83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

JUNE 29, 1983

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The hour of eleven having arrived, the Semate will conme
to order. Prayer by the Reverend G.W. Waddles of the Zion
Baptist Church of Springfield, Illinois. And will our guests
in the galleries please rise.

REVEREND G.W. WADDLES:
(Prayer given by Reverend Waddles)
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Message from the House.
SECBETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed to infora the Senate
the House of Represenzatives has refused to concur with the
Senate in the adoption of their amendment to a bill with the
following title, to-wit:

House Bill 26 with Senate Amendment No. 1.
And I have 1like Messages on the following House bills
with Senate amendments:
House Bill 104 with Senate Amendment No. 1.
House Bill 112 with Senate Amendment No. 1.
House Bill 320 with Senate Amendments 1 and 2.
House Bill 333 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 690 with Senate Amendment 1.
House Bill 1002 with Senate Amendment 1.
And House Bill 1371 with Senate Amendment 1.

PBBéIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Resolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 284 offered by Senator Savickas, and
it's congratulatorye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Besolution...Consent Calendar.
SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 285 offered by Senator Etheredge.
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And Senate Resolution 286 offered by Senator
Demuzio...no, just have one resolution 285 offered by Senator
Etheredge.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Executive. (Machine cutoff)...Johns on the Floor?
Reading of the Journal. Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that <the Journals of
Tuesday, dJune 21st; Wednesday, June 22nd; Thursday, June
23rd; Friday, June 24th; Saturday, June 25th; Sunday, June
26%h; ﬁonday, June 27th and Tuesday, June 28th, in the year
1983, be postponed pending arrival of the printed Journals.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

You've heard the motion. Discussion? Those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion prevails.
Resolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 286 offered by Senator Vadalabene, and
it's congratulatory.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Resolutions Consent Calendar. On the Order of
Secretary's Desk, omn page 5 of your Calendar, are
CONCUrIenCes. We have a series of appropriation bills that
ve would like to move. On the Order of Nomconcur, Senator
Savickas, to nonconcur in those amendments. Alright? With
leave of the Body, we will take those bills, the appropria-
tion bills, in order and then go back through the Calendar
for concurrences on the other bills so they might...start the
Process. {Machine cut&ff)...ve'll stand at ease for a
noment. (Machine cutoff)...for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President, on a point of per-
sonal privilege, sir.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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State your point.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Mr. President, in the gallery behind the Chamber on the
right side is the Siverly 4-H Club from Normal. That partic-
ular club has some significance to me, that's my 4-H Club
back four or five years ago, and their leader...their leader,
Representative Gordon Ropp is on the Floor now. 1'd
like...and...and MHrs. BRopp, incidentally, is im the gallery
also. I'd like them to stand and be recognized, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

¥ould our guests please stand and be rtecognized by zhe
Senate. Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

A message to those young people in the gallery. In spite
of the fact that two former members of your club became State
Legislators, you young people should not be discouraged, you
still have a chance to make something of yourselves, and stay
right in there, hang in there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

With leave of the Body, we will go to concurrences on
Senate Bill 131, Senator , Demuzio, do you have...Senator
Demuzio on the Floor? Do you wish to anonconcur vith House
Amendment WNo. 1 to Senate Bill 131, which is the appropria-
tion for the Auditor Gemeral? HMotion is we nonconcur. On
the mofion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate does nonconcur with House Amendment No.
1, and the Secretary shall so inform the House. For what
purpose does Senator Schaffer arise?

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I guess to beat Senator Buzbee and Senator .Carroll
to the punch a little bit, We're going to be moving through
these appropriations, amd I think it's the joint wisdom at
this point to nonconcur and...with the idea of getting all of

these appropriations in the posture of a Conference Commit-

o ¥
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tee, thinking that if, in fact, some agreement is worked out,
that there are adjustments, salary...ninor salary adjustments
and others that need to be put in, and if nothing is worked
out, we have to cut much further than we have. So, for those
Republican sponsors on this side, I believe Senator Sommer
and I would like to have you move to nonconcur and we'll get
the process rolling.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Thank you, Senator Schaffer. Will...Senate Bill
255...Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARROLL:

-sslet me just add, so that everybody understands, the
problem with these bills is they came over from the House.
Many of them had more money in than 1is available under
doonmsday. Under either of all of the possible scenarios,
whether there is a tax increase of not, *hese budgets are not
in a balanceable shape. While it is extra work for the men-
bers who are sponsors, and more particularly the staff, we
feel that they all have to be in conference so tha+ if it's
doomsday, we compare these, the Senate bills that the House
added money to, dpwn to a liveable, if there is such,
doonsday level; and if, in fact, there is some level of
incremental income by tax increase, we can allocate that
amongst all the agencies in a fair way. So that while some
of you may think your own is in pretty good shape, it won't
be compared to others under either a doomsday or a tax
increase scenario. So, unfortunately, we have to throw the
vhole budget into conference so that all can ultimately be
treated fairly, whether it*s good or bad.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Ogp...255, Senator...is there leave for Senator
Carroll to hand that...handle that in the absence of Senator
Rock? Leave is granted. Senator Carroll moves to nonconcur

with House Amendment No. 1 +0 Senpate Bill 255. On the
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motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate nonconcurs. The Secretary shall so inforn
the House. Senate Bill 256. Senator Weaver moves to
nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1. On the motion, those
in favor say Aye. Opposed Naf. The Ayes have it. The
Senate...the Secretary shall so inform the. House. Fof what
purpose does Senator Grotberg arise?

SENATOR GROTBERG:

To nonconcur on Sepate Bill 332 and ask...and ask that
the House recede from House amendment...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SESATOR BRUCE)

Right. Senator Grotbherg, what we'd like to do is take
all the approp. bills and we'll get back and rum through the
Calendar. On 257, Senator Vadalgbene makes a motion we
nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1. On the motion, those
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senate nonconcurs, and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. Senate Bill 258, Senator Davidson. Senator Davidson
on the Floor? Senator Sommer, in the absence of Semnator
Davidson will handle it, and makes a motion that we nonconcur
with House Amendment No. 1. On the motion, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed 1Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
RONCONCULS, Senate Bill 259, Senator Carroll moves to
nonconcur with House Amendment ¥o. 1 to Senate Bill 259. On
the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Secretary shall so inform the House. Senate
Bill 260. Hotion to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1.
On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs with Hoﬁse Amendment No.
1. Senate Bill 262, Senator DeAngelis wmoves %o nonconcur
with House Amendment 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 262, On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The House...the Senate nonconcurs with House Amendments

1 and 2. Senate Bill 264, Senator Weaver moves to nonconcur

L
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with House Amendment Fo. 1. Those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Sepate nonconcurs with House
Amendment 1. Sepate Bill 278, Senator Carroll moves to
nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 3, 6 and 7; On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate nonconcurs. Senate Bill 280, Senator Buzbee
moves to nonconcur with House Amendments 1 and 2. Oon the
motidn, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate nounconcurs. Senate Bill 300, Senator Carroll
moves that the Sena*te nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1.
Oon the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs. On Senpate Bill 301,
Senator Carroll moves to nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 3
and 5. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amend-
ments 1, 3 and 5. Senate Bill 373, Senator Rigney. Sena-
tor...Rigney moves that the Senate nonconcur with House
Apendments Y, 2, 4, S5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16 and
18 to Senate Bill 373. On the motion, those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs
with the House amendments enumerated. Senate Bill 374, Sena-
tor Weaver...Boves to nonconcur with House Amendments 1 and
2. ©On the pmotion, those in favor say Ays. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs. Senate Bill 375, Sena-
tor Sommer moves to nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2, 3,
5, 6 and 8. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs. Senate
Bill...376, Senator Coffey. Senator Coffey moves to
nonconcur with House Amendments 1 and 3. On the motion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.  The Ayes have it. The
Senate nonconcurs with *he House amendments. Senate Bill
377, Senator Sommer moves to nonconcur with House Amendments
1, 3 and 5. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed

Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs with the House




Page 7 - JUNE 29, 1983

amendments. Senate Bill 378, Senator Bloom. Senator Sommer
moves that we nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to
Senate Bill 378. On the motion, *hose in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs to
House Amendments 1, 2 and 3. Senate Bill 379, Senator Coffey
moves that we nonconcur with House Amendments 1 and 3. On
the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendments 1 and
3. Senate Bill 381, Sepnator Grotberg moves that the Senate
nonconcur with House Amendpents 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6. On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4,
5 and 6. Senate Bill 383, Senator Mahar moves t0 nonconcur
with House Amendments 1, 2 and 3. On the motion, those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it, The Senate
nonconcurs with the House amendments. Senate Bill 384, Sena-
tor Mahar moves to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1. On
the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate nonconcurs. Senate Bill 385, Senator
Kent. Senator Kent moves o nonconcur with House Amendments
1, 2 and...1, 2, 3 and 4 to Senate Bill 385. On *he motion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senate nNoONCoONCUrsS. Senate Bill 386, Senator Etheredge.
Senator Etheredge moves to nonconcur with House Amendmen:s 1,
2, 3, 4 and 5 to Senate Bill 386. On the motion, those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
nonconcurs with the House amendments. Senate Bill 387, Sena-
tor Mahar moves to nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2 and
3. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs. Senate Bill 388, Sena-
tor Sommer moﬁes to noncomncur with House Amendments 1, 2, 3,
4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 to Senate Bill 388. On the motion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The

Senate @nonconcurs. Senate Bill 389, Senator Coffey
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moves...Senator Coffey. Senator Weaver moves to monconcur
with House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13,
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27 and 28
to Senate Bill 389. On the wmotion, those in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate noaconcurs with
the House amendments enumerated. Senate Bill 390, Senator
Coffey moves to nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2, 3 and
4, On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate noncouncurs. Senate Bill 391, Sena-
tor Bloom...moves to nonconcur with Senate bills...with House
Amendments 1, 2 and 3. On the motion, those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs.
Senate Bill...392, Senator Davidson. Senator Davidson moves
to nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6. On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. - opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate nonconcurs. Senate Bill 393, Senator Bloom.
Senator Bloom moves +that %the Senate nonconcur with House
Apendments 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 to Senate Bill 393. On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate nonconcurs with the House amendments. Senate
Bill 394, Senator Schaffer moves to nonconcur with House
Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 9, 10, 11 fo Senate Bill 394. On
the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate noanconcurs to the House amendments.
Senate Bill 395, Senator Mahar moves to nonconcur with House
Amendments 1, 2, 3 and 4. On the motion, those imn favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No...and the
Senate nonconcurs with the House amendments enumerated.
Senate Bill 398, Senator Kustra. Senator Kustra moves to
nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9
to Senate Bill 398. On the motion, those in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs with
the House amendments. Senate Bill 399, Senator Keant. Sena-

tor Kent moves to nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2, 3 and
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4, On the notion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs with the House amend-
mentse. Senate Bill 401, Senator Weaver mOVesS t0 NORCONCUT
with House Amendment 1. On the motion, those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs
with House Amendment 1. Senate Bill 407, Senator Schaffer
moves to nonconcur with House Amendments ¥, 2, 3 and 4. On
the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate mnonconcurs with the House amendments
enumerated. Senate Bill 481, Senator Carroll. Senator
Carroll moves to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1. On
the motion, those in favor say ARye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendment No. 1.
Senate Bill 498, Senator Philip. Senator Weaver nmoves *o
nonconcur with House Amendments 1 and 3. On the motion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senate nonconcurs with the House amendments. On page 13 of
your Calendar is Senate Bill 680. Senator Degnan moves *o
nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 to Senate
Bill 680. On the nmotion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs with the House
amendnents...enunerated. Senate Bill 714, Senator Weaver
moves to nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7,
8, 9, 10, 11...10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22,
23, 24, 26, 27 and 28 to Senate Bill 714. On the motion to
nonconcur, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate nonconcurs with the House amendments.
Senate Bill 715, Senator Weaver moves to nonconcur with House
Amendmeats 1, 3, 5, 6 and 7. On the motion, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have 1it. The Senate
nonconcurs with the House amendaents. Senate Bill 766, Sena-
tor Lechowicz. Senator Lechowicz on the Floor? (Machine
cutoff)...Carroll, on guardianship and advocacy under the

sponsorship of Senator Lechowicz, did he wish to nonconcur?
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The motion is to...Senator Carroll moves to nonconcur with
House Amendments 1, 2, 3 and 4. On the...motion, those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
nonconcurs with...with the House amendments...Senate Bill
1144, Senate Egan moves to nonconcur with House Amendnment No.
1. on the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes bave i:. The Senate nonconcurs...with House Amendament 1
to Senate Bill 1144, For what purpose does Senator Marovitz
arise?

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you,...very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. Yesterday, I incorrectly nonconcurred with House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 192. So, having voted on the
prevailing side, I would move to reconsider the vote by which
House WApmendment No. 1 was nonconcurred with to Senate...to
Senate Bill 192.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Senator DeAngelis, I am informed by the sponsor
that he inadvertently did not, and the procedure that we
would 1like to follow is to nonconcur and place this back on
the Calendar for consideration tomorrow. Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

@ell, I'm mot sharp on these rules, but was...were we
voting on final passage on that yesterday?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

No, we dié pot. Alright. The motion is to recoansider
the vote by which the Senate nonconcurred, which was pot
final passage and so that the message does not go back to the
House, on House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 192. Oon the
motion to recoasider, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The vote is reconsidered and the matter is
before the Senmate. It will be placed back on ‘the Calendar
for final passage *tomorrow. (Machine cutoff)...sponsor have

Oon...on the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence.
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Does...does any sponsor have a Senate bill that they would
wish to nonconcur with before we start on the Order of
Concurrence. Senator Kelly is recognized.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank...thank you, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. On Sepate Bill 589 I would 1like to not comcur in
House Amendments No. 1 and 2. They've stricken everything
after the enacting clause and really have changed the concept
of the bill, and like to not concur amd send it into a
conference.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Senate Bill 589, on page 11 of your Calendar.
Senator Kelly has moved to nonconcur with House Amendments 1
and 2 to Semate Bill 589. Is there discussion? On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendmesmts 1 and 2, and
the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1146 has to
do with enterprise zones. What has happened is that the
amendment guts the bill. I would like to nonconcur and ask
for that treatment. 1146, Senate Bill 1146.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

«seat the bottom of page 20 of your Calendar is Senate
Bill 1146, and Senator Rupp has moved to nonconcur with House
Ampendment No. 1 *o Semate Bill 1146, Is there discussion of
that motion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendment No. 1.
Senator Denmuzio, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Just a...a parliamentary inquiry. #hat order of business
are we on? Are we going to go down the Calendar numerically,
are we going to skip all over the place? You know, if we're

going to skip all over the place, I think everybody ought to
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know we're going to skip all over the place.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, Senator, we are going to start back with the Order
of Concurrence in a...in a moment where we ended yesterday,
and if the Body wishes, we can go down right from page 1 down
through, but I'm afraid we've done that omce and it was not
very successful. Senator Grotberg, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR GROTBERG:

On the Order of Noncoacurrence, Senate Bill 332. I wish
to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1 and send a message to
the House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Perhaps we should just go right down the Calen-

dar. Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yes, Mr. President, on Senate Bill 949...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright, let's just...let's start right at page 5, and we
vill first handle the nonconcurrences. We'll just go right
down and maybe just save as much tipe. Senate Bill 25, Sena-
tor Lenke. If you wish +0 nonconcur, we are oOb
nonconcurrences. Sepate Bill 63, Senator Netsch. Senate
Bill 187, Senator Demuzio. Senate...Senate Bill 197. Senate
Bill 206, Senator Collins. 242, Senator Luft...or Senator
Bloom. Bloom or Luft, do you wish to nonconcur? 310, Sena-
tor Vadalabene. 325, Senator Demuzio. On nonconcurrence,
Senator, I think you wish to concur, do you not? Alright.
325, Senator Demnmuzio. Senate Bill 332, Senator Grotbherg.
Senator Grotherg moves to nonconcur with House Amendment No.
1 to Senate Bill 332. Discussion of that motion? Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The éenate
nonconcurs with House Awmendment No. 1. Senator Collins, you

were off the Floor when we called Senat=s Bill 206. Do you
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wish to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 22 Hold. 342,
Senator Berman, do you wish to nonconcur? 357, Senator
Marovitz, do you wish to nbnconcur? 359, Senator Kustra, do
you wish to nonconcur? 419, Senator Berman. Senator Berman,
on 419 do you wish to nonconcur? 428, Senator Sangmeister.
Senator Sangmeister on the Floor?...do you wish to noncoacur
with that or concur? 428, Senator. I...the staff indicates
that you wish to comcur, so we'll get back to you on that
one. 454, Senator Dawson. For what purpose does Senator
Lepke arise?

