretary be approved unless some
Senator has additions or corrections to offer.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Luft. Any
discussion? If not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries. It 1is so
ordered. Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Mr. President, I move that reading and approval of the
Journals of Tuesday, June 21st; Wednesday, June 22nd; Thurs-
day, June...23rd; Friday, Jume 24th; Saturday, June 25th;
Sunday, June 26tk and Tuesday, June 27th, in the vyear 1983,
be postponed pending arrival of the primted Journals.
PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Luft. Any
discussion? If not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries. It ié so

ordered. Senator Joyce, for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

eeolir. President, a point of information. The Senate
Committee on Executive Appointments and the Senate Executive
Committee had scheduled hearings this morning. Would the
Chair have any information with respect to those?

PRESIDENT:

As I understand it, Senator Vadalabene is due shortly on
the Floor. He was conferring with the...appointees. My
understanding is, the Senator has...will be requesting that
the Conmittee on Executive Appointments...will nmeet at
twelve-thirty, and the Committee on Executive, for the pur-
pose of the resolutions, hopefully, will be rescheduled for
tomorrow morning. Resolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 282 offered by Semator Buzbee, and it's

congratulatory.
PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar. Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, as a...a point of information. Do you know the pos-
ture of the Senate bills that are over in the House now, have
you heard what they®re going to do?

PRESIDENT:

My understanding is that those <that remained on the
Calendar were assigned to or will be assigned to interinm
study, and that they dealt with a number of bills up until
the point of adjournment last night, and I don't know whether
we received all of the npessages or not, the Secretary is
checking that. W®What we have received to date is shown on the
Calendar, in terms of Senate bills. {Machine cut-
off)...Davidson, are you ready? Page 3 on the Calendar, on
the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 930. Mr.
Secretary, read the bill, please.

SECRETARY:
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House Bill 930.

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

Senator Davidson. '
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, the bill does
exactly what it says om the Calendar. One amendment which we
put on to make sure that people understood that truth in
tagxation did apply. This would amend the...give the school
district an opportunity to amend the tax certificate levy if
the application of the wnultiplier on the tazable property
will result in either loss of local or State revenue. This
would save us from going through this exercise we've gone
through for the last several years when the multiplier has
reduced...when the districts got the multiplier late has
reduced their being at the maximum levy to get the full
amount from the State. It's a good bill. Appreciate a
favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Davidson, as you know
when we talked about this bill in connittee at the same time
as we talked about 629, there was some concern that this ver-
sion, which I think did come out of the School Problems
Commission, was a little *too wide-open. That it would ef fec-
tively permit what we've come to call the balloon levying. I
know you did put an amendment on the bill on the Floor.
Would...would you explain, for the record at 1least, the
impact of that amendment. I think some...the problem was, as
you know, some of us felt that 629 was much more...linmited
and, therefore, a better way of achieving what purported to

be the same objective.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

The amendment, Senator Netsch, was to make absolutely
clear that the Truth in Taxation Act did apply. There was
some question in the committee whether the Truth in Taxation
Act did apply, and it...we put it in so it absolutely will
clear that truth in taxation does apply so they can't bal-
loon. This only gives the district an opportunity to correct
an...an opportunity to correct what a multiplier would do to
their 1levy for maximum entry in for maximum grants from the
state, something which they have no control over that factor.
And as you know, we deal every year...we have one, two,
three, four or five districts in here that we have to deal
with. This will...keep us from having to deal with this in
the future if it becomes law.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Could you explain the difference betveen...what was it,
House Bill 629 and...as ve passed it out of the Senate soae
time ago, which also was directed to that problem and many of
us thought was very well directed toward it because it was
more restricted, and House Bill 930 as you nov have it?
There's still a concern that, although I acknovledge that you
have added the +truth in taxation provisions back in, that
this may still open a gap that we'll be sorry about later.
PRESIDENT: ' '

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, I'm not...was not the sponsor of 629. It's my
understanding was that +the 629...dealt only with...local
revenue. Senator Maitland is in hearing, he can give you an

answer on 629, but 930 would apply either to...either local
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or State revenue drop. As you well know, if the district by
the wultiplier drops below the minimum to clarify or qualify
for the maximum benefits in the State, they also lose State
revenue, and this is why we've put the added factor so that
they would have the opportunity to correct am error of which
they had no control over with in the first place. And 1'd
appreciate support. Let's give the Governor an opportunity
to take his choice between the two bills.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 930 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 45, the Nays are 1, 2 voting Present. House Bill 930
having received the required comstitutional pajority is
declared passed. Senator Newhouse, om 932. On the Order of
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 932. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 932.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bili.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President., Mr. President, in its original
form, there was some opposition to the funding...the funding
elements of the bill. Those funding elements have been
removed. de have deleted the requiremen: that the State
Board of Education administer grants but mpakes it rather
permissive for the State Board to work with groups. Amend-
ment No. 2 adds the Illinois Commumity Education Association

and the Illinois Park and Recreation Association as two orga-
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nizations which will be working together in the community
education effort to develop cooperative programs. It's all
permissive, and I would seek a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall House Bill 932 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 52, the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill
932 having received the required comstitutional majority is
declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is
House Bill 952. Senator Grotberg seeks leave of the Body to
return that bill to the Order of 2nd Beading for purposes of
an amendment. IS leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
order of House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 952, Hr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Grotberg.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. I believe Amendment No. 2
strips out the ophthalmology, the...the controversial thiag
that happened to this bill, and replaces it with some neces-
sary functions of B....R and E regarding the Optometric Act
in a series 0fe...0f...how fees are paid, et cetera, and
they're going to go broke out of their fee structure if the
new effective date is not moved to 1985 from 1983. I nmove
the adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Grotberg has moved the adoption of

Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 952. Any discussion? Sepator

Savickas.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President, would the Senator please run through
that again, these necessary things that he...he gutted the
bill to put in...what necessary items for R and E?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

I'd be delighted to. It adds language for am inactive
status license to the Act among the other benefits of the
licensees and allows a person to retire his license and not
be responsible for continuing education. Deletes reference
to reinstating licenses and provides a aechanism for
restoration. Currently, a person can be out of the active
practice for five years and get his license by only one...by
paying a fee. This is not in the interest of public health
or safety, and this changes the date from the...that the
department begins administrative and enforcing the Act fron
the dedicated fund portion of it in the current Act from July
1, '83 +to 1985. There will not be sufficient money in the
fund until after the next license renewal, and it's kind of
a housecleaning amendment and now it's rid of the controver-
sial part of it. It also includes the origimal 1little bill
on contact lemses being in the language.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, obviously, if the controversial part is out, this
is a housekeeping bill. I don't know why at the last minutes

we're going to amendments for housekeeping bills or house-

keeping operations. I think it®s getting silly now.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotberg moves the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
House Bill 952. Any discussion? If not, all in...alright,

Senator Grotberg, having voted on the prevailing side, moves
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to reconsider the vote by which Amendment No. 1...Senator
Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I have a question of the sponsor on the amendment, if
we're on that...
PRESIDENT:

Well, I'm not sure where we are. He has now asked to
reconsider the vote by which Amendment No. 1 to House Bill
952 was adopted. All in favor of the motiom to reconsider
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
vote is reconsidered. He now moves to Table Amendment No. 1
to House Bill 952. All in favor of the motior to Table indi-
cate by saying Aye. All opposed. The MAyes have it. The
amendment is Tabled. Further amendsents?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2, by Senator Grotberg.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Denmuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, I have a gquestion of the sponsor. On page 9 of
your amendment, this housekeeping amendment, the fee for
the...and you add back the language "restoration® and you
strike "reinstatement of the certificate of registrationm as a
registered...optometrist which is expired for not more than
five years is ten dollars plus all lapsed renewal fees," and
you have added the language, "but not to exceed a hundred and
sixty dollars." Are we raising the 1license now for...from
ten dollars to a hundred and sixty dollars?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Hr. President. Once nmore...let mne get
BY...DYaa.let?s get it right. Hoves...the bills removes

reinstate of license from the Act. Now, to follow that




Page 9 - JUNE 28, 1983

up...0kay, now...but you can restore your license and it
places a wmax fee on the restoration. This 1is for the
old-timers.
PRESIDERT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

One...one final, quick question then. What is the aver-
age renewal cost for those people who have been lapsed for
more than...for five years?

PRESIDENT:

(Machine cutoff)...Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Under the old fee, you could just not pay for five years
and then pay it all up at once, Semator. This is an annual
pay.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Grotberg has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 952. Any further discussion?
If not, all in favor of the amendment indicate by saying Aye.
All opposed. The Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted.
Further amendments?

SECRETARY:
No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Yes, Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Now that the amendment has been adopted, I would make a
motion to recommit House Bill 952 back to the Conmittee on
Licensing and Pension and Activities. I think it's going to
be needed to be studied. This is the 1last day of the
Session, really. They're trying to amend bills that have
substantive language, and I think it should be studied. I
would motion at this time to Tecommit it.

PBESIDENT:
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Alright. Senator Savickas has moved to recommit House
Bill 952 to the Committee on Insurance and Licensed Activi-
ties. Any discussion on the motion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

¥ell, of course, I will object. Nobody is sorrier than I
am that this bill got into the posture that...the
ophthamology thing is gome, it's something the department
needs or we wouldn't be...I'm trying to save a Conference
Comnittee. I could have tried to get it out of here and
guaranteed you that nothing...wvhatever happened I vanted to
happen in front of my friends and associates without worrying
about the eyedrops anymore. This is a bill that R and E and
the whole profession needs, and it's an agreed bill with the
profession and they should have it, and it*d be kind of nice
just to get rid of it imnstead of talking about it. Nobody is
sicker of the issue than I anm.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. The gquestion is on the motion to recoammit.
Those in favor of the amotion to recoamit will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 27, the Nays are 27. The motion
fails. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill
963. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECBETARY:

House Bill 963.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS: ]

Yes, Mr. President, 963 has been totally changed. 1t

deletes everything after the...enacting clause and provides
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that the Department of Mental Health and...Developmental Dis-
abilities and the Dangerous Drug Compission shall jointly
develop treatment, prevention and education programs to
combat the rise, misuse and abuse of alcohol and other drugs
especially by youths and senior citizens. I think this
anendoent was put on by Senator Netsch and Senator Etheredge.
If there are any questionms, I would suggest that they be
directed towards Senator Netsch or Senator Etheredge.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Wetsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Briefly, H#r. President, thank you. Senator Savickas is
correct. This bill is now in a form where it is available
for the fall...it will be after it gets into a Conference
Conmittee, in case we get all of the problems worked out as
ve expect to on the form of a consolidation of alcoholism and
drug abuse programs into a substance abuse program.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? FPurther discussion? Senator Geo-
Karis.

SENATOR GEO~KARIS:

eeslece.Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, since 1 sponsored the origipal bill from which this
was an offshoot, I certainly rise in support of it.
PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall House Bill 963 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 gquestion, the Ayes
are 50, the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill
963 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 999, Senator Kustra. On the Order of House
Bills 3rd Reading, the bottom of page 3, is House Bill 999.

Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
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SECRETARY:
House Bill 999.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Kustra.
SENATCR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Hdr. President and members of the Senate. The
original bill repealed an obsolete section of the Statutes
which requires kindergarten someplace else in...in the...the
School Code. The amendment which was adopted is really the
substance of the bill now. The amendment pernmits school
boards in suburban Cook County to adopt a resolution to
assume the duties of the Office of Township School Treasurer.
The resolution provides that unless ten percent of the elec-
tors oppose such a move within thirty days of...publication,
then the proposition must be submitted to the voters with a
majority needed for abproval. There are some points that 1
think need to be made about this office and about this bill.
First of all, this particular bill applies only to one area
of the State, suburban Cook County. There are a hundred and
forty-three school districts in suburban Cook County which
use township school treasurers. The office of township
school treasurer for the rest of the State was abolished
years ago. The School Problems Commission saw to that but
for some reason was never able to get rid of it in suburban
Cook. This bill is optioral, it reguires nothing. It merely
allows a school board in suburban Cook County to assume the
duties of school treasurer, and as I said, even then provides
for a referendum if ten percent of the electors object. I
might also add that this bill does not affect the role of the
township school trustees. They will still be elected and
responsible for holding title to school properties, desig-

nating depositories for school funds and appointing a town-
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ship school treasurer for those districts which choose not to
assume the duties of the township school +treasurer. The
school districts in suburban Cook County are the...is...the
only units of local government in the State of Illinois which
have this extra layer of government, the <township school
treasurer. This function ought to be where it is in every
other local government in Illinois, that is in the hands of
the elected officials who are elected specifically for the
purpose of supervising the functions of school finance.
Because school boards are elected and because they are more
visible in the 1local community, they are more respon-~
sive...can be wmore responsive than the obscure office of
township school treasurer. I would also add that this bill
will save taxpayer dollars. Right now, school districts in
suburban Cook are assessed by the township school treasurer
for their services. Consequently, you have school districts
vho pay business managers to run their fimances at the sane
time they're assessed for the role of township school treas-
urer. In many cases, school business managers are now per-
forming these functioms. I could go on. I would be glad to
answer any questions. I would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:
Discussion? Senator Becker.

SENATOR BECKER:

Thank you, Mr. President and wmembers of the Senate.
Since 1973 this bill has been before this Body and has died a
slow death. In speaking to the officials of all comnmunities
in the...in School District 99, I think we are rated as hav-
ing one of the best school treasurers in the State of Illi-
nois. Begardless of the time of day or night, when we call
him, we receive answers of any and all questions put before
him. In the past five years that I have served in this
Senate, this bill has been before us and, again, it has died

a slow death. I can assure you, God willing, if I*m here
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next year, if it's defeated this year and brought up again
next year, I will negotiate with Semator Weaver, the funeral
director, for a coffin and volunteer to be a pallbearer, put
the bill in the coffin and volunteer bpy services as a
pallbearer, and we'll put it in the coffin and we'll bury it
for good. I ask that every member of this Senate press a red
button on this bill and let's put the bill to death forever.
PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, I have a question of the sponsor, Mr. President.
Then...comments.

PRESIDENT:

«esesindicates he'll yield, Senator...
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Kustra, would *he business managers be paid for
doing this?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR kUSTRA:

Yes, they would.
PRESIDENT:

Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Alright, to the bill. First of all, I addressed my com-
ments about how this was being done when the anmendnent was
put on. I thought it was poor public policy to strip a bill
and try to get elected officials taken out of office with an
amendment. Senator Kustra has attempted nov to leave thenm in
office; however, he's <taken away all the authority but
stiffed them with the responsibility of maintaining the prop-
erty. Good trade, Senator Kustra. Now, let me...let me talk
about the optional aspects of this. W¥hat's going %o happen

under this bill is the larger school districts who have the
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computer equipment will opt out. The smaller school dis-
tricts who will be stuck in there will be stuck with a higher
cost or else be at the mercy of the larger school districts
to contract to do that work for them.. Now, 1 have to tell
you, every one of my school superintendents has written me or
called me to support this bill. Every one of them that I
have talked to I have asked, is this going to save you money?
TheY...hen-haw, skirt around the issue, and not one of them
has said definitively that it's going to save any money.
Now, if we're going to talk about elected officials, and
these people are elected officials, vwe ought not to be tam-
pering with them in this way. There is no evidence at all,
first, that they're going to save any money. Secondly,
there's no evidence at all that they're going to improve the
investment policy, and anybody who knows anything about
investments knows that the larger the pot there is, the nore
you have +to negotiate with and the better rate you can get.
Senator Kustra, with all good respect for your intelligence
and your coseitment, I think this bill ought to be soundly
defeated.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I rise to echo what Senator DeAngelis has said. This is
extremely unfair to the smaller districts, it's
counterproductive. Albeit a good intention, Senator, I ask
anybody on the Floor to please vote No.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Purther discussion? Senator Kustra
may close.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, MHr. President and members of the Senmate. In

response to the problem raised by the small school districts
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who they say might have difficulty if this bill were to pass,
I would point out that all school districts novw in the State
of Illinois may choose to pool their investment wmonies in
what's called the Illinois Public Treasurers' Investment
Pool. That was a bill passed by this General Assembly a few
years ago. It's rum by the State Treasurer's Ooffice. Over a
hundred and fifty school districts across the State partici-
pate in that program. So, there is no guestiocn that small
districts as well as large districts could benefit from this
existing program. There really wouldn't be any problem as
far as 1loss of taxpayer dollars for investment purposes.
That's what the State Treasurer provides 1local school dis-
tricts across this State. Let's give school districts in
Cook County the option of managing their own affairs as they
do in the rest of the State. That's why we elect local
school boards and that's why ve ought to be for this bill.
I ask for your favorable comsideration.

PRESIDENT:

Question...the gquestion is, shall House Bill 999 pass.
Phose in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 12, the Nays are 42, none voting
Present. House Bill 999 having failed to receive the
required constitutional majority is declared 1lost. Oon the
order of House Bills 3rd Reading, Senator Dawson om House
Bill 1001. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETAEY:
House Bill 1001.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DAWSON:
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Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
House Bill 1001 does create job protection policy im DCCR to
investigate plant closing and relocations, and the main part
of it is to aid those who are affected. We have amended this
piece of legislation to take care of a problem that Illinois
Manufacturers® Association has shich they said, the State
does not have the power or duty to recommend production
changes or techniques or prevent losses or closings. Accord-
ing to a Dum...io recent study based on Dun and Bradstreet
listing, 2.5 mwmillion jobs a year were lost hetween '69 and
1976 as a direct result in business closings. What we're
asking for here is for the office to investigate plant clos-
ing and relocation and publish a report to the effects on
communities predicting possible future plant closings, the
prevention of such closings and recommendations on govern-
mental actions and to assist individuals by such closings.
We've had this problem in my district several times, and
at...the State had several problems in the beginning om how
to organize this as far as unemployment and so omn, and we
feel that this here legislation would be very bemeficial to
those problems, and we're going to have more of them coming
through our State, and ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

I hate to rise and question the bill of such an enminent
gentleman and scholar, but I do have a question or two. In
committee, didn't we all say that DCCA is already doing
everything this bill mandates them to do?

PRESIDERT:
Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:
DCCA believes that it would duplicate the division in

economic development services, Boger. They believe it would,
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but when we...when it gets down to the basics, they really
have not put all the mechanics in work to keep something
going like this here.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I won't speak against this, only %o say that, I don't say
that DCCA might not do a better job at it, I just don't koow
if this will help them do it, and I...I think our probleas
sometimes are greater than this but what the heck.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and meambers of the Body.
Senator Keats, I'm rising in support of your bill, not
because we don't have a law on the books to do the sanme
thing, but the facts are, they are mot doing very amuch of
anything in this area. We did pass a bill out of...you were
a sponsor of...cosponsor of...last year, and we have not seen
any action at all on that bill. So, maybe amother bill will
send another message. And for that reason, I support the
bill.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further diséussion? Senator Dawson
may close.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
everybody agrees ve're having problems with our econowmy and
this is just a way to help the people when they face that
drastic problem of being unemployed all at one time in one
local area. Thank you, very much. Ask for a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDENT:

The guestion is, shall House Bill 1001 pass. Those in
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favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on that
question, the Ayes are 44, the Nays are 13, none voting
Present. House Bill 1001 having received the required coan-
stitutional majority is declared passed. On the Order of
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1017. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1017.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, MNr. President and nmenbers of the Senate.
House Bill 1017 amends the Downstate Teachers' Retirement
Act. It merely makes some technical changes. For instance,
on page 1, lime 20 and 22, it changes the word "money" to
mapount,” and there are several other noncontroverisal lan-
guage changes. The bill passed the House by a vote of 111 to
0. It probably should have been on the Agreed Bill List, and
it may have been intended to be a vehicle to begin with. But
I'd be glad to answer any gquestions. I1'd appreciate your
favorable support.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is,‘shall House Bill 1017 pass. Those in favor will Vvote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill 1017
having received the required constitutional majority is

declared passed. 1029, Senator Buzbee. Senator Buzbee on
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the Floor? Senator Buzbee on the Floor? 1054, Senator
Kelly. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Beading is House Bill
1054. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1054.

{secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Well, I guess I'm on a roll here. Thank you,...MC.
President and members of the Senate. House Bill 1054
addresses the subject of disposing of hazardous liguid waste.
What House Bill 1054 does is prevent the placement of 1liguid
hazardous waste in Illinois 1landfill sites after July 1,
1984, unless the landfill operator obtains the consent of the
Environmental Protection Agenmcy. This bill sets up the proc-
ess for dealing with the disposal of dangerous waste pmate-
rials, and under the bill, it requires the Pollution Control
Board to issue regulations, and it requires the EPA to nake a
1ist of solvents which are environmentally hazardous by Octo-
ber 1st of this year. 1I'll be frank, there has been some
controversy on the bill on an amendment that Senator Demuzio
had offered, and at this particular moment, he's
in...probably in a better position to ansver any questions on
the bill than I am. I would ask for your favorable support
and be pleased to respond to any questions you might have on
this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, wny only copment is directed to the amendpment. I
think probably we have provided for an impossible time table

under that amendment, but at this stage of the game, I think
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we have no othef choice other than to go ahead and to adopt
the legislation, send it back to the House. Obviously, this
will have to be adjusted in the Conference Counnittee.
PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1054 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 52, the Nays are 1, none voting Present. House Bill 1054
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is
House Bill 1081. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1081.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and nmembers of the Senate.
House Bill 1081 increases the service credit time for state's
attorneys who enter the judiciary after their tenure as
state's attormey. It increases the number of years that they
can purchase from four until eight years. The...there is no
cost impact. The...the...the contribution is made at the
current level. I don't know of any opposition. I commend it
to your favorable consideration.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Mr. President, I just want to say that I have a conflict
of interest in this and I'll be voting Present.
PRESIDERNT:

Further discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gues-
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tion is, shall House Bill 1081 passe. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The votirg 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 44, the Nays are 9, 1 voting Presenmt. House Bill 1081
having received the reguired constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Jones on 1092. On the Grder of
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1092. Bead the bill,
Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARYX:

House Bill 1092.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of...of
the Senate. House Bill 1092 as amended will provide for a
penalty for those parents who do not have their children
inoculated as...as it relates to the School Code. The synop-
sis in the Journal was incorrect. Also, the bill does pro-
vide for an extension of the tax levy for the Chicago Board
of Education, it...it raise that extension to 2.11.
The...the purpose of this extension is to give back to the
Chicago School Board...the purpose of that extension is to
give back to the Chicago School Board those monies that was
vaken from it...when the Finance Authority was created im
1979. At that time, the school was running im very...very
difficult shape. We all...vwe were almost collapsed as far as
neeting our bonded indebtedness. The General Assembly came
and took twenty-five percent of the educational fund and gave
it to the Finance Authority. Over %the past twelve years, the
City of Chicago has...actually neglected its children in the

public school system. We have not had a local tax increase
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for the past twelve years. Many school districts across the

tate of Illinois, in order to mest the local share of edu-
cation, have increased their taxes t0...t0 meet.the needg of
the students in the public school system. Chicago hés failed
to live up to its responsibility. This is the reason why
this bill is on the Calendar today. You will hear the hue
and cry fronm the colleagues from Chicago concerning
this...piece of legislation. Some will tell you that they
have children in their area in private schools, well, so do
I. The portion of my district which...which lies vithin the
city of Chicago has no less than ten private and paréchial
schools. I went to the public schools; ny daughters weat to
the public schools; my son went to a private school, but that
was. for religious purposes, because 1 believe in the
turbulent times that we have, our children must have a reli-
gious background and I felt that that school was best for
him. But my obligation and duty is to the public school
children in the public schools throughout the State of Illi-
nois and the City of Chicago. I kmow that this is an exten-
sion on the tax ievy which would have to be approved by the
Chicago Board of Education. This is not a tax increase per
se. This is an investment, an investment in the...this is an
investment in the children of the City of Chicago. . You
cannot continue to cut and cut and cut and expect the chil-
dren in Chicago public schools system to come out and be fine
adults and be able to compete in this high tech society which
we are coming into. We passed some legislation on this side
of the aisle with support of both Democrats and Republicans
called Prairie State Two Thousand. Well, Ladies and
Gentlemen, this piece of legislation for the City of Chicago
and the public school system is the cornerstone *o Prairie
State Two Thousand. We must give our children what they are
needing; vwe must provide the finances for our children in the

public school system. Taxes have been increased in Chicago
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for everything you can name; ie even put a head tax on; we
put a sales tax on; ve put another sales tax on for trans-
portation, all over the past two years, but not one dollar,
not one dollar was increased for the education of the chil-
dren in the public school system. It's very ironic that this
bill happen to come at this particular time. Yesterday, you
debated another bill. If this bill does not become law, the
Chicago public school system, which would ke the only systen
in the State of Illinois, would have reduced taxes for edu-
cation, because the fifty cents that is now given the Finance
Authority which was incorporated in House BEill 633, they will
not use all of that money which will be rebated back to...to
the taxpayers and they will levy only thirty-eight cents,
which will in turn cause the City of Chicago not to expend
two-eleven as they've done since 1971, but they would have
regressed, they would have regressed to possibly a dollar
eighty-nine cents.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator JoDE€S...
SENATOR JONES:

And you, gentlemen, know very well that we have not lived
up to0...our pro rata share. I'm from Chicago like a lot of
our other colleagues from Chicago is, but it is my obli-
gation, it is wy duty to push this legislation. I have
solicited many of you for votes individually on this piece of
legislation, and I request an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

alright. Purther discussion? Senator Jeremiah Joyce.
SENATOR JEREHIAH JOYCE:

Will the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Senator Jones, what is the difference per pupil expendi-
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ture in the Chicago Board of Education between 1979 and the
present school year?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

The per pupil expenditure between 1979 and current, I do
not have that particular fiqure. Then that figure will be
incorporated within our...our School Aid Formula.; I know it
has increased and that increase is just due to the inflation-
ary increase, but it has not been an increase based on
increased funding for education.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Senator Jones, what is the decrease or increase in the
tax base available to levy against in the City of Chicago
between 1979 and 1983, or the present year?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIQ)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JOMNES:

In 1971, we are talking about 13.2 billion; 1982, we are
talking about 13.8 billion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussior? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Just to make two or three points. Number one, the number
of students in the Chicago public school system has declined.
The per pupil expenditure has dramatically increased. The
fact of the matter is, the fifﬁy cents was not taking...was
not taken away, it was redirected. So, if we're going to try
and pake some progress here and get some money for the
Chicago Board of Educaton, I think we bave to be candid about
all of this. Lastly, we have debated for the last two Ses-

sions the...our concern about the nultiplier, and we from
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Chicago know the impact of that multiplier and what it has
done. So, while the tax rate for the Board of Education may
have remained constant, you and I know that with the
multiplier we have, in fact, had a...or we...we have had a de
facto increase im school taxes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco. Senator Chew.
SENATCR CHEW:

Thank you, Mr. President. The Jonmes formula or the fifty
cents per hundred dollars evaluation has been discussed,
cussed, married, divorced, held up, held down, and finally,
it's on this Floor. There's nothing so outstanding about
voting a tax increase for education. 1It's been doune since
education has been. #e noticed yesterday on this Floor
that...couple of measures that were designed to give addi-
tional monies, spomsored by Senator Berman, were defeated.
This leaves us in a posture now of pot having anything for
the schools in Chicago. I believe this merely authorizes the
city council to levy this tax. Whether they'll do it, I
don't know. But at least our responsibility down here should
be to make way for the necessary apparatus to funnel this
noney into the Chicago school system. There's fifty-nine of
us working here and fifty-nine different attitudes. I hope
that thirty-ome attitudes will be toward getting this bill
out of here; getting it on the Governor®'s Desk; giving that
authority to the Chicago City Council, and getting om with
the work at hand. We can take a grain of salt and create it
into a box, or we can take a box of salt and create it into a
graine But wise heads should mingle in this conversation in
order for us to do what is basically right. I'sm a taxpayer
in Chicago; I am a property owner in Chicago; I°11 be hit
heavily in this area, I don't mind it because we're geared up
+0 vote for other taxes tha+ certainly would not be as essen—

tial to our schools as this assessment, which is fifty cents,
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and I would urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Who has...Senator Jones, who has to approve this tax
increase?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

By Statute, the Board of Education must approve the tax
levy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Does that board of education answer to the taxpayers, do
they run for election?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

That board of education, by law, draw up its budget, levy
the tax which in turn must be approved by the city council.
They cannot proceed without approval from the c¢ity council,
because it is not an elected body as such and the city coun-
cil must approve the tax levy, whatever +the...the Chicago
board levies.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Isn't it a fact that the city council is only a rubber
stamp to the school, they have nothing to change it, they
have noting to do with it, all they do is rubber-stamp what-
ever the Chicago board gives them?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Jones.
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SENATOR JONES:

That is d...they cannot amend the budget,
and...but...but...but as far as the levy itself...and there
is case law, and you're a lawyer, ome of the brillianmt law-
yers in this General Assembly, they uouid have to approve the
tax levy. Now, vhether or not they can reject it up or down,
I don't know about any case law along those lines.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Well, it's wy understanding that they can't. Chicago has
the only board of education that does not run for...for elec-
tion; it's not answerable to the people; the superintendent
of schools does not listen to the people; the board doesn't
listen to the people; no one listens to the people what they
wante...in the way of needs, and the reason we...appointed
a...a Finance Authority here is f*cause we found out the board
couldn't properly...handle their money. And it's a proven
fact even with the Finance Authority we are mpow two hun-
dred...million in the hole, two hundred million dollars in
the hole, yet, we as taxpayers...not like any other school
board, because if that school board ran their school dis-
tricts ine.in the hole, those members would be turned out by
the taxpayers and new ones would be put in who properly wman-
age the school board. We do not have that option in the City
of Chicago, unfortunately. Therefore, I think that this is
untimely and uncalled-for until the superintendent of school
quits hiring top-heavy people, until we start cutting down
and getting the money to educate children, and I ask for a No
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Well, thank you, Mr. President, and I'm not sure how many
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votes are going to be swayed one way or another on this
issue, but I would like to take another approach. There was
an article in the newspaper the other day that suggested that
we ought to have, instead of an arms race, an educatiom race.
One of the national purposes‘that we have always held in the
forefront is that every individuval in this country is
entitled to a free, a free, education, and that's what makes
this country different and distinct from almost any other
country in the world. And it is for that reason that this
has been, in the past, the land of opportunity for wmany of
our forebearers, that free education system was here and in
place for people who came to this country for the very reason
that these things did not exist. They existed solely on a
class basis, and people were taught only what they needed to
know. It's only io America, only in this country that this
principle, which is the underpinning of our system of freedon
and justice, it's only in this couniry that it exists. It is
under heavy fire, it 1is under heavy fire from many, many
sources. You all know what happens when you ask for a refer-
endum now. Our constituents are no longer connecting our
most valuable asset to civilization in this country, and
that's what's at stake. Now, "this is a Chicago issue,® I'l1l
put that in quotes, but anyone who thinks this is simply a
Chicago issue is kidding. This is a State-wide issue and it
has national implications. We're talking about fifty cent
rate. Okay, nobody wants to raise taxes, nobody does; nobody
wants to pay more taxes, nobody does. But if you talk about
a quid pro guo, if you talk about a value received for
dollars invested, there cannot be a better dcllar investment
than what we are talking about right now. We talk about
industry in this State and we talk about the lack of industry
in this State, and we all know, we all know that we're losing
industry and this is one of the causes. They tell us they

can't get qualified people, they’re going elsewhere for those
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purposes. So, Massachusetts has got the high tech, other
states bhave the high tech and we're talking about it and
destroying the very basis upon which high tech pust be built.
Come on, folks, we're talking now about something that has
nuch greater impact, much greater implications for the future
than what this discussion has involved so far. I wvould sug-~
gest all of you reach way back im your comsciousness and make
a solid decision about what you want this State to be, and if
we want this State to be a State that is known for bhaving
unqualified citizens for the labor market, if vwe want this
State to be known as a State that is unattractive for people
to live, if we want that kind of reputation, then let's vote
No on bills such as this. But if we want what wve all talk
about on +the fourth of July, if we want vhat we all say to
our children we want for them, and which cannot exist for
then unless it exists for every child, then we ought to seri-
ously consider this bill. And I would suggest that on that
basis, we pass this bill out of here with a resounding Aye
vote and say something to the citizenry of this State and
certainly to the children of this State. Thank you, very
much, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Just a couple of
points that I would like, first of all, to remind you that
yesterday I told you statistically one of the reasons that
the Chicago school system is...has got a problem is you bave
two and a half staff members per teacher, whereas the average
school system has a half of a staff aenber. You are
overloaded on adpinistration, you are overloaded on patronage
vorkers. Second of all, I would 1like to alsc remind oy
colleagues who come from the western suburbs, which is where

I grew up in Oak Park, I know what your tax bills are, they
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are similar to what ours are in our county. My county has an
average tax bill of three thousand dollars in real estate,
seventy-two percent of which goes to schools. The average
tax bill in Cook County in the City of Chicago is eight hub-
dred and fifty dollars, forty-two percent of which goes to
the schools. My suggestion is that you vote for this if you
live outside of the City of Chicago. I see no Justification
that you can go back to your...your constituents and say I
voted against this bill when you know that the biggest bite
out of the tax that we accumulate here in the State is for
schools. And if you vote against this and you 1live outside
the City of Chicago, I defy you to go back to your constit-
uents and explain why.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of
the Senate. Many of us have agonized for several weeks now
over this particular issue. 1I've had an opportunity omn at
least two occasions, as a matter of fact, three occasions, I
guess, to talk with Superintendent Love. I am, Ladies and
Gentlemen, extremely impressed the way she is beginning to
turn that...that system in Chicago around. ®e have all been
very critical of it over the years, there was no one who
vorked this side of the aisle any harder than I did some four
years ago when we created the mechanism to get them out of
the dilemma that they were in at that time. HNot that I
liked, necessarily, the shape the system was in, but I have
some concern for those in excess of five hundred thousand
students in that city who had an equal right to an education
as oy children do downstate, and I felt they weren't getting
it. I've questioned Superintendent Love on a nusber of
issues. Among them, the fact that their staff'to student

ratio there is one to eleven or one to twelve, whereas
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downstate, or outside that particular system, it's one to
twenty or twenty-two. And she's indicated to me very clearly
that she is setting about the task presently to try to bring
in people from the private sector to begim to do some of
those jobs. I think this is a positive move forward. She's
been very strong in her feeling of the necessity of making
tough decisions, closing schools where necessary, so that
those dollars can better be funnelled to educate all the stu-
dents in the City of Chicago. I think she is moving forward
in a positive way. But in the meantime, that system, Senator
Joyce, is affected by inflation and a declining enrollment
like every other school district in the State. We have the
same problem downstate, costs have continued to rise even
with declining enrocllment. unfortunately, you Jjust don't
take all those students out of one classroom, and generally,
those classrooms have to continue. So, it is a problem, but
ve'll rtesolve those problems with good management and proper
funding. No one stands on this Floor anymore than I do in
opposition to a tax increase without a referendun. I don't
like it, and yet there are three ways in which, im our
judgement, the tax rate can be raised in the City of Chicago;
one, by referendum; one, by the city council...two, by the
city council; and three, by the State Legislature. Unfortun-
ately, a referendum will not pass, it won®t even come close
to passing. Unfortunately, to this point, the mayor has not,
in my judgement, stepped forward with a positive attitude
toward a tax increase, and certainly the city council has no
position and I think that's too bad. So, that leaves the
decision up to this Legislature to assure that those five
hundred students up there have a gquality education which is
their God-given right under this system as it is to us
downstate. Clearly, we are trying to do one thing, educate
the children, and we would like the City of Chicago to pick

up a bit more of the local effort which the rest of us pay
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elsevhere in the State. This need not be a racial type of
vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Maitland, can you bring...
SERATOR MAITLAND:

It need not be a downstate versus City of Chicago type of
vote, It's a vote for guality education. I believe this
bill should pass.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Body. I
rise in support of 1092 because I have mo alternative. The
only alternative left is to close the schools in.September,
and for me and for those of us who 1live in the City of
Chicago, +that is no alternative at all, and so we have no
choice but to vote to authorize the board to increase its
levy. I would like to say to all of you, I have the assur-
ance, and based on her track record, from Superintendent Love
and from the board members, that this money is needed not so
much for teacher raises but is needed *to maintain the oper-
ation of the Chicago school system. It is also needed to
continue the programs that she has put into effect that we
have seen some positive results in the upgrading of the
educational levels of the children of the City of Chicago.
It is true that we have...Chicago has continucusly come to
this Body and asked for more money and more momey and more
money, while at the same time the achievement 1level of the
kids of the City of Chicago were constantly falling behind
the national achievement norms. That trend has changed, and
if it takes an additional fifty dollars a year from a
homeowner, then I think we have no other choice but to do
that, because that is a very small price to pay for quality
education. The other option is to continue to allow the kids
in the City of Chicago to graduate from high school without
being able to read an application for employment and to con-
tinue %o allow them to drop out and end up into the welfare
rolls or in the correctional system of which we will pay far
more than fifty dollars a year. Those are the options we
have here, and I will ask all of you...we're not voting for

the taxes, we're granting the authority.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I'n going to vote for this bill for a couple of
symbolic reasoas. I'm very proud of this Body, the 1Illinois
Senate is an important part of our government. Yesterday was
a...a day in vwhich I thought bad signals were given by this
Body regarding our support for a public education in the City
of Chicago. This bill is amended, it.ee.I think we will see
it again, or we will certainly see other measures addressing
the needs of the Chicago schools, both from a State financial
aid as well as, perhaps, a real estate tax increase point of
view. I think the efforts that have been made by the Chicago
School Board should be given a vote of confidence by this
Body, and I think that is what this vote is just as nmuch as
anything else. This is not final passage, this is a large:
tax increase; I'm a real estate taxpayer in the City of
Chicago, 1 don't uan£ ny taxes to go up
any...anywhere...anynore than anyone else, but I think the
future of Chicago is in our school childrenm. Every respon-
sible group that has studied the Chicago school system has
endorsed a property tax increase. The comnission that was
set up by this Legislature following the financial collapse
in '79 endorsed that measure; the School Probleas Copmission
endorsed it: the Citizens® Schools Comnittee, yesterday,
endorsed 1it. I*n going to vote Yes because I think it's an
important message for us to deliver that there has to be both
a State and a local participation to help the citizens and
help the children of the City of Chicago.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Savickas