SENATOR LEMKE:

Point of personal privilege. I'd like to introduce in
the gallery the Senior Citizen Garfield Ridge in...in the
23rd Ward. I ask them to rise and be recognized by the
Senate.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Will our guests from Garfield Ridge please rise and be
recognized by the Senate. (Machine cutoff)...Senator Dawson,
do you wish to nonconcur? House Bill 457, Senator Dawson.
House Bill 485, Senator Marovitz, do you wish to nonconcur?
Public Utilities Act, payment of delinquencies...alright.
492, Senator Rupp. 496, Senator Fawell, do you wish to
nonconcur? Children and Family Services. Do you vwishk to
nonconcur, Senator? Alright, well, we'll get back to concur-
rence in a moment. I...if I might have the attention of the
Body, it's goimng to be a very lomg day, and if we can be
alert to your bills on the Order of Secretary's Desk Concur-
rence, if you wish to nonconcur. We will get kack to passage
stage in a moment. We are on page 10 of the Calendar at
Senate Bill 500. Senate Bill 504, Senator Jerome Joyce, do
you wish to nonconcur? 511, Senator Darrow. 512, Senator
Savickas, do you wish +to nonconcur? 513, Senator Kustra.
520, Senator Lemke. 531, Senator Samith, do you wish to

nonconcur? Alright. 536, Senator Collins. 547, Senator
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Netsch. 568, Senator Holmberg. 571, Sena*or Fawell. 574,
Senator Jerome Joyce, vacant lots, do you wish to nonconcur?
Senate Bill 576, Senator Jerome Joyce. 582, Senator Bloon.
598, Senator Marovitz. Senator Bloom, do...do you wish to
nonconcur, Senator? Senator Bloom. Alrigh+t. 599, Senator
Harovitz. 607, Senator Vadalabene. Alright. 613, Senator
D'Arco. HNotion by...motion by Semator D*'Arco on Senate Bill
613 that the Senate nonconcur with House Amendment No. 3. On
the motion, +those im favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendment No. 3.
The Secretary shall so inform the House. 619, Senator
Kustra. 620, Senator Egan. Senator Egan moves to nonconcur
with House Amendment No. 3 %o Senate Bill 620. On the
motion, discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendment
No. 3, and the Secretary shall so inform the House. 621,
Senator Hall...do you...alright. 628, Sena*or D'Arco. 638,
Sepnator Chew. 644, Senator Sommer, do you wish to nomconcur?
645, Senator Sommer...669, Senator Collins, hiqh school com-
puter requirements, do you wish to nonconcur? House...Senate
Bill 673, Senator HNedza, intertrack simulcast waging,
nonconcurrence? Senate Bill 678, Senator Degnan. 696, Sena-
tor PFriedland, nonconcur?...709, Senator Grotberg. Humane
care of animals, Senator Grotkerg, do you wish to wnonconcur?
Alright. 719, Senator Egan. 721, Senator Geo-Karis. U.S.
Cable, Inc. has requested 1leave to film ¢the proceedings.
They are working with Senator Geo-Karis. Is there leave?
Leave is granted...726, Senator Lemke, Illinois-Michigan
Canal Natiomnal Corridor, do you wish to nonconcur? Alright.
Just on nonconcurrence, Gentlenmen. 727, Senator Je;ome
Joyce. 728, Semnator Jeremiah Joyce. 736, Senator Marovitz.
738, Senator Vadalabene. Senator...on Senate Bill 728,
Senate Bill 728, Senator Jeremiah Joyce moves to nonconcur

with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 728. Oon the
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motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendment No. 1.
Senate Bill...and the Secretary shall so inform the House.
738, Senator Vadalabene, do...alright. 749. Senator
Vadalabene moves...on 749, Gentlemen and Ladies, 749, the
motion is to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 749. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate NONCONCUTIS. Senate
Bill 757, Senator HMahar...Senate Bill 768, Senator D'Arco.
776, Senator Berman. Senate Bill 787, Senator Sangmeister.
794, Senator Holmberg, epinephrine...807, Senator Watson,
nonconcur? 814, Senator ¥Weaver. 824, Senator Jeremiah
Joyce, classification of real property and homestead exemp-
tion. House Anmendment...or Senate Bill 834, Senator Degnan.
Alright, on 824 the Chair is informed tha* Senator Jerenmiah
Joyce wishes to nonconcur with House Amendment 1 to...Senate
Bill 824, On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs with House
Amendment No. 1 to Sepate Bill 824, and the Secretary shall
so inform the House. 852, Senator Davidson...Senator D'Arco,
for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR D?ARCO:

Mr. President, I made the wrong motion on 613. It...it
should be a concur motion instead of a noncomncur. #hat do I
do reconsider it or how...how do ve do this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Alright. If I might have the attention of the Body,
on...613, on page 12 of your Calendar, we have nonconcurred
and the sponsor indicates that that was the improper motion.
He has now moved...we will not go to the concurrence immedi-
ately but later on in the day. The motion...move to recoan-
sider the vote by which the Senate nonconcurred with House
Amendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 613, On the motion, those in

favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
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reconsiders that vote and Senator D'ARrco withdraws his
motion. Oon page 16, 859, Senator Dawsonm, tax liability and
exenptions. 860, Senator Marovitz. 864, Sena*or Vadalabene,
on a...alright. 866, Senator Marovitz. 882, Jerome Joyce.
Alright. 883, Senator Macdonald, do you wish to noncomcur?
891, Senator Bloom. 910...910, Senator Kustra. 919, Senator
Zito. Motionmn by Senator Zito on Semate Bill 919 that we
nonconcur with House Amendments 1 and 3. On the motion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senate nonconcurs with House Amendments 1 and 3. 924, Sena-
tor Rigney, Vehicle Code reorganization, do you wish to
nonconcur? 931, Senator Buzbee. 938, Senator Netsch. s42,
Senator Barkhausen. 949, Senator DeAngelis. Senator
DeAngelis moves to nonconcur with House Amendment 1 to Senate
Bill 949. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Sena*e nonconcurs. 951, Senatﬁr
schuneran, do you wish to nonconcur? 962, Sepator Kelly, do
you wish to nonconcur? 974, Senator Davidson. 981, Senator
Demuzio, do you wish +to nonconcur? #aste oil and oil.
Alright. He seem to be not getting many nonconcurrence. If
I might have your attention, on page 17. Are there any Sena-
tors that wish to nonconcur with any bill on page 172 Aamy
takers on page 18, Senate Bills...1002 through 1035, sponsors
Zito, Holmberg, Collins, Darrow, Darrow, Vadalabene,
Lechowicz, Hall, Holmberg, Egan or Demuzio? Do any of you
sponsors wish to nonconcur? On page 19, Senators Savickas,
Weaver, Weaver, Watson, Davidson, Kustra, Schaffer,
Schuneman, Sangmeis:er or Jerome Joyce wish to nonconcur with
any of those bills on page 19 of your Calendar? On page 20
of your Calendar, Secnate sponsorship of Senate Bills 1098
through 1146 with Senator Bloom, Rock, Vadalabene, Kent,
Carroll, Marovitz, Etheredge, Lemke, Schaffer, Luft and
Schaffer. Any of you sponsors wish to nonconcur? Senator

Vadalabene is recognized.
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

¥No. Only that you mnissed Senate Bill 1078. #as that
intentional?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BROUCE)

Oh, didn't intend to. We're calling a page at a tinme
now, Senator, to speed up the process. 1078. Alright, on
page 21, Senate Bills 1147 through 1254, Maitland, Jones,
Rupp, Rupp, Bloom, Rock, Macdonald, Joyce, Joyce, Newhouse
and Schaffer. Do any of you sponsors wish “o noncomcur with
your bills? Page 21...page 21. Page 22, SponsSors are
Demuzio, Weaver, Watson, Philip, Rock, Degnan, Schaffer,
Rock, Holmberg;  D'Arco, Vadalabene and Bruce. ADy spon-
SOrS...S5enator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

1263.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

On the...on...Senate Bill 1263, on page 22 of your Calen-
dar, Senator Weaver has...moved to nonconcur with House
Amendment No. 2. On the motion, those in favor say Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate mnonconcurs with
House Amendment No. 2, and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. On page 23, the sponsors are Newhouse, Nedza,
Maitland and Bloon. Do you sponsors wish to nonconcur?
Alright. Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Page 23.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

{(Machine cutoff)...going to stay on concurrencss for
awhile rather than going to House bills. We would like
to...alright, yesterday...if I might have the attention, we
are now going to the Order of...of Concurrences on Senate
bills with House amendments. We left off...yesterday on page
10 of your Calendar is Senate Bill 485. VYesterday, there was

a mistake in the Message and Senator Sangmeister sought and




Page 18 - JUNE 29, 1983

received leave on Senate Bill 428, four bills above that. We
will pick up 428 and then start at 485 and go through the end
of the Calendar om concurrences. Senator Sangmeister on
Senate Bill 428 is recognized for the purpose of a motion.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, thank you. I guess we got the right Message fron
the House this time. This 1is on the preliminary heariag
bill, and the amendwen% that we didn'* have, Amendment No. 1,
sinply states if there's delay occasioned by the defendant,
of course, then the thirty-day period or the sixty-day period
has to be extended. And Amendment No. 2 just makes it clear
that you either go to a preliminary hearing or if, in fact,
you've been before the grand jury, of course, then the pre-
liminary hearing isn't necessary. Those are both very good
amendments in my opinion, and I would at this time move that
the Senate concur in House Amendments No. 1 and No. 2 +to
Senate Bill 428,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate concur with House Amendmsbdts 1 and 2 to
Senate Bill 428. 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 58, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does concur With House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate
Bill 428, and the bill having received the required constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 485, Senator
Marovitz. Senator Marovitz is recognized...for wha* purpose
does Senator Buzbee arise?

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Just an ingquiry, Mr. President. Can we safely assume now
that we can...that we can throw away yesterday's computer
printout, and everything that's still on the Calendar is in

today's, is *that correct?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

., That 1is correct. 1f I...Senator Buzbee brings a very
good point. We have a new concurrence printout on your desk.
It includes all bills still on the Calendar, and so you may
throw away the concurrence list we had yesterday. As you
know, later on in the day and then later omn in the Session we
start developing new lists, and so we...but this...today we
vere able to clear off everything and start a...this is list
number one, it is pink. VYesterday's color was green, today
is pink, and we will change the colors every time we get a
new one, but you can remove the gfeen one. Merry Christemas.
485, Senator Marovitz is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very mnmuch, Mr. President and members of the
Senate., I would move that the Senate do concur in House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 485. All it does is clarify
that the arrearages im wutility costs not paid shall be
remitted by the receiver appointed by the court from the col-
lected rents, and I would ask for concurrence with this
agreed amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The motion is that we concur. Is
there discussion? Is there discussion? The gquestion is,
shall the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 485. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? (Machine cut-
off)...voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, 1 voting Present. Senate
Bill...the Senate does concur vwith House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 485, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 492,
Senator Rupp. Senator Rupp is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR BUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that we concur with
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Amendment W¥No. 6 to Sena*e Bill 492. I also have two
nonconcurs, though. Take the nonconcurs first?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, if we could take the nonconcurrences first, it
will handle...then we will get to the...
SENATOR RUPP:

I*d like to move that we nonconcur in Amendments 2 and 3
to Senate Bill 492.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion by Senator Bupp is to nonconcur with House
Amendments 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 492. Is there discussion
of that motion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendments 2
and 3. Senator Rupp is recognized.

SENATOR RUPP:

I'd like to now concur with Amendment...House Amendment
No. 6 to Senate Bill 492. What this does is to add a member
from each side of the aisle, both Houses, %o the Insurance
Laws Study Commission.

PBESIDING'OPPICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to concur with House Amendment No. 6.
Discussion? Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'*ARCG:

Senator Rupp, my readou* indicates that it adds four
additional members.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Yes, sir. One from each side of the aisle, each House,
is four. One Republican here, one Democrat here. One Repub-
lican in the House and one...what's the other party iam the
House?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DYArco.
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SENATOR D'ARCO:

I just would like to know, why do...why do you think we
need four additional menmbers?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BERUCE)

Senator BRupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

The work of the Insurance lLaws Study Coamission is so
challenging <that we've had some additional =requests for
membership.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I heard that last ansver, I vas impressed by that.
Aren't there @pore...nevw commissions added? Weren't there
some new cogmissions added im it? Oh, I'm sorry. I...I usu-
ally hang on Senator Rupp's every word, but I pissed that one
I guess. You nonconcaurred. Okay, thank you. I withdraw the
question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATOR BRUCE)

Well, Semator Schuneman, I...I think everyone should be
apprised, and I don't want to pick on Senator Rupp's bill,
but obviously ve are going to coancur with an amendment and
this could be, in fact,...final passage if the House recedes
from the House amendment, so everyone should be aware of that
possibility. Senator Rupp has moved to concur with Apendment
No. 6 to...House Amendment No. 6 to Senate Bill 492. 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 tha: question, the Ayes are 48, the Nays
are 10, none voting Present. Senate Bill...the House...the
Senate does concur with House Amendment No. 6 to Senate Bill
492, and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. (Machine cutoff)...is not

passed. The Senate concurs with House Amendment No. 6, and
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the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senate Bill 496,
Senator Fawell. Senator Pawell is recognized for a motionmn.
SENATOR FAWELL:

I would like to concur in Amendment No...House Amendment
No. 1, 2 and 3. This is a DCFS bill and these are basically
technical ampmendments that have been asked by the agency %o
place on this bill. One is...allows parent's fees to be
assessed from the date of placement rather than the commit-
ment of cour:t costs...court, and authorizes...DCFS use of
brivate agencies for collection of deslingquent fees. House
Amendment 2 is...assures that no client shall be refused
child welfare services solely for nonpayment of parent fees.
And House...Anendment No. 3 removes the Attorney General from
enforcement responsibilities continuing the responsibility
with state's attorneys.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, Senator Fawell, House Apmendment No. 3, why are we
eliminating the referral of cases for parental nonpay-
ment...why are ve taking the Attorney General out?
What...that's a little more than technical. It seems to be
a little more than a substantial departure from the policy
that's in...in effect now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

According...according to the departmemt, this was at the
request of the Attorney General, and it is back with the
state's attorney, which is where it has been before.
PﬂESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Fawell has moved that
the Senate concur with House Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to Senate

Bill...Senator Demuzio.
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SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, I haven't heard anything from Attorney General,
maybe somebody else has. I mean, I just don®t understand why
ve're doing that. If the sponsor can enlighten me as to why
we are repoving the Attorney General from...I'nR not sure vwe
vant to do that. I mean, what's...what's the rationale for
that, Senator?

PBRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOB FAWELL:

My...Dy assumption...the rationale is that he's...he's
got a lot more to do besides run around trying to be a
collection agency, which is really the position that this
would put it...put him in.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Yes, I have another gquestion, just a moment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, 4if I might assist Senator Fawell, the current
responsibility rests with the state's attorney, and this was
being moved to the Attorney General's Office, and it could be
quite cumbersome. I'm not so sure that it's not a request
from the Attorney Genmeral.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, I'm always hesitant to insert myself into something
of which I know nothing about. However, that's a rather
common occurrence on this Ploor, so I'11 participate once
again. I have had some limited experience with this in a

situation...a comnstituent of mine where her husband was not
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paying his support payments, and, in fact, the Attorney Gen-
eral does keep an attorney in the local Department of Public
Aid Office to help in that enforcement. So, I'm not at all
sure that we want to do this either, and...and I, gquite
frankly, would like to hear from the Attorney General before
I'm asked to vote on this. It looks to me like it's a major
change in...in policy.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

I will take it out of the record, but this is...has noth-
ing to do with public aid or...or child support. This is a
bill on foster care that DCSF bas...puts the kids in the
foster care, and it's...it's requiring parents, such as in my
county, who could well afford to pay €for +this foster care
rather than dumping it on the State. There is...there is the
second amendment which says that no child will be deprived of
foster care because the parents can't pay, but my feeling is,
parents in my county should be paying and have been walking
avay from this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Take it out of the record. Senate Bill 500.
Is there leave for Senator Degnan to handle that bill? Leave
is granted. Senator Degnan is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move to concur with
House Amendwment No. 1 which takes Chicago out of the bill.
The bill itself pertains to the clustering of precincts and
provides only one judge per precinct in a clustered precinct
unless the election authority deems otherwise.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

Discussion? Discussion? Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah. Well, Senator Degnan, is a clustered precinct not
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a clustered precinct because it's in Chicago?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:
No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Then why are we taking Chicago out of i*?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

*Cause the House ip its wisdom thought it didn't apply to
Chicago.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question...the motion is to concur with House Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 500. On the motion, those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The vo<ting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 46, the Nays are 9,
none voting Present. Senate...the Senate does concur with
House Amendment No. 1 *o Senate Bill 500, the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 504, Senator Jerome Joyce. Senator
Jerome Joyce is recognized for a motion. Water supply rate.
Do you wish to do nothing? Alright. 511, Senator Darrow.
Senator Darrow is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR DARROW:

I would move the Senate concur in the House amendment to
Senate Bill 511, What the amendment does is provide that a
teacher if elected to serve as president of a State-wide
teachers' organization be granted, wupon his written con-
sent...or request, a leave of absence of up to four years.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Is there discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, members of the Senate. This
mandates, of course, school boards to...to grant this leave
of absence. I wvonder if the sponsor would respond to a gques-
tion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Maitlarnd.
SENATOR HAITLAND:

Senator Darrow, explain to the Body, if yow will, Just
vhat's involved with...with the leave. What...what does the
board have to extend to the teacher for that period of time?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUOCE)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROWN:

Well, I would assume this would pertain to one individual
who would be elected on a State-wide basis to head the teach-
ers' organization, and he would be granted a leave of
absence. Not having served on a school board, I'm not that
familiar with all the benefits...other than the fact that he
would be able to resume his teaching position and the bene-
fits following his service as head of the national...or the
State teachers' organization.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

This means, Senator Darrow, that upon completion of that
term of office, the school board then would have to find a
place for this teacher I would imagine?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Darrovw.

SENATOR DARROW:
That would be my understanding.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Could...how does this affec* the...the pension? Does the
pension time continue during this four years?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

No, it would not.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator...Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

It does not?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

No, it's my understanding it does not. It...this is
similar to the legislation we have that says if a teacher is
elected to the General Assembly, they are granted a leave and
can go back. I know that that's happened on mnumerous occa-
sions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE BRUCE)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, I...I'm not totally sure of that, and I will accept
that answer. I guess my concern is, I don't know how much
farther we can extend this. I understand what we do for
legislators who serve down here. I think when we...when we
tend to move in this direction toward union leaders,
it's...it's hard telling where we're going to stop, and I
think the Body should address this issue today and...and
defeat this amendment to conmcur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Darrow, do you wish to close?

SENATOBR DARROW:
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Yes, I...I would feel that we should concur with this
amendment. This pertains to...will pertain to one indi-
vidual, and that's the teacher who is elected to the State-
vide teachers! organization. All we're doing is granting hin
a leave of absence so he can serve in that capacity and then
return to his teaching duties. I would feel, if it was oy
school district, it would be somewhat of an honor and I would
think the school board would be happy to have this power and
this privilege to have one of their members serve in that
capacity. I'd ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall...shall the Senate concur with
House Amendment No. 1 to Senmate Bill 511. On that question,
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 46, the Nays are 12, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur with House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 511, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 512,
Senator Savickas. Senmator Savickas is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I move that
we do concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 512.
This amendment was put on by Representative Diana ¥Nelsomn, and
it states that the corporate officers of any business or
enterprise defined as a small business under paragraph B,
Section 3 of the Illinois Small Business Purchasing Act, as
amended and employed by the corporation, may elect to with-
draw themselves as individuals from the operatiocn of this Act
according to provisions of paragraph C, Section 2 of this
Act. Upon election by the corporate officers to withdraw,

written notice shall be provided to the commission...of...amn
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insurance carrier of such election to withdraw, which elec-
tion shall be effective upon receipt by the insurance carrier
of such written notice. A corporate officer who thereafter
elects to resume coverage under the Act as an individual
shall provide written notice of such election to the commis-
sion and insurance carrier, vhich election shall be cffectiive
upon receipt by the insurance carrier of such written notice.
I would move to adopt...to concur with House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 512.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to concur. Discussion? Senator Schunenman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the sponsor, Hr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Semnator Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

I tried to pay attention to what you said, and...and as I
heard the explanation, if a corporate officer wants to opt
out of coverage under worker's compensation, that under this
bill, he need pmerely give wri:ten notice to both the insur-
ance carrier and the industrial commission, and that if he
later at some time wants to opt back in, he need simply
repeat the process, is that...is that a correct understand-
ing, Senator? ‘

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BROUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

That would be @y understanding of the amendment. The

bill itself was very simple. It allowed the corporate offi-

cer...this is for a small ma and pa businesses where they own

a grocery store, a tavern or some small business where both-

the husband and wife or +he childrem work im the business.
It would allow them to withdraw from participating in the

Workmen's Compensation Act...Representative Nelson's amend-
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ment seems to add a detailed...detailed way of doing this and
getting back in. I personally see nothing wrong with the
amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

No, in f;ct, I think the amendment really strengthens the
bill, Senator, and I think that this is a workable thing now,
and it's the right thing to do, and I'd urge suppor:t of it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

#ill the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Bermsan.

END OF REEL
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REEL #2

SENATOR BERMAN:

The definition of small business that I think it is,
ve're talking about companies that have up to fifty eaployees
and four million dollars of sales. I1f they opt out of
workmen's comp., what happens to the fifty employees? As
part of my question, what's the position of labor on this?
They support this amendment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

I have no idea if labor supports it. Senator, you may be
right...I...this is nevs to me. The...the purpose of this
bill originally and at this point is to allow ‘those people
that have their own personal business, ma and pa stores where
the husband and wife and maybe the children working in the
business to be able to elect to withdraw from paying the
vorkmen's conmpensation insurance, because the theory behind
that is that they never wuse it, they never collect,
they...vhen they take a day off it affects their own income.
I've been informed by our staff that it's only individuals
and not full companies that could elect to withdraw.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill S12. Oon the motion, those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting 1is open.
(Machine cutoff)...all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 56,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
concur with House Amendmen:t No. 1 to Senate Bill 512, amd

the bill having received the required constitutional majority
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'is declared passed. Senate Bill 513, Senator Kustra. Sena-
tor Kustra is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR KOUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would like to nonconcur on
three of these amendments and concur om one. So I would move
that the Senate nonconcur on House Amendmen*s 2, 3 and 6.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that the Senate nonconcur with House Amend-
ments 2, 3 and 6 to Senate Bill 513. On that motion, is
there discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it and the Senate noncomcurs with Rouse Amendments
2, 3 and 6 to Senate Bill 513. Senator Kustra.

SENATOR KOUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Sepate. Then
on final action for House Amendment No. 5, I would move that
we concur. The bill itself authorized joint building programs
for residential facilities and it authorized school districts
to provide for these. The amendment which was adopted in the
House was adopted at the request of the Child Care Associa-
tion. It deletes the requirement that the joint building
agreements be approved by the advisory council on the edu-
cation of handicapped children and instead places in the
hands of the State superintendent the authority to approve or
deny the proposal. It also provides that any establishment
of a residential facility under the bill shall use the exist-
ing State and private facili*ies whenever possible. I would
move for concurrence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)

All rtight. Senator Kustra has nmoved to concur with House
Anmendment No. 5 to Semate Bill 513. 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are 1, 1 voting

present. And the Senate does concur with House Amendment No.
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6eooWitheaoWwith 5...House Amendment No. 5 to Senate Bill 513.
The Secretary shall so inform the House. Senate Bill 520,
Senator Lenke. Senate Bill 531, Senator Smith. Senator
Smith. Senator Smith is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I vote that <the Sepate do
concur with this amendnent. Senate Bill 531
merely...this...amendment sinply changes the schedule for the
incremental increases to take effect. It changes the effec-
tive date from +the immediate to January 1st, 1984 delaying
the increases accordingly. And I nmove for its passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to concur with House Amendment No. 1.
Discussion? Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

de've debated the bill so I don*t rise to debate it, but
this is the opinisum wage increase. I let all *he Republicans
know it only passed with 32 Aye votes the first time. I
don't intend to debate it, I just vant to make sure
everybody knows which it is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 +to
Senate Bill 531. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 39, the Nays are 16,
2 voting Present. The Senate does concur with House Amend-
ment No. to Senmate Bill 531, and the bill having received
the required comstitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 547, Senator Netsch. Senator HNetsch is recog-
nized for a motion.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, MNr. President. I would move to concur in
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House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 547, The bill
iSes.is one which redefined and clarified the status of the
Illinois Industrial Developmen:t Authority as a State agency.
The amendments placed on by the House allowed the money that
had already been obtained by IIDA, the 1Illinois Industrial
Development Authority, prior %o June 30th, 1983 to remain in
their own treasury. From that point forward, all their
funds, because it 1is clear they are a State agency, would
have to be deposited in the State Treasury although they're
still protected. The second amendment would reaffirm that
the debt issued by the TIllinois Industrial Development
Authority does not...or that any of the asendments being made
in this Act would not affect the status of bonds already
issued by the 1Illinois 1Indus*rial Development Authority.
The...they are of course mnot State obligations, they are
revenue bonds. This confirms, reaffirms, protects and
restates that which has already been stated many times but
the agency vanted it once again. I would move the adoption
of...no, I'm sorry, I would move that the Senate concur in
House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 547.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. A question, Senator Netsch.
Senator Netsch, does this resolve the problem that the Audi-
tor General had and also maintain the revolving fund nature
of IIDA in their authorization?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Netsche.

SENATOR NETSCH:

I'm...ny assumption is that it does, Senator Heaver.' My
message from the Legislative Audit Commission which of course
works with the Auditor General on these bills, and this is a

Legislative Audit Commission bill, says that the amendment
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vas requested by IIDA as a result of an audit exception. And
S0 I...it is my understanding that it...it responds to that
audit exception.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Netsch
has moved that the Senate concur with House Amendments 1 and
2 to Sepate Bill 547. Those 1in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting 1is open. (Machine cut-~
off)e...voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted wvho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 56, the Nays...57...the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur with House Apendments 1 and
2 to Senate Bill 547 and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 568,
Senator Holmberg. Senator Holmberg ‘is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

I wish to concur with this amendment. This is exactly
the amendment we put on and passed out of here which exempts
those handicapped...adult children who are already on public
aid.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? The Gquestion
is, shall the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 568. 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 54, the Nays are 2, nopne voting Present. The Senate does
copcur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 568, and
the bill having received the required constitutiosal majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 571, Senator Fawell. Sena-
tor Fawell is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I would like to concur with...
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

I just want you...Senator Fawell, we...our leprechaun 1is
back, and as we clear the board of the prior bill's vote, it
is now turning off your microphone so it is not intentional
on anybody's part. As soon as We...know...know that we can
turn your microphone back on. We have never been able to find
him but he is in there somewhere. Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Okay. Y...I would 1like to concur with the amend-
ment...it's a technical amendment. There was some language
accidentally underlined. It is a new Act and so there should
be absolutely no underlining at all in the Act.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate concﬁr with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 571, Those 1in 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 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
571, and the bill baving received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 574, Senator Jerome
Joyce. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please. Oh, Senator
Jerome Joyce. A
SENATOR JBROME JOYCE:

I'n sorry. Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 1
exXxempts the provisions of the bill from the State Mandate's
Act. What this is, is the...it provides that the platting
and subdivision of 1lands after January 1, 1978 not
be...increased even...even though they put sidewalks and
streets and curbs and gutters until the property is sold. 1t
iS...the amendment is fine, it jus:t exempts i+ from the State
ﬁandate's Acte

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall the
Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 574.
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 56, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The Sena*te does concur with
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 574, aund the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 576, Senator Jercme Joyce. You are
recognized for a motion.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, it'’s the...it creates a Veterimary Examining and
Disciplinary Board. It was what the R and E wanted on the
Veterinary Medicine and Surgery Practice Act. I would mnove
to concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The wpotion 1is to concur. Discussion? The question is,
shall the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 576. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote HNay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
wvho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
58, the Nays are @none, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill
576...the Senate does concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 576, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 582,
Senator Bloon. Is Senator Bloom on the Floor? Senator
Bloom. 598, Senator Marovitz. 599, Senator Marovitz. Ch,
Senator Marovitz, I did not see you. Senator Marovitz is
recognized for a motion on...Senate Bill 598.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President, umembers of the
Senate. I would move that the Senate do concur in House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 598. It makes no substantive

changes' at all, only some technical changes in the language
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that were incorrect in the Senate amendments, and I would
move for the concurrence of House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 598.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall
the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
598. 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 58,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
concur with House Amendmen: No. 1 to Senate Bill 598, and the
bill having received the reguired constitutional majority is
declared passed. For what purpose...Senator Jeremiah Joyce
arise?

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Inguiry of the Chair. Mr. President, these notes that
were handed out in caucus yesterday on the Daniels Progranm,
shall we keep studying them or would it be all right to throw
then avay?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BROUCE)

There®ll be word on that 1later today I‘n sure.
Just...just keep them, they may be a great souvenir.
Senate...Senate Bill 599, Senator HMarovitz, you are recog-
nized for a motion.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. I would move that the Senmate do concur in House
Amendment No. 1...1 and 3 to Senate Bill 599. They authorize -
the State Fire Marshal %o take funds tha* are already in
existence and...and graot them to fire protection...districts
for the purpose of purchasing fire protection equipment, and
1 would move that we do concur in this...these two House
amendments to Semate Bill 599.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Is there discussion? Senator Hahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and menmbers of the Senate. Will
the sponsor yield for a question or two?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Senator Marovitz, this looks like a familiar bill of the
past that seemed to fail., There's a guestion of cost, number
one. Apd number twvwo, a question of the State Fire Marshal
being able to admirister this. Can you answer that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MABROVITZ:

Yes, I spoke to the State Fire Marshal this morning. He
and the'people from his office came to me and they said that
they desperately wanted this. The funds were already in
existence, +hat there was no new expenditure of State funds
but they wanted the authorization to make these grants to
fire protection districts for the purchase of fire protection
equipment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Where are the funds coming from?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

It is my understanding that these are already State funds
that have...that have been authorized.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Somebody over here just said Federal funds,
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I...they...okay, if that's the case.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE})
Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

The Federal funds amendment is imn Amendment 3 and it pro-
vides specifically that no expenditure of State funds can be
made from the Grant Fund for...for grants of Federal funds.
So that'®s...we took that out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Referring to House Amendnent No. 1, this was
a...amendment that was placed on a...a bill that I had here
in the House and vwe...and we took the amendment off in the
House and the...the...the amendment and the legislation that
I sponsored dealt this authority to the Departmeamt of Conser-
vation. Tell me a little about this? Is the fire wmarshal
going to totally administer the program or exactly how is
this going to be handled?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Yes, the departament...the Department of Conservation has
nothing to do with this, this is just the State Fire
Marshalt's Office.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

I have a gquestion to the Chair then. This is
final...this will be final passage then?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

That is correct.

SENATOR WATSON:

Okay. Then I'd like to speak against this.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSOMN:

Well, we passed out of here legislation, I think it was
58...57 to nothing to continue the rural fire protection pro-
gram to be administered by the Department of Comservation in
cooperation with the fire marshal's office. This legislation
vent *o the House and was amended in the House %0...with this
particular amendment, sponsored by...by Senator Marovitz,
House Anmendment No. 1. The...the Department of Conservation
currently administers this program. It?s a Federally pro-
gram...Federally funded program administered by the Depart-
ment of Conservation. What we did was to allow for two and
a half percent of the Fire Protection Fund to come out of
that...of the fire marshal's office to continue this as a
State supported...State supported program. Now the fire. mar-
shal has come in and he wants this for himself. Now I see no
need for this because conservation has been doing this, I
believe, since the inception of the program, which is 1974.
The Federal money...there's a good possibility the Federal
money will dry up and therefore we wanted to continue the
program with the State supported fands. The Department of
Conservation has been doing this, I see no reason at all for
the fire marshal's office to...to try to take this for thenm-
selves vhen...when we got an agency already providing the
services., 1 think it's...it's a waste of time and monmey, aad
I would urge a No vote on this particular...Senate Bill 599.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SE}?ATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Nedza. May wve have sone
order, please. Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President. A gquestion of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield.
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SENATOR NEDZA:

Senator Harovitz, perhaps you canm clarify. 1In the amend-
ment, the first amendment, it authorizes the State Fire Mar-
shal to make grants to gualified fire departments of fire
protection districts, et cetera, et cetera and et cetera.
But in House Amendment No. 2...it eliminates the...the
expenditure of any State grants or Federal grants. Could you
clarify that for me, if you will, please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Yeah, Jjust to correct you. It is House Amendment 3 and
it..and it says that no expenditure of State funds can be
made from the fund for grants if Federal funds are available
for the purpose. So we're saving the State fund if the Fed-
eral funds are available.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Nedza. Further discussion? Senator Demuzio, did
you wish to comment on this? Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

I just want to concur with Senator Watson's assessment of
the bill before us and the amendments. We’ve done very well
vith the Department of <Conservation's involvement, and I
would rise in opposition to the concurrence of Amendments 1
and...and 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further...Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I also concur in what Senator Watson and Senator
Denmuzio says and I also rise in opposition.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz may close.
SENATOR MARBROVITZ:

Well, obviously this is a fight over turf, that's what
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I'nm hearing. This is a House amendpent, it wasn't @y idea.
It*'s a fight over turf, it is....most of the money comes out
of the Fire Insurance Premium Fund, and it is for the pur-
pose of purchasing fire prevention equipment which obviously
the State Fire Marshal's Office has the most knowledge aboui
and wmost expertise in. And...this is not...not a fight over
dollars, the State Fire Marshal's Office is...has a great
amount of knowledge in this...XI...I really see no...no
serious problem with this, and I would ask for anm affirmative
roll call just to make sure that we can buy fire prevention
equipment out of...the Fire Insurance Prevention Fund and
that the State Fire Marshal®s Office can do this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate concur with House
Anendments 1 and 3 to Senate Bill 599. 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 14,
the Nays are 38, 4 voting Present. The Senate nonconcurs
with House Amendments 1 and 3 to Sepmate Bill 599 and the
Secretary shall so inform the House. Senate Bill 607, Sena-
tor Vadalabene. Senator Vadalabene 1is recognized for a
motion. Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, House Apmendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 607. This
amendment is identical to the original Senmate Bill 310 that
this Body passed out by a vote of 58 to 1. The amendment
merely repeals a provision stating nothing in the Act prohib-
its a colony from abolishing the elective office of coroner.
The office could still be abolished by Constitutional Article
VII, paragraph 4C. This amendment removes the unneeded lan-
guage and the amendment is supported by the Illinois Cor-
oners' Association. And I concur with House Ameandment No. 1

to Senate Bill 607.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is,
shall the Semate concur with House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill
607. 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 2, 1 voting Present. The Senate does concur
with House Apendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 607, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 613, Senator DY'Arco. Sebate
Bill 619, Senator Kustra. Senmate Bill 621, Senator Hall.
Senator Hall opn the Floor? Senate Bill 628, Senator D'Arco.
Senate Bill 638, Senator Chew. Senator Chew 1is recognized
for a motion. Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:

Mr. President...lir. President, I'd move tha* the Senate
concur in the amendment from the House. The amend-
ment...House amendment adopts the Federal bumper standards
for the vehicles of the first division weighing nine thousand
pounds or less. 1It's a Federal standard and I would ask its
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, I'm not in particularly enamored with the Federal
standards. Those are the folks that gave us the eighty thou-
sand pound trucks, you know, and so just because it's the
Federal standards, don't necessarily make it no good bill.
Now, I don't know what the standards are for vehicles of nine
thousand pounds or less and *‘heir certain bumper requirements
but perhaps the Senator...could explain to us.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Chew.

SENATOR CHEW:
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This was brought to our attention by the Illinois Depart-
ment of Transportation and the State police. It has here,
four thousand five bundred pounds and under cross weight is
twenty-four inches and four thousand five-o-one toseven thou-
sand five hundred is _twenty-seven inches. Seven thousand
five hundred and ope through nine thousand is twenty-eight
inches, that is the Federal standard. We mus* adopt the Fed-
eral standard, Senator, in order to not to jeopardize the
Federal funds for the highways. So, when this bill was
passed, we did not have it; when it was brought to our atten-
tion, it was agreed that the House would put this amendment
on and it's just a matter of compliance.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

I 1love that one, Charlie, you know we...we've had that
one rammed to us so many times; if we don't do what the Feds
tell us, we're going to lose our highway funds. I don*'t have
any idea if you're...if you're...if your bill is a good idea
or not. But I?11 tell you what, I'm going to vote Ko and I'nm
going to chance losing those Federal highway funds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Chew, The question 1is,
shall the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 638. 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 Nays are 2, 7 voting
Present. The Senate does concur wi*h House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 638, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Hall was
off the Floor on Senate Bill 621. Is there leave to return
to that bill? Leave is granted. Senator Hall is recogmnized

on a motion on Senate Bill 621.
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SENATOR BALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gen*lemen of the
Senate. I move to concur with Senate Amendments 1 and 3
and...on Senate Bill 621, I think Senator Schaffer has sone
comment on Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer is recognized.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I don't think
there's anything wrong with Amendment No. 3, but Amendment
No. 1, if we could address them separately, there are some
real problems with. I suspect that this is...started out as
sort of an easement bill and now we've got some language from
Representative Jaffe that would extremely limit the Depart-
ment of Mental Health and Developnental Disahilifies
of...ability to shift clients betwveen institutions and from
institutions. Put a...literally unworkable turden on the
director of <the Department of Mental Health and the vari-
ous...facility directocrs. For one thing, the director would
have to see that wherever the client was sent was not in
violation of any Federal, State or local law, which I guess
means if you sent a person from a State institution to a CLF
in Highland Park, and that CLF had a...a fire extinguisher
that had just recently 1lost part of its charge that the
facility director was.guilty of a crine.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

May we have some order, please.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I truly respect the House wmember that proposed this
amendment, but he...he runs amuck on a rather reqular basis,
and I think he's done it again.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Hall may close.

SENATOR HALL:
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Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlenen of the
Senate. This 1is a specialized living center and it permits
the Capital Development Board to accept gifts of 1land to
convey and sponsoring authorities who operate SLC's. Now the
Amendment No. 1 vas put on by Representative
Pullen...Amendment No. 3, and as Senator Schaffer said, this
just clarifies the understanding of what is going to be used.
So, we'll take two separate roll calls and I*1ll...I*'1l call
for the vote first on Amendment No. 3.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Hall, might it not be better to take one roll
call on 1 and 3, or do you wish to take a roll call on 1
first?

SENATOR HALL:

Okay. Take the roll call om 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. All right. He're going to take...Senator
Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Just a matter of clarification. Amendment 3 is...is per-
fectly im order. I would suggest if we could...Amendment No.
1 and ask the House to recede, we could get this bill to the
Governor®s Desk without any further inconvenience +to the
Senate spomsor. So I would oppose the adoption of Amendment
No. 1 but support 3.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCEF)

All right. But the matter before the Body is Amendment
No. 1. The guestion is, shall the Senate concur with House
Apendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 621. 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 ace 25, the Nays
are 29, 1 voting Present. The Senate doss not concur with

House Amendment No. 1. Senator Hall 1is recognized for a
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motion.
SENATOR HALL:

I move that we...nonconcur with Amendment No. 1 and...and
I move that we do concur with Amendment No. 3.

PRESIDING CFPFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. Now we are on Amendment No. 3 and a motion by
Senator Hall +to concur with Amendment No. 3. Discussion of
that motion? The question is, shall the Senate concur with
House Anmendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 621. 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. Oon that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are
none...56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. .The
Senate does concur with House Amendment No. 3 and the Secre-
tary shall so inform the House. Senate Bill 628, Senator
D*Arco. Senator D'Arco is recognized for the purpose of a
motion.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. This is...oh, okay, iI'm sorry,
here we are. Provides that the board of trustees of the pen-
sion fund may mnot transfer any of the assets out of the fund
to any governmental body without a two-thirds vote of the
contributors of the fund. This was Senate Bill 23
reincarnated, and I would ask for a...we concur in this House
Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DENMUZIO:

I...I'm sorry, Mr. President, but I...I wasn't listening.
pDid I hear Senator D'Arco say he was concurring in a House
amendment?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Yes, his potion is to concur. Senator...

SENATOR DEMUZIO:
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Well, I thought that, I...I just wanted to make sure that
that's what he said.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. Senator DeAngelis, on the motion to concur?
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, a question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Senator D'Arco, this deletes everything after the
epnacting clause. Does this apply to all pensions?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

No, it only applies to the park district pension. Sena-
tor Joyce had the bill, Senate Bill 22, and 1 don':t...I'm not
sure which pension that applied to. I don*t think it
vas...oh, Senator Joyce was all of then. What? All the
Chicago pension systems, but this one is just the...this one
is just the Chicago Park District Systen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well I'm not going to hassle Senator D'Arco, but I'm nmot
so sure that's what it does.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, it...it says, "The board of trustees of a pension
system established under Article XII of the Illinois Pension
Code." 1It's my understanding that Article XII is the Article
that amends the Chicago Park District Pepsiomn Code. So, you
know, that would apply to the Chicago Park District Pension

System only.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Sepator D'Arco, I think you ough® to take a look at the
amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse.
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Sponsor yield for a question, please?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Sepator, I understand this bill provides for home rule
preemption. Is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

eesSenator D*Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

That is correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

That means the local body...the governing body will have
no say in this whatsoever.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

That...that is true. The local body...if...if, in fact,
the two-thirds vote of the contributors prevail, then the
local body would not be able to transfer the assets out of
the fund.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would have to oppose this
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motion based upon that explanation. I...could very well sup-
port it with the...without that home rule preemption, but
with the preemption 1 cannot.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Hell, HMr. President, in Senate Bill 22 the park district
and pension system was already included in that bill as well
as all of the other pension systeas in the City of Chicago.
So, I mean, we've already done this once. I guess the park
district wants to do it specifically under its own Article.
I don't know of any opposition.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Sepnate Bill 628. 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 43, the Nays are 8, 4
voting Present. Senate Bill...the Senate does concur with
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 628, and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 644, Senator Sommer. Senator Sommer is
recognized for a motion.

SENATOR SCMMER:

Mr. President, I move to concur in House Amendments 1, 2
and 3. This is the natural gas pipeline interconnect bill.
The effect of all three amendments in...in this particular
bill is one thing, and it says that the cost of the connec-
tion of *he intergas pipeline...interconnection shall fall on
those who will benefit by it; that is, if the utility with
high rates is seeking to...to move into another pipeline, all
of the cost of cons*ruction will fall upon that company.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Is there discussion? Discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Rell, ve were reviewing the amendments that came back and
we couldn't help but note that there seemed to be a little
conflict between some of these amendments. Sowme of them seen
to place that responsibility on those néw customers. One of
them, unfortunately, however, seemed to say that it couldn*t
be passed on to any customer. Does that mean the utility has
to eat the...the cost of this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

I don't know the answer to that, Senator Rigney.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rigney.

SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, you know, like I say, there just did seem to be a
little confusion on those two amendments and the...and the
forn and...they almost seem to be in conflict. I don't think
it's a major point. I think first of all the legislation 1is
good and deserves *o pass, but there seems to be a little
confusion that I think probably the Comwmerce Conmission
itself is going to have to act as the referee here to really
determine who will pay the cost of these various
interconnects.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate concur with House Amendments 1, 2 and 3
to Senate Bill 644. 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 58, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does concur with House Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to Senate

Bill 644, and the bill having received the required constitu-
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tional majority is declared passed. For what purpose does
Senator Rigney arise?
SENATOR BRIGNEY:

Point of personal privilege. 1I'm very happy to introduce
the Pearl City Hornets 4-H Club from Pearl City, Illinois in
the balcony behind us.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Will our guests from Pearl City please rise and be recog-
nized by the Senate. Senate Bill 645, Senator Sommer. Sena-
tor Sommer is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Thank you, Hr. President. I move to concur with House
Amendments 1 and 2 on this bill. The effect of them is...is
twofold; first of all, this is the bill that created the
joint action companies to seek out...seek out lower price gas
wherever they could find it, and it also does affect the
interconnect language in the first bill. The joint action
provision has somewhat been changed. Under the initial bill
the Commerce Commission had the authority to create, in
effect, order corporations, partnerships, whatever to be
formed. This bill simply allows for a loose joint coopera-
tive effort but they have no power to order a company to be
formed. Secondarily, this says that whep an iptercomnection
occurs, that interconnection canno: be made to the de~riment
of the providing utility; that is the utility rates of the
users of the cheaper gas cannot...cannot be raised by this
particular...this particular interconnect, and this is the
objection that we had in this House when it initially passed
and the House of Representatives has placed this in...in the
bill in a formal way.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall the Senate

concur with House Rmendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 645.

Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
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is open. Have all voted 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 with
House Amendments 1 and 2 to Semate Bill 645, and the bill
having received required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Is there leave for Senator Berman to handle Senate
Bill 6682 Leave is granted. Senator Berman moves to
nonconcur with House Amendments 1, 2, 3 and 4. On “he motion
to nonconcar, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate nonconcurs and the Secretary shall so
inform the House. Senate Bill 669, Senator Collins. Senator
Collins is recognized for a motiocn.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
I move to concur with House Amendment No. 1 on 669. The
amendment changes the high school curriculue requirements in
the bill in the following manners: it requires three years
of English arts instead of the original four years; it adds
one year may be chosen from amusic, art, foreign language o
substitute...for vocational education; it deletes the...the
provision in the bill on computer education. This amendnent
iS...is am attempt to respond to some of the objections of
those persons in vocational education which would probably be
unfair, and I agree with the amendmen® that some of the stu-
dents may not be able to complete their four years and...and
requirement in...with so much math and science without being
given an opportunity for vocational training and job related
skills. Some students may not even wish to continue to higher
education, and for that reason, I concur with the amendment.
I will be happy to answer any guestions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further...is there discussion? Discussion? Question is,
shall the Senmate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate

Bill 669. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
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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 37, the Nays are 18, 2 voting
Present. The Senate does concur with House Amendment No. 1,
and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. (Machine cutoff)...673, Senator
Nedza. Senator Nedza is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I move to concur with Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
673. The reason for the amendment vas there was some gques-
tion of interpretation in the original bill and there needed
to be some clarifying language. The industry and the board
had sponsored this clarifying language, to-wit; is that "Any
organization licensee having so granted consent to one
applicant shall be deemed to have granted consent to all eli-
gible applicants.® Therefore that the...it's available to
the entire industry. Eliminates any...argument with...with
the original bill. I would move its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

1Is there discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall
the Senate concur with House Amendment No. to Sepate Bill
673. 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 51,
the Nays are 2, 4 voting Preseant. The Senate does concur with
House Anendment NHo. 1 to Senate Bill 673, and *he bill having
received the required constitutional wmajority dis declared
passed. Senate Bill 678, Senator Degnam is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move that we concur

vith House Apendnent No. 1 to Senate Bill 678. 678 is the

bill that requires two pieces of identification before one
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can register to vote...House Amendment No. 1 strikes sone
language that...that conflicted with the penalty clause of
Section 29-10, and I'd move o concur with House Amendmen®
No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall
the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate...Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

I...I didn*t gquite understand the explanation, Senator
Degnan, would you go through that again, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

House Amendment No. 1 deletes the section that provided a
violation of this bill would be a Class B Misdemeanor. By
removing that, we make it a Class 4 Felony, perjury, which is
the law today.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Further discussion? The gquestion is, shall
the Senate concur vith House Amerdpment No. 1 to Senmate Bill
678. 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 58,
éhe Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
concur with House Amendment No. 1, and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 696, Senator Friedland. Senator
Friedland is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I urge that the Senate concur im House Amendment 1
and 2 to Senate...Senate Bill 696. The first amendment pro-

vides...does the same thing as the original bill but in a
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little less harsh way; provides that defendants who are found
unfit to stand trial or not guilty by reason of insanity and
are committed to the Department of Mental Health are to
placed in a secure setting unless the court determines that
there's compelling reason for am alternative placement, it
was language suggested by the department. The second amend-
ment makes a technical correction and inserts a...a mnissing
section in the introductory clause. I urge your favorable
consideration.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Friedland, I hesitate to <tTise because I don't
know anything about the bill., I just note that our staff
analysis, which I assume that you're working from too,
suggests nonconcurrence "because of technical difficulties in
gaps and procedures which seem to have...appeared." Do...do
you have any idea what...what those are and what the poten-
tial problems are?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Friedland.

SENATOR FRIEDLAND:

No, I don't. Perhaps the staff person who has assiéted

me in this greatly could advise you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Senator Priedland, I'm now informed by staff that there
were apparently two analyses at two different times and the
revised analysis suggests concurrence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall the Sepate concur in House Amend—

ments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 696. Those in favor will vote

Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
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voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that questiom, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments
No. 1 and 2 +o Senate Bill 696, and the bill having received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
709, Senator Grotberg. Senate Bill 719, Semator Egam. Sena-~
tor Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

¥ell, go ahead, Senator.
SENATOR EGAN:

Oh, I'm sorry. Mr. President and members of the Senate,
I nove to concur in House Amendoents 1 and 2 to Senate Bill
709. Apendment...No. 1 would require the school board to pay
for any increase in *the teacher's salary at the end of their
long 1life in...in the teacher practice. VYou can recall that
this is the result of the Caruso case where she got a tremen-
dous amount of money to become the school board superintend-
ent and she applied that +toward her pension...which was
totally objectionable. Now, the courts ruled...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, before...I*d like to interrupt. Yfou had wmen-
tioned 709, we want the record to show that you are om 719,
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Okay.

SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, that's what the Calendar says. All right. 1In
any event, this would férce the school board to pay the pen-—
sion costs in the future. I know of no opposition to it.
And Apendment No. 2 is the early retirement for the Chicago

school teachers. I...it is now designed so that ninety per-
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cent of the cost is payable by the teachers themselves, and I
think it's considerably watered down any opposition. As a
matter of fact, +the downstate teachers have it and I...I
really know of no opposition. And I move concurrence in both
House Amendments No. 1 and 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Senator Egan. For those of us who have and
have 1long had deep concerns about early retirement programs,
would you describe in more detail the finamcial implications
of that section?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, this allovs...as it does now for retirement at age
fifty-five without...this allows for that retirement without
penalty, but the teacher has to pay in thirty-five percent of
their most rtecent...annuval salary which amounts to about
ninety percent of the +total cost. It is a provision that
iS...now within the downstate teachers' article and we're
asking for the same provision in Chicago.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Have the...or I quess, has the school board approved of
this or signed off on it or neutral or what is their posi-
tion, if you would please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, they have, as has any oppositicn from the city, so

I...that's why I say, I...I really don't kmow of any opposi-

tion.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, the question is,
shall +he Senate concur in House Amendments No. 1 and 2 to
Senate Bill 719. Those 1in 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 55, the Nays are none, 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 719...the Senate...the Senate does
concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Semate Bill 719, and
the bill having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. Senate Bill 721, Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies...and Gentlemen of the Senate,
the amendment put on by the House at the rtequest of Repre-
sentative Dan Pierce is a technical amendment and it
amends...Senate Bill 721 on page 4 by deleting line 35 and on
page 5 by deleting line 1 and inserting the following: "not
later than twenty-three years from the date of the ordinance
approving the redevelopmen* of the project area.®” I move
its...for its favorable passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Discussion? If no%t, the question
is shall the...shall +the Senate concur in House Amend-
ment...I'm sorry, Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Will the sponsor...thank you, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

That's why you have...Senator, you've got...the light.
Get it om right awaye.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
Will the sponsor yield to a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Try the next mike, evidentally that?s no* working.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
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Thank you, Mr. President. Will the spoasor yield to a
guestion?

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

She indicates she will.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

what's the provision? Why are we changing the number of
years? It says provided the refunding obligation shall
mature no later than twenty-three years from the date of
ordinance approved in the redevelopmeat project area.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

This is to make it consistent with the terms of the Tax
Increment Financing Act, Senator. This...this makes it and
this was also approved, by the way, by Chapman and Catler.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall the Senate concur in House RAmendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 721. 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment
No. 1 to Semate Bill 721, and the bill baving received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 726, Senator lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Move to CORCUr.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I think you'd better...vhich amendment do you wish to
concur in?

SENATOR LEMKE:
On all the amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Therets been a request for an explanation. Semator
Becker wants one on each.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Fach...each. Okay. Could I have the order of the amend-
ments?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

I+'s House Amendpent No. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. For what pur-
pose does Senator DeAngelis arise?
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, Mr. President. These are some heavy amendments and
I really think it's a little...it's an affront to tpe process
for a sponsor to move the way he did without even attempting
to explain these amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Your point is well-taken. Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Okay. Anmendment...House Amendment No. 1 correctis techni-
cal mistakes made by the LRB. House Amendment 2 was put on
by Representative Giorgi...in regards to a clarification of
various rights and duties of the Bockford Civic Center.
House Amendpent No. 3 was the Rockford Civic Center Ruthority
may equip and maintain municipal offices, clarifies and fur-
ther restricts the Authority's power to own lease and acquire
a public or private firm. This was put on after the...House
Anmendment 2 was put on to clarify what they meant in House
Apendsent No. 2. House Amendment No. 4 removes the pover of
eminent...domain from the 1Illinois Michigar Canal Civic
Authority. House Amendment 3 is a...removes the eminent
domain power which...it makes it specific that this Act does
not give the Authority any...the intenmt of the Act is not to
give the Authority any eminent domain powers. I don‘t think
any of these amendments are too heavy, and I ask for their
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Can I rephrase the...the interpretatior of those ameand-
ments? Amendment No. 1 is a technical amendment? It changes
the nmembership of the board. Amendment No. 3 allous to
equip the building? It also allows %o buy one.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz. Move to the next nmike...
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Let's get this thing fixed, all right? Call Eddie. Mr.
President, c¢ould 1 address this...Amendment No. 2. Let me
just point out to the membership, and Aldo was absolutely
correct with 1 and 3, but 2 as it...this House Amendment No.
2 was defeated in this Chamber. What this Amendment HNo. 2
does, it amends the Rockford Civic Center Act. It gramts the
Authority the power to purchase and equip convention centers
and municipal buildings, provides +that the «contracts with
entertainers, promoters and talent and all con*racts, all
contracts for the purchase of advertising by the aathority or
for the sale or lease of advertising or space may be 1let
without advertising for bid. W¥o bid. If you want to vote
for this, go right ahead, but I encourage a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Lemke may close.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I personally think that the amendments are clarification
amendments, they have the power now. What we are trying to
do here is...is to pass a bill for BRockford. I have no
objection to it. This is what their civic center wants, it's
to run their «civic center. The other amendments, Senator
DeAngelis, Senate Amendment No. 1 is technical. Senate No. 3
is another technical and clarification amendment, and the
other, 4 and 5, are amendments that vere requested by Penny

Pullen to specify that there was no eminent domain in
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this...in the new authority and I thiok it*s...as far as
Ameadment No. 2, I was told that it was a clarification

amendment by the staff.

ERD OF REEL
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REEL #3

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall the Senate concur in House Amend-
ments No. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 to Senate Bill 726. 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 13, the Nays are 35, 1 voting Present. The Senate does
not concur in House Amendsents 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 and the
Secretary will so inform the House. Semate Bill 727, Sena-
tor...Joyce...Jerome Joyce. BRead the bill, #r...I mean,
Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

I'm sorry, Mr. President. Mr. President, Amendment
No...House Apendment No. 3 is a...it helps the City of
Markham, and Senator Kelly could explain what that does.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kellye.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment No. 3 author-
izes the conveyance of a vacated Department of Transportation
building which is loca*ed within my district, in the City of
Markham at a 159th and Pulaski to the City of Markbham for
four thousand dollars. This is a rather old IDOT building
and they had built a new one to replace it, and this has been
available for sometime and nobody has been offering any bids.
In fact, to my knowledge no ope has made a bid except the
City of Markham for this four thousand dollars, and by having’
this old building, +they'd have to put a lot of money into
renovate it and it's somewhat of a small town with some fif-

teen thousand population. I think it*'s a reasonable arrange-
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ment and I don't see any...any problems, but I'll be glad to
ansver any ques‘ions if you want to know anything about it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Mabhar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. ®Will
the spounsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR MABHAR:

Senator Kelly, did the Central Management Services agree
on the four thousand dollar figure?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Senator Mahar, I don't know. I haven't talked %o Repre-
sentative Steczo to know the details of whether they have or
not, but I do know that I've written a letter previously, so
has Representative Steczo and so has the City of
Markham...when we had made this request. I don't know whether
or not they have agreed to...to go with this, but I...I'll
tell you, if they don't extend it, I knowv there isn't going
to be any...anyone coming down the line to offer very much
money for this and it's right im...it's perfect for
their...for their purposes because it's on a main intersec-
tion and they've got a...quite a bit of equipment and this
gould be ideal for that, and I...I think this is not a...I
don't know, Senator Mahar.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MNAHAR:

Well, I certainly agree that the building has been sit-

ting there vacant for a number of years and i% ough%t *to go to

somebody, and I agree with that. My only question is it
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seems to me like four thousand dollars is a rather small
amount of money for that piece of property and that it prob-
ably ought to be a higher figure, principally since the
appraisal was hundred and thirteen thousand dollars.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

I'd 1like to ask a...that was ny questiom. What...what
was it appraised at and I understand a hundred and thirteen
thousand dollars?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Héll, I know that the department has been trying to get a
hundred thousand dollars for it for sometime and there hasn't
been anybody that has even come near tha*, and yout'll never
get a hundred thousand for that building. You wouldn't give
it and I wouldn't give it, and Senator Mahar certainly
wouldn't give it either.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

How many...how many acres are we talking about? Is there
a lot of land involved or what?

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Yeah, they've offered it to the ©Departsent of Law
Enforcement. Nobody...nobody wants to take it and nobody
wants to even offer any...any purchase price at all for it.
So, it's not, you know, anything we're frying to hide away or
anything, it's...it's just an old facility. How big is it or
the facility in acreage? I don't know, what is it, about one

acre? A couple of acres.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Grotherg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Well, thank you, Mr. President and fellow members. Here
ve go again. Each of us in our own way has tried and failed
to do what the distinguished Senator from Markham is trying
to do at this moment in time. I*ve already had an offer of
forty-five hundred dollars from one of my seatmates and one
of the staff members said he'd go six, and 1I'm waiting for
Senator Terry Bruce to speak up in his usual way and Senator
Buzbee because the State is about to be done in on a hundred
and thirty thousand dollar piece of property for four thou-
sand dollars. HWe have all had the treatment, Senator, it's
no disrespect to you at all. It just that it shouldn*'t fly
and most of us would like to take care of each other, and
those of us that have been stung by our buddies are a little
sensitive to the guy that gets away with it; and I, for one,
would recommend about fifty-eight red votes and let the
gentleman vote for his bill and send it back, appraise it,
get a simple bill to offer it for sale to private auction
would get a price. You're tied up in the public body to one
public body segment of surplus State property. Am I correct,
Senator? WNod your head. You're still in the same...your in
the...purchasing mode of omne public body offering it +to
another public body for a fee certain, right? The next...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR GROTBERBG:

~ssthe next phase of that...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:
The amswer is, yes.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

And that is within the purchasing code of surplus prop-
erty code. The next phase is to put a bill in to let DOT sell
it, and let everybody bid on it, and then the taxpayers might
éet something out of it and that's the model that we've had
to use on some of my brainchilds 1like you're...you're
involved in and others too. HNow let's just not...let's 'let
the man be our hero with one greem vote and take it back
home, but the rest of us...don't deserve that kind of treat-
ment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Sponsor yield, Mr. Fresident?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he will.
SENATOR ZITO:

Senator Kelly, how...how long has the building...when the
building was first appraised, how long has it been up for
sale?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

No, it*s...it's been, I would say, last couple, three
years it's been up for sale...has been vacated.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

I just wanted to establish that point. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, . Senator
Kelly...Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:
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Thank you; Mr. President. Just one gquestion of the
sponsor. In fairness to...to the sponsor and to everyone
that's sitting here to...about being prepared to cast a vote
for this. The appraisal...we're talking about an appraised
valuvation. Senator, could you tell us when ¢the appraisal
WaS...WaS...Was made on the property and then what state of
repair is the property today and then we can make a decision.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

It was between three and four years ago that this prop-
erty has been appraised and the department knew they were
going to vacate this.- Ever since then the...the building has
been deteriorating more and more and more. It*'s going to
turn out to be a bigger cost to the State if we keep it than
if we get rid of it, because it's going to cost the...I esti-
mate...we get it's going to cost three hundred thousand
dollars if we eventually bhave to take it down, and what's
occurring out there is...I..I think we're going to lose money
instead of gain. Even though you nmight not think a four
thousand dollar figure is reasonable, it's...it's going to
cost us a lot more than that if you keep it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, if I might say, I...you know, really it depeunds
upon the eyes of the beholder of whose ox is being gored. As
I recall over on the other side over there, Senator Bloom had
a bill that we gave...the Department of Mental Health gave
avay a swimming pool and all..all the buildings that they had
over there to what, the City of Galesburg for a return of a
pronise for some ambulance service or something like that. At
least we're getting some dollars here. You know, let's

get...let's get our act together. Hell, it depends upon
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vhose...whose ox is being gored.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Never mind.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussiomn? If not, Senator Kelly may
close.