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, every year
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we hear how we are denying every child of good education,
that we can't prepare them for life unless we raise taxes.
our downstate brothers really feel that the people in Chicago
are too ignorant or don't know enough about what goes on in
their own communities that they would not support amy posi-
tive program that would support a good school system. But
they will rise as great saviors from downstate Illinois, tax
the people of Chicago to show that they knmow what Chicagoans
need. This is great, every year we ask for more money; every
year we raise the taxes; every year the excuse is that this
is going to really educate our children. Yes, I think one of
the Senators talked about the test scores have gone up, they
had to g¢go up. They were so God danned bad and got so low
that they couldn't go down anymore. They have to go up.
They talk about the money for the teachers; the superintend-
ents of the public school system makes a hundred and twenty
thousand dollars a year. They talk about getting a twenty
percent cut. The mayor of Chicago says he makes too much
money, het's going to take a twenty percent cut. If she took
a twenty percent cut, she would still double his salarye.
There are sixty administrators, as Sepator Fawell pointed
out, sixty administrators in the school board that make more
money than the mayor of Chicago. Let's talk about how
they're cutting, cﬁtting the administrative costs. We have
just in the administrative budget increases by one or two in
almost every department. But here, in UOnit 0130, Office of
Equal Educational Opportunity, £from sixteen employees last
year to to twenty new ones. From...from the Department of
Curriculum, from seventy-nine employees last year to a hun-
dred and four. Pupil Personnel Services amd Special Edu-
cation, from a hundred and sixteen to two hundred and five.
This isn't a tax to help the children get educated, this is a
tax to keep funnelling those jobs to these people in edu-

cation programs that want to do a little social engineering,

o
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do a little social planning and not educate our children. 1
think it's wrong, I think this should be defeated, that they
can by simple measures, increasing classroca size a 1little,
not spending so much in administrative costs, *aking a few of
these administrators out of business, putting some of these
principals back in schools instead of when they don't want
them and the conmunity don't want them out in the school,
they hide them avay in the administrative offices at their
full salarye. I think these are some of the areas we should
look at. I would...suggest a No vote om this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator...WBBM-IV has requested
permission to film the proceedings...tape the proceedings.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Further discussion?
Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise to oppose House Bill
1092, but at the same time I would 1like to disassociate
myself from the reasoning of virtually every other person who
has risen in opposition to it. What I see here is an issue
not just of educational policy but also of fiscal policy. I
have been an advocate and supporter of strong public school
system, often at the expense of help to the private schools,
for all of my life and certainly all of my legislative life.
I an a product of a public school systenm, and I like to think
they did such a good job with me that it's worthwhile for
everyone else. But I have also been in the position of being
asked, virtually intimidated, year after year at the close of
a legislative Session to vote for property tax increases or
some other form thereof to "keep the Chicago schools open.”
I want the Chicago schools to stay open, they sust stay open.
I do not believe that this is the only way to do it. I do
not believe that increased property tax funding is the appro-

priate or proper way to fund the public school systen. It
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wvas ny sentence in the Illinois State Constitution that the
State has the primary responsibility for funding education
That is precisely where that responsibility belongs. I don't
know any other way to make my point that it is the State that
has the primary responsibility for funding educatién than to
vote No on this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, ¥r. President. I just want to make one very
brief point. Senator Jones has talked to me over a period of
time about this bill, and, frankly, I have difficulty sup-
porting it. But I've decided I'm going to support it, and
one of the reasons is this, I know and the people of
downstate Illinois know that the Chicago schools get sone-
thing in the range of a third of the total State aid fronm
this State, with about twenty-five percent of the studeats,
as I understand it, or twenty-two percent. But I take a look
at what +the local effort is on the part of homeowners, and,
you know, it really isn't equal. Your tax rates in Chicago
are somewhere in the range of two dollars or two dollars and
eleven cents depending upon how you calculate it, and I have
here in my hand a...a list of the tax rates of the schools inm
my district, and there are sonme thirty-three schools and
twenty-six of them have rates over two dollars, but the
homeowners in those districts are assessed about twice as
high as your homeowners are. Their homes are assessed at
thirty-three and a third percent; your homeowners are only
assessed at seventeen and a half percent. Now, I know that
your...that the next argument is that your businesses are
paying a higher rate and that's true, but I vould point out
to you that the people of Chicago are not comprising all of
the business that enables those business enterprises to pay

their real estate taxes. A lot of that money also comes froam
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dovnstate and the rest of the nation. I really think this
gets at the question of local support of schools, and I don't
think it's an unfair thing and I think Chicago legislators
can go back and point out to homecwners that even €ith this
kind of an increase, you're still paying 1less real estate
taxes on your homes than the people in much of downstate
Illinois are paying.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeARGELIS:

Thank you, Hr. President and membersiof the Senate. I do
not believe that this thing should be construed as a Chicago
versus non-Chicago issue. The Chicago Board of Education is
the second largest school district in the Upited States, but
within that school district is also the fifth largest school
district in the United States, and that is the private and
parochial school educational system. Now, the reason that
Chicago is not funding its educational load is because there
is a strong tendency to send kids to private school. I don't
feel that we ought to destroy the public school system in
favor of the private school system, and po bill made nme
angrier in this Session than the loss of 107 yesterday, as I
do not favor the destruction of the private school system for
the public school system. But the fact of the matter iSea.is
that Chicago has had very little in the way of its own sup-
port for its own school system. We in the Legislature have
been entrusted with that particular responsibility, and bas
been pointed out by several other speakers, the contribution
by local effort to the total cost is lower than wmost areas
across <*he entire State of Illinois. Now, people have been
concerned about cuts. Senator Joyce, you're right, there
need to be cuts. But let me point out to you that even if
this bill passes, cuts of a hundred and five million dollars

will have %o be made; and even if the income tax passes at
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the Governor's level, which is highly unlikely, another sixty
million dollars would have to be made in cuts. This bill
does not preclude the making of the cuts. It is an honest
sentiment on the part of the General Assembly that local
effort ought to contribute more to the total cost of edu-
cation. Now, the last thing is that I think in the shifting
of students from the public system to the private systesn,
there is another phenomena that occurs, and that is that we
lose the role models, those students who attend to bring up
those test scores, those students who attend to influence
other students, those students who would make it easier to
educate the remaining students, and I think if Chicago wants
to do something for itself without increasing property taxes,
it has to address that issue as well. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. 1092 is a very importamt bill. 1It's important in as
far as the dollar amount that it raises; it's important as
far as the purposes of the bill, but I believe it's placing
the cart before the horse, *he cart before the horse because
of the fact that until you know exactly what the revenue pic-
ture is of this State, you really can't tell how much money
you need from other sources. This General Assembly bhas not
addressed that most crucial issue as far as the total revenue
picture of this State and from what funding sources. And
that's our responsibility, that's our lack of addressing the
issue in the forefront, so then this way you can tell every
school district in this State, this is our revenue picture as
passed, then vwe make the allocations in reference to " real
estate or other sources. Senator Netsch was absolutely cor-
rect, it's the State's primary responsibility to generate the

money for education. It's supposed to be at fifty-one per-
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cent. What's been the real case is that the State has been
increasing the multiplier right along and shifting that
burden to local government. In Cook County it just happened
to us again, the State adjusted the pultiplier, and what
happens? A higher amount then goes on the real estate taxes
in our community for education, less State dollars. Is that
fair and equitable? I don't believe so. And to my downstate
brothers who are saying how equitable this is for the City of
Chicago, I want to point out to you, this is...without a
backdoor or a front door referendum. As long as 1I've been
here in the General Assembly, one of the primary questions of
every downstater when it comes down for any taxing issue, is
there a referendum provision in the bill...either backdoor or
front door? 1In this case there is none. And as Senator
Jones pointed out to you, the only recourse we have is that
money goes to the city...the approval goes to the city coun-
cil. They can't change it, they can't veto it down. It's an
automatic passthrough. And to my Democratic friends on this
end of the aisle who are going to be supporting this issue,
and I believe 1092 will pass because I believe that the
Republicans will be supporting it in total, so they in tura
can shift the burden away from the income tax and the dollar
amount that could be coming into the City of Chicago on the
allocation of that money. Let me also point out to you as
far as the School Aid Formula, there is a provision in the
passage of 1092 in changing that formula which comes back to
the City of Chicago. More momey will be going to downstate
and central 1Illinois. You have walked a bad plank. This
plank is a disaster for the students...of all the students in
this State because you have not addressed the amost «critical
issue, exactly what type of revenue we're going to be gener-
ating in this State and making the allocation accordingly.
This bill will have a serious negative impact...about the

amount of money coming back from the State for the City of
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Chicago's school system. It will have a serious and negative
impact on the poor homeowners in the City of Chicago when
they get their tax bill next year and they*ll be raised a
minimum of a hundred and fifty dollars per household on this
type of legislation. When you talk about the largest tax
increase in this State and income tax, when you talk about
the largest gas tax in the nation, and now you're talking
about a severe impact on real estate taxes in the City of
Chicago, this bill should be defeated. I vote No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Sepator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President and to the members of the
Senate. My heart is full. I've sat here this morming and I
have listened pro and con. I've heard people talk for the
bill, 1092, and I've heard some of my colleagues, whom I have
highly respected through the years, to stand and speak derog-
atory and speak in terms of persons...persosalities and about
how wmuch money they are making, and I have watched through
the years as I have come to Springfield and as I have gome to
political meetings in Chicago, and I have seen what the
actions of other people and what they were doing and they had
a big smile on their face and they would shake your hand at
the same time they were cutting the City of Chicago, the
State of Illinois, and putting monies in their pockets. And
here we are this morning...I have travelled around the world,
and I want you to know how wonderfully blessed we are here in
this America, bow wonderfully blessed we are here in the
State of 1Illinois to be able to say that we've got a school
to carry our children, for there are many children this morn-
ing in this world who wish they had a schoolroom to go to,
and wish they had a teacher to teach them. But we are
talking about money...who has put us in the plight? People,

the adults, not the young people. These young people did not
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ask to come into this world; it was our lust that brought
these young people into this world, and now you want to talk
about them as just accidental. They are your future, and if
the State of 1Illinois is to go up, it's going to
be...dependent upon our young people. I say to you this
morning...and I heard Senator...DeAngelis speaking in terss
of private institutions, yes, there is something going around
vho want to take our young people out of schools and put thenm
in private institutions, that's what you have abroad, and you
know wvhat you have also abroad? You have young people uwhose
parents are not able to go *o mission schools or go %o pri-
vate schools, and you know what they're doing? They're
running up and down the streets, and all...they don't even
have no streets, but they are out dirty doing all kimds of
things that are not comparable for young people. And here
you have here in this Chicago, in this...in the State of
Illinois an opportunity to send your school...your children
to a public school that they can learn to read and %o write
and to be citizens here, to take on the government that you
are now 1in...in charge of. Why stand here this morning and
gripe over the money and the referendun? As long as you've
got people you'll have money, but you destroy people and you
will have no money. Train these young people to go to school
and say, as the late John Kennedy say, not what this country
can do for me but what that I do as a result of ny education.
What can I do for this City of Chicago, this State of Illi-
nois to carry on the government of this State? 1 say to all
of you because I 1love you and I respect you out of the
mittage of my heart, please this morning, don't sit here and
grapple about the dollar, but grapple and think in terms of
human beings. This is what it's all about. 1 ask you, out
of the mittage of my heart, to vote for House Bill 1092...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further...
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SENATOR SMITH:

«e.sand let your hearts remember that it is not what you
say here but it's what you do here. For the young people
are...all around the State of Illinois this morning listening
to what you're saying. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
wasn't going to speak on this issue, and as a matter of fact,
it may be hard to believe, but until a few pinutes ago I
wasn't even sure I was going to vote on this issue. I was a
school teacher in the Chicago public school system before I
became a lawyer, and I have probably as many teachers in nmy
district as any district in the State, very close anyway.
Bducation has always been my top priority down here, I know
the value of giving our young people the best education pos-
sible. I've always voted for more and more money for edu-
cation, even if it meant property tax increases, I've done
that in the past nine years that I've been down here. But
I'n also concerned about day-care services, I'm also con-
cerned about services to the wmentally ill and about
people-oriented services. That's why I*m prepared and have
been prepared to vote for an income tax increase for the
State of Illinois. I'm fearful that if we pass this bill
today, and then we pass the gas tax, that we may not get an
income %tax increase and that we'll go home with just a prop-
erty tax increase for our taxpayers and a gas tax increase,
and we won't get the money for needed people-oriented
services that I think is our responsibility. I think that's
why you're going to see so many Eepublican votes om this bill
that affects the City of Chicago so much, because perhaps
it*'s a way for them to get off the income tax which they

desperately don't want to see. This is...this fiscal problen
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that we have faced all Session long is a fiscal problem that
needs to be solved by an entire package, 1 think we all know
that. You can't solve a problem by piecemeal solutions or by
passing one part of the package and not the others. That's
why we are not going to be moving the gas tax, hopefully,
until the very end of the Session. A No vote on this bill is
not a vote against education. If you take a look at
somebody's record, you will know that many of us on this side
of the aisle, particularly those from Chicago who are voting
or may be voting No, will not be voting No because vwe're
against the kids, will not be voting No because we're against
education, will not be voting No for any political reason in
the City of Chicago, but will be voting No because; oumber
one, we want a whole package put together; number two, we .
want to make sure that the State upholds its responsibility
to pay the...its share in State aid for education and not
throws its responsibility off on the taxpayers of the City of
Chicago, and we want to make sure, I hope, that all the
services that people need; day care, mental health, public
assistance and people-oriented services are going to be there
and that we can go home and say we did something for every-
one, even if an income tax increase is the answer. That's
why, unfortunately, I'm going to be voting No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Johns.
SENATOR JOHNS:

I haven't heard a downstater speak at all. As a former
teacher and principal, I've always supported education. I
fight my own university, SIU, because of outrageous salaries
because I want more money to go to the kids. Every time I
turn around my alma mater is increasing the tuition. The
high administrative cost,...one...no one has been willing to
take a cut to offset the dire circumstances of education

today. Things that have been said here today by the people
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from Chicago on both sides of the question have bothered me,
and I have shifted my position of voting to neutral at this
time, and I'm going to explain that further. We want quality
of education for our kids. My alma mater and these people
say they want quality of education for their institutions,
but no one, and I hope the sponsor will defend the
accusations of exceedingly high staff ratio, of exceedingly
high salaries, of people shuffled out of the classroom and
into other offices, not meeting the needs of the children.
The sponsor is going to have to defend that in order to get
ny vote, and that's where I stand today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further discussion?...that is all the...Senator Jeremiah
Joyce, for a second time.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senator Berman, you used the term "symbolic," and that is why
I am going to ask downstaters on my side of the aisle,
Republicans over there, to vote No on this issue, because it
is symbolic and 1I'11 tell you why. I represent a district
that has truly quality, integrated living, Beverly
Hills~Morgan Park. ¥o, not Hount Greenwood. We have heen
fighting to preserve that community and that way of life for
alnost fifteen years now. In 1976, Representative Jones cane
to the board of education meeting and said that we wvere
fighting the inevitable, that we were going to be overrun.
We were trying to preserve guality...quality, integrated edu-
cation at Morgan Park High School, and we took that case to
the United States Supreme Court, and they said that we were
right. fle are willing to pay our fair share of guality edu-
cation, even though a substantial number of the people in our
community have their children enrolled im private schools,
even though we are paying tax rates or tax bills very similar

to what you are paying in DuPage and what you are paying in
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some of the downstate counties. We are willing to pay, but
we cannot ¢go back to our community at this time and say,
fifty cents or sixty-two cents, because that'*s too much.
Give wus a different number. We have told you this...Senator
Jones, and we have told the other people from the board of
education, give us a different number, but don't symbolically
use this to drive people out of the City of Chicago in the
suburbs because they come to the point where they've said,
we've had enough. I ask...I sincerely ask that your reject
this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Lemke, for a second time.
SENATOR LEMKE:

You know, I...I've looked around here about talking about
putting money in and giving quality education. Let's look at
what a corporation does. When 1it's not making momney, it
starts 1looking to cut downm and cut out poor management.
That's where the solution to the problem of Chicago schools
are. I can take you, as a kid from the west side of Chicago
who grew up there, I can give you the smybolic things that
they have done to really decay people. They...they closed
Crane Technical High School and made it a grammar school;
they closed Harrison Technical High School and made it a
grammar school; they closed Manley Trade School and amade it a
grammar school; they...they abolished McKinley Trade School;
they abolished Washburn Trade School, moved it over where
it's...now it's run by the unions, ockay? We have abolished
every trade school and every skill...oh, yeah, we even closed
Lucye...Lucy Flower is no longer what it used to be in teach-
ing girls how to type and be professional people in offices.
We have closed all those. VYet, the only difference in that
area is the ethnic...background of the people. They are
still the same economic status, their folks work, they don't

have enough money to send their kids to college, but...least
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we used to train them in technical skills, in...where tﬁey
could get a job and work, and if they wanted to go to night
school, get an education. That isn't being done in the City
of Chicago because of poor nmabagenent. They even closed
Hursel Junior College over there. They have closed things
consistently, and there's a consistent pattern in the Chicago
board not to teach kids technical skills. That is why indus-
try is leaving the City of Chicgo. We don't have the work
force we had in the twenties and the thirties and the forties
and the fifties. We are not training it because of poor man-—
agement. 4e have all the great tutors of education telling
us how education could be and they're all up top, there's
none down on the bottom teaching the kids hovw to...how
to...how to run a printing press or how to do IBM or how to
do this, we don't have those. Only one-third of the money
comes into that area. Before it comes down we lose...for
every three dollars we lose two before it gets to the kids.
and we keep cutting staffs, we cut principals and schools.
We have principals that run two grammar schools now because
we can't afford to pay them, but yet they have not cut the
topsided Chicago board. They have not come to the area where
they vwere given a building to use for the board of education
because the superintendent don't want to go to that neighbor-
hood, and she doesn*t like that structure, she wants to be on
Michigan Avenue. You know, it's very fine to talk about how
you're going to run a corporation, but the first thing to
make a successful corporation is you change the management.
If you don't pake a profit, you change the management.
The...stockholders don't throw in more money into a sewver
that's 1losing @wmoney. And we're losing money because we're
losing people that learn skills and they're not able to learn
skills., VYou can see it in the suburbs, and I have seen it.
They have the technical training, they have gone into high

tech, We're first thinking about it, you know what I nmean,
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this 1is ridiculous. And 1 think that you can do what you
want to do and you can raise the taxpayers' money in the City
of Chicago, Senator Jones, but you're also starting a fruit-
less attempt, because the more money you get locally, it's a
known fact, the more you're going to get...the less you're
going to get from the State. So, just do what you want to
do, you'll find out. Your people pay taxes and maybe they
ain't going to like it either because they do...they see this
trend of lack of management skills on the part of the Chicago
Board of Education.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco. Alright, we have at
least three additional. Senator Collins, for a second time.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I truly apologize for
rising for a second ¢time, and I think I've only did this
about twice since I've been in this Body. But I cannot allow
the statements to go unanswered that the raticnale for not
passing this bill is because we have not worked out an agree-
ment on the income tax. From the very beginning, Governor
Thompson indicated that no matter...even if we passed his tax
at his original request, that +there would not be enough
monies to solve the problems, the inmediate problems of open-
ing the schools in Chicago. Those negotiations at this
point, what I have seen, has been severely reduced from that
amount. So, no matter what we do on income tax, we will
Still have to have additional monies to run the schools. And
for those of you who believe in Chicégo, that the
downstaters, even 1if we pass an income tax, will vote for a
formula that will give the City of Chicago a greater share
than they are receiving now, and which right now with
tuenty-two percent of the children we are getting about
thirty-three percent of...of the school money, and we will

not get any more, and then when *hey vote this bill down,




Page

you're going to find

50 - JONE 28, 1983

out, will they vote to increase

the...the anount of money for Chicago.

PRESIDING OFFICER:
Further discussion?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

President

Well, #r.

Senate, I was here

that the Chicago school
mess a few years ago,
lation to institute an

finances, and it seems

(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

when we had the debates about the fact

district was in a great financial

where it was necessary to pass legis-

overview committee to watch their

to me that we all have to tighten our

belts. W®hen I heard one of the prior speakers say that they

have two and a bhalf aides per teacher in Chicago, I am

horrified. 1In my area we don't have that luxury, and it's a

luxury, and it's about time that we considered everything in

its proper perspective. Let's not kid ourselves, you talk

about not helping the priva*e schools, as many of our public

school educators have been telling me, but those people who

send their childrem to the...to the private schools pay taxes

to support the public schools. #e should have some fairness

around here...and they watch their budget, they dontt

overexpend, they cut corners to give a good education where
children can really read and write and spell and know how to

add. And we're not fooling ourselves any longer, we got to

get more dediction in the teaching profession in Chicago, and

we should have less garbage about we need more money. Money
doesn't build character, dedication builds character, like
Marva Collins has domne:; and, therefore, I cannot feel in @y

conscience that I'm going to support this tax raise...or this

bill which gives an additional burden to the people of

Chicago because of poor administration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:
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Thank you, very much, Mr. President. I, too, apologize
for standing a second time, but I'd just like to get a couple
of other things straight. I think Superintendent Love is
doing a great job. The reason she can't get rid of this
administration, the reason she can't get rid of these patron-
age vworkers is because of the unions. You guys know it, if
you untie her hands she might be able to do anything. As
long as you're going to keep her hands tied, and she has to
live within the system and try and get those kids taught,
then you at least ought to be willimg to have the guts to pay
for it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, HNr. President and members of the Senate. It
has been stated here that there has been no downstaters,
and...at least on this side of the aisle, that has been
speaking on this issue, and I wanted to rise in favor of this
bill. And some of you have asked us not to get involved
because it affects the City of Chicago. I recall on the
transportation budget, 1305, a few days ago when I attempted
to put some agendrents on that affected my district, and I
dida't see too many votes from some of you in...in the best
interest of what affects my people. Our farm and agriculture
area, our people and transportation down there as far as our
trucking industry, no one seemed to be concermed about that.
They're going *to be paying the taxes and not be able to use
the roads. So, I just wanted to help you gquys out on this
one.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Jones
may close.
SENATOR JONES:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
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Senate. #e have...debated this issue for quite some time.
Let me just respond to a few of the remarks that have been
made as...o0ne in particular as it relates to my character. I
was born in Morgan Park in the year 1935. My sisters and
brothers went to Morgan Park High School, Sepnator. I went to
Tilden with my colleague over here, Senator Kelly, by choice.
Morgan Park High School has been one of the few integrated
schools since the early teens. So, when you tell this Body
that I went there to run the people out of...City of Chicago,
nothing is further from the truth. That's what you said.
Well, get the transcript. As relates to your seatmate, by
raising property taxes a hundred and fifty dollars per home,
that's not true. It would cost the average homeowner less
than one dollar per week, approximately fifty dollars per
year, and that's a spall investment for education. As it
relates to my colleague from the 15th Ward, the assistant
majority 1leader, Senator Savickas, you didn't say énything
wvhen we put a sewer tax On...on the people of the City of
Chicago, a utility tax, a head tax, a water tax to help the
Byrne administration keep the City of Chicago itself afloat.
Onder Mayor Daley, under Bilandic and under Byrne, it took
more money to run the City of Chicago, but not one damn penny
for education in Chicago. Every large city across this
State...across this country have an appointed board, you know
it. As it relates to the State's obligation, Senator Netsch,
we all concluded it's always a fact that it's the State's
responsibility to fund fifty percent. Downstate school dis-
tricts realize this...as well, and they have levied taxes to
keep up the local share as far ;s education is concerned. It
was I and several other legislators from Chicago, when the
schools went bankrupt vwe sponsored the amendment to abolish
the old board, Senator Lemke, and you fought om this Senate
Floor to keep them...keep them there. But when we passed

the...the Finance Authority, that had to be a part of it in
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order to get our vote, but yet instead you tried to keep Kay
Roller and a few other peoples on the board who had messed up
the system all...all this time. And, Senator Berman, this is
for real, it is not symbolic. The needs of the children of
the City of Chicago is for real. I have in my district, just
like the rest of you do, the private institutions. I support
them by choice. I see nothing in the Constitution relating
to the private institutions. We see that they get their free
textbooks don't we? But it is our duty, it is our moral
responsibility to look out for public education for the chil-
dren of the State of Illinois. I have talked to practically
every legislator on this Floor, and Chicago is not set aside
for one particular group. But it is criminal, it is child
abuse and neglect for us in the City of Chicago to not prop-
erly fund education. We passed several pieces of legislation
right here dealing with child abuse, and you knovw what
happens when the child is abused, he grow up to be an abuser
himself. Now, what do you think is going to happen to the
children in the...in the public school system in Chicago if
we don't properly fund through neglect? They're going to end
up in the...on the welfare rolls, they*ll end up in the...in
the criminal institutions and the whole State will have to
pay the cost. I'm willing to pay my share for the gas tax;
I'm willing to pay my share as a property owner for the prop-
erty tax; I'm willing to pay my share, Senator Marovitz, for
all the other social programs. I'm not going to hide from
that vote. But his is not symbolic, it is real. If you were
sincere about...this, this is and amendmen: I placed on this
bill, it has to go back to...the House. This is not final
passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIQ)

Senator JonesS,...
SENATOR JONES:

The gas tax came over here, Senator Marovitz, and
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the...and the package is not put together as of yet. So, I
ask you for an Aye vote, as a legislator from Chicago, and I
don't want to see the Chicago School Board every year having
to come to the General ASsembly to beg for money. Give thenm
some permanent financing where Superintendent Love can do the
job which she's...which she's able to do for all the children
of the public school system in the City of Chicago. And I
solicit an Aye vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIOC)

The guestion is, shall House Bill 1092 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 32, the Nays are 22, 2 voting Present. House Bill 1092
having received the required coanstitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Lechowicz, for what purpose do you
arise? You...you request a verification? Senator lechowicz
has requested a verification. Will all Senators be in their
seats. The Secretary will read the affirmative roll call.
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Becker, Berman,
Bruce, Chew, Coffey, Collins, D'Arco, Darrow, Davidson,
Dawson, DeAngelis, Fawell, Friedland, Hall, Holmberg, Hudson,
Jones, Keats, Kent, Kustra, Macdonald, Mahar, Maitland,
Newhouse, Rigney, Rupp,...Schaffer, Schuneman, Smith, Watson,
Welch, Zito.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEhUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz, do you questior the presence of any

member?
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Is Senator Kustra here?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is Senator Kustra on the Floor? Senator Kustra om the
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Floor? Senator Kustra is om the Floor.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Senator Welch.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch is sitting in his seat.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I have no further questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Alright. On that questiom, the Ayes are 32, the Nays are
22, 2 voting Present. The roll has been verified. The roll
has been verified, and having received the
required...constitutional majority is declared passed. Sena-
tor Chew wmoves to reconsider the vote by which 1092 passed.
Senator...Senator Collins move to Table. BAll those in favor
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Naye. The Ayes have it.
Amendment is Tabled. Senator Grotberg, for what...purpose do
you arise?

SENATOR GROTBERG:

On a point of personal privilege, if I pay for Jjust a
moment,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMODZIQ)

State your point.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

After all the heavy debate I think it's probably time to
recognize that nmy grandson is five years old today, and this
is Joel Weinberg from Maryland, and we're very proud of hinm
and his mother and brothers, and happy birthday to you, Joel.
PRESIDENT:

Happy Birthday. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading,
House Bill 1144. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1144,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas. Senator Savickas. Alright, will the
members be in their seats.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

House Bill 1144 deals with three different items on pen-
sions. The first item would allow extended deadline to 1984
to...for a...I guess for a widow to elect to withdraw a
refund in lieu of an annuity. Second item was to add that
certain people with eight years service credit to establish
additional service credit for time served in commissions and
associations. And the last item was for Senator Degnan, and
it would allow a retiree's annuity be restored to the orig-
inal amount of the revisionary...predeceases the retiree,
limits the amount of reduction of the retiree's annuity to
two hundred dollars and increases from two to three percent
the annual automatic increase in pensions. 1 would solicit a
favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? . If not, the
question is, shall House Bill...Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the spomnsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he®ll yield, Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, the State mandate's disclaimer has been attached
to part of this bill, but I think that it was missed on an
amendment, Amendment No. 1...Senate Anmendment No. 1. Now,
this bill is going back to the House, if it passes here. 1Is
there some way we can get the...the State mandate's dis-
claimer on there?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:
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I have no problem with it. I*m sure the House spomnsor,
Representative McGann, will be glad to accomzodate that.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schunepan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

¥ell, I'm sinply asking the questiom, if you'd agree to
have that put om in the House?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

1 have no...I'1l agree to it, I have no problem with it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. VYesterday we passed House
Bill 519 which granted this automatic increase from two to
three percent +o virtually all the public employee retirement
systems in Illinois, save two. What we're asking for today
is that we grant the same benefits to those two, and I'd
appreciate your help.

PRESIDENT:

The gquestion 1is, shall House Bill 1144 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. All voted who wish? All voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 47, the Nays are 5, none voting Present. House
Bill 1144 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading is House Bill 1171. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECBETARY:

House Bill 1171.

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

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Denmuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank 7you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill is supported by the Pension Laws Connis-
sion. It amends the Downstate and Chicago Teachers® Retire-
ment Article to.permit an Illinois teacher to receive credit
for military service regardless in which system that he was
first established...credible service. I understand it
is...reciprocal both ways. If you go into the Chicago systenm
from downstate, or whether you go from the Chicago system to
downstate, this would, in fact, correct whatever iniquities
that currently exist. I know of no opposition, move for its
passage.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

+.sthank you, Mr...only to ask a question of the spomsore.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Senator Grotberge.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

My analysis shows that...Pension Laws Comnission is
opposed to this bill, Senator.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I am told by %twvwo people on this side that they are, in

fact, in favor.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Well, just for...two inguiries, Mr. President, if the
sponsor would yield.
PBESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield.
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SENATOR EGAN:

Yeah, this is a whopping change in the pension law, Sena-
tor Demuzio, and...the Pension Laws Commission, in my experi-
ence, has never approved it, unless I've missed somcthing or
don't understand the bill. Would you explain it?

PBESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yes, why don't I read it very slowly this time. I am
told that the current State policy permits an individual to
establish credit for military service provided that he
rendered service to the State prior...to entry in...into the
military service. Under current law, it is possible for a
teacher to first work 1in Chicago, enter the military and
return to teaching with an employer covered by the downstate
system and be denied credit. The reverse situation is also
possible. This legislation would simple seek to correct that
iniquity.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan. Senator Buzbee. I'll get back to you,
Senator Egan. Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, Senator, I...as I understand it, you are still not
opening up the pension system for those who enter the...enter
teaching service after they have been in the military. They
must have been imn teaching service prior to their entry into
the military?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I am told, yes.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:
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¥ell,...okay, because Senator Egan and I were on the sane
track, because it has been argued around here for probably a
hundred years that you ought to be allowed to buy'all that
military time in into any pension system. I happen to think
that's bad policy. It would be, personally, of great benefit
to me if we did, but it...i%*?s a...it would be a drain on the
taxpayers. So, you are assuring me...you are assuring me
that you have to be a participant in one of the teacher sys-
tems, either the <Chicago or the downstate, prior to emtry
into the military, and then when you come back into that
teaching system, either the Chicago or downstate, you can buy
that wilitary time in then. That is not such a major change
as the one I think that Senator Egan and 1I were concerned
about.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

eesthat is correct. I am told that you can be a teacher
in the...in Rockford or...or go in the military and start in
Springfield, but it cannot be transferred into the Chicago
teacher system and vice versa.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan.
SENATCOR EGAN:

Yes, alright. MNy...my...Dy anxieties have been relieved
after reviewing the file. What this bill does then is allow
not more military time, it allows the reciprocal use of the
military time between systems, and I'l1 support the bill.
Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Deauzio
may close.
SENATOR DEMU2IO0:

Well, I am told that the Pension Laws Commission does
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support the legislation, and we already do this in downstate.
This just allows the persons to transfer back into the
Chicago system. I would appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1171 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 52, the ©Nays are 2, none voting
Present., House Bill 1171 having received the required con-
stitutionmal wmajority is declared passed. On the Order of
House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1179. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

SECBETARY:
House Bill 1179,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is a rather simple bill
and it could have, I guess, major impact in some areas; but
for the nmost part, I don't think it will have major iapact,
because I think most schools already do what this bill asks.
What it does...we...we amended it a few days ago so it has
been reduced somewhat. What it does, it simply says, in a
four year high school, three years of language...language
arts are required, or in a three year high school, two 7years
of language arts are required; and there are still some three
year high schools left in this State, I understand. It would
also require two years of mathematics. It would require one
year of science, we reduced that down, that was the amendment
we put on the other day, it was originally two years of

science, we reduced it to one year of science. It would
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require two years of social studies of which at 1least one
year must be history of the United States or a combination of
history of the United States and American Government. And
then, one year must be chosen from either; A, wmusic; B, art
or C, foreign 1language. And this bill would not apply to
pupils entering the ninth grade in 1983 and 1984 school year,
that's this coming school year and prior school years, or it
would not apply to handicapped students whose course of study
is determined by an individualized education progras. Now,
let me try to answer some of the gquestions amnd objections
before they arise. Uader current mandates, three
units...three years of English are required, that's in the
rules and regulations, it's not in the School Code, it's not
part of the law at the moment, One umit or four years of
physical education are required, and that is one-fourth of a
credit per year. One-half unit or cne-half year of drivers
education is required, that's in the School Code. One unit
of history, U.S. history, is required, that's in the School
Code and wve're...we're upping that mandate to two years of
social studies including one year of history. One-half unit
of health education is presently required, that's one-half a
year, and one-fourth of a wunit in consumer education is
required. Now, in most school systems, I understand, that
consumer ed. requirement is met through a...another course.
They might take it in economics, or home economics, or per-
haps in a social studies course that they...that they get
this one-quarter unit of consumer education. So, if you add
all of those up that are currently reguired, they are
required to take six and one-quarter units under current law
and curren% rule and requlation. Again, one-quarter of that,
however, is probably included in another course; so, actu—
ally, they would only be taking six units. Then this bill
would mandate on top of that an additional two years of math;

an additional one year of science; an addi‘ional ome year of
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social studies; and an additional one year of foreign lan-
guage, art, musicC...arct or music for an addition of five more
units. So that would leave a total of mandated units to be
graduated from high school of eleven or eleven and one-
quarter whichever way the particular school system happens
to operate. It takes a minimum of sixteen units to be grad-
vated from high school. So there would be at least five nmore
units during the four-year period that a youngster would have
the opportunity of expressing vwhat courses they wanted to

take on their own.