SENATOR KELLY:

I'11 just ask for your favorable support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall the Senate concur in House Amend-
ment No. 3 to Sepate Bill 727. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have...bave all
voted who wish? Would you vote Senator Savickas Aye? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the
Ayes are 33, the Nays are 21, 3 voting Present. The Senate
does concur in House Amendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 727, and
the bill having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 736, Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and aembers of the
senate. I would move that the Senate do concur with House
Amendments No. 1 and No. 5 to Senate Bill 736. House Amend-
ment No. 1 emphasizes that the expenditures have to be appro-
priated by the General Assembly, and No. 5 brings all con-
stitutional officers into the fray...into the purview of
Senate...Senate Bill 736 so that they can receive private
funds. I uoqld ask for concurrence on these two House amend-
aents to Senate Bill 736.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

I'm only being facetious, Sena%tor, in asking if there's
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any reason né left out the General Asseanbly?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Lechowicz. 1Is
there...Senator Schuneman.
FENATOB SCHUNEMAN:
‘ Thank you, Mr. President. This is the bill, I think,
that would the Attorney Genmeral %to accept gifts, and a couple
éf questions...well, first of all, I didn*t hear what
the..what the amendment did, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Let me correct you. This is the bill that when it canme
out of here would have allowed the Attorney General.: This is
the bill that when it comes back here will allow all con-
stitutional officers to do that if the money is appropriated
by the Geperal Assembly, a commitment that I made to this
Body.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

What...what do you waean accept gifts? Wbat are we
talking about here? Bugs, things like that?
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

de're not talking about toupees, we're talking about
donations from private foundatioms like the Joyce Foundation,
like the McArthur Foundation and other private donations.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
I don't mean toupees. I mean like carpets, rugs, things

like...is that in here?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MARQOVITZ:

No toupees in here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloowu.

SENATOR BLOOHM:

Well, no, this..there's nothing really wrong with this,
and even if it is a rug, it has to be appropriated by
the...by the both...appropriations...by both Houses; and it
would be rather unique to have a House...or the Senate appro-
priate a rug, but there's...there's nothing really wrong with
this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the guestion is,

shall the Senate concur in House Amendments No. 1 and 5 to

Senate Bill 736. 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 48, the Nays are 8,
none voting Present. The Semate does concur in House Amend-
ments No. 1 and 5 to Senate Bill 736, and the bill bhaving
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 738, Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, Mr. President, I move to concur...with Senate Amend-
ment No. 1, 2 and 4 to...to...or House Amendment 1, 2 and &
to Senate Bill 738...Amendment No. 1 restores the Sunset
provision to the year 1989 as requested by Senator Netsch; it
was 1993. Amendzent No. 2 extends the minimum number years
that an inactive license may leave their license on an imac-
tive status without having to take the educational courses
over. Was three years, now it's five years. In Amendment

No. 4 clarifies the application of real estate brokers, asso-
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ciate brokers and sales persons to the recovery fund. All

three amendments are supported by the Illimois Association of

Realtors, and I move to concur with House Amendsents 1, 2 and
to Senate Bill 738.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Semate concur in House Amendments 1, 2
and 4 to Senate Bill 738. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments
1 2 and 4 to Senate Bill 738, and the bill baving received
the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
757 ¢.-.5enator Mahar. Senator Mahar, do you want...

SENATOR MAHAR:

Yes. Thank you, Nr. President and members of the Senate.
I would move that...to concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 757. Basically what it does, it adds in
the..prohibition of the sale of wused o0il unless it meets
proper standards. The bill deals with the burning of used
oil, and this just adds in the prohibition of the sale unless
it meets those standards, and I'd ask for its adoption...ask
for concurrence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DENUZIO:

Yes, I...I rise in suport of the adoption of the amend-
ment. There®s been a great deal of discussion about this in
the House and this is all agreed to all the parties that I'm
avare of, and I would rise in support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:
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A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR WELCH:

The synopsis that I have says, it removes the prohibition
ag{inst burning any waste. Is that clarified in your amend-
ment to say waste oil, or is this...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mahar.

SENATOR MAHAR:

Yes, it does.

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 757. 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 56, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate
does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 757, and
the bill bhaving received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 768, Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Yes. Yes. Oh, I'm sorry. Thank you, Hr. President.
House Amendment No. 1 allows members to conbine certain
types of...noncovered service to...in order to nmeet the
tventy years of service to establish eligibility for the
Noncovered Employee Retirement Formula. What this does, it
chronologically lists all of those who would be able to...to
apply for the alternative retirement formula plus, it adds
the noncovered State air pilots to the formula; amd it also
makes a corresponding increase...l's sorry, it adds the cov-
ered air pilots to the formula, the noncovered are already in
the formula, and it makes a corresponding increase in their

contribution rate. I don't know of any opposition. I would
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ask to concur.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Like to ask Senmator D'Arco a guestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he®ll yield.

SENATOR KELLY:

John, does this bill have 1like twenty years...can Yyou
retire here under twenty years of service? Could that occur
or is it age fifty-five, or vhat age are you talking about,
tventy years?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D*'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

It's age fifty with twenty-five years of service or age
fifty-five with tventy years of service.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY;

And who...who does this apply to? Who are the eligi-
bility groups that are covered under *his?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR SAVICEKAS)

~Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

You wvant me to read you the whole list? There®s a huge
list of them, you want me to read you the whole list?
What...what we're doing here is including the covered State
air pilots. Now, when I use the term "covered," I mean those
that participate in the social security system, so they can
also participate in this retirement formula.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

o
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Well, I don't want to be a bad guy but, you know, maybe I
am. I just happen to think this retirement at fifty-five is
about what it ought to be and we shouldn't be going down to
fifty or we'd be going to forty next, and I'm Jjust...I'm
opposed to this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the question is,
shall...Senator D'Arco, do you wish to close?
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Wait a minute. We're not changing the age. The age is
the sane. I nmean, I'm not lowering the age at which a
air...State air pilot can retire. The age is the sane. all
I'm doing is including a category of air pilot that wasn't
previously included which are...which are the covered air
pilots; the noncovered are already in here, so, you know, I
don't see any problem with it,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall the Senmate concur in House Amendments
No. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 768. Those in favor will vote RAye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question...om that questioﬁ, the
Ayes are U7, the Nays are 4, 3 voting Present. The Senate
does concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Sepnate Bill 768,
and the bili having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 776, Senator Berman.

SENATOR BEEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move to concur in Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 776. This is the Senior Citizen's Real
Estate Deferral Act. The amendment that was put on in the
House was reguested by Senator DeAngelis. It says that after
eighty percent egquity of the taxpayer has beemn reached, any
additional accrued interest must be paid by the taxpayer. I

move the concurrence.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

#ill the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he will.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator, does the amendment provide any language that
would put a cap on the State's 1liability for funding this
program?

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

No, that was provided in the House...in the Senate amend-
ments, Amendment No. 2 was adopted in the...before the bill
left the Senate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

A...my review of...of Senate Amendment No. 2 indicates
that there is no cap at all. 1In...in fact, if I could just
quote the language of...that is contained withim that amend-
ment, it says that "additional funds as may be necessary may
be appropriated from the General Revenue Fund." So,
there...there...there is no cap in...in the Senate amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

The cap is set by the General Assembly. We will review it
and determine whether we want to fund it or not.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Etheredge:

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

My recollection of the debate on this bill when it was
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first before us last June was that an understanding was
reached that went somewhat as followed, and I think we
cah...We can check the record to...to verify my recollection,
but it seems to me the understanding when this bill left this
House was that it would be amended on the other side of
the...the Rotunda to include a cap on that...put a cap on the
State's obligation; and beyond that, there was additional
discussion which encouraged the investigation of the pos-
sibility of...funding this program through private sources,
but I see nothing in the language of this House amendment
that would do either of those things and, therefore, I have.
to rise in...in opposition to...to the bill. As I indicated
in earlier debate, I think the concept is a good one but not
as it is before us today; therefore, I would recommend a No
vote on this bill, and then let us draft another bill with
nev language and at a...for consideration of at a later time.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

A question of the spomsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he'll yield.
SENATOR WELCH:

How do you determine the equity interest of a homeowner
from time to time? Do you have to take an appraisal every
year to determine the value of the property and subtract how
much is owed? At what point do you determine equity and who
does that determination and who pays for the determimation?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

The definition of equity interest is spelled ou%t on lines

25 through 32 of page 1 of the bill. If you'd like I*1l1l be

glad to read it to you. 1In addition, every year that you are
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seeking to qualify for the deferral, you must enter into a
contract with the county treasurer. They have the foras and
the senior citizen will enter into that agreement with then.
The...the definition is the assessed valﬁation times the
factor that is used. In Cook County, for example, you would
take the assessed valuation wmultiply it by approximately
seven because they use a sixteen percent factor. That :would
be the measure of fair...of full market value less any out-
standing liens. Now as you well knov, generally that is a
figure less than ©full market value,” so the State is cer-
tainly well protected as far as any exposure for...under this
plan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the ques-
tion...Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMNAN:

Yes, if I may close, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

You maye.

SENATOR BERMAN:

Ladies and Gentlemen, considering some of our action the
past few days, this bill is more importaat today than it was
when we considered it earlier in June. This is the senior
citizen's tax deferral plan. This allows sénior citizens who
have an income of less than ten thousand dollars a year to
defer the payment of real estate taxes on their homes until
either the house is sold or that taxpayer passes auay; This
is a crucial bill, I believe, in light of some of the impend-
ing real estate tax increases that may come about, certainly
iy legislation we have passed, and in downstate, by a lack of
adeguate funding for our schools. Real estate taxes are
probably going to go up. It's more important than ever to
vote Aye on this bill. I urge your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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The ques+tion is, shall the Semate concur in House Amend-
ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 776. 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 43, the Nays are 9, 1 voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 776, and the bill having received the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 787, Senator
Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and mewmbers of the Senmate. If
you recall, this was the so-called war of the charities
between United Way and Cancer Society and the Heart Associa-
tion and all the other voluntary health agencies. I*m very
pleased and I want to thank the people on the Floor that
helped support that bill over here because it went over to
the House, they all sat down like gentlemen and gentlewomen
and they worked out an amendment with the Comptroller's
Office that everybody can live with. Everybody is now on this
and, therefore, I move that the Senate concur in House amend-
ment to Senate Bill No. 787.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is,...is there discussion? 1If not, the question
is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 787. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all wvoted 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
787, and the bill having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 794, Senator Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

I vote to...o0r I ask that we concur with the House amend-

ment. It simply...this is the Epinephrine Insect Bite Sting
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Act, and it simply adds the word "registered" before the word
nurses when it's talking about who shall teach the course.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ]SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the House...Senate concur with House
Amendment No. .1 to Senate Bill 794. 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 guestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are 1, 1...none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment
No. 1, and the bill having received the constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. House Bill 796, Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. The
apendment from the House allows the counties to «change the
Plat Act to...to say that nothing would prevent or preclude
an individual county from establishing a standard or ordi-
nance which is less than five acres. The plat requires a five
acres...the Illinois Plat Act but...but less...but not less
than two acres for supplemental requirements from the Illi-
nois registered 1land surveyor®s and platting thereof. Ask
for a concurrence in House Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Discussion? 1If no:, the gquestion
is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment
NO...I'm...Senator Lechowicz, your light.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Will the spomsor yield to
a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he will.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
Now this is for utility and community antenna television

systens?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

That is correct. We have presently passed out of here
this...the...that in platted areas in which there is a
platted right-of-way for public service utilities, that
right-of-way would include television antenna systems. They
have added an amendment on the other side that says that when
there is a subdivision, that you can...if the county wishes,
they can have the additional authority to...not reguiring
platting at five acres but divided into less...something less
than five but more tham two acres.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senéte, I
speak in favor of the concurrence because the other part of
that gives the right to the...individual counties to estab-
lish standards, ordinances or specifications, and this was
not in the original bill that we sponsored, so I vote for
favorable...favorable passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 796. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted vho wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are 1, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Ampendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 796, and the bill having received the comnstitu-
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 800, Senator
Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:
Thank you, Nr. President. This bill left here and has

been debated by this...Body for some twelve years on whether
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or not the State of Illinois ought to start a grain insurance
programs for the largest single industry in the State of Illi-
nois. The House has sent the bill back in substantially
amended form but also with entire agreement among the agri-
cultural community; the Attorney Gemeral, the Speaker of ths
House, the Governor has been involved in the discussioms.
They have sent us back a...a product, I believe, in the meet-
ings that I have attended that will be acceptable to this
Body by creating the 1Illinois Grain Ibsurance Corporation
which has a five-member board composed of the director of the
the Department of Agriculture, the Attorney General, a desig-
nee of the State Treasurer, the director of the Department of
Insurance and the chief fiscal officer of the department.
They, in fact, will be running the entire program for the
State of Illinois. It will require that every grain dealer
and grain wvarehouseman in the State of Illinois be licensed
under this Act. We have had a problem that has gone on for
several years on vhat to do with the Federally licensed grain
wvarehouses in the State of Illinois, and the final conclusion
vas that se didn*t know what to do with them but we would
leave it to the board to develop cooperative agreements with
those Federally licensed warehouses, and if they wish to par-
ticipate in the program that they could. We set forth a fee
that's based upon the present existing surety bond, and <then
in addition to that, made a levy against every grain dealer
and grain warehouseman iun the State of Illinois, a thousand
dollars for grain dealers and a sliding schedule for grain
varehousemen. So that the fees...so that the...the original
fund would be amply provided for gquickly, those initial fees
are twice the amount for the first year and then go back to
the...the fee schedule set forth. Then if there is a recov-
ery against the..the fund, there would be a rate of one—-half
of those fees. There was a great deal of discussion both in

this Body and in the House about the funds that were to be
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provided, really, by farmers in the State of Illinois through
a levy against grain dealers and warehousemen that this money
not be wused for any other purpose in the State of Illinois;
and in Section 6, we make clear that all fees assessed under
this Act g¢go into a trust fund and those monies shall not be
available for any purpose other than the payment of clains
pursuant to this...this Act, and if for any reason, any por-
tion of this Act is declared invalid, then this provision is
nonseverable from it. It requires us to appropriate addi-
tional monies above the amount that we ﬁad set forth and then
be...reinbursed for those amounts of money once the fees are
assessed and come back in. " The claims are handled for grain
dealers. We have a two-tier system for those people who deal
with grain dealers. They shall be conmpensated at eighty-five
percent of a claim up to a hundred thousand dollars. For
those who are dealing with grain warehousemen, and they have
very such bigher standards, those people would be compensated
ap to one hundred percent of a valid claim. The bill sets
forth the powers and duties of the Act, says that anyone who
has coaplied with the requirements of licensing under this
Act also meet the requirements of licensing under the...under
the current Grain Dealer lLicensing and Grain Warehousenmens
Act of the State of Illinois. The bill in its present fornm
has the endorsement of the Governor *hrough the Department of
Agriculture...a letter has been distributed signed by that
department asking for the signature from the Governor. The
Attorney General has worked with and met with the Governor.
He indicates that this bill meets with his approval, the
Illinois Farmers Union, the Illinois Farm Bureau, the Feed
and Grain Warehousemen, I believe that every agricultural,
organized group in the State of 1Illinois has signed onto
this, and I believe that for a...I. have worked on this prob-
lem since 1971 when a grain elevator failed imn my district,

and Senator Buzbee has had the bill, I think that just about
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everyone has worked on it. Senator Rigney ought to be recog-
nized for a person who has spent more hours tham I have in
meetings with grain and feed people in working out compro-
nises; the Attorney General also has worked very hard, and I
would ask for your favorable vote amd concurrence in House
Amendments 1 and 4.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, without question, this is the single most important
agricultural bill ip this Session of the General Assembly.
We know that grain elevétor failures have been a rather sig-
nificant problem throughout 1Illinois. I think it's father
interesting to note that Senator...Secretary Johan Block, in
his earlier farming days, was once the victim of an elevator
failure up in his home county. Let*s get aup-front about
this, the present system of recovery simply is not working.
It's inadequate in the industry, and I'd 1like to tell you
why, because I consider myself to be one of the old
capitalists around here that likes to leave things to private
enterprise whenever bossible, and now I's supporting a fund
that's going to be State-wide and under the control of the
Department of Agriculture and...and kind of maybe violate
some of those principles, but I think we've got to understand
what the problem is with our present bonding program. A
grain dealer in the State of Illinois must have a bond some-
vhere between twenty-five thousand and a hundred thousand
dollars, and when a failure takes place, unfortunately, bonds
of that size are simply inadequate *o be able to pay off
those farmers who have delivered grain to those various
elevators. Statistically, it works this way, there are about
fifteen hundred grain dealers in the State of Illimois, only

about five of those fifteen hundred will fail in wmost any
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year. So what it means is that there is only one out of about
three hundred that will actually go down the tube in any
given year. Another way to say that is that if you depend
upon a bonding system in two hundred and ninety-nine out of
every three hundred cases, the money is wasted. 1It*s in the
pockets of the bonding copbpanies and it'’s not paying off
farmer claims. The result is that the grain industry that
must pay for these bonds has to ante up about a million and a
half dollars every year to buy their elevator bonds. The
amount collected by the farmers of the State of Illinois, by
contrast, amounts to something less than three hundred thou-
sand dollars. So the money is not getting where it should be
going to help those who have truly suffered losses within the
industry. Now what is required under this legislation is
that those grain dealers that have been purchasing those
bonds through the years will continue to pay a like amount of
money into this new corporation, and as Semator Bruce told
you, this money will be held outside of the Treasury of the
state of Illinois. It will be held in a separate corporation
that will not be subject to any tamperihg on the part of the
General Assembly. It will be there for the sole purpose of
paying off those kind of claims, and so this like amount of
bond money will go directly into that corporation and be
there to actually help those farmers who have suffered these
kind of losses. When the fund reaches three million dollars
after the first three years, as lomng as that fund stays in
excess of three million dollars, our friends in the grain
industry will no longer have to make any contribution,
because if we can keep the fund above three million dollars,
it should be adequate to carry itself without any further
problem. I certainly do applaud all of the work that went on
over on the other side of the Rotunda and particularly the
Department of Agriculture and the Attorney Gemeral and all of

those people that worked so hard this time to bring this
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legislation about. It'1l be the first of its kind anywhere
in the pation, but I will stand here today and predict that
Illinois is going to make this system work and I truly think
that other states will be following our 1lead inm 7years to
come.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. I have an inquiry of the
Chair. My inquiry, sir, is in reference to Senate Bill 800
and Amendment No. 1...House Apendment No. 1 which provides
that the General Assembly shall appropriate funds necessary
to pay, approve claims beyond amounts existing in the fund
and provides that if the General Assembly fails to do so, the
‘Act shall serve as an irrevocable and continuing appropria-
tion. My inquiry of the Chair is whether we, in this Session
of the General Assembly, can eancunber future General Assen-
blies in the payment of these type of funds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz, we'll check that and get right back to
you. Further discussion?. Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, just to help the Chair, that language was added
by...by me and it was right out of...if py memory served nme,
right out of an Act we passed here in 1971 and that Act was
challenged in People versus Richard V. Ogilvie which says the
language is identical and the Supreme Court ruled that that
was appropriate. So, I domn't knpow how you want to rule but
the Supreme Courts acted on that. Ted, it's...Senator
Lechowicz, it®s...it?s identical lanquage to the bonding
funds that we have for both the transportation and capital
development construction.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.




Page 89 - JONE 29, 1983

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I don't believe this is bond money, is it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

And...and neither are our appropriations to...to retire
the bonds and interest. It's the same situation and...and by
the way, it...it does require in this Act that we assess
every grain dealer in the State to make reimbursement to the
State of Illinois, so we're covered.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, =my only point, H#r. President, I don't...I'm not
questioning the purpose of the Act, I think it's an excellent
bill. My guestion, and I'd like to have a ruling, if I may,
is that how can we encumber future General Assemblies?
fou're not saying “may" you say "shall.® Okay? #shall
appropriate funds npecessary...necessary to pay approved
claims beyond the amounts existing in the fund and provides
that if +the General Assembly fails to do so, the Act shall
serve as an irrevocable and continning appropriation.® I
don't believe you can do that, but I could he wrong.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

311 right, Senator lechowicz, we'll get back to you with
your...with a ruling. Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. Along the same line, 1I°'d 1like
to ask the sponsor a similar guestion. In fact, I had the
same sentence underlined and I was going to make an inguiry
but not the same one Senator Lechowicz made. Senator Bruce,
. what I want to know is, just as Senator Lechowicz had read
off, it provides the General Assembly shall appropriate funds

necessary +o pay approved claims beyond amounts existing in
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the fund. Are these dollars that are from the...the grain
dealers trust fund or are +*hese dollars that the General
Assembly is going to be benevolent and provide to the fail-
ures?
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Absolutely, these funds are trust funds. Under this Act,
¥e create a three wmillion dollar fund. The largest single
loss in any one year in recent history has been one million
dollars. We took three times that assuming that that would be
enough insurance that the fund would not have any problens.
The interest should run around three bundred thousand dollars
and so we should be picking up the fund all along. If, how-
ever, Senator Kelly, there was a loss in a single year of
grain dealers where the loss exceeded three million dollars,
the State of Illinois would make a loan to the fund. We would
.appropriate the fund money and then, under this Act, if
you'll read the last sentence, they must make the assessment
against every grain dealer in the State of Illinois to
replenish the fund that year. So, it's a loan, mnot...not a
payment out of the State Treasurye.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. I gquess no one has stood before this Chamber in the
past and opposed this effort any more tham I have. I have had
concerns...great concerns about the involvement of the State
in this particular situation. In addition, back before I
came to the General Assembly, I fought these efforts as a
leader in a farm organization, but I believe that this par-
ticular bill in its amended form comes as close to addressing

the problems as «e see them and, therefore, have...and do
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intend to support the bill. I do have the same problems, the
same philosophical concerns that wmanmy, especially on this
side of the aisle, have but I'm cognizant of the hours of
time that have gone into this particular...piece of legis-
lation by all farm organizations, by the grain dealers, by
Senator Rigney, Senator Bruce, the House members, and I think
the Body should pass this bill out of here and give it a
chance to work. A lot of effort has bezen put forward in it,
and I think it's a good bill now as good as we can possibly
get, and I urge its support.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Further discussion? Senator Bupp.
SENATOR ROUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. One of the things that bothers
me an bout this, i* is an excellent purpose and a commendable
job done, but what we are actually doing here is putting the
State of Illinois in a business. I think that's contrary to
perhaps the...the feelings and the thoughts that many of
the...I've heard many of the men and ladies here
explain...and talk about on this Floor. One of the things
that puzzles me too is why...I don't think there's any doubt
in the world...no doubt that this is an insurance proposi-
tion. Everybody else has been saying that on this Floor.
It's an insurance question. Yet this bill was not assigned
to.the Insurance Committee, it was assigned to the Agricul-
tural Copmittee. Can you imagine the noise we®d be hearing
right now if our Insurance Committee was...coming up with
some ideas about how to rum a farm? People vould be laughing
at us. 1 think this bill should have been put...I cannot see
that...I don't feel that Senator Lechowicz has been answered
properly. We are responsible for unpaid 1losses under this
particular bill. I don't see how or why...even if there is a
legal opinion, I don't see why we here should agree to handle

any losses which mnight come up in the foreseeable
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future...unforeseeable futare. I would like to ask +hat this
bill and the sponsor put the bill back and let it run through
the Insurance Committee. I think they perhaps were a little
bit afraid. I don't think we have horns or anything, and I
think that we perhaps might have been able to help them a
little bit. I do ask that this be reviewed in that wmanner,
however, because I do feel that the bill was incorrectly
assigned to the Agricultural...Committee in the first place.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I...I rise in support of this
also, notwithstanding, Semator Rupp. I...I suppose if we put
it in the Insurance Committee, we would have probably had an
insurance company doing this. It is Illinois' number oge
enterprise, agriculture is. We do darn little in this General
Assembly for agriculture. Soil conservation iS...it's
miniscule the amount of money that we put up to keep our
topsoil here. It is...this is one thing...the Federal
Government insures money in banks and let me tell you, ladies
and gentlemen, <this is money in the bank for Illinois far-
ners! and for the State of Illinmois. I thimk that this is
something that...that we...we need, it's...all of the farm
organizations agree on it, the...the General Assembly ought
to do this. #e ought to Jjust make sure that we can keep
things going as...as...as we can and ve have tightened up in
many, m®many areas...¥we have tightened up where any possible
loss to elevators will come about. So, in...in the past
ve've had some elevator failures but there's...there's plenty
of legislation on the books to...to tighten that up now, sc I
don't think there's going to be any loss but...but this is
just one way that we can help 1Illinois agriculture, our
nuzber one industry.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)




Page 93 - JUNE 29, 1983

Further discussion? Senator Schuneran.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I certainly respect the last
speaker but, Senator Joyce, to stand on the Floor of the
Senate and indicate that we do...little for farmers in Illi-
nois is really laughable. I depend absolutely on farmers and
we all do in this State and...they're the most important
indus*ry ve've got, and ve recognize that, we do all kinds of
wonderful things for them. One of the things that bothers me
about this, I don't think there was ever a hearing on this
bill in its current form. As I...as I see what happened, it
went to the Agriculture Compittee in the House, they passed
out something, and then there vas a House amendment adopted,
which I understand was adopted at sometime Monday night, and
you can correct me on this because I'm...I'm not sure about
this, but I think it was one of those late night adoptions
and JI...it's interesting that the Parm Bureau supports this.
I wonder wvhat their position would be...you know, Faram Bureau
doesn't write...their insurance company doesn't write surety
bonds. I wonder what their position would be if you decided,
Senator Bruce, to set up an automobile insurance fund and put
the State into the automobile insurance business. 1 wonder
vhat the position of the Farm Bureau would be on that one? I
think you know the answer to that. My biggest argument
about this...well, first of all, I guess I'd like to ask some
questions of the...of the sponsor, if I nmight. I haven't
been able to get a copy of this amendment, so I'm really
speaking in the blind. I don't know whether there's one in
the Senate or not, but I haven't been able to get one. The
fee...the fee that would be paid by grain dealers...I looked
at another member's copy of this amendment and it said some-
thing about a fee schedule, and as you know, I was concerned
about this when the bill was here before because there are

some grain dealers in...in this State, the...the best grain
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dealers, are paying very lov fees for the bonds now. They're
only paying like two hundred and fifty dollars a year, and
I'a curious to know what you're doing with the fees.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Senator Schuneman, the fee schedule is almost identical
to what they are carrently paying. There's a one-time assess-
ment fee and...and that is doubled and if the...if the fund
goes below three million dollars, we go back at half that
rate, but basically we were talkimg about their surety bond
schedule presently. There is no increase to a grain dealer
except for they came back to us and said, double the fees the
first year so that we get the fund created, and we wvent along
with that. That was their request.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

211 right, the Champaign News-Gazette requests permission
to photograph in the Senate Chamber. Is leave granted? Leave
is granted. Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

on the fee question, are you...are you talking about
grain dealers collectively or individually? The way it works
now is the very poorest...the very poorest risk pays a very
large premium because he has a heck of a time getting a bond,
and...and many times bonding companies looking at his finan-
cial statement and his operation decide that...that he's not
worthy of their guarantee. Just like a bank might decide that
he's not worthy of credit and so the bonding companies

oftentimes will charge...well, first of all the penalty is

‘higher on those people, the may charge a higher rate. He

may...he may find that he has to go to a higher rated company
in order to get the bond. So, are you talking about indi-
vidual grain dealers or are you talking them collectively?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Bruce.
SENATOR BRUCE:

¥ell, Senator, the fee schedule is based on the amount of
business you do and so those people who are presently paying
a high surety bond fee as assessed by the Department of Agri-
culture will continue to pay a high fee. Those who have paid
a low fee in the past, will pay a low fee. They came to us
and said that this...this schedule doesn't substantially
change what eacﬂ individual is presently paying.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Okay. I...1I accept that if you're saying that...that it
does not change what they are individually saying, but 1I'd
say to you, Senator Bruce, I'd be pretty doggone careful
about making that statement because I would guestion how inm
the heck they're going to do that, because in the first
place the Department of Agriculture doesn't know what the
bond premium is. They don't know what the bond premium is;
they know what the average might be but they don't know what
the individual premiuas are on...and I just simply like to
speak to the bill briefly. This is a problem that needs to be
solved and I...I applaud those that have worked om it. I
worked on this thing five or six years ago with you, Senator
Bruce, but to say that this is the answer, I'm really not
sure and...and the members of the General Assembly ought to
know that here we have the State going into the graim imsur-
ance guarantee business. Now if it's good here for good old
agriculture, then probably it's good in every other area of
business. You know, it's probably good im the ‘area of
vorker's compensation and everything else. So, I guess it's
a gquestion of whether...whether we're willing to belp our
friends or if we want to stick with some kind of philosophy

around here. And I really think that there have not been
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hearings on this particular issue and maybe it would be a
good idea to hold it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? All right, Senator Bruce
may close. Senator Lechovicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

I had an inguiry to the Chair.
PRESIDING OFFICER: iSENATOR DENUZIC)

Yes. Senator Lechowicz, under the rule set out by the
people...Ogilvie versus Lewis, the language in Amendment 1 to
Senate Bill 800 is not violative of the Constitution because
it constructs an acceptable continuing appropriation. It is
identical language that which is indicated in the Supresme
Court case.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, Mr. President, on that point and this was pointed
out by the good Semator who was handling this bill, Senatér
Bruce, on that point in a court case that was for a bonding
proposal. This is not a bonding proposal, and I1'd like to
have an interpretation from the Chair with that type of a
distinction. You're talking about an appropriation...for anm
item, like a revolving fund, and you are trying to encumber
future General Assemblies in making a mandatory appropriation
dollar amount. Now, bonds are one thing, defaults and appro-
priations are another. 1'd 1like to have the gquestion
addressed in that vein.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQC)

Well, Semnator Lechowicz,...according to the same court
case, the...it is...it says whenm the requirement that
they...or repayment of debt be...be set forth as satisfied.
It does not refer itself specifically to bonds and, there-
fore, the Chair determines that it is constitutional lan-
guage. Senator lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
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¥Well, let me speak from an appropriation standpoint, and
I believe that many members of this General Assembly sat and
are members of an appropriation process this year and pre-
vious years; and Jjust take a look at it f£from you own
perspective as sitting as a nmember of that appropriation
process, when a bill would come to you mandating saying that
you shall appropriate the dollar amounts even though the
dollar amounts are not there. That's unusual language to me.
1 wouldn't have any objection to the bill except for that
Section 7 which is contained im this bill, and for that
reason, I'11 be voting Present until it*s addressed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.