END OF REEL
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REEL 43

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Now, I raised the gquestion when this bill was first
brought to me...I raised the question as to the two years
of...of, pardon me, of math requirement. There are perhaps
some kids that might have real difficulty in passing two
years of math. I find that abominable but I think it is a
reality, and I was gi;en a list of courses that could be
offered remedial math is, obviously, one; basic math is two;
business math is three; computer science is four; algebra is
five:; geometry is six; calculus, seven; trigoncmetry, eight;
accounting math, nine; and industrial arts math or drafting
would be a tenth possible choice for their two years of math.
What about science? W®ell, there are such things as remedial
science, natural science, biology, physics, chemistry, emvi-
ronmental science, electronics, nutritional science, zoology,
and physiology. These are some of the possibilities that
a...aly creative teacher vorking with administrators who
cares about students could develop to aid children and to
survive our increasingly technological society. Now, why
should we, at this time, do this? I made reference yesterday
evening in a discussion on a particular bill about a speech I
gave a few weeks ago to a graduation ceremory and...a group
of school officials. In the Soviet Union to be graduated from
high school, you have to have had six years of math, you have
to have had six years of science. In Japan, wvhich is a model
that w#e seem to use as a role for our industrial society
quite often nowadays, im Japan, they go to school six days a
week about nine bhours a day, and the courses that are
mandated are the very courses we're talking about here only
they are just about...every kid gets several years of foreign

language. I happen to have a congressman who is
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internationally famous for his...for his salesmanship on
behalf of the American people learning foreign languages, and
some of the statistics that he has come up with are abso-
lutely shocking. We can't...we can't do business in Japan in
a lot of cases, because we don't have people that «can speak
Japanese...fortunately, the Japanese can speak English for
the most part. The number of Russian experts in this country
is minuscule. All this bill would do is say, we're going to
start out by saying you've got to have one year of foreign
language, or music, or art. Is this the situation of Big
Brother State telling, in the 1984 syndrome, telling the poor
little school administrator what he will teach in his school?
Absolutely, because the school administrator, and the tax-
payers, and the teachers, up to this point, have not done an
adeguate Jjob of educating children. That doesn't mean
they've done a bad job. I'm not one that gqoes around and
kicks public schools, I'm a big believer in the public school
system and will continue to be, but this is simply a situa-
tion of saying, we're going to start making it a 1little
tougher. You can't +ake Mickey Mouse courses, underwater
basket weaving and all of that sort of stuff, amnd be _grad—
wated from high school anymore. You got to start learning
something, and the State of Illinois thinks it's inmportant
enough that you learns that, that ve're going to put it in
she law and make it in the Statutes in this State, and I
would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. Senator Buzbee, I don't disagree with a thing that
you've said other than +the fact that we arc...we are once
again issuinmg another mandate. I have said several times on

the Floor of this Body this year that what we do. ..what we
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need to do as legislators in our own district is...districts
is to continue to encourage school boards to...put forth this
initiative on their own. I believe it's absolutely impera-
+tive. I wasn't on the Floor when you began yocur remarks, but
there are a number of school districts in this State...a lot
of school districts im this State that have this agressive a
progranm or more so; but the difference is, and I know you
understand this, Senator Buzbee, the difference is when
there is an individual child who has a particular problen,
then they can opt out or whatever the mandate of that partic-
ular school district is, and that I guess is what bothers me
about +this particular mmandate. I...1'n worried about
the...about +the student who is going to be trackimg a voca-
tional program. I think this is going to be devastating to
that particular program, and I think we don't want to do
that. I'm also concerned that for that low achiever when bhe
or she reaches &+he age of sixteen may well in fact simply
drop out of school because they don't want to track that par-
ticular aggressive curriculum. And again, as I have said so
many times on the Floor of this Assembly, I'm concerned about
vhat we're doing to local school boards. Those school
boards, in most cases, have an awesone responsibility to
guide educational activities in their particular district
which is unlike every other district in the State; and as we
continue +to issue these mandates, although +his particular
mandate is one that I like the cowmponments of, it still is a
mandate and takes control awvay from the local school board.
Let's, as a legislative Body, encourage school boards,
encourage adminisirators to track this particular kind of a
curriculum and...and force these things through but give then
the flexibility to make...necessary changes and adjustments,
that's what needs to be done. This should not be a pandate.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco.
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SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise to oppose this bill. I
think it's an admirable concept but it is a very unrealistic
approach. You know, we have vocational edycation institutioas
in the City of Chicago. We...we get kids that are more equip-
ped to go to a vocational school. They are trained to par-
ticipate in some skilled profession rather than to go on to
college and get a degree in college. Now you're going to
require kids in vocational schools to take three Years of a
foreign language; they're not equipped to take three years of
a foreign language. You talk about learning Japanese, we've
got enough problems at home learning English.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

State your point, Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, the Senator is incorrect. The bill does not
require three years Or foreign language, it says, "One year
or either music, or art, or foreign language.”

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

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

Well, you've got sone three...you've got some three-year
requirement iam there. English, okay,...they've got to take
three years of English. Okay. The point is, Mr. President,
that when you make mandates 1like this, you are really hurting
the kids +hat aren't trained to sustain a curriculum where
other kids might be trained to sustain such a curriculum.
This is a terrible bill, and we should defeat it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Sepnator Kustra. 1 have Senators
Kustra, Johns, Becker, Collins, Mahar, DeAngelis. All right,
Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. president. Question of the sponsor.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Kustrae.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Senator Buzbee, as I remember it whem this bill first
cape before the Senate Education Committee, it coincided per-
fectly with the report of the Natiomal Commission on Excel-
lence in Education, and I believe one of the things that
report did is highlight the crying need for more emphasis on
math and science, and I was just curious why you reduced the
science requirement from two years to one year. You...you
closed by saying you were making the pandates a little
tougher, and I think that's my fear that it may be just a
little and not really in keeping with the reconnendations of
that National Conmmission.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, Senator Kustra, your guestion is exactly the one
that I asked when I was asked to put that amendment on
reducing the science requirement from two years to one., Howu-
ever, it was done, quite frankly, as a sop to the opponents
of the legislation...the sort of...the sort of opposition
that was just expressed by Semator D'Arco, that you're going
to make it so tough that some kids are not going to be able
to finish high school, so we simply reduced the science
requirement from two years down to one and left all the rest
of them intact.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Kustra. Senator Johns.
SENATOR JCHNS:

Senator Buzbee, haow do you feel about physical education?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR JOHNS:
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You feel it should be mandated?
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, I feel pretty good right after I've had a physical
education workout; but getting to your question, I certainly
do, it's part of the current mandate, and i**s been on the
books since the mid *40*s.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOHNS:

...said it right, it's a mandate. MNow you got a mandate
on drivers ed., consumer and health education, P.E. and so
forth. I'm like Senator Maitland, I think the intent is good
but I think ve're...we're just opening the door to further
legislation telling the schools what to do. The administra-
tors stood out this door and begged me to vote for an income
tax, all the administrators of the schcol. There's two
reasons why legislation comes forth is...as I've experienced
since 1I've been here, one's fear and one's greed. You know,
evidently this one's fear that we're not getting the job done
with our children. That must be the reason for this bill
that we're just not getting the job dome. I told the admin-
istrators that I was sick and tired of the product we're
turning out and that it was up to thea to clean their house
and to do a better job, and I'd be more than willing to help
them with money. I told them that we'd been giving education
nore and more money all the time and it just seemed to be
insatiable appetite by education; and as a former teacher and
principal, as I mentiomed awhile ago, I am strong on edu-
cation. 1 believe it's the answer for children in poverty,
out of the poverty into something decent standard of 1living.
But you're asking for three years of language arts, two years
of mathematics, two years of science, two years of social
studies, one year chosen for music, art or foreign 1language.

And I 1like what Sepator D'Arco said about vocational ed. I
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believe that we're short on the way we treat vocational ed.
I think it ought to be damned near fifty/fifty because
no0...not all the kids want to go the academic prograss.
We...we're short on service mechanics; we're short on people
who know how to repair T.V.'s; we're short on people who know
how to repair air-conditioning, and yet we're short of jobs,
and the people in the business place are begging for trained
personnel. In one of the programs the Prairie State Two
Thousand is to develop skilled personnel to meet the new
technology, but if you mandate all of this on top of the
mandates that are there, I don't see hov the schools are
going to survive. They're going to look next to us to guide
them in their curriculum development, and I think it's wrong.
I think Maitland dis right. Send the message to them, tell
them we're not satisfied with what's coming out of it, and
let's see some development by them of the needs of the people
and the pupil. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collinms.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and menbers of the Senate.
I...I think my remarks may just limited this debate. As you
recall, I had a bill identical to this bill and most of the
objections raised here, before that bill passed out of the
Senate, has been amended in the House, the vocation and edu-
cation problem has been resolved. The bill bas now passed the
House, and so if you support the concept, it will be back
over here and I'm sure that if you send this one to the
Governor he will sign or reject both of the bills, but he
will mnost certainly sign one of the best bills, because the
board of education itself had the objections to
the...vocation and education. We have made an amendment to
accopmodate that objection. I don't know whether they still

object or not, but vocation and education is, in fact, in the
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bill that just passed the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Becker, the Chair apologizes. Senator Becker.
SENATOR BECKER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate; and
to you, Senator Buzbee, relax a little bit because I'm not
standing up to blast one of your bills. I rise in support of
House Bill 1179, and for the first time in five years that
I've sat in this Senate this is one of the finest bills I
have ever read. I sat here yesterday listeming to the Sena-
tor who rose and spoke about the educational system in
Russia, in Germany, in Czechoslovakia, in Poland. I'm sure
that the parents of them children don't have to go to the
politicians and plead with them to get their children into
college as they do with many of us in this General Assenmbly
because they fail their entrance ezxamination to get into the
University of Illinois, Northern or amny other one of the
State universities because <they weren't prepared. Twenty
years ago I flew to Canada to buy, beg and steal tool and die
makers and machinists because we uwere a hundred thousand
short in the United Sta*tes. With *his bill, Senator Buzbee,
you're sending a message to every school board in the State
of Illinois, Chicago, downstate, Cook County. Let's get on
the ball. Let's get our children better prepared for that
entrance examination for either a junior college or one of
our State universities and, Senator Buzbee, 1 only wished
that I had fifty-nine green buttons to push here because this
is the greatest bill I have ever seen come into this Senate
Body. Thank you, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Mahar. Senator Lechowicz.
Purther discussion? Senator Buzbee may close.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Thank you, Senator Becker. I,
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particular, appreciate your support because I know the...the
strong feelings you have about education in this State, and I
knov also that the type of vwork that you used to be in was an
area that...a lot of people have raised objections about
today, and that is in...in the vocations. This objection was
raised to me originally when ve first started discussing
Sentor Collins' bill. Now, had you followed me closely
and...and, Senator Johns, we have reduced the science
requirement from two years to one year, so, that's one...one
of them that is...that is out, bu%t had you followed closely,
you would have noted that with the mandates that this wounld
add onto the current mandates, we would be up to eleven or
eleven and one-fourth units; still five units shy of that
that is necessary to be graduated from high school where
sixteen units are required. Now, as far as Senator D'Arco's
objections to perhaps precluding vocational programs. Sena-
tor D'Arco, in some of the mandates that I an adding, you
would be, in fact,...you could take those in the vocationgl
program, such things as business math or coumputer science
would count as one; basic math, remedial math. As to
the...again, as to the language reguirements, we're simply
saying three years of English, that is currently in the rules
and regulatioms but it is not in the State law, this would
put it in the State law. We are saying one year of foreign
language, or art, or music; we are not saying three years of
foreign lamguage. Nov, as to Senator Kustra's original
objection and original reference to the commission
report...report to the Secretary of Fducation...the HNational
Commission on Excellence and Education Beport. Let me track
with you their recommendation on high school courses and at
+he same +time tell you what this bill would require. The
compission recommends that during their four years of high
school that a student take four years of English, this bill

requires three. They regquire...they recommend that a student
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take three years of mathematics, this bill requires two.
They recommend three years of science, this bill requires
one. They recommend three years of social studies, this bill
requires two, and they say one-half year of computer science,
this bill does not require any computer science. And then it
says for the collegebound and, obviously, this report says
that for the collegebound, two years of forzsigm lanquage in
high school are strongly recommended in addition to those
taken earlier, this bill says one year of foreign language,
or music, or art. This is not a panacea. It is not an
imposition from on high on the poor little downtrodden school
administrator amd school board. It is simply saying, look,
everybody,...everybody, from the President of the United
States down to you and I, the last parents in this country
have been saying, we're not happy with the product that is
coming out of our school systems. Kids are coming out today
and being high school graduates and are, in fact, illiterate.
They can't read, they can't write, they cannot function in
the parketplace because they can*t count change and they
can't add and subtract and wmultiply and divide. And
everybody from the President of the United States down to you
and I, the last parent, have said we want to do something
about it. ¥e wvant to improve this product.. We want to make
the kids better. Now you know who the supporters of this
bill are? Who had the legislation introduced? The Illinois
Education Association and the Illinois Federation of Teach-
ers, those people who have been taking all of the guff from
so many people about the educational product. Well, I don't
think they deserve all of that guff, but they have said per-
haps maybe a lit*tle bit we do. So, therefore, let's put this
legislation in and improve our product. Let's make it tough
for a kid to get out of high school, but let's make it
doable. We're not near up to the requirement of the National

Commissionts requirement. We're simply saying, to be able to
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say I'm a high school graduate of a high school in the State
of 1Illinois, I had to take three years of English, two years
of math, one year of science, two years of social study and
one year of art, music or foreign langquage. I ask for your
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 1179 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Senator Buzbee. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 34,
the Nays are 24, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1179 bhaving
received the...constitutional majority is declared passed.
House...all right, for...Senator Delngelis on the Floor? For
vhat purpose does Senator Vadalabene arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I think it's time that most of my colleagues who
serve on the Appointments of the...Executive Appointments and
Administration should know where we're going and what we're
going to do. At twelve-thirty, today, we're going to meet in
Room 212, All the people...to be confirmed are in town,
they've been waiting simce nine o'clock and will be a short
meeting. If you'll get there at twelve-thirty sharp so ve can
have this meeting over with, and then you can have your
lunch., Twelve-thirty.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

«e<and...and Senator, we hope that we can have you neet
at twelve-thirty. v
SENATOR VADALABENE:

That's what I just said.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Well, yOU...you said twelve-thirty. I hope
twelve~thirty. Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes...yes, thank you, Mr. President. On a poimt of per-
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sonal privilege. We have in +the gallery, on both sides
today, people from...and veterans from all over the State and
people from Kankakee and the Manteno area who are here in
support of the Manteno Veterans' Center...the Hanteno Hospi-
tal where...for veterans we're trying to put up there, and
they're wearing these caps in the...and their veterans' caps,
so I would like to have the Senate welcome. Would they rise
and be recognized.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Would our guests in the gallery please rise and be recog-
nized. Welcome to Springfield. For what purpose does Sena-
tor Lechowicz arise?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, Mr. President, I don't believe you put the...in the
record the roll call on 1179, the vote by which it passed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

I'n told by all my bandlers here that we got it 34 to 22.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

on 1179, right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

On...on 1179.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Good.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

There were 34 Ayes, and 24 Nays, and 1 voting Present.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

And the bill is passed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

And that's wha* I said, ¢the bill is passed. Senator
DeAngelis, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. President. On a point of persomal privi-
lege. Yesterday in the tension of doing business and the

enthusiasm, we overlooked a very significant event. It was




Page 76 - JUNE 28, 1983

the fiftieth anniversary of the birth of the runt of the
Republican side who very rarely misses the trough, Senator
Harlan Rigney.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rigney, congratulations. House Bill 1182, Sena-
tor Davidson. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1182.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, as you all know,
we had some long debate on the school formula. There was
four different amendments; three which were defeated and one
vhich was adopted. The amendment which was adopted would
give the school districts the opportunity to either use the
census count for Chapter I in 1980 or eighty-five percent of
the their Title I count of the 1970 census. It reduced the
weighting effect...the maximum weighting effect on Chapter I
students from .625 to .60. This keeps the monéy as fairly
equal as can be. There's some winners, there's some losers.
I'm sure mny learned colleague spokesman for the Chicago
system will be up in opposition, but last year Chicago got
33.91 percent of the total funds. Under this they would get
33.89, two-hundredths of one percent, other words, almost
even. This is a good bill. I'm sure since it has been
amended it will be going back to the House and it has been
the history here, school formula usually gets settied the
last night when we know what the final package of income is
going to be here in the State. I'm sure t+his will probably
suffer the same fate, we will be in a Conferemce Conmittee.

We do need this bill alive. We do need it passed so we have a
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formula bill to work with, and I would appreciate an Aye
vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Is there discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOR BEBMAWN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposi*ion to House Bill 1182 as amended.
On the gquestion of when we're going to see the School Aid
Formula, let me merely suggest to you that this  is not the
only vehicle around; we've got more vehicles than a used car
dealer, and I think that it's an important vote that you are
now going to cast. We have distributed, and most of you are
up to your ears in printouts...let me tell you if you want to
take a look at what this bill does, because when this amend-
ment was voted on the other day, we did not have the
printout. You did not see what this amendment did when we
adopted it, what...what it would do to or for your school
districts. If you dig through the printouts on your desk, in
the wupper right-hand cormner, if you can read it, it says
WR#4001, that's the number of +the printout. The...the
columns on it tell you about the...the region or the county
and then the school district name. The first column with the
numbers it says, "estimated 1983-84, per House Bill 2384, ome
thousand seven hundred and sizxty-four dollars forty-five
cents with B0C." That's the printout that tells you what this
bill does if it was passed. I stand in opposition for a
numnber of reasons. First of all, from my...one of my school
districts that I represent, it merely takes away from the
City of Chicago, and I hope the Chicagoians are listening, it
takes away from the City of Chicago 9.8 million dollars, 9.8
million dollars. But that's Jjust for openers. This bill
takes away 9.8 wmillion dollars from Chicago. In...to my
friends in the suburbs, and I am one of you, over three~-

quarters of the school districts in suburban Cook County will
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lose, under this formula. Now when I say lose, I'm saying,
nothing is done with the formula versus this bill. I want to
be, you know, candid and straightforward with you. True, vwe
don't know what the bottom lipme is going to ke, but under the
presumptions that we have to operate in, we're talking about
what you would get with this formula versus what you would
get without; and let me restate suburban Cook County, three-
quarters of the school districts will lose money under this
formula. In DuPage County,...in DuPage County, thirty-five
of the forty-four school districts...thirty-five of +the
forty-four school districts will lose money. In Kane County,
eight of your nine school disiricts will lose money. In HWill
County, eighteen of twenty-five districts will lose. In
McHenry County, thirteen of twenty districts will 1lose.
Kankakee loses. Alton loses. Peoria loses. East St. Louis
will lose six hundred thousand dollars. Most of the school
districts that have a heavy concentration of poor students
will lose dramatically under this proposed bkill. I would
suggest for your school districts, for your voting records, I
would strongly urge a No vote. There will be something else
down the line, I don?t know if it will be better or worse but
it'1l]l be certainly be more informative than what we have
here. I urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I would suggest that looking at the computer runs
that what Senator Berman says is true for many of our dis-
tricts. If we do nothing, we probably...many of our dis-
tricts are better off. I would also suggest that I do not
believe that's the program that the learned, educational-type
Senator from Chicago is committed %o, and one thing about
computer runs, Senator Berman, it's hard to find one computer

run on the School Aid Formula where DuPage, Kane, Will,
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McHenry and Lake don't lose. 1I*'d love to see one sowneday
where we didn't lose, and one of these days, someone is going
to figure out in the education comnunity that between auy
friends from certain sections of the city and the suburban
and downstate people who feel cut out of the School Aid For-
nula, you are approaching a majority in both Houses that flai
don't care about State support to education because our areas
are treated so poorly.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Question of the sponsor. I am told that this is going to
go into a Conference Committee in the...in the House. 1Is
that correct?

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

I'm sure it will be when I...Senator Demuzio, last time I
talked to Representative Stuffle he said, I'm sure we will be
in a Conference Committee with this. We need to get it back
over there...cause we have the amendment on it and that
WaS...that was two days ago when I talked to Representative
Stuffle. I have not talked to him this morning, but when he
said, I'm sure it's going to go in a Conference Committee,
I'm sure he was speaking accurately.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further...Senator Demuzio, further discussion?
SENATOR DENUZIO:

Well, I...I rise to support it. It's Just...it's
symbolic and I*'1ll vote Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President. It...you know, typically,
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we've got computer printouts floating around bhere anrd...and
ve're getting two different stories. Which is...which one
are we doing now, 4000 or 40012
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

They're...they're both correct, Senmator Joyce. Senator
Berman used 4001 to take advantage of his position the most
because it would show what my amendment did compared to what
would happen if there was no change in the forpula at all.
The formula...the run 4000 showed what my amendment would do
compared to what your school districts got this year.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Jerome JoycCe.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Well, it's...you know, it's who do you trust time again.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I would like an explanation...in regards...is this
on 40007
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, the...the sponsors have indicated that both 4000
and 4001 are in discussion. Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I think it's important to understand what the two
printouts...mean. Four thousand is nmot an accurate portrayal
of the choices that you are voting on at this moment. Four
thousand, the first column 1is the appropriations for last
year. If you'll look on the very last page of printout 4000,
it's at an appropriation level of one billion three hundred
and eighty-nine million dollars, T believe; and if you'll
look at the next column in that 4000, you've got a column on

appropriation of one billion four hundred and thirty-seven
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million. Tha*'s not comparing equals. Printout 4-0-0-1 con-
pares the same bottom line. The bottom line of colummn one
iSe..is one billion four hundred and thirty-seven million and
s0 is column two. That means that with this formula, at the
same level of appropriation, whether this formula is good for
your school or not, assuming the same level of appropriation,
and that's why I suggest 4001 is the one to look at.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BERUCE)

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Oh, 1I'm sorry, Senator Vadalabene, had you...Senator
Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, let me make a point here. Wait a minute, Lenke,
will you...get the hell away.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

All right. I have a little school ipn Madison...Hadison,
Illinois, a town of about five thousand or six thousand. You
know, they're going to lose six hundred and fifty-four thou-
sand eight hundred and six dollars and thirty-nine cents. You
know, what are we talking about here? This school is...is
lucky it's surviving now. It's about eighty percent black
and twenty percent white. What are we doing here, Senator
Berman?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senatora..e.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Well, I know...that's an easy answver. Vote No, your

school district is going to lose money. Everybody else votes

Aye and the Madison School District loses money. That's not
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the answer.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR LAVIDSON:

Are you talking about Madison Community Unit School?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATCR VADALABENE:

Yes. I'm talking about Madison Community Unit School.
Now if you want to go to 4001, they only lose a hundred and
fifty-eight thousand dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Davidsosn.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Neither one, Sepator...Vadalabene. Madison Conmmunity
School goes up in both of them. In 4001, it goes up a hundred
and fifty-eight thousand and six dollars over last year. You
gain in both of then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Well, you know, I...you're...you're right on a hundred
and fifty-eight thousand but you're way off on 4000, because
it's six hundred and fifty-four thousand eight hundred and
six thousand and thirty-nine cents decrease. Now if you got
it in the wrong column, move it to the left.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, I don't know what you're talking about *cause as I

look on this printout...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Davidson, would you identify the printout you're

working from?
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SENATOR DAVIDSON:

4001,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

And it says, Hadison Comnmunity Upnit School receives one
million seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars five hundred
and sixty-four cents, if there's no change in the formula.
Under my amendment, which is on the bill, you will receive
one million nine hundred and eight thousand five hundred and
seventy-one dollars and four cents, for a net gain of a hun-
dred and fifty-five...fifty-eight thousand six dollars and
ninety-nine cents.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

I'm for Senator Davidson's amendment; however,...however,
what do we do about 4000, Senator Berman, when that time
comes?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, let's...let's keep the debate, if we can. Senator

vVadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I'm for Senator Davidson's amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. Senator...Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, HMr. President. I...in trying to inject myself
into this debate so that all of you who are educational for-
nula experts on the School Problems Commission and...and, you
know, 4quite frankly, Senator Jerome Joyce and I have been
having a little discussion and ve...we like and respect and
love both of 7you, Senator Davidsorn and Semator Bermnman, but

when it comes to school aid, we just don't quite trust either
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one of you one hundred percent where we...we almost do, but
we're not gquite with you one hundred percent; and so as a
result, I tried to inject myself into this with...with a for-
mula bill of my own, only to find out that I had added forty
million dollars to the Chicago School System and taken it all
away from downstate so, I dquickly took nmyself out of
that...that debate and left my bill on the Calendar. How-
ever,...you know, the problem with all of theses...with all
of these printouts running around here, and I'm part of the
problem because I had one for my bill that was distributed,
part of the problem is we don't know what we're talking
about, none of us do because we don't know what the bottom
line dollar figure is going to be, and until we know that,
Senator Vadalabene, you can't be sure how much Madison is
going to get or none of us cam be sure because we just don't
know. Now, I'm not sure how we go about this procedurally,
Mr. President...¥r. President, I'm not sure hov we go about
this procedurally, or Senator Davidson or Senator Berman, but
I would suggest the proper time to address all the School Aid
Formula bills is when we know what the bottom line dollar
figure is, when we know if the tax increase has passed, and
if so, in what amount and how the money is going to be dis-
tributed. Then, we can talk about the formula in a...in a
sane sensible wmanner, but in the meantime, we all...we all
feel just a little bit boxed. We don't quite know where to
turn because, as I said, we are...se don't trust you all one
hundred percent. Hr. President, I...you know, I...I'®m hoping
you're enjoying yourself up there ‘*cause I'm trying to get a
response from you. Procedurally we're talking about trying
tO0eesWe€...50me of us don't think that ve ought to
be...discussing formula changes until we know what the bottom
line dollar fiqure is available, which means after the tax
increase is passed, which means after the distribution bhas

been accounted for.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee, I was listening to you. #e also have to
conduct other business. The...procedurally, we call bills in
order and if Senator Davidson wishes to proceed, he will go
along. That's all the Chair can do. I...if there?s another
procedure, I'm sure that someone would say the Chair is arbi-
trary. I...we call them in order and the sponsor makes the
decision, that's all the Chair can do. Senator D'Arco, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR D'ARCO:

A point of order. We all know this is going to a Confer-
ence Committee, let’s vote on it and get it out.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, that's what I was trying to get a solution to part
of Senator Buzbee's dilemma. If we get the votes to pass it
out of here, the sponsor of the bill is the House is here,
said it will go to a Conference Counittee, so we will have
it} Senator Buzbee, to deal with when we know what the bottom
line figure of the money is in the Conference Committee on
whatever time we decide to wrap up here June 30th, July 1 or
vhatever; and with tha+ committment from the sponsor from the
House, I would appreciate a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Vadalabene, did you...
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I hadn*'t finished yet. I wanted to make obpne pmore
point on the reward system. Will there be a formula for those
who vote for the State Income Tax?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, YOU...yol...youn've already spoken to the Chief

Executive about that, and he assured you that he would be

taking care of his friends from this Podium, so you're all
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right. Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, I apparently...I gave the wrong speech. This
iS...no0 wait, this is...I'm sorry. We've got to kill this
bill...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right...on this bill...gentlemen, I°11l tell you it's
twelve-ten and I've just conferred we're going to have to put
back our lunch +till about one-thirty it appears. We would
like to get through...back to 1526 on page 7 of your Calendar
before we break for lunch, and so we are...we are moving the
lunch back as slowly as we proceed. Senator D'ArCO...Or
Senator DeAngelis, rather.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I think we ought to point ou%t to *he Body that this
amends the weighting, and if we send it out this way, yes,
the printout will look different when the funding levels are
different but we're still stuck with the weighting formula.
That's what this bill does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
Davidson, do you wish to close?

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

.s..favorable roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall House Bill 1182 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 34, the Nays are 22,
none voting Present. House Bill 1182 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. ﬁouse
Bill 1189, Senator Berman. You wish...Senator Berman. Read
the bill, Mr...

SECRETARY:
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House Bill 1189.

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

Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose did you seek
recognition? We wvere...
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I'm sorry, on a point of personal privilege.
I...you know, we recognize quite a few people in the audi-
ences or in the galleries from time to time, but I have
noticed up in the gallery for the past three or four days a
champion of the migrant workers, Sister Hary Loletta of Our
Lady of...of Lords Convent, and I would like for her to stand
and be recognizegd.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Would our guests in the galleries please bLe recognized.
Senator Berman, the bill has been read a third time.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you. House Bill 1189 is a bill to encourage cobn-
solidation. It permits unit...unit school districts in
downstate to increase their permissive education fund tax
rates over a period of four years. The...the complaint fron
these unit districts is that there is a discrepancy between
their rates and the duwual...and the dual school district
rates. With this permissive increase, they can reach equality
with the other districts. This is a subject to a backdoor
referendum. I solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

«esfurther discussion? Further discussion? The gquestion
is, shall House Bill 1189 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 28,

the Nays are 24, 2 voting Present. House Bill 1189 having
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failed to receive the required constitutional majority is
declared 1lost. House Bill 1228, Senator Demuzio. ©EKead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECEETARY:

House Bill 1228.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

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

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very wmuch, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. House Bill 1228 was developed in
cooperation with the Illinois Association for the Deaf, the
National Federation of +he Blind in Illinois, the National
Council for +the Blind and representatives of the advi-
SOry...conmittees and alumni associations for DORS facilities
for the wvisuvally and the hearing impaired. I would like to
simply put into the record an explanation of this bill ip a
letter that I received from Peter Grundwald who is the lLegis-
lative Chairman for +the National Federation of the Blind.
This bill, I might add, is sponsored in the House by Hoods
Bowman and Speaker Madigan. "The bill would create bureaus
for the blind and the deaf within the Department of Behabili-
tation Services., PBach bureau would be subject to review by a
board that is modeled after the Medical Determination Board
in the Department of Public Health. The boards would have the
majority of the blind and the deaf members respectively on
their...on their boards. For mamy years in Illinois,
the...the blind have been dissatisfied with the administra-
tion of the programs of rehabilitation and +training <created
for their benefit. The probleams which have been
cited...cited include the wveakness and the ineffectiveness of
these programs, a lack of leadership in coordination,

mismangement and poor decision making, and most importantly,
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an absolute lack of accountability to the blind. Their asso-
ciation believes that a bureau for the blind would respec-
tively designate with...specifically designated powers and
duties would provide a vehicle for an administrator to effec-
tively direct a program for +the blind and to take steps
leaning toward real improvements, and furthermore, an over-
sight board is provided in this bill would be a means for the
blind who are certainly best eguipped to knov their own needs
to influence the decision making in these programs. It would
provide for a...a Bureau for the Blind and a Bureau for the
Hearing Impaired. Senator Rock added an amendment *hat would
create a Bureau of Mental Retardation Disability which was
debated extensively on the Floor of the Senate, and I would
respectfully ask the Sernate for support of House Bill 1228.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator...is there discussion? Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
have nothing but the utmost respect for what...for what the
sponsor of this bill is trying to do; however, I am reminded
of some discussion which arose when we first decided to break
up the department and create these separate bureaus, and I
remenber the department pointing out at that time *hat there
are fourteen different disabilities...fourteen major disabil-
ities. What we've dome is start with the first two or three.
It seems to me tha*t wha* we have +o recognize is that by
adopting +*his bill, we move on down the road of encouraging
each and every one of those major disabilities to come in
here and ask wus to establish their own division. Now, the
deaf and the blind costs five hundred grand, <+he Bureau of
Mental Retardation Disability is a tvo hundred and eighty
thousand dollar ticket, and for each of these divisions, we
create a separate bureaucracy. It seems to me that in time

of declining resources, we should be interested in trying to
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conserve those resources for +the services and not for the
administration and the bureaucracy, and thatt's precisely what
we'd be doing if we passed this bill. All we do is send the
precious few dollars we have %o +he bureaucrats. Lei's
reserve these ponies for the services. Let's give the
department the flexibility it needs and reduce administrative
cost. I urge a No vote.
PRESIDING COFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Sena*or Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOHM:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators.
#ith...Sena“or, a question. Indicates he'll vyield. With
Senator Rock's amendmen*, how...how many other disabilities
are now set up with separate bureaus?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Demuzio, question.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Y...I didn't hear the question, I'm sorry.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

««e+Senator Bloom, would you...repeat your question,
please.
SENATOR BLOOM:

I'11 +try it, I guess there's a little more background
noise...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

May we have some order, please. If we can break up the
caucuses and conferences right around Senator Demuzio's desk.
SENATOR BLOOM:

As 1 recall, Senator...Senator Rock amended this bill in
nuch the same fashion tha* he amended Semate Bill 700. As
Jeseas I recall, a+ any rate, how many di;abilities now have
their own separate bureaus within DORS?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.
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SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I am not sure of tha* number. I* would appear *o ne,
however, that there are...there wouldn't be a need for any
more than three bureaus in the...in...in DORS; the deaf and
the blind and those others that would have other kinds
of...of general disabilities.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

#ell, when you explained the bill, you didn't mention
+hat it was on i* and so, I...I had to refresh my
recollection. So, it's the deaf and *he blind and =everyone
else. I guess because the various schools are in your dis-
trict I can...I can understand why you're doing it and I
respec> why you're doing i*, Senator Demuzio, but when this
bill was heard in commi*tree and +that young man in the
vheelchair came up and testified with great sincerity, basic-
ally asking the question, why are these disabilities getting
special treatment, that we with our nmultihandicap have our
concerns *0o0. I +*hink...I =hink that kind of stripped the
cloth off the bill, and I really think that if by —virtue of
doing this, you know, i* take.,.,.it takes a...a situa*ion tha*
would be manageable <hrough the appropriation and hearing
process, 'and basically creates the kind of fragmentation aad
starts getting various handicaps at each others throats and I
don'% +“ha*'s what the Department of Rehabiliation Services is
all about, and I believe *that this bill should...should not
pass 'cause it*ll...it'll only stir the pot even more, and I
think that if apny of you heard the testimony of that young
man in a wheelchair agains* this kind of legislation that
you'd vote No as well. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. Sena-
tor Demuzio, there are three groups in this bill; you men-
tioned *wo, but the Bureau of Mental Retardation Disability
is also in it,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I*'ve heard that for a second *ime, and I think if you
will check the traunscript, I did describe the amendment that
Senator Rock put on this bill. I...I beg to differ
with...vith...wi%h both of you. A
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

And...and Senator Rock's amendmen*t was symbolic rather
than substantive, because he felt that if we were going to
fragmenz disability services, he ought to protect the +turf
tha* he's intereszed in as well. Now, the cons*ituen* group
that's going to be served by Senator Demuzio's bill, or the
part that he's most interested in, is about six thousand con-
stituents ou> of fort thousand, which is roughly fifteen
percent. They curren*ly receive about *wen>y-four percent of
the money.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis, had you concluded?
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, vyeah, there's some scuffling going on here. Let
me...let me just <ell you what the comsequences of that would
be. Unfortunately, if the blind and the deaf are going to ge*
ahead in this program, it will have to be at the expense of
the other groups, and the expense will not only be in terms
of the dollars appropriated within *he agsncy, but le* nme
read *o you some<hing *hat, as Sena*tor Rock would say, I

caused to have distributed to you on June 24th. I have a
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message from <“he Rehabilia*ion Services Adminis*ration that
says they have substan*ial reason %o believe *hat +hey will
be unable to approve the new State plan which will have to be
submitted to DORS to receive Federal dollars, so this plan
also jeopardizes Federal dollars. Now the process could be
negotiable and perhaps we could work our way out of that, but
why are we taking that jeopardy to favor some disability
groups at the expense of other groups? And it grieves me that
these groups are doing it to each other. The real problen
with Rehabilation Services is we don't have enough money, and
taking it away for another disability group is a very poor
solution. I urge the defeat of House Bill 1228.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Sena*or Becker.

END OF REEL
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REEL #4

SENATOR BECKER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in opposition +to House Bill 1228. I was hoping this
morning in the press box tha* we would have some young
journalists that just received their sheepskins, because I
had in*entions of taking them a copy of this bill and tell
“hem, *“en years from now remember what a Senator said stand-
ing here, here is where bureaucracies s:ar*. Today we have a
director and assistant director; ten years from now we'll
have ten directors of each ome of +these services, +twenty
assistant direc*ors and there will be nothing left for %he
needy, for the handicapped. I rise in opposition to this
bill, and ask that wve defeat it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:
Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Sena*or Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I've been told some conflicting things about this bill,
and I*'d like to know wha* impac* this legislation will have
on the Illinois Children's Hospital which is in Chicago and
which is for the very severly handicapped children. I've
been there several tinmes. It is not in my district, I've
been *here several times and seen these kids who sonmetinmes
have *o talk by pressing buttons with <*heir nose, and
it's...it's one of the...one of the most difficult things you
could ever want to see in you life, and I have been told by

+the people from *he depar+men* that this will severly impact
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on their funding.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I think that, to my knowledge, there's no impact. I
think *he department, however, may be referring to the
Section 101 of “he Federal Rehabilitation Law of 1973 <that
has...had been a...the subject of some discussion through
some printouts that had been circulated and is currently on
your desk, but *o my knowledge, if that addresses itself to
your problem, I'm no* aware of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

«eeI would 3Jjus* ask, *hen, if there is anybody
from...from the department that's within earshot that you
come over here and please explain to me about the 1Illinois
Children's Hospi*tal and what impac+ there will be so that!I
can perhaps, unfor*una*ely, rise for a second time and
enlighten the nmembership and, more importantly, so I can be
enlightened.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Parpose of Sena*e Bill 1228 is probably because the‘
*vo groups tha* are asking *hat they have a special section
within a department have not been addressed to...to their own
estimation by the former director, director...or the present
director, Director Granzeier, and I was concerned with the
possibili*y of 1loss of Federal funds if this change would
come about. So, I asked Mr. Charles Kyle of our staff +to
contact the...Rehabilitation Services Administration and to

see exactly wha* impact i* would have. I also had distrib-
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uted on the Floor the response that he received from the
department...from the Federal Depar*ment, and 1I'd 1like to
bring it to your a*tention a* this time, if I may. It says,
"As per your request, I have contacted Mr. Terry Conour, the
Assistant Regional Conmissioner for the Rehabilitation
Services Administra*ion of “he U.S. Department of Education,
©o determine if there would be a loss of Federal funds if
House Bill 1228 were passed. On June 10th, 1983, +the RSA
sent a interim reply to DORS admitting that they do have
questions...concerning House Bill 1228 bﬁt they will mnot be
able to reply in de*ail un*il la‘e nex*: week. Mr. Conour
suggested that when the bill is debated it would be helpful
if it were publicly stated that if specific problems were
encountered, there would be a willingness *o amend the legis-
lation to coumply with Federal Statute," and that's what 1I'®m
doing. He also said that, "It is in no wvay the intent of RSA
to intervene in the legislative process. If there were to be
a problem wi*h House Bill 1228, RSA would expect DORS *o con-
tinue *o operate as it is now until this problem was resolved
through negotiation but funds would not be halted." Ladies
and Gentlemen, the problem is within +the department, and
unfortunately, the +wo groups, the hearing impaired and the
blind, in their personal opinion, believe that they have been
shortchanged for too long and too much monmney. I*'ve had these
people up here in my legislative office seeking help in order
to correct the inequities wizhin the departmen*. We tried to
intervene in their behalf. There was some movement but this
year they came ipm and asked for specific legislation to
address this serious problem. That's *the purpbse of 1228.
That's why it's here before you today. Two groups saying,
yes, money has been allocated within the department budget
but, unfortunately, the record does not respond to our pleas.
It's similar in nature *o some other departments that you and

I hear on a daily basis, and that's the purpose of 1228.
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That's the purpose I'm...that's the reasom why I'm voting
Aye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
ask you to vote against this bill. As spokesman on the
Executive Conmittee where this bill was heard, one has to be
impressed by persons who are blind, who are asking for this
bill, persons .who have sever hearing defects or...who are
asking for this bill but, frankly, I have to weigh their
requests with the requests of those people who can't come
here. I have in my tovwn a place called Winning Wheels which
is a home built specifically for mentally alert but physi-
cally handicapped people. Now what that translates into
largely is a home for young people, sixteen, seventeen year
old, all...the average age of the people confined ¢to this
home is less than thirty, and some of those young people can
only move by blowing into a tube which causes a wheelchair to
move in one direc*ion or ano*her. I'll tell you one thing,
if you're going to pass *his bill to give a specific bureau
to the blind and to the deaf who can come to Springfield, who
can testify, who can move around, I'm going to ask for a
bureau for those young people with spinal cord injuries who
are locked up in...some dark corper of a nursing home sone-
where in this State who can't come to Springfield. WNow those
young people are being served by this department *o the best
of the ability of *he department. The department 1is also
trying to serve the blind and the deaf, people with cerebral
palsy, people with muscular dystrophy. For us to start
making a bureau for every particular kind of disability is
really a foolish *hing for us *o do. Lez's not star:t that
process, The purpose of Senator Rock's amendment apparently

was to simply point out that the...we're going in the wroang
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direction. Let's s“op it by defeating this bill, unpopular as
it will be with those who have sight and hearing defects. I
urge a vote against the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sena*tor Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you. Question of the sponsor, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

~Indicates he will yield. Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, Senator Demuzio, I'm...I would like to know where
would ‘these...bureaus be established and what type of admin-
is*rations are you talking about, hov many people involved
and what type of budget are you talking about to operate
these bureaus?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demunzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

The bureaus would be established in Springfield. We would
establish “he bureaus with the powers and...and duties and we
would appoint associates tha*t would be appointed by the
director of the Department of Rehabilitation Services. Among
the candidates that...would be recommended by the Hearing and
Visually Impaired Determination Boards which would consist of
seven wmembers appointed +*o four...I’m sorry, to four-year
terms by the Governor and confirmed by the Senate including
at least four who have had visu?lly or hearing...impairments.
Members will not be compensated except for expenses. And is
there anything else I could answer?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator...Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:
Okay. While the members of...of the bureaus or the boards

would not be compensated, what about the staff and monies for
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their operational functions? There are many commissions and
committees here, 1like the Commission on Mental Health, the
members are not compensated with the exception of expenses
but +ha* commission spends about two hundred *“housand dollars
a year for operating expenses, so who would operate and how
pmuch are you appropriating for the operation of these
bureaus? And then the other question is, how many? Are you
talking about *wo or three?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, we're *alking abou* three. There's no additional
added costs that are associated with the creation of the
bureaus for the deaf and the blind, and the bill simply
requires the cos* of providing *he services for the blind and
deaf, both direct and administrative costs, be allocated
within their respective bureaus, within the respective appro-
priation that this Legislature passes out. So there is no
decrease or increase in...in expenditures.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Ko. No. Now...now, Senator Demuzio, I have basically
supported all of the legislation that you've introduced, but
if you are saying that...that the allocations for these spe-
cific...services right now and that you're going to take the
operation cost our of that service for the administration of
+the these bureaus, then you are, in fact, taking away dollars
from service. You got to be taking it from something and if
there's not any other wmomnies at it, then yout're taking it
from direct service delivery, and I am opposed to that. I anm
no* opposed to the bureau concepts for special attention,
but...and I suggest you put in appropriations for the funding

of these bureaus.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Further discussion? May ve have
some order, please. Senator Demuzio may close.
SENATOR DERUZIO:

Well, thank you, very much, Mr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I wan:t to poin%t out tha* there will
be no additional or extra cost that will be associated with
*he creation of these bureaus for the dezaf or the blind. The
bill, as I indicated, sibply requires the cost of providing
the services for +the deaf and the blind, both direct
and...administrative, be allocated to the respective bureaus,
and I would like *o point ou*t and reiterate specifically what
Senator Lechowicz has indicated in his...in contacting the
Federal Government in relationship to the loss of Federal
dollars. There is, in fact, no conflict with the Federal
law of regula*tioms Section 101 of the Federal Rehabili*ation
Act of 1973. I« sets forth the requirements for the State to
participate in the Federal State Rehabilitation Program. It
does, in fact, require that either; one, a single State
agency be designated <o adminis*er the State's plan for reha-
bilitation of...disabled persons or; %wo, tha* the two State
agencies be designated one for the blind and on for all of
the other...one for all of the other disability groups. This
bill requires DORS to administer its programs for the blind
and the deaf in the stipulated manner and gives +he bureaus
for the blind and the deaf significant authority, but it does
not remove the ultimate responsibility for the administration
of those programs from +the Department of Rehabilitation
Services, They...I would like *o poinz out again tha* for
years there have been disputes between the blind groups in
Illinois. They are united in their effort +this time along
with +the WNational Federation for...for the Blind, the Illi-
nois Association for the Deaf, the Illinois Council for the

Blind, and all of the representatives of the advisory boards
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and the alumni associations of the Department of Rehabilita-
tion Services facilities for the visually and hearing
impaired, and the deaf and blird in Illinois respectfully ask
for your affirmative vo*e in this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall House Bill 1228 pass. Those in favor
vo*te Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
(Machine cutoff)...who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the
Ayes are 23, the Nays are 29, 5 voting Present. House Bill
1228 having failed to receive the required constitutional
majority is declared lost. House Bill 1237, Senator Kelly.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1237.

(Secretary reads *itle of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene is...Senator Kelly, just before we
cone to‘that order, has indicated his committee was to have
started a* twelve-thirty and it will probably be at least
one-thirty before we get to the Executive Appointments
Committee. I'm...hoped that we can do better than that, but
I'm...I'n +hinking one-thirty may be a...a good shot. Senator
Kelly. Senator...Senator Lemke, for what purpose do Yyou
arise?

SENATOR LEMKE:

Just a point of...I was just wondering why we're killing
ourselves? I talked to several of the House men and it's not
“rue that “hey went through the whole list., They just simply
adjourned and killed all the bills, including ny
Apericanization bill and Pulaski. I can see why vwe...every
House bill that's on the Calendar we can amend into some

Conference Committee repor-. There's no need to go through
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this painstaking, why don't we just adjourn and go on to
Conference Coammittees like the House does? Every<hing else
on +*‘he Calendar was put on the Table and let's go home and
get down to business, because we are here +trying to hear
their bills when they could care less about ours; and there's
been a lot of good bills in there and a lo* of bad ones, but
+hey still were on +he Calendar and *they went home at eleven
o'clock and we sat here like idiots till twelve. And I can't
see why any bill that's on the Calendar here can be amended
onto some other bill ¢that's in the House or back here in a
Conference Committee, and I think we ought *0 go home
and...and get down to...to business. Let Sam have his meet~-
ing so he «can take care of his Governor's appointments and
ge- down the Conference Commit:ees and whatever we have to do
with appropriations and do our...our rightful job, but I
think these bills now...and I got bills in the end, they can
be amended into some other bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
For what purpose does Senator Savickas arise?

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

think Senator Lemke is righ*. We...ough* %o go into our
comnittees, We have a few committees. We have some things
to do. I move we adjourn.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, Senator Savickas, we are trying to proceed through
+he Calendar. There's a couple of bills...four...four bills
away that have some abiding interest to some of the members
here and we would 1like to get to at 1least that bill
and...Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No, that...that would persist; otherwise, we're going to
have a lot of caucuses.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. We vere on the...Senator Geo-Karis, we're on
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1237, if we could proceed. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC—-KARIS:

Mr. President, it seems to me that last night we moved to
suspend +the rules so that we could consider those bills
today, and I think ve might as well go ahead and do so
because we're almost done anyway.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Thank you, Senator Geo-Karis. Senator Kelly is recog-
nized on 1237.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden:t and members of the Sena%s. This
bill amends the Election Code. What it does is delete <the
provisions which require the circulator...circulators of
petitions to live within +the political Jjurisdiction where
they obtain these signatures. The Illinois Supreme Court has
recently ruled that petition circulators do not have to live
in a specific political jurisdiction and this bill only con-
forms with the Supreme Court ruling. It passed the House by
a vote of 101 to 6, and I'd ask for your favorable support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Any discussion? The question is, shall House Bill 1237
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 +he record. On *“hat question, “he Ayes are 56,
the Nays are 1, none vo*ing Present. House Bill...57 Ayes, 1
Nay, none voting Present. 1237 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 1245,
Senator Coffey. BERead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1245,

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

Senator Coffey.
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SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
bill amends the Chapter 95 1/2, paragraph 11601, on the speed
1imit provision for Vehicle Code to permit second division
vehicles weighing more than eight thousand pounds to
be...including their load, *o be under the...same speed limit
as cars are. The...Mo*or Vehicle Laws Conmmission and the
State police have been working together to try to make this
consistent because they feel, according at least to the...to
the Federal Highway Departmen*, that it creates accidents by
having *he %#vo speeds and we'd like *to make them consistent,
and I'd ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I want to know, Senator Coffey, if this bill...we raise
the limits and the speed limi*s for these vehicles in :he
damage, I understand +he faster the truck goes, the truck
gets heavier and it damages the road more, and I just wonder
in the Governor's proposal for gas tax ifiwe're going to
raise “he weight distance ra%es, you know, so these heavy
vehicles will pay for the damage they do to the road and no=*
just us simple automobile drivers. I mean, I understand
that's not being compensated, so why should we increase the
speed limit which therefore increases the weight ©because of
gravity and which will destroy the roads more if they're not
going to pay to repair them?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-RARIS:

«..Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
it seems 4o me *ha* when our neighboring states have fifiy-
five miles per hour for all vehicles, and particularly with

the view of the fact that truckers are going to go more than
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fifty-five miles an hour, and they do all the time on our
roads, be foolish not to support this bill. I understand
that the Illinois Trucking Association, the Mid-west Truckers
Association, %he Ho+tor Vehicles Lav Commission is for +he
bill, and I rise in support of i<.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Purther discussion? Senator Coffey
may close.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, thank you, Mr. President and membhers of the Senate.
In answer to Senator Lemke, I understand what he's saying and
I'm not sure tha*t the trucking indus*ry is paying <heir due
costs and...and as far as I'm concerned they can kill 1305
and that might solve part of the problems, and we can come up
wizh a new bill, but I think this bill address something else
and the Federal Highvéy Administration feels *ha* making this
speed limit consistent that it'll save lives and...and
there'll be less accidents, and I'd ask for a favorable roll
call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall House Bill 1245 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voited who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
23, the Nays are 26, 4 voting Present. House Bill 1245 hav-
ing failed to receive the required constitutional majority is
declared lost. House Bill 1286, Senator Jones. House Bill
1305, Senator Nedza. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1305.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of *he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock, for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Under the provisions of Senate Rule 33F, I move that
considera*ion of House Bill 1305 be postponed until Thursday,
June 30, 1983, and further that Senate Rule 5C be suspended
for that purpose. I have just come from downstairs, we are
still summiteering and it seems to me *that this is an inte-
gral part of whatever program is put *ogether, if any, and we
ought to hold it until the very last day, and I would ask for
an affirmative roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden* and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. 1 concur with this motion because of the statements
that Senator Rock has made. There has been some progress in
the...in some of the avenues in which <hey're pursuing, and I
*hink 1i*'s only fitting <*ha* those packages, if that's we
have to refer to them as, is before this Body as a whole so
then at that time ve can address ourselves to the entire
issue and no* add a...a piece now and a piece later and what
have you. So, I move for a...an affirmative roll call on
this motion also.

PRESIDING OFFICER:; (SENATOR BRUCE)

Fur~her discussion? Sena*or Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Yes, let me also say that I have previously spoken with
the Secretary of Transporta*ion, with the Governor of this
State, and wi*h <%he Minority...Minority Leaders of both
Houses and the Speaker, and expressed my intent. We are, I
think, attempting to negotiate in good faith with three or
four different parts *o this program. Obviously, the incone
tax; obviously, the mass transportation funding; obviously,

the downstate transportation bill which this House graciously
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sent back to the House for i*s action, and it's being held
over there, it seems *o me only appropria*e +hat +this one
also be held. It will, in fact, be called on June 30, the
sponsor has made that assurance; whether or not it'll pass
depends, I presume, on what else happens around here, but I
would urge the membership that today is not +the day.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Keats, on the motion.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. On the wmotion, I have no
trouble with it. I don't care if we back it off till Septem—
ber 1st, that's not the problem; but since that's the main
reason mos: have been sitting here, why don't we skip *he
rest of these bills, they aren't worth a damn anyway. Le*'s
adjourn. Let's get down to Executive Appointments. Let's
start reading over the other material, we've been wasting too
much time.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, I'm really surprised. I thought 1305 had nothing

to do...I've been told all along that 1305 had nothing to do
with what else we vere doing here. We're going %o get this
bill out of the way and no- amend i+ and get it going. Now,
we find out we're going to hold it. It sounds like the deal
is altogether.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rock.
SENATOR BOCK:

Rell, I...I don'*t know what your source of information
is, but you are...not....not quite accurate. I think, again,
that Senator Keats' suggestion is not a bad one. As I indi-
cated last night and will indicate again, I think the Senate

is different <+han the House, and we afford our members +the
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courtesy of calling their bills if they wish them called.
Nobody's beating anybody over the head saying, call i*, call
i+, call it. If you don't wish it called, recommit it, leave
it sit there. I'm just as anxious as anybody else to get on
with the business. We have a whole host of concurrences,
you've got a printou% on your desk that will choke a horse.
Everybody, I think, is aware of the bills that they wish to
go to Conference Committee and what they wish to do with
then. I would hope that we can handle the...the balance of
“he Calenda: expeditiously. We are only going to 1526, it's
just a turn of the page. If the members wish *o, don't call
your bills; but there are bills in the Calendar that,
frankly, have to be called. 1470. Llet's go to 1470 and get
that out of here and *hen we can, I presume, Jjust pick and
chose, that's what “he House did. The House wen: +o a special
order of business, euphemistically called selective business,
and they selected what they want and left the rest of it
there. We can do the same *hing, if *he members want %o. I
can tell you, those members over *here didn't want *o do
that; and as long as I have something to do with presiding
around here, we are going *o afford the members all *the coar-
tesy to which they're entitled. I am not bea*ing any member
over the head to call his or her bill, but let's get on with
the business and quit bickering.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Sepator Coffey, on the motion. Question before the Body
is on the motion to suspend the rules. Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Well, I guess there's a question, who made that kind of
statement? Well, I think the Secretary of Transportation
made that statement on 1305. I...I really don't understand
what we're *old in Committee on Transportation on this bill,
then what we're being told here. And for some of you that

supported 1305 thinking you're going to get a good deal, I
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*cause you're about to get something you might not want.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is on the mo-ion by Senator Rock that the rules
be...suspended so that further consider-
ation...that...I'm...he has nmoved that consideration of House
Bill 1305 be postponed until Thursday, June the 28th, 1983,
and that Bule 5C be suspended for that purpose...June
30th,...Thursday, Jume 30th. On ‘he motion, those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are 6.
The mo*ion prevails. The rules are suspended and the bill
may be called wuntil June 30th, 1983...0n June 30th.
The...the technical problem, Senator Rock, is the bill has
been read a third time. The Secretary would 1like %o have
that taken back ou: of the record for our Journal. Is there
leave, Sepator Nedza, to take the 3rd reading back out?...is
there leave? Leave is granted. Take it out of the record.
1306, Senator Lemke. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary, please.
Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I have got an opinion from the Attorney General's Office
that they interpre: that the...under the present Act, highway
commissioners may employ an atiorney for specific litigation
but only wvhen that litigation is between the town board and
the road district; therefore, I'd like to recommit this bill
back *o Local Governmen*.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to recommit House Bill 1306. On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bhave
it, and 1306 is recommitted %o commitiee. House Bill 1330,
Senator Luft. Hold. House Bill 1337, Senator Degnan. Read

the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
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SECRETARY:
House Bill 1337,
(Secretary reads *itle of bill)
3rd reading of +he bill.,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 1337 clarifies lan-
guage with respect to the relationship between DCPS and pay-~
ments to agencies. I'd appreciate our support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Question 1is, shall
House Bill 1337 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 5, 2 voting Present. House
Bill 1337 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. House Bill 1355, Sena*or Demuzio.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECRETARY:
House...House Bill 1355.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Sena*tor Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIXO:

.+.-House Bill 1355 does that which is on the Calendar. In
addition to <+ha* it does two additional things; it puts in
the Senate definition of waste oil which we'd sent to the
House that there seems to be some discussion of and I under-
stand an agreement now on...on the defini*ion change which we
will adop* the House's version, and also it provides for
storing and disposing of or transporting hazardous materials

in containers that does not meet the standards set forth by
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the Federal Nuclear Regqula*ory Commission. I will be glad to
answer any questions and move for favorable adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

House Bill 1355 went through our Ag. Committee as a shell
bill. As I understand it's still basically a shell
bill...some agreements will be worked out in the House. Jus*
simply ask that we give it an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall House Bill 1355 pass. Those in favor
vot-e Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
ail voted who wish? Rave all voied who wish? Take the
record. On that question the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none,
none voting Present. House Bill 1355 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. House
Bill 1356, Senator Jones. Read <+he bill, M#Hr. Secretary,
please.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1356.
(Secretary reads *itle of bill)
3rd reading of <he bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
The bill is as it is...is read on the Calendar...it provides
for a half...from a half to one percent interest for 1late
charges for eamployers as they make late payments as of Janu-
ary 1, 1984, Also it deals with those persons who work for
the county and serve 1in the...in +the General Assea-
bly...General Assembly simultaneously. Before an employee
begins to receive his pension, they may pay the full amount

of *he...contribution for both +*he employer and...employee
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plus six percent annual interest charge upon making their
payment and meeting all other criteria. The...the annuitant
shall be eligible for a pension based on his full salary.
The second part relates +to those persons...those retired
employees with over fifteen years credit in the county and at
least five years credit in the General Assembly Retirement
System. Judges Retirement System does not currently gqualify
for the three percent annual increase. This will allow nem-
bers to contribute one percent of the their final average
wonthly...salary forming +their basis for calculation of his
annuity mul*iplied by years of credited service or one per-
cent of the final...the final monthly salary...mulitplied by
years of credited service in the case where the final average
salary is not used and *he calculation shall be eligible for
three percent annual increase in benefits.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Sepator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

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

Indicates he will yield. Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, I +*hink I understand mos* of wha* this bill is
all about, but House Amendment No. 1, which amends the Cook
County employees and officers annuity fund to authorize
future retirees who received a reduced salary because they
serve in +he General Assembly *o make contributions on the
difference of what they would have earned as opposed to the
reduced salary. Now, as 1 vread that, what...what you're
seeking to do here is *o allow...pension benefi*s on the
basis of a salary which was never earned in *tha* particular
Cook County system. And so my question...that's...that's one
of my questions, is that in fact what you're doing here? The

other question is, if you're going %o do that, *hen does this
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same employee collect under the Cook County system for bene-
fi*s based on more than he earned there plus the General
Assembly Retirement?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Now, I'm not sure I should yield *o Senator Lechowicz on
this particular question, but one of the things is this, when
you work for the county and work for the General Assenmbly,
you are working part-+*ime for the county, and what
this...*his is a Senate amendmen* does is allow that employee
to pay a six percent annual interest charge on what his full
salary would have been at the county.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, he's still responding, I think.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

So, upon paying that six percent interest based on what
his full salary would have been, then he will eligible for
the full pension providing he paid that six percent interest.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, so then my second question is tha* if you're going
to do that under the Cook County system, and I understand the
employee 1is going to pay his share, I assume the city would
have to...or the Cook County system would have %*o pay *he
employer's shars. Then are you also going to allow those
folks to collect pension benefits under both the Cook County
Employees System and the General Assembly systea?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

No, +*hat 1is not the case. This jus“< serves as a base.
The two are combined and since the...the first part dealing
with the county wvas part-time. When he's paying this six per-
cent annuai interest on...on a compound basis for the part
tha* he did not con*ribute, then his base salary would go wup
and make him eligible for a higher pension but he would not
be drawing from both pension systenms.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I'm not sure that I fully concur with what...what
the answer was. I...you mentioned tha: Senator Lechowicz
had...perphaps had the answer “o this. I'd be interested in
knowing what he has to say. On the face of it, it appears
that what we're doing is making someone or some group eli-
gible to receive pensions under both systems, but in one case
it's based on momey <+hat +they haven': even earned, and
I...that seems to be gquite a departure from what we normally
do around here on pensions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. I have Senators Fawell, Geo-Karis, Savickas
and Lechowicz. Senator Geo-Karis is off. Senator Fawell,
off. Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

¥ell, wmaybe Senator Lechowicz could ansver the guestion,
but I thought...or why don't we 1let Senator Lechowicz go
first and then that might solve some of our problems.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
Thank you, MNr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. To...to respond to Senator Schuneman's inquiry, the




Page 115 - JUNE 28, 1983

pensionee would bhave to pay both the county's portion,
the...his personal portion plus six percent. The purpose of
this bill is that, as you know as a member...if a person is
employed by any local unit of government, when he is serving
in the General Assembly his time is deducted as far as being
off the payroll while wve're in Session. Now a person has
retired, he is drawing his State retirement system, and under
thi¢ provision he would be able to pay back both his portion,
the county's portion and six percen:t and draw out the salary
that wvas budgeted in the budget book. I'm sure that as far
as the qualification of the individual, he was placed in that
position...he or she was placed in that positiom, and in turn
because of +the dual time, +hey were removed off the payroll
while we're...they're still serving the General Assenmbly.
But as far as the budgeted position, it was in the budget,
say, for example, for twenty thousand, but due to the fact
that we're in Session, they may teceive eleven “housand in
compensation. This bill would provide that the person could
pay the difference out of his own personal funds, both the
county portion, his porion and six percent interest and be
provided in :he pension fund a% a twenty thousand dollar
figure.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

Fur+her discussion? While we are here, U.S. Cable Tele-

vision of Lake County has sought leave to film the proceed-

ings for Senator Geo-Karis. Is there leave? Leave is
granted. Senator Savickas, did that answer your question?
Senator.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, on that part, but there was one other statement that
Senator Jones wmade was that...about receiving concurrent
benefits that...t0o use +he county time and the legislative
time while...an example, if you serve ten years im each and

only work ten years " of your life that you can use that as
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your full iwenty year retirement...was that part of it?...if
that wasn't, I misunderstood...understood it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones. Senator Lechowicz. Who...who

will...Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

It has nothing to do with that, Frank.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

...yeah, the...the confusion is the...what this person
has *o pay...what he has o pay as an employee coantribution
on the amount by which his salary was reduced...has to pay
the employer contribution equal to the amount specified in
item one which amount would be the reduced portion of the
salary. So, he 1is not picking up the total cost of the
employer contribution, he's paying a portion of the cost of
the employer contribution, and I think that's where Senator
Schuneman was...does that answer your gquestion, Senpator
Schuneman? No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. I apologize but I think
we were getting some ansvers from Senator Lechowicz here that
I was seeking. The other...my other guestion,...you've indi-
cated that they're going...the employee is going *o pay both
the enmployer and employee share, and I have no quarrel with
that, that's fine if he's going to participate in that
system, but is this employee then going to have full benefits
under the General Assembly...Retirement System plus artifi-
cially elevated benefits under the Cook County Employees!'
System? That was my second question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Depending upon...amount of time he's spent in this
system, het'd be eligible to the amount of time and the amount
of money placed in the system. In reference to the county
portion, then he could draw from both systems.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I don't, you know, mind
+aking care of a...ex-fellow member here and there, but ay
analysis shows tha*t <that 1last amendment that is put on
authorizes the retirees who have at least five years im the
system an annual increase of three percent, and I think
+hat's all of everybody that's...I don'* know how many of the
annuitants i+t is, it's...an uncalculated factor. We just had
da...our first meeting of the General Assemnbly Retirement
Board. Senator Egan is our distinguished new chairman. Noth-
ing was said there, and I don*'t know who oversees those
things, I'm new on the board, but I would certainly want an
impact statement on what a three percent increase is to, I
presume, most of the annuitants.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

It doesn't deal with all the annuitants. - If you read it
correct...I1'11 read it to you again, *the second part that you
refer *to relates to a retired employee with over fifteen
years credit im the county system and at least five...years
credit in the General Assembly Retirement System or Judge's
Retirement System and...does not currently qualify for the
three percent annual increase in benefits. This will allow
all those members to contribute one percent of the final

average monthly...salary forming the basis for calculation of
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his annuity multiplied by the years of credited service or
one percent of the final monthly salary...mualtiplied by years
of credited service in the <case where the final average
salary is not used in the calculation shall be eligible for
three percent amnual increase in benefits., So it does not
deal with all the annuitants.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Sena*or Gro*berg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Well, only to suggest, fellow Senators, that this one has
had no purviev from any pension system at all, and...and if
it has impact grea*er than this, I...I can't help but think
that there's...there's nmuch more than one employee we're
trying to take care of because everybody else...and I agree
with you, Semator, it only amends the Cook County portion of
it, but by amendment also includes the total General Retire-
ment System by reference, and we do now get a three percent
annual increment systen-wide, but this qualifies everybody in
+hat pay range, not just the one person you're trying to take
care of for that, and I “hink it's bad policy.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR BRUCE)
Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. Question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Is this time...are you going to...are you trying to qual-
ify under the General Assembly or are you trying to gqualify
on your Chicago?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

I'n not signaling the las* aspec* of it, I mean, it's not
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Chicago, itt's Cook County, and perhaps Senator Lechowicz can
shed a lit*le more ligh*t on that...on that one.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator...Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Hr. President. Would the person kindly repeat
the question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

What I was asking, Senator, was whether or not the effort
is to use Cook County or Chicago time to help gqualify under
the General Assembly. If *hat is true, then I éan't see any
need for it. What you were +alking about before 1is that
you're offsetting the time that you're down here. You are
down here, you are...are already qualifying for the State.
And then the other question is, if you used a twenty thousand
dollar example, suppose my pay in Chicago was forty thousand.
Is my General Assembly retirement going to be based on forty
thousand or *he twenty-eight thousand?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

You're general...or your General Assembly retirement will
be based on twenty-eight thousand. Tvo separate systenms,
Senator Rupp, and may I also point out to the membership that
this really helps “wo people and that's why the second por-
tion is so resirictive in nature, and I believe both former
members here; one was Representative Garmisa who, as you
know, has some health problems and...who wants to participate
in +he fulles:t amount as far as in his county portion of his
retiremen*, and the other gentleman would be the former
President of this fine Body...or Minority Leader, I should

say, was Judge McGloon.
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PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sepator D'Arco.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Let me...let me just point out that employees under the
Cook County Retirement System, after twenty years of service,
get a three percent annual annuity increase. All vyou're
saying here is tha: after fif+een years of service and five
years of service in the Gemeral Assembly, they would be
entitled to that three percent increase, which they would be
entitled to because they have twenty years of service.
Yfou're just allowing him to add *he five years of General
Assembly “ime to the fifteen years in the Cook County systen.
So, you're not doing any...you know, it...it...and he is
paying the...the employer and employee contribution to do
that. So *he cos* of this is wvery wmininpal. You know, I
really think we're paking a big deal about a very little
thing.

PRESIDENT:

Purther discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
Senator Gro*berg, in...in answer to your ingquiry, the...the
cost aspect of *his bill is not that objectionable. There,
obviously, will be a minor cost. So, relative to the strength
of +the fund, that's not the objectionable part, the...I
think, philosophically, the objectionable part...and inciden-
tally, Senator Jonmes, you are be...to be conmmended. This
iS...this is the first time in my experience that one request
is being made in one bill this late in the Session, and for
that, you are be...to be commended. Hopefully, we'll have no
Christmas *ree this year if this is *he procedure that which
we're going to follow, given time to discuss and...and fully
explore all of the requests. The...the objectionable part of

the bill, if I might state, is that you are granting a pen-
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sion for time not served, and if the...if...however, in...in
mitigation of that criticism, I would suggest that those of
us who serve in the General Assembly could not, under any
circumstances, come down hefé and survive on *the...kind of
noney that wve're paid without some...outside incone.
Although you...except for some of you rich fellows, but the
philosophy of this bill is that the employee who will gain
the benefit pays for it, and I think that all of these mat-
ters considered make it palatable.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Becker.
SENATOR BECKER:

«es.thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
must rise in opposition *o this bill because our s*aff ana-
lyst leaves us on this side of the aisle, I think, very con-
fused. It 1is specifically designed to benefit certain
unknown members of the General Assembly. Two, the impact of
this is unknown but should be substantial. Number three, the
State will be responsible for any imcreased costs because
there is no State mandate's disclaimer. And, Sena%or, I
talked to my predecessor this morning, Senator Soper, who's
out at his cherry orchards, and he +tells we, be careful
because the Denni Hlasatel, newspaper, out there in Cicero
might have me on the front page for voting on a bill that I
know little or nothing about; therefore, I must vote No.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Senator Becker, they already told you who the legislators
werea. Former Represen*ative Garmisa and former...Judge
McGloon who is a former Minority Leader in this House, these
are the wunknown legislators. I think both of them served
here a long time and it's always been my philosophy, even if

the guy I didn*% like, if we could help him with his pensions
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and he's going pay in the money, I think this Body should
help former legislators so they can get good retirement bene-
fits... -
PRESIDENT:

Senator Jones may close.
SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. This legislation has been
thoroughly discussed. As far as Senator Becker is concerned,
this...this will return to the House. T will talk to the
House sponsor and make sure *hat he placed <+hat amendment
on...that disclaimer amendmen® on this piece of legislation
in a Conference Committee, but as it was pointed out, it does
relate to two former members of the General Assembly...l was
asked *o place this amendment on the bill and I did. I feel
that they are entitled *o it as former members of this...of
this Body, and I ask for a Yea vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question 1is, shall House Bill 1356 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 23, the Nays are 26, 2 voting Present. House
Bill 1356 having failed to receive the required comstitu-
tional majority is declared lost. 1367, Semnator Joyce.
Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, Hr. President, 1I'd like to recommit that bill and
the nex* one back o the Agriculture Coamittee.
PRESIDENT:

Motion to recommit both bills to the Agriculture Commit-
tee, Is 1leave granted? Leave is gran*ed. 1369, Senator
Davidson. On *he Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House
Bill 1369. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBRETARY:
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House Bill 1369.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and menmbers of the Senate, this bill does
exactly what it says on the Calendar, and it gives coommunity
college's employees an opportunity +o do what we've all
ready passed out of here in the relation to other downstate
and Chicago teachers and as well as give the community col-
lege *+he opportunity to do what university system employees
can do now. Appreciate a favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Is there any discussion? If not, the ques-
tion is, shall House Bill 1369 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On :ha* guestion, the Ayes
are 48, the Nays are 4, none vo*ing Present., House Bill 1369
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Luft, on the Order of House Bills
3rd Reading is House Bill 1382, Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1382.

(Secretary reads “itle of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Unamended this bill tried to
deal with Medicaid fraud and specifically allowed the Attor-
ney General to enter into doctors offices and take a peek at

their records. OCbviously, *ha* was controversial, so im an
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attempt to get this into a Conference Committee, I amended it
the day before yesterday. All the language is gone. The
only thing in here *hat's new, and it's a clarifying lan-
guage, it simply says, "Licensed under the Medical Practice
Act." There is nothing controversial about it. 1I'd like to
get it into a Conference Committee and I'd appreciate an Aye
vote.

PRESIDERT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall House Bill 1382 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that quéstion, the Ayes are 54,
the Nays are 1, none voting Present. House Bill 1382 having
received the required constitu*ional nmajority is declared
passed. 1409, Senator Grotberg. On the Order of House Bills
3rd Reading is House Bill 1409. Read the bill, Hr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1409.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, MHr. President and fellow nmembers. Very
guickly, this bill is really like for Rockford where they
have op*ed ou® of the home rule provision and...liguor laws
did not track. This puts them back on track and we amended
it in also that the Secretary of State will no longer serve
on the Chicago Board of Liquor Appeals bu:t +the city clerk
will. I ask for your favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 1409 pass. Those in favor
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will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 52, *he Nays are 2, none voting Present. House
Bill 1409 having received the required constitational major-
ity is declared passed. 1410, Senator Lenke. You wish to
recommit it? Oh, I see. Okay. Different rules. On the
Oorder of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1410. Read
the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1410,

{Secretary reads *i*le of bill)

3rd reading of *he bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lenmke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is a comprehensive hazardous waste
bill which is...agreed process. I think i“'s a good bill and
I ask for i*s adop*:ion.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
ques*ion is, shall House Bill 1410 pass. Those in favor will
vote Aye, Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. Onr that qguestion, the Ayes
are 37, the Nays are 12, 3 vo*ing Presen*t., House Bill 1410
having received the required constitutional majorizy is
declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is
House...Senator Schuneman, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATORE SCHUNEMAN:

Well, Mr. President,...on that las® bill, I don*t <think
anybody in this Chamber has the foggest idea of what that
bill does, simply because the sponsor didn'+< say what it did

and the rest of us were “oo0 slow to...to ask him about i%,
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but I...I think that we ought to...we ought pay the courtesy
to the members to at leas* describe what the bill does.
PRESIDENT:

On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill
1413. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill...1413.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of zhe bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 1413 does exactly what the Calendar says.
It amends the Chicago Police Pension Code to bar from receiv-
ing any benefit from the fund any person who is convicted of
a felony involving *he inten*ional and wrongful death of a
police officer. This bill was amended and I move it for your
consideration.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not,...Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, Senator Lechowicz, this is the bill that you pulled
out of the record the other day and we got the vight amend-
ment on? Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Question 1is, shall House Bill 1413 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Thos= opposed will vo:te 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 56, *he Nays are 1, none voting Present. House
Bill 1413 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd

Reading, House Bill 1414, Read %the bill, Mr. Secretary.
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SECRETARY:
House Bill 1414,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D®*ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amends the Police Code of
the City of Chicago, the Pension Code of the City of Chicagd.
After twenty years of service at age fifty, you get a fifty
percent annuity, and I would ask for a favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, this...this has the State mandate's exemption on
it, I believe, does it no+?
PRESIDENT:

Senator DYArco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Yes, it does.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

According “o the Pension lavs Comeission the cost of this
bill is an increase in the acturarial liability of the a hun-
dred and twenty-two million dollars and an estimated annual
cost of nineteen million nine hundred thousand dollars, so
the members ought to be aware tha* this...*his has a signifi-
cant cost impact on the City of chicago.

PRESIDENT:

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

¥ill the sponsor yield for question?

PRESIDENT:
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Indicates he'll yield. Sena*or Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Do I understand then...that the State is relieved from
making any reimbursement under *his bill?
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCQO:

No, Senator...Geo-Karis, the State would not make any
reimbursement under this bill.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator D'Arco
may close.
SENATOR D*ARCO:

Well, what we did, we phased it in over a three-year
period to reduce the costs to the city, and I would ask for a
favorable vote.

PRESIDENT:

Ques*ion is, shall House Bill 1414 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
opene. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 34, the Nays are 22,
3 voting Present. House Bill 1414 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1433, Read
the bill, Mr...you don't wish to call it, Senator Joyce?
1442, Senator Savickas. Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I have been
requested to put House Bill 1442 back in“*o an dinterim s*udy
just to keep it alive, so I would recommend...

PRESIDENT:
Senator Savickas <seeks 1leave *o recommit 1442 to the

Copmittee on Labor. Leave...Senator Savickas.
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SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Also House Bill 375.

PRESIDENT:

Okay.

If you'll turn to page 33, I believe, yeah, on the

Order of Postponed Consideration, Senator Savickas seeks

leave to

recommit House Bill 375 and House Bill 1442 to the

Committee on Labor and Commerce. Leave granted? Leave is

granted.

Bill 1470,

On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House

Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

END OF REEL
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House Bill 1470.

{Secretary

Page 130 - JUNE 28,

1983

reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, it does exactly
what it says in the Calendar plus we amended in technical
amendment the words "pursuant to the Illinois Income Tax
Act." Appreciate a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. Senator Davidson, are you prepared to guar-
antee to this Body that there will be no amendments to that

bill when it goes over to the
PRESIDENT:
Question 1is, shall House

will vote Aye.

open. Have all voted
Have all voted who wish?
the Ayes are 37,
Bill

ity is declared passed.

House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1489.

Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
House Bill 1489.
{Secretary

3rd reading of the bill.

Those opposed

+the Nays are 13, 6

House?

Bill 1470 pass. Those in favor

will vote Nay. The voting is

who wish? Have all voted who wish?

Take *+he record. On that question,

voting Present. House

1470 having received the required constitutional major-

1489, Senator Lemke. On the Order of

Read the bill,

reads title of bill)
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill does is...exempts the property taxa*ion of
all property for not-for-profit health maintemance organiza-
tion. 1I'm sure everybody is aware of this. I think Pete
Miller talked to, I think, everybody in this Chamber. I
think it*'s a good bill and I ask for i*s adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Any discussion? If not,
tha question is, shall House Bill 1489 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 36, the Nays are 20, none voting Preseant. House
Bill 1489 having received the required comstitutionmal major-
ity is declared passed. On the Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading is House Bill 1526. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1526.

(Secretary reads *title of bill)
3rd reading of *he bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Sof+ball is a great sport. Pete Miller wants *this, too.
1526 will permit public employers to negotiate a fair share
agreement with a labor organization that's the exclusive
representative, Re're all familiar with i*, I ask for a
favorable vote...roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATOB KEATS:

Just vervy...jus® very briefly because we all basically
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know what it is. But someone who could be covered by civil
service or *enure, someone who technically has certain public
sector job rights could be expected, too, to have o pay fair
share or let's...you know, whatever you want to call it, to
an organization they do not wish to join. Here's the hangup,
this is the first step. The second one, I think all of us
are aware of that case where a teacher did not want +to join
the 1IEA and was fired, and yet she was considered one of the
top teachers in the school, *‘cause she didn't want to join.
That's the next step, that <civil service and +“enured
employees will be removed for not wishing fo join labor orga-
nizations. This is step one, that's step two., Do as you see
fit, but, you know, that's the direction it goes.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hudson. Alright. Any fur-
ther discussion? Further discussion? If not, the question
is, shall House Bill 1526 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. All
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 35,
the Nays are 24, none voting Present. House Bill 1526 having
received +he required constitutional majority is declared
passed. On *he Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill
1562, Senator Degnan. Senator Degaan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...I'd like to recommi+ 1562
to Revenue,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Degnan asks leave to recommit 1562 to the Commit-
tee on Revenue. Leave granted? Leave is granted. 1838 was
on the recall yesterday and was amended. Senator Egan, on
the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 1838.
Read *he bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:




Page 133 - JUNE 28, 1983

House Bill 1838.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. This
bill amends *he Truth in Taxation Act which we passed in
1981. It tightens up the Act in the controversial provision
on behalf of all counties, taxing districts and school dis-
tricts. It provides that- no county...no county clerk may
extend tax levies unless *the governing authorities of such
raxing unit has filed its appropriation and budget ordinance
or resolutions with the coanty clerk, and it was within seven
days; we broadened it to thirty, and I think that satisfies
the anxieties, and I ask for your favérable consideration.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall House Bill...I beg your pardon, Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Will the sponsor yield?

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he'll yield, Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

e+« the amendment require...provides for a thirty-day
filing period?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes. It was seven, ve amended it to make it thirty days
so that they have that length of time to file <+he necessary
documents.

PRESIDENT:

Senator FEtheredge.
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SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

And you feel that this is a...an appropriate interval of
*ipe then...or an adequate interval of %4ime in which to file
the...the levies?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes...we've discussed it and that...it satisfies all of
the antagonists, so I assume that it's reasonable.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Does this change remove the opposition of *he Municipal
League and the School Boards Association?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Well, TI...they did...they really never opposed it for-
mally...there wvas...well, I beg your pardon, they did file a
slip Sut never testified in opposition. And I really, hon-
estly haven't heard from them. I assume it does.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 1838 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all vo*ed who wish? Take *he
record. On that question, the Ayes are S4, the Nays are 3,
none voting Present. House Bill 1838 having received the
required constitufional majority is declared passed. Senator
Grotbherg on the Floor? Do you wan* fo get back *o 9527
Senator Kustra, on 1997. Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:
Mr. Presiden%, I move o Table House Bill 1997.

PRESIDENT:
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Alright. Senator Kustra has moved to Table House Bill
1997. A11 in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed.
The Ayes have i*. 1997 is Tabled. Barlier today, Senator
Grotberg recalled House Bill 952. He asked leave of the Body
to return to that order at the end of the call. On the Order
of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 952, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 952.

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

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill is now a housekeep-
ing bill for the Department of Registration and Education and
the profession...optometric profession, and I would ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I apologize for rising, bu:t I sometimes think when a bill
has stretched the courtesy of the Senate, as this bill in its
various configurations has done, regardless of the merits of
the bill, I think sometimes we just have %o sa?, enough is
enough. This bill has been amended too often; we've had too
many games played with it. I think maybe we Jjust ought to
le= this one sit where it's at or die a slow...or a quick
death, because I just plain think the courtesy of the Senate
has been extended far too far on this bill.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
Thank you, Mr. Presiden:. Would the sponsor indicate

what the housekeeping portion is?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotbergqg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you. As we discussed it earlier this moraning, I'll
try to recall it. It has to do with the retired...or the
older optometrists and how they renew their 1license.
They're...they're forgiven nov for five...up to five vyears,
and this makes it an annual paymert from here on in if they
opt back into the practice and the 1licensing, that's one
phase of it. There's several similar phases. Again, I don't
have the amendment analysis in front of me, but it's clean as
2 houndstooth as far as everybody being agreed is concerned.
Has nothing to do with the Medical Society, and I made ny
apologies to the group this morning, Senator Keats, in all
deference to your remarks, but...

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Egam...oh, I beg your
pardon, Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1Is there any increase as far
as the licensing fees?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Grotbergq.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Generally, no, is the answer from the department.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I don't know what a generally no ansver is. I°'d like *o
know, yes or no, and if there is a yes answer, I'd like to
know how much.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:
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Very good. Their fees were all increased three or four
years ago, they have not been increased since then. But
within this structure is what...handler...okay. The increase
that he's referring %*o0...the maximum increase in a fee you
could charge for reinstatemen*, Sena*or Lechowicz, is now ten
dollars more than it was, and that's the only fee increase.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, Senator Grotberg, in addition to all of those
things, the information +tha* I have, be it correct or not,
and I'd like to clear it up, is that this also now contains
the...the use of optometric drugs by optometrists, is that
conceivably true? 1Is that...that's what I've been told,
NOWese
PRESIDENT:

Why don't we recommit it or do something with it. Sena-
+or Gro*berg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

I started this morning out bright and early with the co-
operation of *he Chair, God love him, to get rid of all of
that eyedrop stuff.

PRESIDENT:

I don't...I don't think he cares anymore.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

This is the pristine bill +hat the...the department
needed, and that's what it is.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Savickas, for vhat purpose do you arise?
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Mleo.mY purpose, Mr. President, is to rise to
make...renev my mo-ion *hat I made earlier that tied 27 +to
27. I would move *o recommit this bill back to the Licensing

Connittee.
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PRESIDENT:

The gquestion is the motion to recommit. Those in favor
of the motion will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, there are 31 Ayes. The
bill is recommitted. If you'll turn to page 33 on the Calen-
dar, on the Order of Consideration Postponed. Do any members
wish to call a bill on the Order of...Senator Lemke, for what
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR LEMKE:

To recommit House Bill 1652 to Judiciary I.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke moves to recommit. If you'll turn to page
7, recommit House Bill 1652 *o *the Commit*ee on Judiciary I.
Leave is granted. It's so ordered. Turn to page 33 on the
Calendar, 33 and 34. This is it, then we're going to break
for lunch and when we come back, we will come back to the
Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence. The printouts have
been passed out on your desks. I'd ask the menmbers *o please
scout up their bills. It would be particularly helpful to
the process for those members who wish to
nonconcur...obviously, if you nonconcur with a House amend-
ment, we have to notify the House, and there is an enormous
amount of paper that flows back and forth. So, what we will
ask when we return is on the Order of Secretary's Desk
Concurrence, we vwill ask those members who wish to nonconcur,
for whatever reason; thay don't like the amendment, they want
to go to Conference, wvhatever reason, to indicate that to
the Chair so that wve can handle those and afford the
Secretary's Office some orderly operation. Alright. Senator
Demuzio. No, why don't we just go right down the 1list, if
that's acceptable to all hands. Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Yeah, just to expedite the action for this afternoom, I
vould like to be removed as chief sponsor of Senate Bill
1064. Senator D'Arco will take that bill. He knows a lot
nore about it *han I do.

PRESIDENT:

All right, on page 27, let the Calendar reflect that
Senator DeAngelis has switched places with Senator D*Arco.
All right, on the Order of Consideration Postponed, page 33
and 34, 233. You wish that called? On the Order of House
Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill 233. Read the bill, Hr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 233.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow nmembers. This bill
will amend the School Code by permitting school districts to
offer kindergartens be either half-day or full-day attend-
ance. It also permits the districts with full-day kindergar-
ten +o count *hose students under full-day attendance for
purposes of general State aid. I'd move for the passage of
this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Discussion? Senator Geo-
Karis. Semator Fawell.

SENATOR FA®ELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Jus: make it brief,
this is the bill that...tha* I *old you about. Think about
your own five year olds and how they used to cling to the
mother?'s skirts. I *aught kindergarten. I think this is a

terrible idea to have to make these kids at the age of five
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sit there in school all day. We're not talking about day
care, vetre about kindergarten, wetre talking about
supposably teaching, and I think this is a very, very bad
idea.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill...233 pass. Those in favor
vill vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 11 Ayes, 31 Nays. House Bill 233 having failed to
receive the required majority is declared lost. 360...Sena-
tor Philip, for what purpose do youn arise?

SENATOR PHILIP:

Point of order, Mr. President. I +*hought we suspended
the rules yesterday to go to 3rd readings, not Postponed Con-
sideration.

PRESIDENT:

I think +hese are technically on 3rd. Your point, how-
ever, is well-taken. I hope the membership will understand
that we are on the Order of Consideration Postponed. These
bills have been considered once. AS a courtesy, we are
affording the sponsors the opportunity once again to run
them, wunless there's substantial objection. Senator
Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. T now move you +hat all bills
on Consideration Postponed be...Tabled or returned to their
conmittee of origin. All of thenm.

PRESIDENT:

Well, tha+t's going to require a roll call and it appears

that...yes, Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:
I move that motion lie on *he Table.

PRESIDENT:
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Alright. We don't have to get into all that. Why don't
we just roll down the list and see where wve're going, if any-
where. We can be out of here in twenty-minutes. On the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 360. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill...
PRESIDENT:

Hold i%., Hold it. He doesn't wish to call it. 375 has
been recommitted. House Bill 477, Senator Bruce...557, Sena-
tor Philip. 582, Senator Luft. On the Order of House Bills
3rd Reading, on the Order of Consideration Postponed is House
Bill 582. Read the bill, HMr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 582.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd...3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'm sorry I have to go through
this procedure but I think the last time some people on our
side and, hopefully, some people on that side didn't under-
stand what we were trying to do. This clarifies an Attorney
General's Opinion to extend the application of the prevailing
wage law *o priva*te coastiruction projects financed in whole
or in part by Revenue Bonds issued under the 1Industrial
Project Revenue Bond Act or the Illipois Municipal Code or
the.,..Illinois Building Revenue Bond Act. I hope everything
is satisfied now, and I would appreciate an Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

I won't argue the merits of +the bill, since when we
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argued the merits the bill was defeated. I'11 simply say
this bill is already on an amendment on a bill that's back
here. Regardless of how you vote right now, you're going *o
vote on it again. 1It's already back here on a concurrence
motion on a different bill. And I would say, why don't we
just vote Present so we only go: one of this bill running
around instead of two bills running around. But it is back
here already and I would recommend that we just leave this
one where i*‘'s at.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion?...Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. The bill is no hetter today
than it was the day that it.uas defeated. As far as the
Attorney General's Opinion is concerned, there was also a
court case, a circuit court case, in Ogle County in which the
court ruled against the Attorney General'!s Opinion. That
case was appealed and, frankly, I'm not sure what the...the
situation is on that appeal, but the fact that the Attorney
General a* some point issued an opinion has little to do with
what the law really should be.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 582 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 29, the Nays are 23, 2 voting Present. House
Bill 582 having...failed to receive the required coastitu-
tional majority is declared lost., 767, Senator Bruce. 784,
Senator Carroll. 805, Senator Dawson. On the Order of House
Bills Consideration Postponed, House Bills 3rd Reading is
Hoanse Bill 805. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 80S5.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
PRESIDENT:
Sena*tor Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
ve...we added an amendment *o this piece of legislation *o
take care of the shoe merchants and the pedorthists, or what-
ever you want to call them, and Doc Davidson and everybody is
in agreement now, I believe, and I ask for a favorable roll
call on this piece of legislation.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOON:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. You're
still...there's no other state in the union that does this;
Georgia does part of it. It's...it's the wrong way to go.
There's no...demonstrable ill. This has been around here for
three or four years. There's a division within the profes~
sion...of half the two hundred droups they have, there's
already a private certification progran going on. This is
another backdoor way to gex into Blue Cross/Blue Shield and
get it mandated as part of +hird-party payobent. We don't
need it. I would suggest that we reject it. Thank you.
PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall House Bill 805 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 34 Ayes, 18 Nays, none voting Preseant. House Bill
805 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 977. On the Order of House Bills Consider-
ation Postponed, House Bills 3rd Reading, House Bill 977, Mr.
Secretarye.

SECBETARY:
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House Bill 977.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Hr. President and members. House Bill 977 was
a bill we got off on a tangent on the other day. Senator
Watson and myself have spent the last several days talking
to, I think, every member of this Body. I sent out letters
and put a letter on everybody's desk explaining that. There
is still opposition. For *hose of you who are still opposed,
pléase vote your conscience. For those of you who %talked to
me and said you'd support it, I'd appreciate you doing that
nov.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

Mr. President, I have talked with the spomsor of this
bill. He admits that it does no:t stop the free flow of
sample medicine if the doctor just merely scratches on a pad
and said leave it here. He further admits *hat he knovs of
no case where children have had access to this medication
under any circumstances. We've been calling doctors. It's
in a doctor's office. It's helpful to senior citizens, it's
helpful o many patients. The bill was bad the other day and
it's bad today. It does not encroach on a pharmacies inconme.
It does give a doctor the right to have these sample medi-
cines without having to write a prescription. These
medications are no* sen* through the mail to any patient.
I+'s just a bill tha* shouldn't be on the books. Our time
should not be taken on this kind of legislation, and I will
say as 1 said the other day when the bill didn't receive

enough votes, that it's bad then and it is bad now, and I
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wvould urge a No vote on it.
PRESIDENT:

The gquestion 1is, shall House Bill 977 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 40 Ayes, 15 Nays, none vo*ing Present.
House Bill 977 having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. On the Order of Consideration
Postponed, House Bill 1045. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1045.

(Secretary reads ti*le of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. This is the Field Sanitation Act. Following the
last debate, we had another conversation with the Illinois
FParm Bureau. The Illinois Farm Bureau drafted an amendment,
which I have in ny hands. I am told that I cannot put the
amendment on now...l am going to read this into the record.
This bill will...have me of my word, this bill is going to go
to Conference Committee where this amendment will be put on.
It takes care of the problems that Senator Maitland and Sena-
tor Joyce and others stood up, and I will read this into the
record. "The term agricul-ural worker does not include indi-
viduals whose principal occupation is not agricultural
employment unless such individuals are required to be away
from their permanent place of residence overnight."™ This
takes care of those people who are brought im, students or
part-time workers, from time to time and go from field to

field to.field. They are not covered by the bill. Again,
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this is no* heavy regulation. All we're talking abou* is
putting a...a...a toilet and a place to wash their...people's
hands near the fields, and the workplace is not right where
the...and <*his is also for the record, "the workplace is not
right where the...the crew or worker is but at the field
where the people are working," and this is what the farm
bureau asked us to do. I think this is just basic decency.
That's what this bill is all about, and I would ask for anm
affirmative Aye.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

.ssdgain...vwill the Sena‘or yield for a question? Bill,
let's...let's get this straight. When you are talking about
place of work, you are talking about the field. If it's a
mile by a mile and there's a road running beside it, it's
perfectly alright %o put these facilities on the road, is
that correct?

PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:
That is correct.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Fawell. Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr...only to say it's as bad as it ever was.
If there ever was a bill that should of died a natural death,
this is the ome. I have all kinds of analogies but we went
through it once before. It's bad, bad, bad legislation and
let's let it die again.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1I'l1l be brief. This is just a
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matter of human dignity, and Rabbi BRobert Marx made this
point <clearly, and I quote him, "The conditions of which our
farm workers face in the fields are +ruly deplorable. 1In my
capacity as President of the Jewish Council om Urban Affairs
and now as a pulpit...pulpit...rabbi, I've been made aware of
the problems and am trying to do whatever I cam to improve
the field conditions under which our workers labor. I urge
you to vote Aye on this bill."
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr...thank you, Mr. President and wmembers of
the Senate. We have worked om this amendment in the last
couple of days since this bill wen* out of here, and Senator
Marovitz has read into the record the question of who is a
worker, and the only people that will be covered are those
wvho are no* agricultural wvorkers and those who have to stay
away from their permanent residence overnight. In addition
to that, the language in Section 9, and Senator Fawell and I
have read this language together, and that is, ‘"readily
accessible means no more than a half mile or five minutes
from the worker's place of work." And it's the legislative
intent under the worker's place of work that that can, in
fact, be a one mile by one mile field. That is, in fact, his
place of work. The orchard, the field, that is his place of
work. I think wi*h that unders*anding, this bill ought to go
into a Conference Committee.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall House Bill 1045 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opéosed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take ths record. On that
question, there are 35 Ayes, 16 Nays, none voting...1 voting

Present. House Bill 1045 having received the required con-
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stitutional majority is declared passed. Oon the Order of
Consideration Postponed, House Bills 3rd Reading, is House
Bill 1082. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1082.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentleamen of the
Senate. This is a bill vhere when there is appropriate venue
within Illinois when a person is injured, that they caa, in
fac%, bring the action here and it will no* be +transferred
unless +the court finds that with reasons of the court it
should not be, and I would ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I think it's
very important for the members to understand that this is the
bill +hat...that seeks %o over*urn the effec*t of a Supreme
Court decision which would enable...which would enable the
court to take into account the convenience of the parties,
not just the burden on the court, but the convenience to the
parties and to potential witnesses in having a...having a
case +ried in a certain jurisdiction. Under the law as...as
it stands now and as...particularly as it would be if this
bill were to pass, it so happens that...take the case of the
Illinois Central Railrocad. Illinois Central Railroad oper-
ates in eight s+ates, and yet...and yet seventy percent of
the cases brought under the Federal Employers Liability act
are filed in Madison County. That isn't any particular acci-

dent, because Madison Coun:y it so happens has a reputation
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for...for...the courts do, of returning very generous awards.
So, even though you have a plaintiff wvho is injured in
Louisiana and you have a plain*iff coming from Louisiana, the
case is filed in Madison County. Tha*t very thing happened
vhere you had a plaintiff from Michigan and an injury taking
place in Michigan, the ac*ion was filed im Madison County.
If +his bill passes, all the court could consider in trans-
ferring the case to another jurisdiction is, “the burdem upon
the court." The courts in Madison County have...have taken
a res*rictive view of what they may comsider im...in trans-
ferring venue, and so, presumably, all +they would consider
iS...is whether the courts are too clogged to hear the case
in Madison County. They would not...they would not be able
+o consider, umder this bill, where the parties are from, the
fact +hat the plaintiff is from some distant state, the fact
that the witnesses; such as expert wvitnesses, doctors who
would have to testify in...in the case are from HMichigan or
Louisiana, they wounld have to travel all the way to Madison
County if they were to %estify at all. I don't know if any
of you had the opportunity to read the extensive expose in
the St. Louis Globe Democrat by Jim Broadway as to
just...just what it is and who it is +*hat's pushing this
bill. But I bring that...that® to your attention.
It's...it's a bad bill that overturns longstanding rules of
civil procedure a* both the State and the Federal level, and
I strongly urge *he bills defeat.

PRESIDENT: ‘

The question is, shall House Bill 1082 pass. Those in
favor will vo*e Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 29 Ayes, 27 Nay, none voting Present.
House Bill 1082 having failed to receive +the required con-

stitutional majority is declared los*. 1083. On the Order




R VRS
\‘ '\\ \\’ Page 150 - JUNE 28, 1983

of House...Consideration Postponed, House Bills 3rd Reading,
is House Bill 1083. Read the bill, Nr. Secre*arye.
SECRETARY:

House Bill 1083.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of “he bill.
PRESIDENT:

Sepator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. House Bill 1083 requires the Department of Public
Health to monitor and study the relationship between adverse
reproduction outcome; such as low birth weigh%, fetal death,
deformity, infan* mortality, morbidity and birth defects and
parental occupations. That's all this is. Study about the
relationship between birth defects and abnormalities in kids
and where the parents work to see if there is a...a...a rela-
+ionship. That's all this bill does. I can't see any reason
vhy anybody should vote against it.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 1083 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 “he record. On that question, there are 29 Ayes, 23
Nays, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1083 having faileﬂ to
receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. 1157, Senator Berman. On the Order of Comnsideration’
Postponed, House Bills 3rd Reading, is Houmse Bill 1157. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

House Bill 1157.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of *he bill.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the fourth bill in the
series dealing with cable TV. .This is the bill that provides
the tenants rights to obtain cable...TV if they subscribe to
*hat service. It prevents landlords from precluding access
<0 *he *enants once they have subscribed to this. It sets
forth a procedure for indemnification regarding damage and
also a procedure regarding compensation for the use of the
property. This has been debated several times. I would
solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Here we are back again with cable TV. You realize
as a home...under this bill, as a homeowner or a person in a
condominium that cable TV could go across your property, dig
it up, put a pole there, do anything they wanted. They are
under *his bill +treated like a public utility. I've had a
bad experience with cable TV, because they've already driven
over my lawn and already dug up my neighbor's lawn without
letting us know. We shouldn't do this, it's a bad bill and
it ought to be defeated.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very mwmuch. I have recen%ly talked to my
municipality presidents and...and managers and wmayors, and
they have informed me that the procedure under this bill is
+hat you will be no*ified *wenty days in advance that they
are coming. WNumber two, they are...have requested a million

dollar indemnity bond if such a thing happens, and I did
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object *o this bill yes*erday, by *he way, sir, so, you know,
you knov where I'm coming from, that the village or city will
come in and repair whatever damage has been done and then
they will go against %he company and *hey will collect +the
money if...if...if they...if they need it.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senator Fawell, you have abso-
lutely no idea what <you're talking about and neither does
your managers and your mayors. Let me tell you what this
says, and I reluctantly to get up to talk about this ‘cause I
have the highest respect in the world for the sponsor, but
this bill is really bad. Let me tell you what this says the
vay I unders*and it, and for the last few days no one has
enlightened me to any different. If I own a house and I'm
renting out one room, one room in that house, that person has
*he right to let them tear up my yard, let them come into ny
house, let them put anything on there because this law is so
vague about what they can do. Then if...the cablevision
company and I don't agree to how much mouney they can pay une
back, I can sue them. They can give me a dollar, then we go
to court. I go get a lawyer, the cablevision company has got
how many lawyers hired? I don't know, maybe they've got
people hired just to take care of these cases. And then, it
gets worse. + says they can proceed with all the construc-
~ion while negotiations for the money is going on. VNow, for
crying out loud, I own this property, don't I? And I don't
think anybody in this Legislature wants to take away the
rights of the people that own proper+ty. I don't care about
the renter. He's going *o sign an agreement, he knows that
he can't have a dog, he knows he can't have kids and he kunows
he may not be able to have cablevision. That's tough luck,

go somewhere else. And I'1ll tell you another example, and
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vhether you like unions or not, in my Town of Pekin I have a
UAW high-rise that's owned by the United Auto Workers that's
got a hundred and some people living in there, and they don't
let the cablevision come in because they're nonunion. Now,
if you wan% your vote on a roll call that's saying that,
that's fine. And if you want a vote on a roll call that when
you go back to your district and you have all these subdivi-
sions out there +that got these little duplexes and :hey're
digging up yards and the guy comes to you and say, what 4did
you do to me? Then that's fine. And as far as I know, ny
mayor called me and I explained to him what this bill did,
and he says, "My God, I'm sorry I called you, vote against
it." So, I would urge you do that, too.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall House Bill 1157 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there are 32 Ayes, 24 Nays, 1 voting Present.
House Bill 1157 having received the required constitutional
majority 1is declared passed. Alright. There's been a
request for a verification. W#ill the members be...please be
in their seats. Mr. Secretary, read the affirmative roll.
SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Bruce,
Buzbee, Carroll, Chew, Collins, D'Arco, Darrow, Davidson,
Dawson, Degnan, Egan, Fawell, Grotberg, Hall, Jones, Jeremiah
Joyce, Kelly, Llemke, Marovitz, Nedza, Newvhouse, Rigney,
Savickas, Schaffer, Smith, Sommer, Vadalabene, Watson, Welch,
Zito, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Luft, do you question the presence of any member?

SENATOR LUFT:

Senator Jones.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jones on the Floor? Senator Jonmes. Strike his

name.
SENATOR LUFT:

Savickas.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Savickas on the Floor? Senator Savickas. Strike
his nanme.

SENATOR LUFT:

Fawell.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Pawell is by the telephone booth...Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

That's it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Oon a verified roll call, there are 30'Ayes, 24
Nays, 1 voting Present. House Bill 1157 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. For
what purpose does Senator Lemke...Senator Lemke moves *0
reconsider the vote by which House Bill 1157 was passed.
Senator Berman moves to lie tha* motion upon the Table. On
the mo+ion to Table, all in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The mo+ion prevails. House...for what pur-
pose...House Bill 1161, Senator Geo~-Karis. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary...it's been read a third time. Senator Geo-
Karis, on House Bill 1161,

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
this bill is a permissive bill. Your County Clerk from Cook
County has no objection to it, +anley Cusper. The bill
simply allows the county cletk or whoever the voting anthor-
ity is to extend the procedure to the General Primary and
General Election in even numbered years to have absentee bal-

lots at road district offices or township offices and has to
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be done during the regqgular hours of business from 8:30 a.n.
to 4:30 p.m. or 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on weekdays, 9:00 a.nm.
to twelve noon on Saturdays, and it has...it's a permissive
bill., If the...the election authority doesn?t allow it, it
doesn't happen. I'd request a favorable vote. This applies
to *ownships that are Democrat and Republican all over. It
does...it's not a Republican bill. 1In fact, it's the Demo-
cratic County Clerk of Lake County that asked me +*o sponsor
the bill here. I ask for favorable consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. He defeated this bill and
probably didn‘'t defeat i%* badly enough. This is a terrible
bill and I would ask every Dsmocratic member to please vote
No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This bill came out of the Senate Election Committee
with a bipartisan unanimous vote of +the members that were
there and voting., It is indeed a good bill. 1It*'s a permis-
sive bill., It's a bill tha* opens up and expands *he voting
opportunities to voters, which is certainly the object
of...of election reform in this Session of the General Assem-
bly, and I strongly urge your support for +his very fine
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Kustira.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

¥ell, thank vyou, Mr. President. I was in the conmittee

the day that this bill was comnsidered. I really don't remem-

ber any opposition *tha*t came from Cook County, *hat came from
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the Democrats or anything. There was some opposition fron
DuPage County from the election commissioner there but,
frankly, he didn'* know wha* he was talking about. The fact
is, this is a permissive bill. The county clerk in any
county across the State can just right now say he doesn't
want to participate and that's it, but if a county, like
Lake, Democratic County Clerk as they have <*here wan*s ¢to
open up the in-person absentee ballo*: process, this bill
vould allow that, but it's up to the county clerk, and that's
what's important about this bill and that's why it's differ-
ent from the one that I had tha+ was defeated earlier. 1 ask
for an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President, I would simply point out to the members
that this is already the law in the case of consolidated
elections in even numbered years, and it's highly incon-
sistent to permit the county clerks +o offer absentee voting-
for one type of election and not for anmother. I would ask
that we make our elgction laws consistent by passing this
bill, '

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Geo-Raris may close.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I ask for a favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question 4is, shall House Bill 1161 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those oppbsed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. Oon that question, the Ayes are 34, the Nays are 15,
none voting Present. House Bill 1161 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. House

Bill 1661, Sena*or Dawson. House Bill 1725, Senator "Fawell.
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Read...Senator Fawell is recognized on House Bill 1725.
SENATOR FAWELL: .

Thank you, very much. This is the...the bill *hat allows
our local municipalities to increase their levy with a fromt
door referendum for the purposes of pumping water from Lake
Michigan. He defeated House Bill 557, or whatever it was,
yesterdaye T...Il...I don':t know why you would be opposed to
it. Think of it this way, you can stick DuPage with another
tax.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

I< there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall
House Bill 1725 pass. Those in favor votie Aye. Those
opposed vote HNay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Oon that
question, the Ayes are 28...27, the Nays are 25, 2 voting
Present. House Bill 1725 having failed <o receive the
required constitutional wmajority is declared passed. House
Bill...is declared lost. 27 Ayes, 25 Nays, the bill is lost.
House Bill 1780, Sena*tor Nedza. Oh...the motion is to recon-
mit the bill to the Commi*tee on Local Governument. On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The bill is...recommitted to the Comnittee on Local
Governmen*, House Bill 2031, Senator Davson. Senator Dawson
is recognized on House Bill 2031.

SENATOR DAWSON:

¥r. President anpd lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
House Bill 2031 is *he...creates the Infant Hortality Reduc-
tion Act. As said before, the amendments on *his thing con-
cerns the funding, a reduction to already existing health
care programs, and specifically the programs aimed at the
reduction of infant mortality. It add...the amendment add
+he language that it would only come from Supplemental, Fed-
eral, Maternal and Child Health Block Grant Funds recently

avarded +to the State of Illinois, and that it would also not
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take anything avay from any existing districts or programs.
I1'd ask for a favorable roll call.
PRESIDENT:
Discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members of the Semate, this bill hasn':
improved with age. As I recall from *he informa<ion I had
from the Department of Public Health, this causes some prob-
lems for the Crippled Children's Fund at the University of
Illinois, jeopardizes and/or confuses a hundred and five
grant applications that are already in progress, thoroughly
messes up the situation in...in general, and would require
the department to continue contracting with certain providers
who may or may not be doing an adequate job. Needs a lot of
work.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

...thank you, Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. We've met every conceivable thing that the
Department of Health had to consider about this
+hing...they've accepted all amendments, they've done every-
thing in their regards. This is life-saving things for
little children. It's very important vwe pass this legis-
lation. I implore you, please.give us an Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

The guestion is, shall House Bill 2031 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? All voted who wish? All voted who wish? Take the
record. On +that question, there aré 26 Ayes, 27 Nays, 1
voting Present. House Bill 2031 having failed to receive the
required constitutional majority is declared lost. Alright,

if I can have the attention of the membership, we have some




Page 159 ~ JUNE 28, 1983

Messages from the House which we have to read in in order to
get the paper flowing. Senétor Egan has brought forth a spe-
cial gues*t which we would...whom we would wish to introduce.
When we Recess, which will be very shortly, we vill Recess
until the hour of three-thirty. We have Jjust checked with
+he House, they are essentially doing the same thing. We
plan %o work s*“raight <through from three-thir*y until
seven-thirty, three-thirty until seven-thirty. We will begin
at the top of page 9 on the Order of Secretary's Desk Concur-
rence., The Chair will yield %o Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you...thank 7you, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. If you'll bear with me for just a minute, the Il1li-
nois Department of Commerce and Community Affairs had its
annual Rose of Tralee Festival, and a very dear friend of
mine, Sheila Ryan from...whose family has resided in my dis-
trict as long as I've been there, has, in fact, won the title
of the Rose of Tralee which allows her to take the bus:t of
Lincoln to Mr. Fitzgerald in Ireland in August in the Town of
Tralee, and give Garret Fitzgerald, who is the Prime Minister
of 1Ireland, the bust of Lincoln. And ve're very proud of
Sheila. Would you like to say hello o the members of the
Senate, Sheila.

MS. SHEILA RYAN:
(Comments made by Sheila Ryan)
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, very much, Sheila. God love her. And Ladies
and Gen-lemen of the Senate, you can go to lunch. Thank you.
PRESIDENT:

Alright, Mr. Secretary, Messages from the House.
SECRBETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed “o inform the Senate

the House of Representatives has refused to concur with the
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Senate in the adoption of their amendment to a bill with the
following title:
House Bill 384 wi+h Senate Amendment 1.
I have like Messages on the following House Bills:
House Bill 514 with Senate Amendments 1 and 2.
House Bill 714 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 798 with Senate Amendment 2.
House Bill 1117 with Senate Amendpent 1.
House Bill 1121 with Senate Amendments 2 and 3.
House Bill...1143 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 1178 with Senate Amendment 2.
House Bill 1192 with Senate Amendments 1 and 2.
House Bill 1249 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 1924 with Senate Amendment 1.
A Message from the House by Mr. O'Brien, Clerk.

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

Senate Bill 63 together wi*h House Amendment
No. 1.

And I have like Hessages on the following Senmate bills

with House amendpents:

eee3U2 with House Amendments 1 and 2.

359 with House Amendment 1.

354, Amendments 1 and 2.

457, Amendment 3.

511, Amendment 1.

513, Aumendments 2, 3, 5 and 6.

568, Amendmen* 1.

589, Amendmen* 1...Amendments 1 and 2.

599, Amendments 1 and 3.

607, Amendment 1.

620, Amendment 3.

628, Amendament 1.
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638, Amendment 1.

668, Amendments 1 through 4.

669, Amendment 1.

673, Amendment 1.

ves719, Amendnments 1 aﬂd 2.

728, Amendment 1.

736, Amendments 1 and 5.

749, Amendment 1.

800, Amendment 1 and 4.

824, Amendment 1.

826, Amendment 1.

v.<951, Amendments 1 and 2.

981, Amendment 1.

991, Amendments 1 and 3.

995, Amendments 1 and 2.

1061, Amendments 4, 5, 7, and 8.

1115, Amendment 1.

1170, Amendments 1 and 4.

1132, Amendpent 1.

1146, Amendment 1.

1237, Amendment 1.

1239, Amendments 1 and 2.

1268, Amendmen® 1.

1307, Améndments 1, 2 and 3.

1324, Amendmeats 1 and 2.

1319, Amendments 1, 2 and 5.

and 1336, Amendments 1, 2 and 4.
PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Welch moves that the Senate stand in
Recess until the hour of *hree-thirty. Three-thirty this
afternoon...the Conmittee on Executive Appointments, I under- -
stand, is meeting momentarily. The Senate stands in Recess.

RECESS

AFTER RECESS
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PRESIDENT:
Messages from the House.
SECRETARY:
A Message from the House by MNr. O'Briemn, Clerk.

Mr. President -~ I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to concur with the
Senate in the adoption of their amendment to a bill with the
following title:

House Bill 114 with Senate Amendment No. 1.
And +he following are like Messages on House bills with
Senate amendments:
House Bill 186 with Senats Amendment 1.
House Bill 406 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 441 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 487 with Senate Amendments 1 and 2.
House Bill 488 with Senate Amendments 1 and 2.
House Bill 558 wi*h Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 584 with Senate Amendment 1.

House Bill 687 with Senate Amendments 1, 2 and

House Bill 1108 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 1205 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 1257 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 1261 with Senate Amendment 2.
House Bill 1264 with Senate Awmendment 3.
House Bill 1293 with Senate Amendmeant 1.
House Bill 1399 with Senate Amendment 1 and 2.
House Bill 1955 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 2055 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 2078 with Senate Amendment 1.

PRESIDENT:

Secretary's Desk.
SECRETARY:

A Message from the House by Mr. O'Brien, Clerk.
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Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives adopted the following joint
resolutions, in the adoption of which I am instructed to ask
concurrence of “he Senate, to-wit:

House Joint Resolution 65 and 66.
PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar. Alright, we'll proceed down *he Calen-
dar, and those members who have a Senate bill with which they
nove +to nonconcur, I wish they would make their wishes known
so that we can start the paper. Senate Bill 3. Senate Bill
12, Senator Mahar. Senate Bill 16, Senator Geo-

Karis...Senator Mahar.

END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR MAHAR:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
I would...move to concur with Senate Amendment...

PRESIDENT:

Well, now wait...wait Jjust a minute. Concur is final
action, that will require thirty affirmative votes; vwe're
trying %o do nonconcur, get the paper back and forth., 16,
Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO~KARIS:

Mr. President, I would 1like %o move to nonconcur in
Senate Bill 16.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Sera%or Geo-Karis moves to nonconcur im House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 16. All those in favor indi-
cate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
mo*ion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the House.
25, Senator Lemke. 26, Senator Vadalabene. Senate Bill 3,
Senator Joyce. Senator Joyce moves to nonconcur in House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 3. Well, we're trying to do
nonconcur. Concur is final action, it takes thirty affirma-
tive votes. 42, Senator Holmberg. 61, Senator D'Arco. 66,
Senator Netsch. 70, Senator Maitland. 83, Senator Jones.
84, Senator Luft. 86, Senator Geo-Karis. Nonconcur? 89,
Senator Maitland. 97, Senator Luft. 101, Senator Joyce.
107...a211 right. Top of page 10, Senate Bill 101. Senator
Joyce moves to nonconcur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 101. All those in favor indicate by saying Aye. a1l
opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the
Secretary shall so inform the House. 117, Senaor Davidson.
125, Senator Chew. 128, Senator Carroll. 131, Senator

pemuzio. 133, Senator...all right. Senator Demuzio moves to
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nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1 on Senate Bill 131. Any
discussion? 1f not, all in favor signify by
saying....Senator Somnmer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Senator Demuzio, this is an appropriation bill. Would you
mind holding that until the chairmen come because vwe...¥e
really don't know what we're going to do at this point in
time.

PRESIDENT:

Indicates he will hold it. 133, Senator Dawson. 134,
Sepnator Zito. 136, Semator Luft. 142, Senator Sangmeister.
149...151, Sena*or Sangmeister. 174, Senator Che;. 176,
Senator Schaffer. 187, Senator Denuzio. 192, Senator
Marovitz. 201, Senator Marovitz. 204, Senator Geo-Karis.
206, Senator Collins. 208, Senator Fawell. 209, Senator
D'Arco. 211, Senator Vadalabene, 219, Senator Rigney. 223,
Ssenator Luft. 228, Senator Lemke. 235, Senator Vadalabene.
240, Senator Davidson. 242, Senator Bloom. 244, Senator
Fawell. 247. 249, Senator Kustra. 270...284, Senator
Smith. 303, Sena*or Carroll. 310, Senator Vadalabene. 313,
Senator Vadalabene. 322, top of page 15, Senator
Sangmeister. 323. 325. 332, Senator Grotkerg. 337, Sena-
tor...Senator Grotberg on Senate Bill 332. middle of page
15. A1) right. On 337, Senator Hudson. Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would 1like to move to
nonconcur to...*o House Amendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 337.
PRESIDENT:

A1l right. Senator Hudson has moved to nonconcur in
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 337. Discussion? all
+hose in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall so
inform the Hsuse. 345, Senator Bloon. 346, Senator

Maitland. Senator Maitland mwmoves to nonconcur in House
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Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 346. Those in favor indicate
by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion
carries and the Secretary shall so inform the House. 357,
Senator Marovitz...top of page 18, 417. 419, Senator Berman.
428, Senator Sangmeister. 434, Senator D*Arco.
437...nonconcur, all right. Top of page 18, Semate Bill 434.
Senator D'Arco moves to nonconcur in House Amendment No. 1 o
Senate Bill 434, All in favor signify by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the
Secretary shall so inform the House. 435, Senator Harovitz.
437, Senator Fawell. 440. 459, Senator Dawson. 467, Sena-
tor Davidson. 492, Sena*or Rupp. 496, Senator Fawell. 500,
Senator Bruce. 504, Senator Joyce. 512, Senator Savickas.
Senator Savickas moves to nonconcur with House Amendment No.
1. All «rcight, ¢take 512 ou* of the record. 520, Senator
Lemke. Do you wish %o nonconcur? 521, Senator Lemke moves
to nonconcur with House Amendments 5 and 6 to Senate Bill
521. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed.
The Ayes have it. The mo*ion carries and the Secretary
shall so inform the House. 526, Senator Nedza. Senator
Nedza moves to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 526. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the
Secretary shall so inform the House. 530, move to nonconcur?
Senator Demuzio moves to nonconcur in House Amendments 1 and
2 to Senate Bill 530. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform +the House.
531, Senator Suwmith. 536, Senator Collins. 547, Senator
Netsch. 557, Senator Bruce moves, on behalf of Senator Rock,
to nonconcur in House Amendment No. 1 +o Senate Bill 557.
All those in favor indica*e by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The motion carries. The Secretary shall so

inform the House. 571, Senator Favell. 574, Senator Joyce.
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578, Sena*or Demuzio. Senator Demuzio moves to nonconcur in
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 578. Those in favor
indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it.
The motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. 582, Senator Bloom. 598, Senator Marovitz. 613,
Senator D'Arco. 619, Senator Kustra. 621, Senator Hall.
644, Senator Sommer. 678, Senator Degnan. 690, Senator
Chew...those are appropriations...we're just...I guess we're
holding all of those till we get a book or something. Sena-
tor Chew on the Floor? 696, Senator Friedlamd. 702, Senator
Lemke...NONCORCUr. Senator Lemke moves to nonconcur in
House Amendment No. to Sena*e Bill 702. All in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. All opposed...the potion carries and the
Secretary shall so inform the House. A1l right. Senator
Chev moves to nonconcur in House Amendments 2 and 4 to Senate
Bill 690. Any discussion? If not, all in favor signify by
saying Aye. All oppdsed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion
carries and the Secretary will so inform the House., 709,
Senator Grotberg. 721, 726, Senator Lemnke. 727, Senator
Joyce. 738, Senator Vadalabene. 757, Semator Hahar. 768,
Senator D'Arco. 776, = Senator Berman. 787, Senator
Sangmeister. 794, Senator Holmberg. 796, Senator Bruce.
807, Senator Watson. Top of page 23, 811, Senator Coffey.
Nonconcur? Senator Coffey moves +to nonconcur with House
Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 811, Any discussion?
If not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. 1All opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall
so inform the House. 814, Senator Weaver. 834, Senator
Degnan. 836, Sena*or Degnan. 838, Senator Bruce. 849,
Senator Bruce. Senator Bruce moves to nonconcur with House
Amendments 1, 2, 3 and 4 to Senate Bill 849, All in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the House.

852, Senator Davidson. 859, Senator Dawson. Top of page 24,
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864, Senator Vadalabene. 879, Sena*or Schaffer. Sena*or
Schaffer moves to nonconcur in House Amendments 1, 2, S and 7
to Senate Bill 879. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries. The
Secretary shall so inform the House. 882, Senator Joyce.
883, Sepnator Macdonald. 891, Senator Bloom. 903...Senator
Zito moves to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 903. All in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed.
The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall
so inform *he House. 910, Senator Kustra. 919, Senator
Zito. 923, Senator Davidson. Senator Davidson moves to
nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 923. all
those in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The motion carries and :he Secre*ary shall so
inform the House. 924, Senator Rigney. 931, Senator Buzbse.
938, Senator Netsch. 942, Senator Barkhausen. 949, Senator
DeAngelis. 962, Senator Kelly. 972, Senator Holmberg.
Senator Holmberg moves to nonconcur with House Amendment No.
1 to Senate Bill 972. All in favor signify by saying Aye.
All opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and
the Secretary shall so inform +he House. 974, Senator
Davidson. 983, Senator D'Arco. 1000. 1001, Senator
Collins. 1002, Senator Zito. 1004, Senator Holmberg. Top
of page 26, 1006. 1011, Senator Collimns. 1012. 1013,
1017. 1022, 1024...all right. Senator Luft moves to
nonconcur with House Amendments 1 and 3 4o SenateiBill 1024,
1024, All in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall
so inform the House. 1026, Sena*tor Hall. 1027, Senator
Holmberg. 1028, Senator Egan. 1030, Senator Bruce. Senator
Bruce moves to nonconcur with House Amendments 1 and 3 to
Senate Bill 1030. All in favor signify by saying Aye. All
opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion carries. The

Secretary will so inform the House. 1035, Senator Demuzio.
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1040, Senator Savickas. Top of page 27. Channel 7...if I
can have your attention, Channel 7 has asked leave to shoot
some film. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. 1047, Sena-
tor Weaver. 1048, 1052, Senator Watson. 1054, Senator
Davidson; 1057, Senator £Kustra. 1064, Senator ‘D'Arco.
Senator D'Arco moves to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Billl106u. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the House.
1067, Senator Schuneman. 1073, Senator Joyce., 1078, Senator
Bloom. 1093, Senator Kent. Senator Kent moves to ponconcur
vith House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1093. Any discus-
sion? 1If not, all in favor signify by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secre-
tary shall so inform the House. 1104, Sepator Vadalabene.
1111, Senator Kent. 1116, Senator Marovitz. 1119, Senator
Etheredge. 1122, Senator Lenke. 1135, Senator Schaffer.
1147, Senator Maitland. 1153, Senator Jomes. 1174, Senator
Rupp...76...top of page 29. 1191, Senator Bloom. 1199,
Senator Schaffer. Senator Schaffer moves to nonconcur with
House Amendment WNo. 1 to Senate Bill 1199. Any discussion?
If no%t, all in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed.
The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall
so inform the House. 1203, Senator Rock moves to nonconcur
with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1203. R1ll in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed Nay. The motion carries
and +he Secre:tary shall so inform the House. 1211, Senator
Berman. Senator Berman moves to nonconcur with House Amend-
ments 1 and 3 to Senate Bill 1211, Any discussion? If not,
all in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have it. The motion carries and +the Secretary shall so
inform the House. 1218, Senator Degnan, nonconcur? Senator
Degnan moves to nonconcur with House Amendments No. 1, 2 and

to Senate Bill 1218. Any discussion? If not, all in favor

.
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signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the House.
1222, Senator Berman. Senator Berman moves to nonconcur with
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1222. Any discussion?
If gnot, all in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed.
The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall
so inform the House. 1226, Senator Newhouse. Senator
Newhouse wmoves +0 nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1226. Any discussion? 1If not, all in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion carries. The Secretary shall so inform the House.
1232, Senator Macdonald. 1241, Senator Newhouse. 1254,
Senator Schaffer. 1260, Senator Demuzio. 1263, Senator
Weaver. 64, Senator Watson. 1269, Senator DeAngelis. Sena-
tor DeAngelis moves to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1
to Serate Bill 1269. All in favor signify by saying Aye.
All opposed Nay. The Ayes have i*. The motion carries amnd
the Secretary shall so inform the House. 13}0, Senator
Schaffer. 1313, Senator Savickas. 1328, Senator Vadalabene.
1313, you wan* to nonconcur? Senator Savickas wmoves to
nonconcur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1313. All}
in favor signify by saying Aye. .All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. 1332, Senator Bruce...1333, Senator Newhouse. 1348,
Senator...Maitland. 49, Senator Bloom. If the members will
take a look at pages 31 and 32, there are House Bills with
Senate amendments. The House has refused to concur with the
Senate amendmen:s placed on those bills. The motion by +the
Senate member them 1is to refuse %o recede and ask that a
Compittee in Conference be appointed or to recede and that's
final action. If we go through the list and if...any who
refuse to recede and ask for a Committee of Conference, that
again is an enormous amount of paper work, if we can get tha*

out of the way we're a step ahead of them. House Bill 28,
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Senator D'Arco. Senator D'ATCo moves that he Senate refuse
to recede from the adoption of Senate Amendment No. 1 to
House Bill 28 and that a Conference Committee be appointed.
All in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed Nay. The
motion carries and +he Secretary shall so inform the House.
127, Senator Lemke. 134, Senator Lemke.. 147, Senator Lenke.
252, Senator Joyce. Senator Joyce noves that the Senate
refuse to recede from the adoption of Senate Amendment No. 1
+to House Bill 252 and <+that a Conference Committee by
appointed. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secretary
shall so inform the House. 345, Senator Luft. Senator Luft
moves +hat the Sena*e refuse to recede from the adoption of
Senate Amendments 1 and 2 to House Bill 345 and that a
Conference Conmmittee be appointed. 21l in favor indicate by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries and the Secretary shall so inform the House. 367, Sena-
tor Bruce. Sena*or Bruce moves that. the Senate refuse to
recede from the adoption of Amendameant...Senate Anendments 1
and 2 .to House Bill 367, that a Conference Committee be
appointed. All in favor indicate by sayiné Aye. All opposed
Nay. The mo+tion carries and the Secretary shall so inform
the House. 368, Senator Zito. Senator Zito moves that the
Senate refuse to recede from the adoption of Senate Amend-
ments 1 and 2 to House Bill 368 and that a Conference
Comnmit*tee be appointed. All in favor signify by saying Aye.

All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries. The
Secretary shall so inform the House. 380, Senator Jeremiah
Joyce. Top of page 32, 465, Semator Johns. Senator Johns.
You want *o refuse to recede and ask for a Conference Commit-
tee?
SENATOR JOHNS:

sir, I refuse to recede.

PRESIDENT:
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All right. Senator Johns moves that the Senate refuse to
recede from the adoption of Senate Amendment No. 1 to House
Bill 465 and “hat a Conference Committee be appointed. 1ll
in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. 516, Senator Marovitz. 573, Senator Weaver. Senator
Weaver..,.moves that +he Senate refuse to récede from the
adoption of Senate Amendmen* No. 1 to House Bill 573 and
that a Conference Committee be appointed. All in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motiomn carries. The Secretary shall so inform the House.
645, Senator Darrow. 646...you refuse to recede? Senator
barrow moves that the Senate refuse to recede from the adop-
tion of Amendment...Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 645
and that a Committee on Conference be appointed. All in
favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it.
The wmotion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. 646, Senator Luft. Senator Luft mwmoves that the
Senate refuse to recede from the adoption of Senate Amendment
No. 1 %o House Bill 646 and “hat a Conference Committee be
appointed. A1l in favor signify by saying Aye. All
opposed. The Ayes have it. The wmotion carries and the
Secretary shall so inform the House. 647, Senator Holmberg.
Senator Holmberg moves that the Senate refuse to recede fron
the adéption of Senate Amendments 1 and 2 to House Bill 647
and that a Conference Committee be appointed. All in favor
signify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the House.
720, Senator Lemke. Senator Lemke moves that the Senate
refuse to recede from the adoption of Senate Amendment No. 1
to House Bill 720 and +hat a Conference Conmittee be
~appointed. All in favor signify by saying Aye. All opposed.
The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall

s0 inform the House. 772, Senator Barkhausen. Refuses to
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recede? Senator Barkhausen refuses to recede from...we have
to get an amendment number, Semator. 921, Senator Netsch.
Okay, we can leave it. a1l right. Senator Barkhausen, the
Secretary informs me there are Asendments 1 and 2. Senator
Barkhausen moves that the Senate refuse to recede from the
adoption of Senate Amendments 1 and 2 to House Bill 772 and
that a Conference Committee be appointed. All in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform +the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
(Machine cutoff)...does Senator Lemke arise?

SENATOR LEMKE:

I...I would 1like to nonconcur on Senate Bill 25 and
Senate Bill...228.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, we're going to start over on page 9 and go Dback
through. Okay. On the Order...Secretary's Desk, Concur-
rence, Senate Bill 3. Senator Joyce. Senator Joyce moves to
nonconcur with House Amendments No...Semator Joyce noves to
concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill No. 3.
Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. This...anendment...when
ve amended the bill we decreased the members from ten to nine
and from three *o two and all this does...we did not do it on
the bill. This changed +*he number on the bill, it wvas a
technical amendment and the House caught it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is <here any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 %o Senate Bill No.
3. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all...have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the

Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
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Senate does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 3,
and +he bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senator, we're on page 9,
Secretary's Desk...Concurrence. We just handled Senate Bill
3. We will be on Senate Bill 12, {Machine cutoff)...Senate
Bill 12, Senator Mahar.

SENATGR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
vould move *o concur with House Amendment WNo. 1 to Senate
Bill 12. Basically what it does, it adds a Section *o the
State Employees Article of the Pension Code +o allow State
police and special agents of the Department of Law Enforce-
ment to retire after twenty-five years of service regardless
of age. I would ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, Mr. President, *his is a House bill reincarnated.
This bill failed in the Senate and now has come back in a
different...on a different bill but in the same form. And
what...what they're asking here, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate...I hope 7you'll pay a little of attention. This is
another pension bill, but what they're suggesting here is
that e start another departure from our past practice on
pensions. And what they're asking for is tha¢ State...in the
case of State police that they be allowed to retire after
twenty-five years of service at age forty-six, at age forty-
six. IX...I would suggest to you that maybe the ultimate of
what we're working toward here is tha*t eventually once people
go on the State payroll they'll never ever go off. I think
that may be the ultimate that we're working toward. Now the
State police and the Department of Law Enforcement submitted
figures +that...that...that they say purports to show that

+his, in fac%, will save the Sta*e money. I'm not prepared
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to accept their figures; on the other hand, I'm not very well
prepared <*o refute +their figqures either. I...I guess...I
guess what I would ask you is, do you really wvant to start®
the practice? The State practice of giving people the right
to retire after only twenty-five years and at age forty-six.
Now if you give it to the State police, be prepared to give
it to every law enforcement officer in :he State of Illinois,
including prisom gquards and everybody else. Be prepared to
go .ali the way if you're going to start this departure
because that's the way this works. #hat we have here is
something *hat...that I call creeping pensioni‘tis, and it's a
disease that we suffer from here and that if you...if you
give i* to one pension system *hen it will creep into the
others. And so, for the first time, we're being asked to
give it to the State police, who are wonderful people, and
vho now can retire after twenty-five years at age 50. I sug-
ges: to you that that's a pretty good deal. And as much as
we love the S+ate police, maybe we hadn't ought to do this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden* and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to the motion to concur in this
amendment, and I would again point out to the membership that
we are on final passage s*age. According to *he information
that we have, this would have affect direc:tly about eighteen
hundred policemen and would increase the actuarial liability
by in excess of three million dollars. And I think Senator
Schuneman®'s point is well-taken. We have a tendency in this
Body, in both Houses, on both sides of the aisle, to have a
domino theory when it comes...with respect to pemsions. As
soon as one State supported or other supported system is
assured of a benefit, all the others come running in, saying

well, they've got it, why can't ve have it? And we have been
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less than brave, I suggest, with respect to most of these
pension systems and we easily give in. And once you do it
for one, I can assure you as he did, they're all going to be
in here saying, holy smoke, they cam do it, why can't we do
it? We have just successfully, apparently in the past couple
of days brought the Chicago police and the Chicago fire down
to fifty and twenty from fifty-three/twenty-three,
dramatically increasing the actuarial liability. This is Jjust
another step forward and I think i%*'s ill-conceived and cer-
tainly ought not to be on this bill, This is an...an
attemp*, not the first of which we're going to see in the
next couple of days, to resurrect bills and we are all guilty
of thét, but this is one that ought not to ke resurrected.
It was heard and rejected and ought to stay there. I would
urge a No vote on the motion to concur with this House amend-
men*.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D?ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in opposition to this
bill. This bill was heard in the Senate Insurance and Pen-
sion Compittee, and it wvas soundly defeated partly because
there is no age limitation at all. I mean at least in the
other pension bills we put a twenty and fifty cap in there so
the guy would have *o at least reach the age of fif+y before
he retires. 1In this bill, I guess he cam reach the age...as
long as he serves twenty years...I mean if he started when
he was fifteen, I quess he could retire when he's thirty-
five. I know that sounds absurd bu:t the...but maybe that's
because this bill is absurd, and I would ask a resounding
defeat of this concurrence motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Mahar may

close.
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SENATOR MAHAR:

Yes. Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Actually,
there's...there?s about six hundred and fifty-one retirees
at...at this point. And at their average salary of thirty
thousand eight hundred and seventy-two dollars, if you were
to replace those people with that number of new officers acz
seventeen thousand eight thirty-two, it's shown that you can
actually save about 8.4 million dollars. The amendment is
supported by both the Department of law Enforcemen*t and, of
course, *he State police., And I might add one +*hing that
hasn't been bfought out or we don't normally think of and
that is these people don't participate in the social security
program. W¥hile I,..I...while it is a new innovation aaybe
right here, it's something that is done in other areas, and
with twenty-five years of service they would be 1leaving the
State police allowing younger men to take their place, and I
think it has some merit.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall the Serate concur in House Amend-
ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 12. Those in favor will vo%e Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take *he record. On that question, the Ayes are 10, the Nays
are 41, 1 voting Presen-. The Senate does not concur in
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 12 and the motion fails.
And the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senate
Bill...Senate Bill 25, Senator Lemke. Sena*te Bill 26, Sena-
tor Vadalabene. For what purpose does Senator Smith arise?
SENATOR SMITH:

Mr. President, my key was turned off, so when you Jjust
had a...a receat vote, I wasn'% able to vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The record will...

SENATOR SMITH:
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My key was “urned off. I would have voted No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

.sothe record will so indicate that you were unable to
vote on Senate Bill 12 due *to a malfunction in your key.
SENATOR SMITH:

I would like for the record to reflect a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The record will so indicate. Senate Bill 26, Senator
Vadalabens. This is on the concurrence with House Amendment
No. 2.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I want to concur with House Amendment No. 2 +o
Senate Bill 26. And what they did, they added an additional
new Act to this bill, the title, Vietnam Veteran Leadership
Program Act. The director means the director of the DCCa,
services to be given to Vietnam veterans but not limited *o
then. The director shall provide funds “o non-profit agen-
cies to operate multiservice centers. The director shall
promulgate rules for job training programs in their stipends.
And wmultipurpose centers shall provide job counseling. The
centers would have counseling for ve*erans, funding for
public and private sectors and provide jobs and job training
for veterans and so forth. So I want to concur with Amend-
ment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there aANYe..is there any discussion? Senator
Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. A question of +the Chair, I
guess. Our printout on this bill shows that the House
adopted House Amendment No. 1. My guestion of the Chair is,
is that in error? Is *here an amendment on the bill? Is
House Amendmen+ No. 1 attached *o the bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator, the Secretary informs me tha*t the only amendment
attached to Senate Bill 26 is House Amendment No. 2.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

SO our...so our printout is apparently in error. Thank
you, Mr...Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFPER:

Well, I...1 happened to be looking this amendment over
earlier today, and what kind of not-for-profit groups are we
talking about setting *hese things up? Are we talking aboa*
using *he Federal jobs money for this and from whence did
this inspiration spring?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

This would be enabling 1legislation +to be established
under DCCA.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Hhatevér happened to the Department of>Veterans' Affairs,
don't they take care of veterans' things? FNow we're going to
get DCCA in*o *he veterans business. I don't think any
director I ever saw of...of DCCA was even a veteran. I
just...you know, what is this...this...this inspiration that
has sprung out of the dark reaches?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

411 I can tell you that this amendment was adopted in the
flouse. It's an amendmen* for the Vietnam Veterans and it
establish and creates this new Act. That's all I can :ell

you, Senator Schaffer.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz maybe can enlighten you.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Will the sponsor yield to a gquestion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR LECHORICZ:

In House Amendmen* No. 1, does it also ex+tend the life of
the Commission on Gang Crime Activity
and...Suburban...Suburban...Problens Task Force...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator...House Amendment 1...

SENATOR LECHORICZ:

«estill October 1?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

««+No. 1 is not involved here. We have no House Amend-
ment No. 1. ALl we have to address ourselves is House Amend-
ment No. 2. The bill will either be concurred with or
nonconcurred with on the basis of House Amendment No. 2.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, then may I suggest, Mr. Presiden*, tha*+ the com-
puter printout that ve do...do have on our desk, that we
received, is in error, and maybe we should also have the
Legislative Informa:ion System check on their program to see
if there's any other errors in %his list before we address
these issues as they come by. But if +the computer pro-
gram...computer 1listing is in error, it should also be
pointed to the membership on the Floor, because this is
exactly what we are following as far as on these Conference
Committees.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Well, tha%t was pointed out by Senator Schumeman. We have

checked the original bill with the original amendmen:
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attached and that's what we have before us.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
Thank you, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)
Back to Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I don't...I...I'm sure *hat Sena*or Vadalabene is
telling us the truth, but we have here is moving the Depart-
ment of Community and...Commerce and Community Affairs into a
whole differen:t arena of service to veterans when we bhave a
Department of Veterans' Affairs. On the surface it looks
like an attempt to raid the Federal jobs money by setting up
some nebulous programss with some equally, or even more
nebulous, "not-for-profit corporations." I don't know, is the
Department of Community Affairs responsible for this dgem or
is it...it just...it just sirikes me as just 'cause the House
put the amendment on, it's something that if they can't at
least tell us who wants it, how it's going to work, I don't
knov any reason why we should accept it. It flies in the
face of everything we've been doing here for the 1last ten
years.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

A ques*ion *o the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

You're going to se* an additional program, is there any
indication of how many additional dollars that we're going to
have to appropriate to DCCA?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:
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The way I understand i:, Senator Davidson, i%4's enabling
legislation and the funding for this program has not been
appropriated but must be appropriated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, Mr. President and members of +the Senate, I urge
everyone to vote No on *his big turkey. I don't know who put
it on over in the House but you are now crea*ing a separate,
different counseling service through community nonprofit
agencies to develop 3job counseling and placement which the
Department of Veterans' Affairs are already im the business
to do. I...lo0ks like a very good way for someone to try to
raid DCCA for more bucks. Right nov we can't even get enough
new revenue to fund education or corrections or mental
health. 1 urge a No vote. Whenever you get a bill that
doesn't know what it's going to cost and there's no appropri-
ation, it's going to cost money. The best thing %o do is
kill that turkey before it lays eggs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator
vadalabene...Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. I rise in support
of this proposal. What this is trying to do is give Vietnan
War Veterans...and I know who put the amendment on it was
Representative Kerr and Representative O0'Connell, to give
themn some job training and counseling at least to direct then
in the right direc*ion...to seek employment. I think we've
sorely neglected veterans; we've sorely neglected Vietnanm
Veterans certainly, and this amendment was to help alleviate
that problem by directing them or giving them some sense of
direction as to find job traiming. I don®t think it's a bad

idea and I think Senator Davidson is off-track, and I think

S )
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we should support this.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, okay. Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

I was 3just wondering, Senator Sam, are you vorking
through the 1local community colleges, “hrough grants fron
DCCA like have been granted in the past? Or can you ansver
that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, they uillnbe “hrough public and nonprofit agencies.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, I don't know as that defines “he community college
effort, but through the...through the past few years the
local community colleges have gotten grants from DCCA for
this purpose; job trainimng, counseling, et cetera, is it just
an expansion of that program? If so, I see no problem with
it but just to fragment the efforts of...of the department
that we've established to help veterans...l don't hardly want
0o vote agains* i* if...if we're trying to fund through DCCA
grants, junior college programs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...was that a question Senator? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Sam, I got a problem, I think I got a conflict of inter-
est. You know, that's when I was in the army. I mean, look
at the direction 1I've gone., You know, I need guiding and
counselance if I'm down here. WNow does this cover nme? I
probably need more help than some of the others.'cause I'n
stuck here. How do we cover that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Right on. Sena*or Luft. Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Could I...ask a gquestion, please, Hc.‘President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR LUFT:

From what I know of the job training programs, and let me
tell you what limited knowledge that I have; I'm not so sure
what DCCA even handles in the job +*raining prograss.
He...they have one program, it®s called a HITS Program which
deals directly with industry. ¥e also have a program now
that's been taken over by CETA where there are county orga-
nizations handling job training programs. I have the building
trades in my area handling a jobs program, and I also have
two junior colleges in my area handling jobs training pro-
gramse The gquestion 1is, why can't “hese people plug into
those programs at the local level and I'm not so sure that
DCCA can even plug them into those.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene,

SENATOR LUFT:
See what I mean?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

I'm sure *hey can plug into this though.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Vadalabene may
close.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, the...what Senator Weaver said about the grants pro-
gram, they would certainly fit into that...those programs.
And, Senator Kea*s, *his is for all veterans but specificaily
for Vietnam Veteraas. They feel that +they have been
terribly neglected and this is going to be one of the vehi-

cles for them *o ge*t some counseling. I don't see anything
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that dramatically wrong with...with this amendment, and I
would move...or concur with the House Amendment No. 2.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amend-
ment No. 2 to Senate Bill 26. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 24, the MNays
are 22, 6 voting Present. The Senate refuses to concur in
House Amendmen* No. 1 to Senate Bill 26 and the Secretary
will so inform +the House. For what purpose does Senator
Carroll arise?

SENATOR CARROLL:

Just, 1 guess, by point of information, Mr. President.
Senator Lechowicz raised a very valid point on these Digests
that come from the Legislative Information System, written by
the Legislative Reference Bureau. Apparently 26...Senate
Bill 26 was written im error. On all futures they're doing
a manual check right now. Amendment...House Amendment No. 1
was Tabled...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS):

June 20th.

SENATOR CARROLL:

...and that's in the Digest but not in this printout.
The rest of the printout should reflect that, in fact, right
after the amendment it will show when it was Tabled and that
it vas Tabled and then hopefully that was the only error in
this as *o Amendments <*hat wers Tabled. The rest of then
will show in *he printout from LIS which amendments were
Tabled. He've already checked with them and that's how they
are supposed to be and they are manually verifying that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Channel 9 from Chicago would like *o film from the bal-

cony. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Senate Bill 42,
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Senator Holamberg. Sena*or Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

In...the House Amendment to Senate Bill 42 is additional
agreed 1language between labor and business. This, as you
remember, is the bill that gives blanke*: permission +o the
director of the Department of Labor to allow people to return
for retraining while drawing unemployment compensation, if
they're in certified courses. This just rephrases two para-
graphs, basically says *he very same *hing as the original
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Sena*or Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I know what you're saying and I'm...I'm not really
opposed *o the bill except that I think the amendment has got
your bill goofed up. Let me explain. Unemployment insurance
benefits are reduced under +*his proposal by the amount of
training program wvages or allowances received. Okay, fine.
Under the Federal practice according to Bureau of Employment
Securi*y, unemployment insurance benefits received are
deducted from job +training allowances provided, *he exact
opposite of the process adopted. I...I don't think it mat-
ters which way we do it, but if the Feds do it one way and we
do it another, we pight end up with a situa*ion where ve
can't figure how %o do it. I...I think the amendment needs
straightening out. I'm not opposed to the idea and as you
know I voted for the bill originally, but I don®t know that
ve can get the amendment *o work right.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Holmberg

may close.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:
Senator Keats, I'm not sure that that part éf’it has even

been changed. The *wo paragraphs that I have sent over froa
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the House don't include that language at all.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, *the questiom is, shall the Sena*e concur in House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 42. Those im 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 *hat ques*ion, the Ayes are 35,
+he Nays are 9, none voting Present. The Senate doss concur
in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 42, and the bill hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 61, Senator D'Arco. Sena*or
D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you...Mr. President. The House amendment...this is
Howie Carroll®'s favorite bill, provides that all original
documen+s relating to consent for artificial insenmipation
shall be filed in the medical record of the patient by the
physician before the technigue is utilized. And it really
makes it a betterbill, so I would concur in it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the questionm is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 61.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on that
question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none.voting
Present. The Sena*e does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 61, and the bill having received the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 66, Senator
Netsch. Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move tha*t the Senate

concur with, what is it, House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill

66. This is the bill that effectively removes Jjudges fron
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electoral boards. The only *hing that the House amendment
does is, in the case of the...a state's attorney where the
state's attorney is one of those who may now have to sit on
an electoral board, it authorizes an assistant state's attor-
ney designated by +he state's attorney. That is the only
change that House Amendment No. 1 makes. In other respects
the Senate had already approved this piece of legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the questionmn is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 66.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all vo*ed who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, *he Ayes are 55,
the Nays are 1, none voting Present. The Senate does concur
in House Amendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 66, and the bill hav-
ing received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 70, Senator Maitland. Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAWND:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Senate comncur
in House Awmendmen+*s No. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 70.
House...*he 2Amendment No. 1 inserts the word, "knowingly,"
and Amendment No. 2 drops the minimum fine from five hundred
to two hundred and fifty dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendments No. 1 and 2 to Senate
Bill 70. Those in favor will voteAye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted vho wish? BHave all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes
are 55, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate
does concur in House Amendments No. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill
70, and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 83, Senator Jones.

Senator Jones moves to nonconcur with House Amendment ©No. 1
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to Semate Bill 83. All those in favor indicate by saying
Aye. Those opposed. The...the motion carries and the Secre-
tary shall so inform the House. Senate Bill 84, Senator
Luft. Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 84 went out of
here on the Agreed Bill List and it dealt with the weighting
of property and the classification of property. It dealt
with a situation where if there were not enough parcels of
property to classify in a county, you would go outside that
county and corporate enough properties until you got up to
the *wenty-five required to calculate the multiplier. This
simply eliminates *hat if there aren't enough properties
available to qualify a certain particularly type of property,
then we would not do that. You Jjust have to have over
twenty-five sales.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the...the gquestion
is,...Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

One question, Mr. President. Does this bill affect Cook
County in any way? Good.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 84. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all vo*ed who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate
does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 84, and
the bill having received the required comnstitutional majority
is declared passed. Channel 9...leave was granted to filnm,
they have...abbut twenty minutes ago. Senate Bill 86, Sena-

+or Geo-Karis.
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SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate...Senate, I move to concur House Amendment No. 5.
Although it deleted everything after the enacting clause, it
replaced i* with the same basic provisions except in a new
paragraph. It provides that the petition, same as was in the
bill, nust be approved by a majority of the members of the
board of trustees, and the petition must contain an estimate
of the cost of the purchase and operation of the...of the
vaterworks. Provides that revenue bonds may be issued in the
amount needed to cover the acquisition and operation of
watervorks. The bonds shall not exceed *hirty years and I
move t0o concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Is this bill for the Metropolitan Sanitary District?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

No, it's for the Beach Park Sanitary Dis:irict in Lake
County, really. It has nothing to do with your district.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Sludge bill is on here? Oh, Leroy. I noticed that the
amendment...the House Amendment No. 3 struck everything after
the enacting clause and replaced it. I assubme +hat the
original purpose of Senaze Bill 86 is still in the bill and
it wvas just incorporated with the new language that the House
wanted for these bonds. 1Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KARIS:




Page 191 - JOUNE 28, 1983

Senator, it's Amendment 5. It's Amendment 5.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Demuzio, we're only dealing with House Amend-
ment No., 5., It's the only thing that's before us. Senator
Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

And it is subs*antial. It's the same bill except they
put it in a new paragraph to add that other language that I
just read in the amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

'If we're only doing House Amendment 5, what...what...wvhat
did ve do on 32
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I presume it's been Tabled. The sheet shows it Tabled,
Senator, I've been informed. 1It's probably written in small
English there. Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Rell, in House Amendment No. 5, however, it allows any
sanitary district under that Act to levy an assessment with-
out limitation by ordinance of “he sanitary district board.
Explain that to me.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

There has to be a‘petition ip writing signed by not less
than fifty percent of the legal voters and not 1less than
fifty percent of the record owners of land in any contiguous
territory situvated within such sanitary district. And they
shall have <the power by “he issuance of revenue bonds or by
special assessment as determined by ordinance of the board of
trustees to purchase or construct vaterworks...within such

contiguouns terri+ory.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall +the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 5 to
Senate...Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, what does it mean when you have fifty percent of
the record owners of land in any contiguous *erritory? Iz
seems *o0o me, I know there are large areas of sanitary dis-
tricts wvhere absolutely no one vould live. And if you define
the contiguous area and got five people, it seems to me then
you could then levy an assessment on *he rest of the people
within the district wvithou* limi*ation. There is absolutely
no limitation on the amount of the special assessment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Because you're setting up the limitation within an entire
distric%. You'resetting...you're setting up a special...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Then why do you have the langquage, if it's the entire
district, that's saying any contigquous...territory situated
within such sanitary district. That seems to me by the clear
language means that some of the people of the sanitary dis-
trict can invoke by having half the people say its all right
giving the...the sanitary district board unlimited power to
tax.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

It specifically says, "by not less than fifty perceant of

*he legal vo*ers and not 1less than fifty percent of the

record owners of land in any contiguous district...territory
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rather, situated within such sani*ary district." W®Within that
sanitary district, that's wha*t i* means. And it's strictly
within.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Zito.

END OF REEL
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REEL #7

SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Mr. President. W®ill the sponsor yield for a
question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She irdicates she will.

SENATOR 2ITO:

Senator Geo-Karis, I'm completely confused. You're ask-
ing for in...in House Amendmen: No. 3, as I read it, but
it...it is inclusive in House Amendment No. 5 because 3 was
Tabled. You're asking for petitions be signed by fifty per-
cent of the voters and landowners. Do they have to be
either-or or bo:th?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Geo-Raris.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Both. So it's a safeguard. I mean, it's both.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

It's Amendment No. 5, there's no Amendment 3, and I move
to concur. And it's a very safe bill. It was heard in
conpittee in the Senate...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Juast...just for the members that don't have Amendment No.
5, Amendment No. 3 was Tabled on Jumne the 20th, according to
ny book, but it was added in House Amendment No. 5 with
another provision of special assessment as well as the issu-

ance of revenue bonds to pay for the costs. I...I'm just
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somewha+ confused and I*11 let it go a% that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Geo—-Karis may close.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I...I have amendment No. 5 right here and that is the
amendment, you have my word on it. There is no Amendment No.
3. Three is contained and five was redone, and I have Amend-
ment No. 5, that is it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

A1l right, Senator...Geo-Karis, have you closed? Okay,
the...the question is, shall the Senate concur in House
Amendment No. 5 to Senate Bill 86, Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Rave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are none,
none...and 1 vo+ing Present. The Senate does concur in House
Amendment No. S *o Senate Bill 86, and the bill having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 89, Senator Mai*land.

SENATOR HMAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and meambers of this Senate. 1
would first of all like to nonconcur in House Amendment No.
1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland moves +o nonconcur in House Amendpment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 89. All <+hose in favor indicate by
saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. Senator

Maitland has moved to nonconcur in House Amendment No. 1 to

Senate Bill 89. Senator, would you care to tell us what the

ampendment does?
SENATOR MAITLAND:

...yes, thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment ¥o. 1

would allow school districts to...%0 pu®t into the current’

year if there is an increase of more than two percent in the
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attendance in the month of September, that factor would
be...there would be an allowance for a special claim through
distributive formula. Now this would then be into the next
year when this actual attendance plugs into the formula would
actually amount to a double payment for increase in attend-
ance, and I think this is a bad concept. It flies in the face
of the resource equalizer and...and simply should
not...should be defeated.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATCOR BRUCE:

Well, I'm...Senator Maitland, I'm trying to remember, I
think it's Jerome Joyce, and he's not on the Floor, that has
an interest in *his particular amendmen+. Exac*ly what |is
wrong if...if you've had more *han a two percent increase in
your attendance allowing that factor to be considered in the
formula?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Senator Bruce. You understand the
formula as well if not better, than I do, and it in fact will
plug into the formula...the formula that we have is a reinm-
bursement formula and +this actually then plugs in that
increase in attendance in *he curren* year. 1In other words,
it's September and they would be reimbursed in the current
year and then into the next year when that...when that
attendance record plugs into the formula, they would gain it
then also and that takes away, Senator Bruce, from most other
school districts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *here further discussion? Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President, I support the move +to nonconcur because
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what Amendmen* No. 1 did gave the districts an oppor*unity of
the two percent increase based on their September enrollment
only and not in relation to the three months average which we
use on the...on *he.,..nov is on *he *hree months average of
your daily attendance for plugging into the formula, and this
would throw the distribution formula out of kilter, and I
support the motion to nonconcur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, Senator Maitland
moves to nonconcur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
89. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed.
The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the Secretary shall
so inform the House. Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, ¥r. President. I would move that
+he Senate concur in House Amendmen+ No. 2, and this partic-
ular issue has received a...a reasonable amount of debate on
this Floor. This is the amendment that we debated the other
day on Senator Davidson's bill. This is the School Problems
Commission, State Board of Education recommendation on the
Title I fanding for FY *84, and I would suggest to you that
if you heard some comments on the Floor of this Senate this
morning, you heard at least one Senator indicate that nobody
really understood what was going oa wi+h the funding through
the resource equalizer and, im particular, Title I, that
people were dealing with formulas who really didn't know or
unders-and what they were going to do but they were offering
to this Body a plan. Let me...let ne submit *o you that this
particular proposal, although *here are winners and there are
losers, this particular proposal was before the State Board
of Education, School Problems Commission, Joinrt Finance
Commitzee for several months +this spring. We anticipated
vhat this problem was going *o be, We anticipated the concern

when this legislative process was moving forward and the
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charge there was to put together a formula that did its best
State-wide to harm as few districts as possible and to pro-
vide as small an increase to as may districts as possible.
There are winners and *here are losers in this fornula. I
submit %o you *his is *he most carefully thought out formula
and it's the one that should pass this Body.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Sena*tor Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Well, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, if I could have
your a*tention for just a moment. VYesterday and today, I
think “here was pretty fair agreement tha+* what we would all
like, regardless of what school district wve represent, we
would like to know how much money is going to be available in
the pot so that we can vote intelligently on *the School Aid
Formula based upon what is best for our school districts.
Senator Maitland is now moving to concur in one formula
which...Mr...Mr. President, please. Senator Maitland...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Could we have a lit*le order on the Floor? Break up our
conferences. Would the House members kindly leave the Sena-
tors alone so they can absorb what is being said here.
SENATOR BERMAN:

...Senator Maitland is now moving to concur in a School
Aid Formula that a majority...Representative Greiman, could
you please keep it down, please? Sepator Maitland is now
moving %o concur in an amendment that a majority of the
people on the Floor of this House rejected two days ago. If
you vote Aye on his motion, and the House recedes from the
mo*ion...from Amendment ¥No. 1 which he Jjust refused +*to
concur in, this bill will go to the Governor with a School
Aid Formula that will affect every one of your school dis-
tricts without knowing; A, how much you're going to get fron

the...for your school district and withoat knowing how much
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is in the pot for the School Rid Formula. Now, as I said the
other day, we've passed out printouts; everybody had a chance
+o see. What I wvwould suggest we do is vote No on this, keep
them in Conference Committee so that comes Thursday we'll
know, hopefully, what's the tax picture, what's the school
aid appropriation total. We'll have printouts, hopefully, for
you so that you'll be voting intelligently on a School Aid
Formula. * This is not +the time to vote for this bill. I
urge a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Maybe I'm confused but after
seven years I've kind of figured out this process. We've
already no*t concurred with the first amendment. It doesn't
matter what we do on this amendment, we're going to Confer-
ence Committee. Oh...oh, hold it...hold it. I misread,
you're right then. That's what I'm checking on to be sure in
case I vote No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce. Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

I don't know how you should vote, but what I'm trying to
alert the membership to is we have debated the School 1aid
Pormula and this is it. The...the 1idea is to concur or
nonconcur in this amendment, and when it goes back %o the
House, they will recede fron Amendmént No. 1, and this is the
School Aid Formula. So if you've got your printouts, take a
look at them. This is what it's going to kte.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
Will the sponsor yield for a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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He indicates he will.
SENATOR GEO-KABRIS:

Since I'm hearing this controversy, of course, I'm con-
cerned. Can you give me a picture of just it affects the
schools in Lake County? Senator? Senator? ¥hy don't vyou
just give me a...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

I'm sSOrrye...I didn*'* hear the gquestion. I was arguing
with my seatmate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I was just wondering if you have any idea how your bill,
as amended, would affect Lake County?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitlarnd.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Senator Geo-Karis, you...you have the printou:t, and
you've had it several days, and I...I really don't knowv how
your particular district is affected.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO~KARIS:

I had two printouts, can you tell me which ome? 4-0-0-1
or 4-0-0-0?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland. You don't know, huh?
SENATOR MAITLAND:

No, I don't know. I didn*'%t expect it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Maybe Senator...Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
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Well, Senator Geo-Karis, and those who wan® %o know what
they did or did not do in their district, as you well remenm-
ber in the debate on the school formula on 1182 there was a
computer run passed ou* which had Davidson's amendment...the
first Davidsor amendment and Senator Berman's amendment.
This amendment which the House put on, he's asking you to
concur in, was the first Davidson amendment where the dis-
trict had the opportumnity to either use Chapter I '80 census
count or the option to use eighty-five percen: of the Title I
count for the 1970 census and which would be the most finan-
cial advantageous situation for them. You had this amendment
for...printout for almost a week. The number, right off the
top of my head, I can't *ell you 'cause I don't have my hand
right on it, but it wvas the first group of amendments that
wvas passed out by Senator Berman and myself.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland, can you answer tha%t now?
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Hell, I can give her what her county would get.
Under...under *+his particular formula, her county would get
2.92 percent of +the total revenue. Under...under...for
example, Senator Berman's proposal, she would get 2.86 per-
cent. That's on a county-wide basis, so with this formula she
would get slightly more money.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATGR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President. You know, we've had so many
differen+ printouts, let's just save some time, vote No and
find out what the game plan is. As they used to say years
ago, don't take any wildcat chances, so vote No and just keep
that bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee.
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SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Mr. President. This morning when we were
discussing a School Aid Formula bill, I suggested that per-
haps we ought to all wait to vote on the School Aid Formula
bill un*il we £find ou%t how much money is in the formula.
Senator Davidson a*t that time replied, <that's exactly what
I'm trying to do. I concur with him. That's exactly what wve
ought to do. Let's see what the bottom dollar line is, then
let's vote on *the School Aid Formula. Now, I don't under-
s+tand...I kind of *hought that was *he gen*leman's agreement
we had this morning that we're...ve're...ve're fooling our-
selves until we know how much money is going to go into
school aid. This might be good for my districts; it might not
be good for my districts. Doesn't...doesn't amount to any-
thing if there's no money there to fund it. Let's wait till
we see how much money we got to fund it, then let's vote om
the School Aid Formula. I suggest we vote No on this concur-
rence vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Maitland
may close. Sena~or Maitland. Okay. The question, is shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 2 to Senmate Bill 89.
Those in favor will...will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting.is open. Have all...have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the
Ayes are 21, the Nays arce 37, none voting Present. The
Senate refuses to concur in House Amendment No. 2 and the
Secretary shall so inform the House. Senate Bill 97, Senator
Luf*%.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr...thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 97

has +wo amnendments. The first amendment deletes the provi-
sion in the bill requiring the weighting of the multiplier by

class of property. That is the same language that wvas in
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Senate Bill 84 that we just passed out of here and concurred
with a fev minu*es ago. The second amendmen:t deals with +he
medium level of assessment and it...we stated in the bill
that it should be determined by the most recent single year
assessment %o sales ratio study. Well, there...we decided or
the Department of Revenue of decided there should be adjust-—
ments taken into account if there were any changes in assess—
ment levels which were implemented since the date for which
the s*udies were collected earlier. This bill was on the
Agreed Bill also, and I would move that we concur in Amend-
ment No. 1 and No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...the question is...or is there any discussion?
If not, the question is, shall the Sepate concur in House
Amendment No.'s 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 97. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all vo*ed who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, ¢the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does concur in House
Apendments No. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 97 and the bill having
received the required constitutional pajority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 98, Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Nonconcur, Mr...President, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft moves to nonconcur in House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 98. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the
Secretary...shall so inform ‘he House. For what purpose does
Senator DeAngelis arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I'd like to know the purpose of the nonconcurrence.

The...the amendment is strictly technical and puts the bill

identical in the form that the other bill is in. 1Is there
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something here tha*...that I can't read, Senator Luft?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:
Yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate Bill 101. For what purpose does Senator DeAmgelis
arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

weels he...is he going to be mysterious about it or...or
would he like to explain?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I guess he explained it. Senate Bill 117, Senator
pavidson. Sena*or, explain it then.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

I'‘m sorry, I didn't know they had the 1light on.
It...*hey added “he word "knowingly" when the taking of white
deer, and I...move to concur with the amendment. -

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
117. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Naye.
The votiﬁg is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
51, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
concur in House Amendment No. 1 *o Sena*e Bill 117, and the
bill having received *he constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 125, Senator Chew. #®ell, Senétor, tell
us about it.

SENATOR CHEW:

Mr. President, I concur with the House amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I don't +think that's going to a sufficient explanation.

SENATOR CHEW:
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What do you want?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Hell, I imagine they want to know what House Amendnment
No. 2 does.

SENATOR CHEWH:

I+ provides that a minimum %‘erm of imprisonment of not*
less than forty-eight consecutive hours or ten days of conm-
munity service as may be determined by the court shall be
imposed for a second or subsequent DUI violation. This is
the same thing <ha%'s in 174, Mr. President:.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there...is there any discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

I know that we have debated this bill before and it may
go out of here again, but this says the Jjudge shall impose
after a second sentence forty-eight hours of...consecutive
hours or ten days of community service for every DUI viola-
tion. That seems to me we're actually taking a pre%ty good
whack at those people who are drinking and that's a...the
county...there ought ¢to be a 1look at this by some of the
people worried about the county budgets because this could be
a fairly good whack to pu: people in jail for “en days at a
whack.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

¥r. President and mnembers and...and Senator Bruce, my
information is that I'm provided by staff and the Motor Vehi-
cle Lav Commission is tha%, yes, there was <his mnandatory
sentence or connunity service; but if you're concerned about
the éounty jails, I think your concern can be alleviated by
the fact that Amendment 2 clarifies that the court can grant
proba<ion or comditional discharge in addi*ion to but not in

lisu of the aminimum mandatory semntence provided in the orig;
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inal bill. So in situations where you have overcrowded jails
as...as mnany of us do, I know my County of Lake does, that
+he judge in this situa*ion could grant probation or condi-
tional discharge for that reason or other reasons.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I was discussing this with my colleague sitting in
front of me and he says his...his people don't drink and the
people in wmy district don't drink, but jus: in case sonme
other people around the State do, I just want to know, have
you...have you talked to the good sheriff in Cook County to
find out how this is going to impact on *he county Jjail and
where we're going o put these fine people?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Mr. President, the idea emanated from the sheriff, we
understand. He +talked with Judge White and because of the
crowded conditions in Cook County, the judge has the discre-
+ion of using community service instead of a Jjail sentence;
and it's for the second offense not the first offense, and
that's cleared with the sheriff of Cook County, it's cleared
with Judge White, the Chief Judge of the Traffic Court, and
it's cleared with all o*her agenciss. There's been no objec-
tions to this. We amended it to satisfy the chairman of the
Judiciary, it's very well-known, and I didn't kpnow there was
any objections at all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I'm not rising to object, I'm just asking some questions.

Okay, can...can you tell me precisely what community service

is or what...how...how that!s defined?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Yes, there's been two designated organizations. Ope is
the...Rehabilition Institute and the other one 1is Lutheran
General Hospital. As to why these two areas were designated
is because tha* is where some of the injured persons from the
results of drunken driving are located. However, it's not
totally confinded to those two, but those were the target
areas. Our judge, at his discretion, Senator, can give a
sentence in...at his discretion for comnunity work and it
certainly is not confined to those two institutions but
those are the two that was designated at the time we met with
the sheriff and the state's attorney and Judge White.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you, Nr. President. I'm a little confused because
as I read what passed out of the Senate, it says that, "It
amends the Criminal Code and the Vehicle Code to provide a
sentence of forty-eight consecutive hours im jail or tem days
of community service for any person convicted under the
second or subsequent time of driving under the influence of
alcohol, other drug or combination thereof.® And then the
House Amendment No. 2 goes down and states exactly the same
language, so why...why did ve amend what we'd already writ-
ten?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Chevw.

SENATOR CHEW:

The amendment is what we are concurring...or
nosconcurring omn, and it does not say what you have just
read, Senator. ' If you'd read the provisioms, you will not

find what the synopsis gives in the book, +that's what the
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amendment took out.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

I am reading from the handout ve have on our desk...
SENATOR CHEW:

"Provides that a minimum term of imprisonment of not less
than forty-eight consecuotive hours or ten days of community
service as may be determined by the courts,"™ that's what the
handout 1is saying what I have, maybe you...are you reading
from this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

That's what I'm reading from. The only point I'm making
is that what it says as House Amendment No. 2 is identical
language to what it says up in the previous paragraph that we
passed out of the Senate, so that's what confusing to me.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHE®:

It's nothing but a clarifying amendment, Senator. It's
already in the bill, it just clarifies it. That's why I nove
*o concur with it. It doesn't add anything to i%t, just the
way ve passed it out other than to clarify. There should not
be any objection to it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

¥ell, Senator, I will agree with you. If saying it twice
exactly the same way...clarifies i%, then this...*his...it
clarifies it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMDZIO)

Further discussion? Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

No, I think the first time it said a previous violation.
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This <“ime it said a previous DUI violation. So, they added
to words DUI to clarify i%, that's all. That's all it does.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMU2IO)

Further discussion? Senator...Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Well, if...if +tha*'s ¢the answer, 1 gquess that's the
answer. I thought perhaps what it had made clear was that it
was the discretion of “he judge, but what you're saying is
*hat it just makes i* clear that it should be a previous
DIU...DUI conviction, right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

I know that the chairman of Judiciary and everyone has
taken a look a* this, but I hope that all of us do. This
bill doesn't require a conviction, now. I...I want you to
read it and I want Senator Chew to read it, because it does
not require that you be convicted. It just requires that you
ge*t the ticket. 1I* says, "You shall be sentenced for forty-
eight consecutive hours or tem days for a violation." Does
not require the...just...just the violation of the law. All
the other sections, I would point out, in this entire part of
+he code regquire a convic@ion. This does not require a con-
viction. IX...I don't know why we are about this but a
simple violation...and maybe that's sufficient, maybe the
legislative history ought to be violation equmals conviction,
but I'm no*t sure that the Criminal Code violation conviction
all track. This just requires you to be put in jail if you
have a violation. T don't know whether that requires you to
have a trial and a hearing, bu*...and I...Senator Barkhausen,
on your...Senator Barkhausen, as I read the code, when you
talk about periodic probation and periodic imprisonment,
those sections are limited to Subsection C, and as I...I read

this, this is in Subsection H, so I...I think your options
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are, as a judge, to give the guy two days in jail or ten days
of communi*y service, that's *the options.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Chew may close.
SENATOR CHEW:

Senator Bruce, you and I both know that you have to be
convicted of driving under the influence of alcohol before
you are sentenced *o anything, that's clear, it's in the
code. This deals with *he second violation, and the second
violation is where the penalty is. Senator Sangmeister, at
the hearing of this bill and his committee aqgreed and there's
nothing new in it, it's just clarifying language. Now I know
you as a good lawyer, you understand it; however, any good
lawyer 1like you can take one word and twist it twenty vays,
we also know that. ©Now this is nothing damaging to what we
passed out of here, i*'s just a clarifying amendment and
that's all it is, and you know very well, a second violation
you will be convicted, and if you're convicted then this
applies; if you're not convicted it does not apply.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right...the question is, shall the Senate concur in
House Apendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 125. 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 *hat question, the Ayes are
46, the Nays are none, none...9 voting Present. The Senate
does concur in House Amendment 2 to Senate Bill 125, and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 128, Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden: and Ladies and Gentlemen of +the

Senate. The House added three technical amendments to this, -

the kosher labeling bill. It has been suggested to me that

two rabbis in the House go:t *ogether and *hree amendments
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came out. They are all technical in nature to...to ease and
comply with the dietary laws of the Jewish religion. I would
be willing to answer gquestions and would ask for a favorable
roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Wwell, Mr. President, I have to declare a conflict of
interest im *hat Senmator Carroll served me lox and bagels
this morning, so I +think he's influencing my vote. But I do
also want to ask the advice of somebody else on this bill.
You know we have the Chicago block, we have the downstate
block, we have the collar block, we have the Jewish block
now, and I would like to ask our leader of *he Italian block
if this bill is okay. Senator Vadalabene.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZ10)

Further discussion? Senator Carroll may close.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Senator DeAngelis asked today if we could serve linguine
with lox. I didn't *hink tha*t those were gqui*e salty enough
but I would ask for a favorable vo*e.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOG)

All right, Senator Carroll...Senator Carroll. The ques-
tion is, shall *he Senate concur in House Amendments 1, 3 and
4 o House Bill...*o Senate Bill 128. 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 58,
the Nays are none, none voiing Present. The Senate does
concur in House Amendments 1, 3 and 4 to Senate Bill 128, and
the bill having received the reguired constitu-
tional...majority is declared passed. 131. 1Is there leave
of the Body to have Sepator Buzbee or Senator Carroll on 1312

(Machine cutoff)...it...Senate Bill 133, Senator Dawson.




Page 212 - JUNE 28, 1983

Senator Dawson...Mr...Mr. Secretary.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
House amendment to Senate Bill 133, the buy America bill,
just states that the contractor...enables a contractor to
identify the products to be used and “hereby to ascertain if
such products may be purchased domestically, and I wish to
concur with that amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is the buy American bill
that I personally supported. It passed 46 <o 11 though, so
there vas some opposition, but I personmally think the amend-
ment cleans it up and makes the bill more workable. If
you're just opposed to the concept, then you're opposed to
the bill, bu“% if you do accept the buy American premise, this
amsndment make the bill, think, more manageable.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

Further discussion? And the gquestion is, shall the
Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 133. Those
in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
the Ayes_are 56, the Nays are 1, 1 voting Present. The
Senate does concur in House Amendmen* 1 to Semate Bill 133,
and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. 134, Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. The House amendmen*
reduced the nine percent level as we introduced it in the
Senate to five percent. I think it*s a fair compromise. I'm
not real happy with it...but would ask the Sena*e to concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Is there any discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Just a...guick gques*ion, Senator Zito. In all other
respects, the bill is the same except that the nine percent
is reduced to five percent. So it is now in the form in
which we also passed the House bill, is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

It*s in the identical form, Senator, excep:t we've reduced
the nine percent to five percent. I +think it is a fair
compromise.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Question is, shall the Senate concur
in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 134. 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. The Senate does concur in House
Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 134, and the bill having received
the required...take the roll call...take the roll. All
right. On tha* question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none,
none voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amend-
ment 1 to Senate Bill 134, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 136,
Senator Luft. Senator Luf:.

SENATOR LUFT:

fhank you, Mr. President. House Amendment No. 1 returns
the bill *o the state it was originally, and it just simply
says that a highway commissioner does no: have to devote full
time to his duties if he makes ten thousand dollars or more a
year.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)
’ Senator Luft.

| SENATOR LUFT:
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I would move *o concur in Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENAfOR DENUZIO)

Is there any discussion? . Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Sorry, I didn'* hear the explana*ion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Luft,

SENATOR LUFT:

The law as it states right now says that if a highway
commissioner is paid ten thousand dollars or more a year, he
must devote full time to his job. The bill as...as it orig-
inated out of this Body struck *he word %“full-+ime." That was
amended to say that he had...then it was amended to say that
the highway commissioner had to devote full time to his job
if he nade fifteen thousand dollars or more. What the House
amendment does is returm *he bill to its original state which
simply deletes the word "full-time.®
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

If I...s0...50 I guess I'm not sure what we're doing
here. HWe're raising *he salary...or no, we're not affecting
the salary. Just %2ll me briefly what we're doing then, I
guess.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUGZIO)

Senator Luf<.

SENATOR LUFT:

We're saying that if a person is a highway commissioner
at...a*t any salary, that he does not have :to devote full *time
%o that job. And there are Attorney Gemeral's Opinions which
I can read to you here which would substantiate why that
should happen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Mahar. All righ*. The
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question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to
Senate Bill 136. 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 45, the Bays are 10, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment 1
%o Senate Bill 136, and *he bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 142, Senator
Sangmeister. Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, Mr. President and members of ithe Senate, the House
added two amendments to this bill. One is that if the board
of review equalizes assessments, in other words, puts on the
multiplier, and my interpretation of that is if it's a
rollover 'and it's kept on for *he nex: year, *hen we ought to
send a notice to the taxpayer that that additional assessed
valuation that was added on in the year is going to be on his
next year's <*ax bill. The second amendment was to separate
out commercial as it relates to residential and we are having
the original bill apply only to residential property, and I
move that we concur in both the House amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator E:theredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Will the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator, there 1is some quastion abou:z what the amendors
intended in the second amendment, howvever. It...because
there is a reference to...to...to a Section 5 and it appears
that...and I think your interpretation is right, it was
intended - tha*t they refer to the...the rollover section. The

appropriate reference is actually Section 7.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, I'm glad you raised that gquestion because I think
we can...if...if you agree with me, I think we can clarify it
here with 1legislative intent that it's only where it's a
rollover and where the assessment stays on for the following
year. This is not intended to have the board of review send
out notices every time they equalize a piece of property. I
think both of our staffs feel that that's sufficient to clar-
ify what is meant by this piece of legislation and by Amend-
ment No. 2 to Senate Bill 142,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Thank you, very much...certainly with that understanding
then I would support the...the motion %0 concur. I think we
now have in *he record what it...what our intent is so that
we can relay that information to the Governor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

211 right. The question is, shall *he Senate concur in
House Amendments 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 142, 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 gquestion, the Ayes are
58, the Nays are none, none voting Presen:. The Senate does
concur in House Amendments 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 142, and
the bill having received the required constitutional majority
is declared passed. 149, Sena*or 2Zito. Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Mr. President and...(machine cutoff)...the
House added *wo amendments. The first amendment sioply 1is
technical. I+ added an effective date of July 1, 1983.

Second amendment, House Amendment No. 2, put the provision
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for a cutoff when the sales tax would no...would be...start
to be collected again in 1992. I would ask for coancurrence.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Will +he sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

How does this bill now compare with House Bill 265, Sena-
tor Zito?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Senator, if you remember, we added several amendments
both in *he Sena*e when we had +he House bill, and...on
the...on +the companion Senate bill we added those other
amendments. They nov have all four of the same amendments
and this will put them both in the exact same order.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? PFurther discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, I'm...I'm just curious about the July 1st effective
date. Is there going to be a gap between the time there is a
sales *tax and not, since you've made it July 1st of next year
effective date on this bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Yeah, the effective date is July 1st, 1983...yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator Bruce,

SENATOR BRUCE:

No, that®s all righ*, misprint.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEWMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? PFurther discussion? The
question 1is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendments 1
and 2 to Senate Bill 149, Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays
are 3, none voting Present. The Sena*e does concur in House
Amendments 1 and 2 to...to Sepate Bill 149, and the bill hav-
ing received the required constitutional rmajority is declared
passed. 151, Senator Sangmeis%er. Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Amendment No. 1 to...House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 151 merely clarifies that the judge who origimally heard
the +trial of this case will not be the judge who will be
presiding over the petition that...the post-conviction peti-
tion that is subsequently filed, and I think that's reason-
able. We ought to have a new judge 1look a* it and would
accept that amendment. Amendment No. 2 does really nothing
to change the intent of the bill which, if you recall, wvas to
get rid of frivolous pos*t-conviction petitions, and it Jjus+%
merely redefines the...*he method in the procedures in
which...the court should follow in coming to that conclusion;
and both of them are very acceptable to me, and I would move
that the Senate concur in House Amendments No. 1 and No. 2 %o
Senate Bill 151,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Any discussion? Senator Bloomn.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Yes, Jjust on the policy reasons underlying why we would
want a judge other than the trial Judge to evaluate this?
Jus*t...just an inquiry...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMBISTER:

wWell, if I understand your question correctly,
ite..it...it would appear that if the trial judge that...that
heard the original case may very well be prejudiced in taking
a good look at a post conviciion and automatically feel iit*s
frivolous; therefore, some other judge should look at it. I
believe that's wvhat you're...you're requesting.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

s there further discussion? If no%, the question is,
shall the Senate concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to
Senate Bill 151. Those in favor will indicate by voting Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all vo%ed
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments

No. 1 and 2 to Senmate Bill 151, and the bill having received

the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 174, All right...Senator Carroll, why don't
youd...you've got the same list I have, why don't you make the !
apnouncements on the bills that...that had amendments that
vere Tabled. There were six other bills ‘that...if you'll
check your printouts, Senator Carroll would read them out to
you,
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President. In checking through LIS and
LRB there..the following mistakes are on the LIS printout of
apendments. If you will note on Senate Bill 323, House
Amendment 1 was Tabled on Juns 16%h. 3-2-3, House Amendment
1. On Senate Bill 381, House Amendmen* 3 was Tabled on June
22nd. That's Senpate Bill 381, House Amendment 3. On Senate
Bill 393, House Amendment 5 was Tabled on June 22nd. 3-9-3,
House Amendment 5. On Senate Bill 440, House Amendmen* 2 was

Tabled on June 16th. 4-4-0, House Amendment 2. Going all
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the way back...on Senate Bill 1054, 1-0-5-4, House Amendment
2 was Tabled on June 26th, and finally, on Senate Bill 1147,
House Amendment 1 was Tabled on June 24th. The last one vwas
Sepnate Bill 1-1-4-7, 1147, House Amendment 1 was Tabled on
June 24th. Those are the six that we have found.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Has everybody marked <:heir program? Okay. The next
race, Senate Bill 174, Senator Chew.
SENATOR CHEW:

174 has sustained two amendments in the House, Mr. Presi-
dent. Amendment No. 1 restruc*tures the lanquage in the bill
and shifts it to a different paragraph. Our...Amendment No.
2 in the printout would say No. 3 but actually it's No. 2
Amendment of +he House, and it deals with the same offense on
driving while while your driving privileges have been revoked
or...or suspended. The penalty is seven consecutive days or
thirty days of community services. I would ask for a favor-
able ruling.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question 1is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendments No.
1 and 3 *o Senate Bill 174. Those in favor will indicate by
voting Aye. Those opposed vote WNay. 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 Present. The Senate
does concur in House Amendmen%s No. 1 and 3 to Senate Bill
174...and the bill having received the required constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 176, Senator
Schaffer. Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, Senate Bill 176 was the legislation that

we iniroduced to encourage local supervisors of assessment

and, indirectly, township assessors %o assess at +he
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thirty-three and a third percent 1level. The House, both
sides of the aisle working together and with some cooperation
with our staff, put...House Amendment No. ' on +o put =*he
bill in final form. The principal change is it deletes the
second stick. You'll recall we had a carrot and a stick in
this approach, and the second stick was to deny the
county...the county revenue sharing from the State if they
fail to achieve the thirty-three and a third percent goal or
within that range. My friends in the other party on the
other side of the Rotunda f2lt that was evidentally a little
heavy and we have deleted that. He still have a salary
incentive in the bill for the supervisor to do his job with a
high degree of accuracy, and we still have a...a small stick
in the...the withdrawal of the State stipend from the county
general furd for the supervisors of...of assessment salary
should the county fail to achieve a...a reasonable range near
thirty-three and a third. We also put an amendment in speci-
fying that the board of review's power *o equalize is limited
only *o rectifying anything tha* the supervisor of assessment
does. If you recall, the board of review was a...was to hold
hearings on the work of the supervisor of assessment. We
have some clarifying language in at the request of the
Depar+ment of Revenue to 1include commission counties, and
there's a required...a requirement for the board of review in
cases where an...a nultiplier is rolled into the next year
that the property owner be given written notice. I believe it
puts the bill in good shape and I hope will go a long way to
ending some of our assessment problems in downstate Illinois.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *here any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
guestion is, shall *he Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 176. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have-'all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
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question, <*he Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment No. 1 +to
Senate Bill 176, and the bill having received the constitu-
*ional majori*ty is declared passed. Senate Bill 186, Senator
Buzbee. Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Mr. President, I move to nonconcur in House Amendment No.
1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee moves to nonconcur in House Amendment No.
1 %o Senate Bill 186. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. ‘The mo*ion carries and the
Secretary shall so inform *he House. Senate Bill 187, Sena-
tor Demuzio. Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of +*he
Senate. I rise reluctantly to concur in all of the House
amendments to this wutility bill. I'm afraid that if I
nonconcurred with any of *he amendments that i+ would go into
a Conference Committee and would never see the light of day
and, therefore, nothing would happer this Session in terams
of...0f public utilities. There are several amendments to
this bill of which I will poin* out. Unfortunately, the
House on two different particular versions of the citizens
utility board have indicated that they, in fact, do not 1like
our version, unfortunmately. So this version in Amendment No.
1 is a twenty-two member board of directors elected from con-
gressional districts. ICC approval of enclosures of state-
ments which are limited to four years. Amendment No. 3 would
prohibit types of advertising expenses of gas, electric
utilities from being included in u%ili*ty rates. Pour through
7...4 and 7 would provide for CWIP for phase ocant over a four
period, would end the CHWIP use and customer rates for utili-

ties. Five would prohibit <*he inclusion of lobbyists and
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political activities in the utility rates, and 6 would pro-
hibit winter utility heat service termination and codify ICC
general orders. Eight elimina*es the coal transportation
cost from *he automatic fuel adjustment clause. Nine pro-
vides that the Open Meetings Act applies to certaim ICC
deliberations, and 11 is a technical amendment which replaces
“wo words that were unintentionally left ou: of House Amend-
ment 1. The House in its infinite wisdom s“ruck the citizens
utility council in the Attorney General's Office that many of
us have fought so hard in this Session to bring about, and in
their infinite wisdom bhas decided tha* the ciiizens u*tility
board version is *he only version that they will consider for
thié year. So, I would move to concur in House Amendments 1,
3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I am rising now
to support this version of Senate Bill 187. I certainly can
still find some flaws here; for instance, I don't see the
necessity for a twenty-two member CUB board. I think one
2...a spaller and leaner would have functioned mwmuch @more
effectively, but I am pleased to see that we have kind of
cleaned up some of the excess baggage particularly as it
pertains to CUB. I think probably the utilities are pleased
that they no longer will have to act as a treasurer for this
whole <function and...and engage in those check-off activi-
ties. I'm also pleased to note that while we are ending CWIP,
we are ending i* in a phased out pattern. I think that prob-
ably wmakes sense and is in the interest of the ratepayer in
the long-run. So, with certain reservations, I hope those on
this side of the aisle will now get om board in...in support
of +his version of Sena*te Bill 187.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

This is really funny, Mr. President. I mean, this is a
fight between the House and the Senate. We had the good
bill; +he House had *he bad bill. Senator Demuzio gets up
here and says I réluctantly concede to the House and, you
know, I'm afraid that if we don't accept their version of the
utility reform bill, they're going to not pass any bill and,
you know, let *the Senate take second...a secondary position
and le* the House run...run gs into the wall. Come on, let's
go to a Conference Conmittee and get what we want im this
bill. Let's stand up for what we want, guys. Don't let the
House tell us what to do. Fight 'em. Let's get them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce. Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, *hank you, #r. President. Will *his...I...I don'%
quite understand. I don't know why we are concurring in
this. Would the sponsor like to answer that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*or Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Precisely for the reason that Senator D'Arco is emanated,
because if, in fac*, does go out...:0 a Conference Conmmittee,
the Conference Committee will...it, it will never come back.
Now we've got another bill in Conference Conmittee and I'm
not sure it's coming back.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROHWE JOYCE:

Well...I...J...Senator Demuzio, I contend that we can't
be any worse off if we go to a Conference Committee +*han to
come out with this. This is the House version on every one

of them. You know, we are...we are throwing in the sponge on
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this side of the aisle if that is what happens.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Zito.
SENATOR 2ITO:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. In the same light,
I'11 notice that on House Amendment No. 10 was a bill that
prohibited the commission from considering an expense of the
utili+y for the purpose of determining rates on advertising.
That was a bill that passed out of this chamber 47 to 4, I
believe, that was House Bill 368. I would urge +the sponsor
to reconsider his request.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee.

END OF REEL
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REEL #8

SENATOR BUZBEE:

(Machine cutoff)...President, I, too, am a little con-
fused...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Alright...well, just...just a moment...

SENATOR BUZBEE:

seejust le* me...let me just say one word...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

...for what purpose does Senator Demuzio arise?
SENATOR BUZBEE:

«s.let me...let me just say one word.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Take it out of *he record. State your point, Senator
Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

My point is, I think in eleven years that I have served
here I have never seen anybody present a bill on the basis of
fear, and that fear is *hat if we don'* do what +the House
wants us to do, why, my goodmess, what'll happen? I hope we
don't start passing legislation around here 1like that,
because it is a tvo Chamber Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

...Senate Bill 192, Senator Marovitz. Senate Bill 197,
Senator BRock. Senators, I know the hour is getting 1late,
you've got your other ideas, you're all discussing...would
you please follow what we're doing so that we can roll along
smoothly. Senate Bill 192, Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I apologize, Mr. President, I thought we were still on

the other bill and I didn't want to speak on it. Sepate Bill

192, I wvould move to concur with House Amendment No. 2 +to
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Sepate Bill 192. 1I* is an agreed amendment between all par-
ties involved. It makes a violation of the Act a petty
offense. Allows the agrieved worker to file suit in circuit
court and permi*s *he court to issue a res*raining order or
preliminary injunction if the court finds that there's been a
willful violation. I would ask for an affirmative roll call
and that the Sena*e do comcur in House Amendment No. 2 %o
Senate Bill 192.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, Senator, how about House Amendment No. 12
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

«e.0kay, I thought...I thought it was 2, I...my analysis
says 2, but maybe they Tabled No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

No, we have House Amendments No. 1 and 2. You have two
amendments to take action on.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Okay, then I...my information is that No. 1 was Tabled
and tha% No. 2 is there. If No. 1 is not...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR §AVICKAS)

We have No. 1 with the bill.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
Do you have No. 2 also there?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
And No. 2.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Alright, then I would move that the Senate do not concur
with House Amendment No. 1 and do concur with Bouse Amendment
No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, Senator, we'll take No. 1 first. Senator Marovitz
moves to nonconcur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
192. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed.

The Ayes have i*. The mo*ion carries and *he Secre%ary shall
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so inform the House. Now, on Amendment No. 2. Senator
Marovitz. The gues*ion...is there any discussion on Amend-
ment No. 2? If no*, the gues*ion is shall the Senate concur
in House Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 192. Those in favor
indicate by saying Aye. Those...I mean, voting Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 41, the Nays are 12, none...apd 1
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment
No. 2 to Senate Bill 192 and the...and the Secretary shall so
inform the House. Senate Bill 197, Senator Rock. Senate
Bill 201, Senator Marovitz. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR HAROVITZ:

Is it 192...0r 201?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

201,
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

201, okay. It...all 201t does, it deletes a...I would
move that the Senate do concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Sepate Bill 201. All it does is delete a provision regarding
the Department of Energy and Natural Resources, and I would
move that the Senate do concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is +here any discussion? Final...Sena*or Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Yes. Looking at our binder book and...and
absent...absent any of our leadership...I apologize, I didn't
see you come in, 3ldo. I would just remind our side of the
aisle that this had 24 negative votes on it. It passed 33 to
24, and perhaps...perhaps the spokesman on the appropriate
committee could take over *his duty seeings that I'm not paid
six grand a year to do this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Bloom is fishing for support in opposition to the
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bill, 1Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall <+the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 201. Those in favor will vo*e Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that ques*ion, the Ayes are 33, the ©Nays are 23, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 201, and the bill having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 204,
Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Senate Bill 204 has been amended by the House by two
amendments which were puf op...one by former State's At+or-
ney, Representative Homer from Canton, and <he other by the
Judiciary Committee. House amendments to Senate Bill 204 do
as follows: They add the definition of rape crisis counselor
to the Act and requires tha* the counselor have professionai
credentials, be a phychologist or be a social worker or a
volunteer, has completed at least forty hours of training and
is under the control of a direct...services supervisor of a
rape crisis organization. I+ adds +¢he dJdefinition of con-
fidential compnunica*ion to +the Act. One, commuanications
betveen a sexual assault victim and a rape crisis counselor
in the course of providing inforpation, counselling and advo-
cacy. Two, term includes records kep* by *he counselor or
rape crisis center with respect to services provided by the
crisis center, and reduces it to make it a Class C Mis~
demeanor for a rape...crisis counselor to disclose confiden-
tial information. Now, the privilege...created in this bill
is far less a privilege than the rapist himself would enjoy
had he been found unfit to stand trial and committed to the
Department of Mental Health. Under the HMental Health Con-
fiden*iality Ac%, a rapist who confessed *he rape *o a thera-

pist would be able to prevent the therapist from testifying
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under the Statutes. So, I would like to move to concur in
the amendments proffered by the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? The
question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendments 1
and 2 to Senate Bill 204. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposad vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted vwho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that gues-ion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The Senate does c¢oncur in
House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 204, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 206, Senator Collins. Senate Bill 206,
Sena*or Collins. Nope. Take i* out of the record. Senate
Bill 208, Senator Fawéll. Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

This thing is falling apart. Thank you, Mr. President.
On 208 I would like to nonconcur with Amendment No. 2 and
concur with Amendment No. 3, and...and call for a Conference
Comnittee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alrigh=. Sena%or Fawvell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Like...I would like +to nonconcur with Amendment No. 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Fawell moves to nomconcur in House Amendment 2 to
Senate Bill 208. All those in favor signify by saying Aaye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it., The Senate nonconcurs in
Amendment No. 2, and the Secretary will so0...s0 inform the
House. Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I would like to concur with Amendment No. 3, and all tha*

is is a front door referendun.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZ2IO)




Page 231 - JUNE 28, 1983

Is *here any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? Is
there any discussion? The gquestion is, shall the Senate
concur in House Amendment 3 to Senate Bill 208. Those in
favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all vo:ed who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Senator Savickas. Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are nome, none voting
Present. The Sena*e does concur in House Amendment 3 to
Senate Bill 208, +¢he Secretary shall so infors the House.
209, Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you. This is not a utility bill, Hr. President.
It...the original bill increased from five to twenty-five
thousand the amount of loss which requires furnishing the
insurer a certificate regarding payments and property losses.
The House amendment...i* was...provides tha* the amoun% of
loss would be reduced from *wen:y-five thousand to fifteen
thousand instead of the original twenty-five thousand, and I
think it's okay with Senator Rupp, and I would move to comcur
in the House Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? The
question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to
Senate Bill 209. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Senator Savickas. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wiéh? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
concur in House Amendmen* 1 *o Sena*e Bill 209, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 211, Senator Vadalabene. Senate Bill 211,
Sena+or Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Am I on? VYes, the House amendment to Semate Bill 211 was
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requested by the retirement sys*em for administrative pur-
poses. That is, i* will clarify how the bill is to be imple-
mented so far as contributions are concerned, and the only
real changes are, to require that a person becoming a member
under *he bill mus* have been a member before and to insure
that the contributions for the employee and the employer meet
the full retirement cost, and I concur with the House Amend-
ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 211.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Hell, to simply poin> ou: that part of the people that
are covered by this bill are not really employed by school
districts. They are...they're seeking to be covered under
+he teachers' system, but they are not technicdlly +eaching.
They wmight be employed, for example, by the IEA or...some
other organization and not actively engaged in teaching. So,
we ought to...we ought %0 know what we're doing here. He're
broadening +he pension system +to include those folks
that...at one time may have been teachers but who perhaps
right now are not teachers.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Deldngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Who is going to pay the cost of the retirement, Senator
vadalabene?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUDZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

The employer.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMNUZIO)

Senator...Senator DeAngelis. Senator Delngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, it's not unusual *o roll somebody in*o *the systea,
but it's very unusual to have the enmployer pick up *he
employer and the employee contribution. Secondly,...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco, for vhat purpose do you arise?

SENATOR D'ARCO:

To clarify something. The professional organization is
going to pay *he employer contribution to the pension fund,
not the...not *he employer. So, I wan: *o clarify that. Angd
secondly,...Senator Schuneman is addressing himself to the
bill we already passed. I mean, what...his remarks were
addressed to the bill as...you know, so it has nothing to do
with House Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUDZIO)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DedNGELIS:

Well, just for my own clarificatioan. You arce sayinge...I
guess we have hyphenated spomsors on this bill. Senator
D'Arco, you're saying that employer im this instancé
means...mneans whon?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

The professional teachers organization that enmploys *he
employees who are...who used to be teachers and are now work-
ing for the organization.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Delngelis.

SENATOR D'ARCO:
That's...that's in the original bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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.e..Senator DeAngelis. Alright, shut him off...Senator
vVadalabene maf close. RAlright, Senator...on that...the gues-
tion is, shall...shall *he Senate concur in House Amendment 1
to Senate Bill 211. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all vo*ed 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 34,
the Nays are 24, none voting Present. The Senate does concur
in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 211, and the bill having
received *=he required constitu*ional mpajority is declared
passed. 219, Senator Rigney. Senator Rigney, on 219.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Mr. President, it's just come o my attention that:
there's a technical problem with one of the amendments that's
being proposed to Senate Bill 219. I had plamned to move *o
concur. Now, I guess the only *hing I can do is to ask tha:
we nonconcur and send them to Conference Committee to get
them straightened out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rigney moves to nonconcur in House Amendments 1,
2, 3 and 4 to Senate Bill 219. Those in favor signify by
saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries, and the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senate
Bill 223, Senator Luft. Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Amendmen:t No. 1 pernmits
school treasurers to combine monies among funds of the same
district or between districts for investment purposes. These
pooled inves*men*s shall be made only in investments permit-
+ed by law, and earnings shall be separately computed and
credited to the fund or district for which the investment was
acquired. This wvas...amendment was offered in the House by

the Illipois Associa*ion of School Boards and the Illinois
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School Boards Coanmission. It's a procedure that's already
being done and this just legalizes vwhat they are doing, and I
would move for *he adop*ion of Amendmen: No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate concur in House Anmendment 1 to Senate
Bill 223. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The vo-ing is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are none, 1 voting
Presen*. The Senate does concur in House Amendment 1 %o
Sena+<e Bill 223, and ¢he bill bhaving received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 228, Senator
Lemke. Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I move to nonconcCur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena“*or Lemke has moved to nonconcur in House Amendments
1 and 2 to Senate Bill 228. Those in favor signify by saying
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion carries,
and the Secretary shall so inform +the House. Senate Bill
223...235, Senator Vadalabene. 235, Sena-
tor...Senator...Senator Sam.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I wish I had some gin-
seng. This is a ginseng bill, it's back...this is the one
that gives you some stamina. Bev, this is Sam, vote for this
ginseny. Alright, let's go. Amendmen- No. 1 to Senmate Bill
235, there's three amendments. The amendment makes several
revisions in the proposed program for requlating the harvest-
ing of ginseng in order to be in compliance with the Federal
pandates of <+the 0.S. Pish and ¥ildlife Service and the
Convention on Interpational Trade and Endangered Species of

#ild Fauna and Flora. It puts a twenty...a one hundred
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dollar license fee for dealers who are no: TIllinois resi-
dents. I> specifies tha* income derived froaz this Act is *to
be deposited in the Wildlife and Fish Fund. Adds an inmedi-
ate effective date. The Department of Conservation is in
favor of this amendment. And lastly, Amendmen: No. 3 speci-
fies +*o0...that +o knowingly violate the provisions of this
Act is a Class B Misdemeanor, and I move for the adoption of
all three amendments...or concur on them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any...any discussion? Sena*or Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

sam, I would like to know if that's a threat or a prom-
ise?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene. The guestion is, shall the Senate
concur in House Amendments 1...Senator Vadalatene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Well, 7you put me in a...i*'s a promise, Bev, I...I prom-
ise and I...you know...I was in the infantry, so I can take
this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene has moved %o concur with House Amend-
ments 1, 2 and 3 to Semate Bill 235. 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
vwish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56,
the Nays are 1, none voting Present. The Senate does concur
in House Amendments 1, 2 and 3 *o Senmate Bill 235, and the
bill having received *he required constitutional najority is
declared passed. 240, Senator Davidson. Read the
bill...240, Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
Mr. President and members of the Senate, the amendments

pu: on in the House are recommendations from the retirement
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system and the Pension lLaws Commission. Has *o do with the
possibility that we can recover some revenue back from the
Social Security System which monies were paid on sick pay
which should no* have been paid. Move ‘o concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall <+the Sena*e concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate
Bill 240. Those in favor vo-e Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Senator Rock.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted vho wish? Take the
record. Oon that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are
none, nome vo%ing Present, The Senate does concur in House
Amendment 1 to SenatelEill 240, and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
242, Senator Bloom. 244, Senator Pawell. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. I move to concur
with...Amendmen> No. 1 from the House. All it is 1is
the...~he amendment tO...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Fawell, it's number...it's Amendment WNo. 2
according to the Calendar.
SENATOR FARELL:

I'n sorry, Amendment No. 2. All it is is...the amendment
provides tha: when a municipality is located in two or more
counties, a registered voter who resides within such city
from either county is eligible to serve as a poll watcher in
any polling place in the city. I was told what happened was
that there was a candidate who resided in one county and was
not allowed to be a poll watcher in the other county, and
that's all it does.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)
Is there any discussion? Any discussion? Senator

Carroll.
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SENATOR CARROLL:

Sena-or Fawell, as you and I know, Chicago also happens
to be in the County of DuPage. Would this mean that a poll
watcher, either way, DuPage or Cook, would be eligible under
this amendment? The corner of O%'Hare Airport, which is prop-
erty tha* belongs *o the City of Chicago, is in the County of
DuPage. That's why we are also known as the DuPage Demo-
cratic machine. But isn't...under this amendment, wouldn't
that impac* *his since i: would...the municipali%y of Chicago
is in tvo counties?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMDZIO)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

My understanding was that, you know, the reason the
amendment was pu: on was the other way around. The...the
person was from Cook and was no* allowed to be a poll watcher
in DuPage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sena*or Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Rell, think zhe way you explained it is +he opposite,
at least as it impac%s the city. Maybe...if you wouldn't
mind, could we get back to this another time and 1look that
over and take i* out of the record at *his point?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Take it out of the record. Senate Bill 247, Senator
Netsch. Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Yes...oh, I'm sorry. Senate Bill 247 originally provided
simply for an annual rather than a semiannual audit of the
Toll Highway Authori+y. It was requested by the Auditor Gen-
eral. When the bill went %0 the House, there was added on in
House Amendment No. 1 the contents of Senate Bill 1244, which

was Senator Kustra's bill requiring public hearings and
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publica*tion of notice of toll increases. That bill, obvi-
ously, had the approval of the Senate...previously it passed
59 to nothing. 1I'm not guite sure why it was added onto this
bill, but we liked it once, I don't see ' why we should not
like it again. I would move to concur in House Amendment No.
1 to Senate Bill 247.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion
is, shall the...Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to Sehate
Bill 247. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vo*te Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Senator Savickas. Have all voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take “he record. On *“ha* question, the
Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, nome voting Present. The
Senate does concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 247,
and the bill having received the required constitutional
majoriry is declared passed. 249, Senator Kustra. Senator
Kustrae.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

(Machine cutoff)...you, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. Senate Bill 249 created the Illinois Grant Funds
Recovery Act. Over in the Senate a House anmendment was
added. House Amendment No. 2 is largely technical. It per-
mits an agency to retain grant monies which have been legally
obligated but...but which have not been expended by the end
of the grant period. This amendment was requested by recip-
ients of Mass Transpor*a-ion Capital Grants who sometinmes
apparently get grants for large items and it exceeds the two-
year period permitted by the law. I would move that the
Senate concur with House Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFPICER:. (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? 1Is there any...any discussion?

The gquestion...the gquestion is, shall the Senate concur in

House Amendment 2 to Senate Bill 249. Those in favor vote
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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 53,
the Nays are none, none voting Presen*. The Senate does
concur in House Amendment 2 to Senate Bill 249, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Page 14...page 14...the top of page 14.
272, Senator Kustra.
SENATCR KUSTRA:

Mr. President, I move to nonconcur.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Alright. Senator Kustra moves to nonconcur in House
Amendment 1 *o Senate Bill 272. 1Is there any discussion? If
not, those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The motion is carried, and the Secretary skall
so inform the House. 284, Senator Smith. Senate Bill 284,
Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, Senate Bill 284
passed over in the House with one amendment. Tt read where
i+ included +“he word ‘“age" along with the handicapped and
those who are mentally disturbed, and the agencies that work
with the handicapped asked if they would delete the...the
work Mage." And so it met with the apb:oval, and that is the
only change. So, I concur with that and vote for your pas-
sage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? 1Is there...any discussion? The
guestion 1is, shall *he Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to
Senate Bill 284. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all vo+ed who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, *he Ayes are 53, the Nays are

none, 1 voting Present. The Senate does concur in House
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Amendmen* 1 to Senate Bill 284, and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
286, Senator Fawell. Senator Fawell, 286. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. I would like o concur with the
amendment oOn...Amendment KNo. 1 from the House. It is the
identical language that was in the bill, but it also includes
a nonprofit organization.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussion? The
question 1is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to
Senate Bill 286. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote \Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are nome, none voting Present. The Senate does comcur in
House Amendment 1 +o Senate Bill 286, and the bill having
received <+he required constituziomal majority is declared
passed. 303, Senator carroll. Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of +*he
éenate. I...I move that the Senate do concur in House Amend-
&ent No. 1 to Senate Bill 303. This is one of the Federal
funds bills, and the House added correctly an amendment that
would say +ha: the Act would not apply %o Federal fuands
received by a school district directly and not channeled
through the...you know, through the State...but received
directly from the Federal Government. I would, therefore,
move that we do concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 303.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Carroll, I don't know if this bill has anything
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+0 do with +*his matter and it...it goes %o a question that
was raised up in...in my former district, in Senator Geo-
Karis' district in...in Waukegan, and I'm not too familiar
with the process by which decisions are made with regard to
the expendi+ure of Federal Block Graant funds for education,
and perhaps you can straighten nme out. But there has
been...been some concern that districts vhich have had a
stake in the preexisting Federal programs that are being
subsumed under a Federal Block Grant Education Program have
been shortchanging districts that have been used to receiving
+hose funds, and that the money has instead been spent and
given +o some dis*ricts which...which had no previous stake
or really even an interest in these Federal educational pro-
grams. And T guess...l was told that we really lacked con-
trol over =hat because +he Federal legislation apparently
provides *hat the decision with regard %o allocation is to be
made by the executive branch agency responsible for education
at the State level. Will this...will this bill in any way
give the Legislature more control over an allocation of these
monies, or is +tha*t something that's beyond our purview
because of the way the Federal legislation is worded?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Senator Barkhausen, in all honesty, I cannot exactly
answer you, in this sense, I haven't read the Federal 1legis-
lation. However, the Act gives the General Asseably an ele-
pent of control in tha* i* says tha+ any funds for education
given *o the State, to the State Board of Education, will
have to be appropriated by the General assembly, which,
therefore, gives us the appropriation powers over those
funds. Tha<'s the purpose of the origimal legislation. This
amendmen+t deals with another sec+ion of that and says, Yyou

know, any local school district that gets Federal money
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directly without it being passed through the State Department
of EBducation can still do so, that's separate and apart from
your gquestion. Bu: any monies that flow to the State for
that purpose will have to be appropriated by the General
Assenbly and, therefore, ve will have some control. Now,
very honestly, we've been in situations with the Federal
Government before where their criteria were such that we
could only make certain adjustments, so I can't answer that
part of your gquestion, but it will give us the oversight of
utilizing the appropriations process for all Federal dollars
for education that flow *o the State Board of Education.
They will then have to be appropriated by an act of the Gen-
eral Assembly.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and ladies and...Gentlemen of the Senate, I
think House Amendment No. 1 answers the guestion...becauses it
says, "Specifies that the requirements of the Act do not
apply to Pederal funds received by a school district directly
from the Federal Government." I believe...does that answer
your...the question of Senator Barkhausen?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the guestion is,
shall the Senate concur in House Awmendments WNo. 1l...House
Amendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 303. Those in favor indicate
by voting Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does coancur in House
Amendment No. 1 to Senmate Bill 303, and the bill having
received +he required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 310, Senator vadalabene. Senate Bill

313, Senator Vadalabene. Senator Vadalabene.
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, Senate...House Amendment WNo. 1 to Senate Bill 313
amends the Coronmer's Act. 1It's a...it's a technical error
nade by the LBR, and exempts from the Act the State Mandates
Act and adds an immediate effective date. . And I move %o
concur with Amendment No. 1...0T...yeah, to amendment...House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 313,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

(Machine cutoff)...sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR DARROW:

Is this have anything to do with the regional super-
intenden® of education?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

¥o, I just passed that one over just nov...you know, I
haven't had any ginseng, and...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Does this bill now as amended by the House have anything
to do with exemptions from jury duzy?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

That's the next amendment of which I am not going to
concur, Anendment No. 2. We're on Amendment No. 1. I Jjust
said.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

%ell, why don't we just straightem it out nov...Senator
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Vadalabene gmoves *o nonconcur in House Amendment No. 2 *o
Senate Bill 313. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries, and
the Secretary shall so inform the House. Now, on Amendmen*
No. 1. The gquestion is, shall the Semate concur in House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 313. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 313, and the bill having received the
required...and the...Secretary will...so inform the House.
Senator Buzbee, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR BUZBEE:

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

State your point:.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

I would call the Body's attention to your analysis to the
bill tha* Senator Vadalabene just skipped over, and it's got
nothing +o do with Senator Vadalabene, bu: Senate Bill 310.
Now, you read what House Amendment No. 1 says on there and
you tell me what this bill does. I have never ever since I
have been here 'seen anything come ou:t of the Legislative
Reference Bureau that says what this bill does is it incorpo-
rates House Bill 225 and all the provisions therein, as
amended by House Amendment No. 1. Now, I submit to you that
that doesn't tell you wha* it is, and I object +o that, and I
would 1like the Reference Bureau %o be straightened ou* %hat
you're to put the provisions in here exactly what it does.
As a matter of fact, it's a pay raise for_regiohal super-
intendents, and I'd like *o know about *hat when I'm reading
this reference., I don'+ have time to look up House Bill 225,

Amendment No. 1. And I appreciate Senator Vadalabene's pass-
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ing it over today because we d4idn'* all know what was going
on here, and I'd like for this to be...I'm sure that we're
not going *o get back to this today, so tomorrow on the
little *hing “ha%'s handed us, I hope +his is straightened
out tomorrow, so that we all know what we're voting on.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there leave to go back to the Order of Senate Bill
244? We asked Senator Fawell *o take it ou*t of the record.
She graciously did so, and nov she would have a motion to
make. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. Senate Bill 244,
Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Because there seems
to be some controversy over the amendment, I would ask that
we nonconcur on House Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

That's House Amendmen* No. 2.
SENATOR FAWELL:

House Amendment No. 2, sorry.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell moves “o nonconcur in House Amendment No.
2 to Senate Bill 244. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries, and
the Secretary shall so inform the Hoause. Senate Bill 322,
Sepator Sangmeister. Senator Sangmeister, For what purpose
does Senator Demuzio arise? Do you change your mind? Sena-
tor Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senate Bill 322 has had one word added to it. This deals
with a person coming back from furlough or work release, and
the House feels we ought to put the word "knowingly." I
don't know how a person can knowingly no* come back, but
I'm...I am willing to accept that...that language. So, I

would move that we concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
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Bill 322.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall the
Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 322.
Those 1in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vo*ed who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55,
the Nays are none, nomne voting Present. The Senate does
concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 322, and <“he
bill having received the required cons*itu+ional pajority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 323, Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you. This bill, again, is your friendly 1librarian
back home bill, and the House decided to put three amendments
on it. If you'll look at your Legislative Information Systen
Digest, I don't want to...it does exactly what it describes
in there, and I want to do it briefly rather +than reading
this all in the record. Amendment No. 2 inserted the method
of giving notice in additional places and changed the con-
tents and <the order of calling an slection and everything
else as described therein. House Amendment No. 3 did provide
that the board of trustees in the district in which the ter-
ritory is located shall certify to the proper election
authority the question to be transferring the territory to
another district. And House Amendment No. 4 deletes the
authority of a library district to provide for the construc-
tion, acquisition or enlargement of a public improvenents
building and facilities or the use of *he distric*t under +he
provisions of the Public Building Commission Act. T would
nove that the Senate concur in House Amendments 2, 3 and 4.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *here any discussion? Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Question, please, on Amendment No. 2. It says that these
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buildings and property are to be used solely for library pur-—
poses. Are we sure we want to shackle these people with this
language? That solely...I mean, there may be a time when
they'd like to rent it out to somebody or for some other pur-
poses.,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

1 presume this is all handled by *he library people, and
if they've got that language in there and they put their
approval on this, Sepator Luft, I can't specifically answer
vhy they wan:t *o restrict it to that either but apparently
they do. And if that gives a problem for them, it's +their
bill, it should be their problen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall the Senate concur in House Amendments No. 2, 3 and U4 to
Senate Bill...323. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all...Senator, would
you vote me Aye? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, nohe
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments
No. 2, 3 and 4, and Senate Bill 323 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 325,
Senator Demuzio. Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment 1 to Senate
Bill 325, as...as Senate Bill 325 passed the Senate, it
applied only to those units instructed in an operation prior
to July +the 1st of 1983. Amendment No. 1 would expand the
application of the Act to include all electrical generation
gnits whose primary fuel source is Illinois coal. And Amend-

ment No. 2 provides that after considering the cost of pollu-
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tion control devices for electrical generating units which
use Illinois coal as its primary source, the Illinois Com-
merce Commission may, may allow such costs in determining any
rate or charge that is properly before the ICC. It's permis-
sive., I would move to comcur in...House Amendments 1 and 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, T...Il...I'n just questioning House Amendment No. 2.
That is specifically for Illinois coal?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DENUZIO:

That is correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

And what are pollu*ion...pollution control devices, is
that...does that limit that in any way? Are cooling lakes,.
punping, you know, pumps and that sort of thing...the reason
I'm asking this is 'cause we've had this problem with pollu-
tion con*rol equipment and we're now in the middle of a
debate on...on Senate Bill 101. Are any of those ¢types of
things involved in this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well,...not to my knowledge. I can't categorically say

no, but just looking at the...page 2 of the bill on tha*

amendment. Let me read it to you, and perhaps maybe you
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might be able to help him...come to a decision..."The commis-
sion shall consider as an expense of the public utility for
the purpose of determining any rate or any other...or other
charge, any amount attributable to the cost of construction
work in progress for *he cons*ruction, expansion or modifi-
ca*ion of any sys*em, method, device or appliance...thereto
or pollution control facilities owned, leased or...or oper-
ated by a public utility, the primary purpose of which is to
eliminate, prevent or reduce air pollution caused by the
operation of elec*rical genera*ion uni*s constructed in an
operation prior to July 1st of 1983, and which utilize Illi-
pois coal as their primary fuel source." Therefore, I
aBessI'm DOt...I'm no*t sure, but I...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROHME JOYCE:

Yes, if I could get *he...the Senator behind us here *o
be still, perhaps I could hear Senator Demuzio., He's perhaps
the reason that I have to ask this question, Senator, and I'm
sorry for tha%*. I...the last sentence or two there was a
considerable amount of @mumbling going on. If you...if you
could read that to me again.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMOZIO:

Take it out of the record.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Take it out of *he record. Sena*te Bill 330, Senator
Demuzio. Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. Senate Bill
330...House Amendment 1 specifies which Federal funds would
be transferred to the Department of Education Fund and the

Department of Agriculture Fund as of Sepiember 30th of 1984,
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When it left here, Senate Bill 330 would...amended the arti-
cles of the School Code to allow the expenditure of Federal
Vocational Education Trust Fund until September the 30th of
1984, The...it was par* of the legisla*ive package of the
State Board of...of Education, and I know of no opposition.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there...is there any discussion? If not, thes guestion
is, shall the Sena*e concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 330. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 53, +the Nays are 1, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 330, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. ¥WCIA-TV requests
permission +o videotape. Leave granted? Leave is granted.
Senate Bill 345, Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you. This is the safety deposi:t box amendment.
Essentially, this amendment made the bill identical...are we
having a little feedback here? Okay, Obie...wade the bill
identical...or...practically identical to House Bill 1166
which went out of here several days ago. So, I would seek
CORCUTLTEnce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall...shall the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 345. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, *he Ayes are 53, the Nays are none. The Senate
does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 345, and
the bill having received the constitutional majority is

declared passed. For wha* purpose does Senator Carroll
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arise?
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President. Unrelated +o this bill, a
parliamentary inquiry that several members have been asking.
Under our current rules, if a member makes a motion to concur
and that mo%tion fails, do our rules +*then call that a
nonconcurrence mnessage +tha* goes back to the House or mus*
the member then get up, having moved to concur, that motion
failing, is the bill dead or does the member have to make a
motion *o nonconcur to send the paper work back or what? The
answer is, or what.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I have been informed by the Secretary that it automati-
cally goes back.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Okay, so that when a motion to concur fails, then a mes-
sage goes back *o the House tha*t the Senate failed to concur?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Right, automatically.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Okay. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

It's...it?'s 1like a refusal to concur, it's a
nonconcurrence, Senate Bill 357, senator Marovitz. Senator
Marovitz, do you want *to...Sena%or Marovitz, do you wish +to
call...call this bill?

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate Bill 365, do you wish to call that, Senator
Marovitz?

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
Yes, yes, yes. Yes, I do. Yes, positively.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Well, go ahead.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Go ahead.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Yes, I would move that the Senate do concur with House
Amendment No. 1 to Sena%e Bill 365. 1It's a technical amend-
ment, makes changes in spelling only.

PRESIDING OFFICEKR: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
gquestion is, shall the Sena*e concur in House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 365. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 45, the Ways are 3, none voting
Presen*. The Sena*te does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 365, and the bill having received the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. On page 18, at the top
of *he page, Senmate Bill 417, Senator Marovitz. Senator
Marovitz wishes to0 go ahead with Senate Bill 417. Senator
Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I would move that the Senate do concur with House Amend-
ment No. 1 to Senate Bill #17. It's a *technical amendument
only and makes no substantive changes at all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? I1f not, the
question is, shall...shall the Senate concur in House Amend-
ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 417. Those in favor will vote Aye.

Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On

that...on that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none,

none vo+ing Present. The Senate does concur in House Amend-
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ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 417, and the bill having received
the constitntional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
419, Senator Berman. Sepate Bill 428, Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, thank you. This is the preliminary hearing bill,
and the House put on an amendment that clarified that either
you get your preliminary hearing or you go before the...the
Grand Jury, that one is not exclusive of the other. So, it
goes one way or the other. You either get your preliminary
hearing or the Staze's attorney takes it to the Gramd Jury,
and I would move that Amendment No. 2 be adopted.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

{Machine cutoff)...just been informed, Senator
Sangmeister, that the bill came back with the wrong pessage,
that there are two amendments attached to the bill. We have
House Amendment No. 1 and No. 2. VNow, if...we <can hear it
and pass it if you want to explain both amendments. Senator
Sangmeister.,

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, we certainly got to get the record correct. That's
not wha* came back *o nmne. It...I just go* the message
with...okay, so all...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Take it out of the record.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

«e..well, I'm asking *hough, because I don't know how
schedules are going here because of this. I would like leave
to come back to this when we figure out what the message
actually is. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

(Machine cutoff)...printout shows the amendment, I've
been informed. (Machine cutoff)...out of the record. Senate
Bill 433, Senator Marovitz.

SENATGR MAROVITZ:
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Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Sena*e. I would move tha*t the Senate do concur with House
Amendment No. to Sena*e Bill #433. I: does no* make...if
you'll 1let me check it for a second...it talks about
in...regarding the condominium lav that...that suomons is not
required unless we're talking about eviction. There's no
problem with this, there's no opposition o it, and I would
ask that we do comcur with Senate...House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 433,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is *here any discussion? Any discussion? If not, <*he
question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 433, Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 433, and the bill having received the constitu-
tional wmajority is declared passed. House Bill 434, Senator
D'Arco. Senate Bill 435, Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Yeah. I would move that the Senate do concur with House
Amendment No, to Senate Bill 435, It just pPuUtS @eeeee.a
standard for income for senior citizens in regards %o this.
It's a very good idea so that all senior citizens wouldn't be
involved but just those below an income level, and it's a
very good idea, and I would move that we do concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 435. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opem. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vo:ed who wish?

Take the record. O©On that guestion, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
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are 1, none voting Present. The Senate does concur in House
Amendment No. 1 +to Senate Bill 435, and *he bill having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 437, Semator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move to concur with the
anendment. What the amendment does 1is wmakes it...a petty
offense for any person who knovingly allows persons under
eighteen to drink alcoholic beverages on or at the...premises
occupied by a person where; one, the petéon knows or should
know that *here is an underaged drinking going on; and...and;
tvo, the underage drinking is not otherwise allowed under the
liquor control law, and three, a person under eighteen leaves
the premises in an intoxicated state. Whers the premises has
an owner as well as a tenant or leasee, a rsbuitable presump-
tion arises that the premises is occupied only by the leasee
or the tenant.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I an
disturbed by the language in “his bill concerning a five hun-
dred dollar fine where you are on the same premises with a
person under the age of eighteen who is drinking, is that
correct, Senator PFawell?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*or Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

t is no* just a...a person, it is the person who is the
owner or the tenant or leasee. I have cleared this language
with Senator Sangmeister, by the way.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:
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Well, give me an example. Does this apply to restaurants
then? You...youU...you run a res*aurant and someone under the
age of eighteen comes in and...and leaves the premises, under
your defipnition, in an intoxicated condition, that would
apply. take it if I am in my own home and my children have
someone come in and...and they consume alcohol and ome of
them leaves in a intoxicated condition, I am fined five hun-
dred dollars. If I have a political gathering at my farm and
someone under the age...eighteen consumes alcohol, there's a
five hundred dollar fine. Can you %tell me if any of those
three situations would prevail?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I don't believe so. Let me read you the...the language
exactly. It says, "Any person shall be gquilty of a petty
offense when he or she knowingly permits a gathering at prem-
ises, which she or he occupies, of two or more persons where
any one or more of “he persons is under eighteen years of
age, and the following factors also apply:"...there are three
conditions. "One, the person occupying the premises knows or
should know that such...tha* any such person under the age of
eighteen is in possession of or is consuming any alcoholic
beverage; and two, the possession or consumption of the alco-
hol by the person under eighteen is not otherwise permitted
in this Act; and," and this is the third one, <hey have to be
all +hree, "the person under the age of eighteen leaves the
premises in an intoxicated condition.®
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

But...but I would not even have to be there, is that cor-

rect? In my own home if...if my children have someone in...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Zito, what...what...why do you rise?
SENATOR ZITO:

Fell,...on a point of order. HMHaybe to...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your point.

SENATOR ZITO:

...clarify Senmator Bruce's...arguments. He's arguing the
bill. The amendment made some simple changes in the sense
that it changed it from twenty-one years of age to eighteen
years of age. And the contents of the bill was voted on in
this Chamber and passed by 54 +o nothing. So, I
would...would ask if he'd confine his comments to the...to
the amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

END OF REEL
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REEL #9

SENATOR BRUCE:

I...I think, Senator Zito, if you take a look, the amend-
ment which was adopted in the Committee on Judiciary, on
which we are about to vote, is the...the matier on which I am
directing my comments and that the sponsor has asked “hat we
concur in. 437 as it passed the Senate, was a fairly
innocuous bill. This amendment, in fact, is the only thing
in the bill of...of...of great impact as I see it. The...the
other bill went out of here *he other...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For what purpose does Senator Fawell arise?
SENATOR FAWELL:

Senator Bruce, let me tell you...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

No, now wait a minute, Senator, we're not going to recog-
nize you to answer a question “hat wasn't asked while the
other Senator is speaking. You sought recognition, I
thought, for either a point of order or some other statement.
Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Rell, I...I just think that this...this idea of...of...of
saying that anyone who owns a premise...it's interesting that
they say a ga*hering of *wvwo or more persons. Two oOr Bore
means if you're drinking by yourself, it's alright. Two or
more, you've got to have somebody to be drinking with before
this law applies. It just seems to me that we're putting a
tremendous burden on...on restauranteurs, parents and every-
one else +to become the policemen for the State of Illinois.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:
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Well, thank you. Senator Fawell, 1let me give you an
example that happened to me just a few months ago. One of my
wife's relatives was visiting us, the adults were all sitting
in the 1living room, the relative's under eighteen year old
son was sitting in the kitchen, and unbeknownst to us was
drinking beer out of my refrigerator. Now, later before he
left the house, we found that out. Now, he was mnot intoxi-
cated when he left the house with his pother and his mother
drove, but we did discover that he'd been drinking beer.
Now, I did know about the fac* that he was drinking beer. I
found out about it before he left my house. Now, under this,
I'm going to get fined five hundred dollars...had the boy
been drunk, I would have gotten fined five hundred dollars.
I think you ought to move to...I think you ought %o wmove
to...to nonconcur, Senator, and ge* your innocuous bill to
the Governor's Desk.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*or Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and lLadies and Geatlemen of the Senate, in
order to clarify some*thing, the fine was reduced...the pen-
alty was reduced in this amendment to a petty offense. A
petty offemse 1is a fine up to a hundred and fifty dollars,
there's no jail or anything like that involved. It also says
very clearly *“hat anyone who knows...where the...if it's a
petty offense for anyone to knowingly allow persons under
eighteen. And the example the Senate gave from this side, if
the people didn't know it, certainly they're not liable.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*or Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, ve're kind of argquing the bill all over again.

It's whether or not you agree *here should be any parental

responsibility for what happens. I agree with that portion
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that reduced the age from twenty-one to eighteen, but I did
have...some concern, and I don't <think it's clear in
the...the printout here. Senator Fawell, I believe that the
bill now says, "knows or should have known." Those words in
there, "or should have known"? That is of some consideration
and some concern *o some people. You know, if you kmow your
kid is doing this, then I think some parental responsibility
ought to be on it, and although we talked about it earlier
and I kind of shunted it off, I see there are others that
share the concern. I think we ought to make it clear that if
the parent knows what's going on and permits it, then should
share some parental responsibility for the wultimate happen-
ing. But this "should have known" gives me problems too, and
I sugges- that you probably nonconcur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I...I agree with you...my...I had kids that age too.
I...I would nonconcur and...and let's get it into a shape
tha*t we can all live with.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Okay. Senator Fawell moves to nonconcur in House Amend-
ment No. to Sepa*te Bill 437. Those in favor indicate by
saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion
carries, and the Secretary shall so inform the House...Senate
Bill 440, Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, HMr. Presiden*. I would move to nonconcur with
House Amendment No, 1 to Senate Bill 440, and send the bill
to Conference.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz moves to nonconcur in House Amendment

No. 1 to Senate Bill 440. Those in favor indicate by saying

Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries,
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and the Secre*ary shall so inform +he House. Senate Bill
459, Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of “he Senate, I
would like to nonconcur and recede from <*he amendment on
Senate Bill 459.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena*or Dawson moves *o nonconcur in House Amendment No.
1 to Senate Bill 459, Those in favor indicate by saying
Aye...whoop, Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

I'm sorry, Mr. President, we just go£ word that, again,
one of the errors on 459, Hounse Amendment No...I'm sorry, No.
2 was Tabled. So, there is House Amendment No. 1, but No. 2
vas Tabled.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

That's what we're talking about.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Okay, but we didn't put that in the record before so that
people understand reading *his.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On our Calendar, it just indicates House Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Okay, fine.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dawson moves to nonconcur in House Amendment No.
1 to Senate Bill 459. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The @nmo*ion carries, and
the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senate Bill 467,
Senator Davidson. Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Two amendments I want to concur in. Amendment No. 1 is a

technical amendment, doesn't change any substance of the

bill. ' Amendment No. 2 puts in it does not apply hazardous
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waste as applied to the Federal EPA. There was some gquestion
that if this amendment...bill as drafted if this anendaent
wasn't adopted, it «could impede the funding from the
superfund enforcement to help out hazardous...correction of
hazardous waste sites in Illinois. I move the adoption of
Amendment No...concur Amendment No. 1 and 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, I*'m just corious about the civil 1liability. You
are saying that no...tell me how a person who is involved
with the discharge of hazardous...hazardous materials, why
they should not be subject to civil liability?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

sssnot +to do with *he discharge per se, Senator Bruce,
this had to be that...the Good Samaritam Act would apply to
the individuals who had knowle@ge or training in dealing with
hazardous wastes or material came upon an accident and did a
good Samaritan act, that they could not be held 1liable
civilly unless they acted...willing and wanton, or whatever
the...that extra term is, unless they did something knowingly
wrong bu*, otherwise, that they were doing a good Samaritan
act, they would...could not be held liable, as we have domne
in the Good Samaritan Act in relation to health care indi-
viduals and other people in coming on a scene of an accident.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Further discussion? If
not, the question...if not, the question is, shall the Senate
concur in House Amendments No. 1 ard 2 to Senate Bill u467.
Those im favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vo*e Nay. The
voting is open. Have all vo+ted who wish? Have all voted who

wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 51,
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+he Nays are none, 1 voting Present., The Senate does concur
in House Amendments No. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 467, and the
bill having received the constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I+ was indicated earlier that seven-thirty would be
the outside time. 1I'm going %to suggest that we now adjourn
until eleven ofclock tomorrow morning. Senator Philip and I
have been subject to some negotiations with the House Leader-
ship and with the Govermor's Office. We have some informa-
+ion we would like to present o our respective caucuses. I
will yield to Senator Johns for a request.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, President Rock. There will be a Democratic
caucus immediately in the President's Office right behind the
Podiunm.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The Senate will stand adjourned until eleven...Senator
Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President...I mean, members of the Republican side of
the aisle, there will be a caucus inpmediately on adjournment
in Senator "YPate™ Philip*s office, please. Come right inm,
we'll be right ont.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

My admonition was serious. We will still be out of the
building at seven-thirty if everybody goes immediately to my
office. We're going *o share some paper with you and tell
you what's going on and then we can get out of here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The Senate will stand adjourned until Wednesday
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at...Wednesday, June 29th, 1983 at 11:00 a.m.

—_—