END CF REEL
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REEL #4

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Bruce. Senator Bruce may close.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. 1I'm sorry to hear Sena-
tor Lechowicz is going to vote against...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce, pardon me. We seem to have some @pore
lights. Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CARBROLL:

I'm sorry, Semator Bruce, also, Mr. President and members
of the Sepate. In reading over what this Act now does, I
agree with Senator Lechowicz and respectfully disagree with
the Chair in this sense. The opinion of the court dealt with
ah...a bonded indebtedness, as I heard the opinion read by
the Chair, this does not. This is not a...a mandatory appro-
priation to cover a bond debt, but rather a...a highly
unusual mandatory and obligatory appropriation to pay what
would be normal operating losses. Now for example, we have a
court of claims. Claims against the State are brought to that
court. The court has a hearing. The court adjudicétes and
renders a vritten opinion where they give a dollar amount
certain. However, that dollar amount certain does not mean
the person is going to be paid because that court or no one
else can bind this or future General Assemblies to make that
payment; therefore, we put in legislation every year to
appropriate those awards and this General Asseambly can and on
occasion bas changed that dollar amount decided Ly that
court. After the appropriation bill goes through the
Governor's Desk and signs into law, then and only then can

the award be paid. Here this makes it binding and continuing
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and obligatory, and I thisk if that is not directly in
conflict with that case, which based on your reading, I
believe it to be, I think it would be senseless for a General
Assembly to tie its hands and future hands, especially im
just this one limited area where we do not do so anywhere
else.

- PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Carroll, the Chair would also like to point out
the remainder of that section indicates that language
that...the interest om the transportation‘bonds, which the
gentleman is referring to, do not exceed the estimated avail-
able balance for that fiscal year. t refers itself directly
to Article VIII as long as the total appropriation for any
fiscal year does not exceed the estimated available funds for
that fiscal year. Purther discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEX:

Héll, Mr. Speaker and friends in the Senate, I think per-
haps we are plowing some new ground in one sense of the word
here with this type of lanmguage. I recognize that, but I'm
not particularly concerned about it because those that are
concerned about an irrevocable and continuing appropriation
only need to read the next lime in that paragraph to under-
stand that it's an obligation of the fund %fo pay all of that
money back with future revenue. So, actually it does func-
tion more as a loan. I think one of the reasons it's neces-
sary or why we want that particular provision in there is
because earlier in the bill we provide that within ninety
days the claims must be paid. One of the problems with
elevator failures is that sometimes it's two or three years
down the road until you get your money. It's not going to be
that way with this bill. Once the claims have been filed and
have been validated by the Department of Agriculture, the
claims will be satisfied within ninety days. It's

conceivable then that the money will not...you know, if you
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had a huge failure that the money might temporarily not be
in the fund, but that's a temporary situation. So, I
think...I think we are, you know, making a mountain out of a
molehill here over an issue that...that, frankly, I don't
think is going to be that troublesome.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rupp.
SENATOR BUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would 1like to just read
one...and this is not me, this from the analysis, "The bill
left the Senate with the understanding that it would be
amended and be the subject of extensive negotiations between
the interested parties.” I don't know when that was, but we
certainly have not had extended negotiations. In fact, it
hasn't even been heard...hasn't even been directed to any
member, as far as I know, of the Insurance Committee. 1
asked that this thing be postponed to give us a chance to
really look at it and I think...that I base on the fact that
we thought that was part of the agreement, there would be
some negotiations.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, perhaps I might suggest a compromise on this.
Several years ago I authored two bills that will permit self-
insurapnce for associations and for individual people grouping
together. It created a fund that was done by assessing the
nembers. If they are going o be paid back, perhaps you
might vant to put in this as a compromise the ability to
assess all the members for those losses till the pot builds
up and then they would be paid back out of that and,
hopefully, that that would mot occur, but that way you take
the State off the hook and you can still keep the plan going.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Further discussion? Senator Bruce may close.
SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, in response to Senator DeAngelis, that's exactly
what the Act does. As soon as a fund drops below three mil-
lion, we make an assessment. The problem is is if we bhad a
huge 1loss, which I canno: see, the average loss in any year
has been less *han a million, and so the...perhaps I should
just close, Senator DeAngelis, and we'll try to work out
vhatever problems this...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Deldngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

You know, Senator...Senator Bruce, you cam buy a bond
beyond that. The fund iéself can buy a bond beyond that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you. Teeal now understand what Senator
DeAngelis...he's talking about a stop loss bond which would
be a...a reasonable acquisition by the agencies since we're
running about a three hundred thousand dollar surplus on this
fund as it is in interest each year. I would just 1like to
say that this fund is not going to be State money. You know,
we have been talking about income taxes, we've been talking
about taxes on gasoline, on liquor, on cigarettes and every-
thing else, and this is a tax aimed directly at farmers and
they want it. They have asked this Body, through their repre-
sentatives, to give them a policy of insurance against 1loss
for +their single output from farms and that is graim, that
they have the same protection that you and I do that when we
walk into a savings and loan or a bank, that when we go back
to get that grain, it's there or the money is there. Now the
losses we've...We've had a lot of discussion by some of the

agricultural nmembers here about their concern about a con-
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tinuing appropriation. That language is taken word-for-word
out of the transportation bond issue which belped establish
the RTA, and so if it's alright for the BTA, I don't under-
stand why it's wmot alright for the IAA in helping farmers
saying, we're going to have continuing appropriation. Wetve
never used it for them, I don't think we'll ever use it for
farpers. I would like to say about the no committee meeting.
This bill has been heard by more people than I know of. He've
had meetings, and I'd like to compliment the Attorney General
of the State of Illinois, Neil Hartigan, who personally...who
personally came to meetings and got involved in drafting the
legislation. Also to Representatives and chairaen of the
House Agricultural Committee, Bruce Richmond, and to the
chairman of the Senate Agriculture Committee, Jerome Joyce,
both of whom had confidence in these groups to put together a
bill that's meaningful and to Harlan Rigney, from this Bod},
vho bhas spent a great deal of time to make sure that this
bill is in the appropriate form. 1t establishes for the
first time in our history an insurance fund for the largest,
single industry in the State of Illinois. We ought to protect
the farmer when he takes his graim in. We ought to make sure
he gets his money. I think this fund will do it, and I ask
for your favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendaents
7 and 4 to Senate Bill 800. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
vish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 52, the HNays
are 2, 2 voting Present. The Seunate does concur in House
Amendnments 1 and 4 to House...to Sepate Bill 800, and the
bill baving received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 807, Senator Watson. . Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:
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Thank you, Mr. President. I move to concur with House
Apendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 807. House Amendment No. 1
just simply added an ipmediate effective date.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate concur with House Amendment 1 to Senate
Bill 807. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Bave 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 Amendment 1
to Senate Bill 807, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 814...814, Sena-
tor Weaver. Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President, I would...thank you, Hr. Presi-
dent, I would move to concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate
Bill 814. This House amendment clarifies the bill as to the
commissioner's responsibility to work with the savings and
loan trust companies and well as bapnk trust companies to pro-
vide that...provide trust services, and I would move its
adoption or answer any questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion
is, shall the Senate concur in House Apmendment 1 to Senate
Bill 814. 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 54, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur ip House Amendment 1
to Senate Bill 814, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 826,
Senator Bruce. 834, Senator Degpan. 836, Senator Degnan.

838, Senator Bruce. Senate Bill 838, Senator Buce.
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SENATOR BRUCE:

Thank you, the...the amendment is technical in nature aad
adds the proper reference to the Plat Act and also adds the
word "exclusively" as it relates to oil and gas pipelines. I
know of no objection.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? The...the gquestion is,
shall the Senate concur in House Amendment 2 to Senate Bill
838. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Bave all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 3, 1 voting Present.
The Senate does concur in House Amendment 2 to Senate Bill
838, and the bill having received the required comstitutiomal
majority is declared passed. 852, Senator Davidson. Senate
Bill 852, Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Sepate, the anendment
that the House put on and move to concur in changes the word-
ing in the bill that if the State eaployee has been offered a
bribe he reports to the Department of Law Enforcement and
they're responsible to take it from there and report it to
the state's attorney. I nove to ConcCur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate
Bill 852. 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 56, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does concur im House
Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 852, and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.

Senate Bill 859, Senator Dawson. Senator Dawson.
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SENATOR DAWSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
wish to concur with House Amepdment No. 1 to Senate Bill 859.
It adds provision increasing general homestead exemption from
fifteen hundred to two thousand dollars after January 1, '84
exenpted from the State's Handates Act...for senior citizens.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
¥ill the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Senator, this has to do with the...homestead exemptibn
for senior citizens, does it not?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Senator Dawsonr. Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Yes, it does, Senator Etheredge.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

I would just point out to the membership that the Senate
Revenue Committee has held all bills like this for hearings
and study over +the...this...the summer and fall, but this
iSee.this is one of those that...that slipped out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Question is, shall the Senate concur
in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 859. 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? Bave all
voted who wish? Take the record. ©On that question, the. Ayes
are 50, the Nays are 6, 2 voting Present. The Senate does

concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 859, and the bill
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having received the required comstitutional majority is
declared...is.declared passed. Senator Dawvson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

I'd like to ask leave of the Senate to add Senator
Lechowicz and Senator Egam as cosponsors of this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dawson, if you...is there leave to add the entire
Senate delegation on the Democratic side? Leave is granted.
Senate Bill 860, Senator Marovitz. Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very mouch, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. I'd move that the Semate do concur with House Bill
¥o. 1 to Senate Bill 860. The...the...the amendment allows
the sheriff to issue a notice of appear for petty offenses
and it's requested by the sheriff of Cook County, Sheriff
Richard Elrod. I would ask for concurrence with House Amend-
ment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Would the sergeant-at-arms clear all unauthorized persons
from the Floor...unauthorized persons please vacate the
Floor. (Machine cutoff)...discussion? Any discussion? The
guestion is, shall the Semate concur in House Amendment 1 to
Senate Bill 860. 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 vo:ted who wish? Take the recorad.
on that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 1, none
voting Present. The Senate does comcur in House Amendment 1
to Semate Bill 860, and the bill having received the reqﬁired
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 864,
Senator Vadalabene. Senator Vadalabene.

SESATOR VADALABENE:

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

Senate Bill...B864 has two amendments, House Apendment No. 1

and House Amendment No. 2. Bev, this is Sam...Bev, I abD
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going to yield to Bev to explain House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Fawvell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

<e.-thank you, Sam, for yielding to me. This is @...an
apendment put on by Representative Yoarell. It's similar to
the one that I had over here. What it does is it allows the
local libraries to have the same privilege as the district
libraries in +that in the last fiscal year...at the close of
the fiscal year, the remaining balances shall be available
for ninety days. The reason that this is needed throughout
the State, really, for local libraries is to be able to pay
their persosnel until such time as the real taxes come in,
and I'11 be glad to answer any questiosns. 1f there aren't
any, I would like to yield to Sam.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Well, Senmator, before...before that, Channel 2 has sought
leave to film the proceedings. 1Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thanks, Bev. Apepdment No. 2 to Senate Bill
864...vhen...vhen a municipality ceases to be a home rule
unit or after January 1, 1983, which operates a library, this
apendment determines the maximum total rate of taxes for
library purposes which mpay be levied from the time when
a...municipality ceases to be a home rule unit until the
paximur rate of one or more of such taxes is changed by
referendum. In other words, the tax rate would remain the
same as it is now until a referendum is conducted; and the
reason this bill is necessary, for in the Bockford area the
budget for the libraries there is two million dollars, and if
we do not pass this legislation, the Rockford library system
will lose a half a million dollars, and I move to concur with

Amendment No. 1 and to Amendment No. 2.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Nr. President. Will the spomsor yield to a
question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

This bill as amended, does this affect Chicagoc in any
vay?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

No, it does not. The City of Rockford.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Keats. You're time is
running.
SENATOR KEATS:

I Jjust vant to ask a question to be sure of Amendment 2.
According to our analysis, this basically takes care of, I
mean, the Rockford situation where home rule was defeated by
a wide margin and we are now, through the Legislature, saying
the heck with the Rockford voters. I mean, hovw do we defend
it? I'm not argquing for or against, I'm just asking for you
to defend the position of safing that the voters didn®t know
what they were doing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, we're not defending the...the abolishment of the
home rule unit of the City of Rockford. What we are defending
here, and there's no tax increase, that unless wve do sonme-
thing in regard to the budget for the...libraries in Rockford

by abolishing the home rule unit they had budgeted for two
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million dollars, this...if we don't pass this legislation,
their libraries will...will be cut a half a million dollars,
and that's...this is the importance of this legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Mahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. That was the general
question that I had as to how much they were going to lose by
not paintaining this and that's probably alright for
Rockford, but vhat we're saying is that if a home rule unit
decides to change his status, and usually most home rule
units vote nonhome rule because of the broad taxing powers
the citizens no long want to abide by. So, what vwe're sayiang
is what basically Senator Keats has said is that we're saying
to +the people, we're not going to let you rule. HWe're going
to say that regardless of whether you want to reduce jyour
taxing bouer, we're going to give it to you anyway. So, it
just seens to me that this flies in the face of the ability
of the taxpayer to say that they're tired of what they're
being taxed and they want to change their systen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Savickase.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Well, I rise in support, Senator San. Senator Hahar
didn't seem to be concerned about the taxpayers just the
other day when he voted in...in the face of their concern to
raise their real estate taxes. It seems to be a little incon-
sistent. What a difference a day makes, Senator Mahar.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene may close.

SENATGR VADALABENE:

Just in closing, this is not a tax increase; by refer-

endumn they can change that. This is mnecessary for the

library system in the City of Rockford, and I concur with
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Senate Amendment No. 1 and Senate Amendment No. 2 to House
Bill 864.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIG)

All right, the guestion is, shall the Senate concur in
House Amendsent 1 and 2 to Sepate Bill B64. 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
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 42, the Nays are 13, 2 voting
present. Senate Bill...the Senate does concar in House
Agendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 864, and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 866, Senator marovitz. Senator Marovitz.

SEBATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very mpuch, Hr. President and members of the
Senate. I move that the Senate do concur with House Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 866. This is the Mandatory Reportimg Act
for nurses who are substance abusers. It says that, "Manda-
tory reporting will only be required where the addiction
adversely affects the nurse's performance and not so if she
voluntarily enrolls in a substance abuse program." I think
it's a good idea, and I would move that we concur with House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 866.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to Sepate Bill 866.
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? Senator Savickase. Senator Savickas, would you
vote me...have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestiom, the Ayes are 56, the Nays
are none, none voting Present., Senate Bill...the Senate does
concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 866, and the bill

having received the required constitutional majority is
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declared passed. 882, Senator Jerome Joyce. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, #r. President. This adds crim-
inal...this...provides...this provides criminal sanctions
against a tenant who sells crops grown on the premises he is
renting to a pérson who he has not disclosed to the landlord
when the 1landlord has required such information. This was a
package of bills...two bills that we passed over here and
this...this is the type of legislation that I was referring
to that is tightening up on grain...elevator failures,
SO0...S0 that we won't have a problem that was...we talked
about in...in Senate Bill 800. I'd be happy to answer any
questions. If not any questions, I'd move the adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DABRCN:
Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sponsor indicates he will yield. Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

Would...would you specify what the criminal sanctions
are?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes. The criminal sanctions for...are...an individual,
it's a misdemeanor; a corporation, it's a business offense
and a...a fine from two thousand to ten thousand dollars.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEHNUZIO)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROWN:

To the amendment, I just merely say that here we have a

situation where we're putting criminal sanctions in a Statue

that!s in Chapter 110 rather than Chapter 38 and
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we're...ve're looking at the...at such things as selling when
you're a +tenant. Evidentally vhen you're a tenant and you
sell the crops growing on the premises without disclosing it
to the landlord, they're going to bring criminal sanctioans
against you. I know this is supported by the farm community.
I find it a little iromic. I would think that our curreat
Statutes pertaining to theft and a number of other similar
Statues would pertain here. It's...it's Teally no big deal
but it's kind of ludicrous. I...I'm going to vote No even
though the Farm Bureau is pushing this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The question
is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate
Bill 882. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Senator Savickas. Have all voted who wish? Take
the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are
1, none voting Present. The Senate does concur in House
Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 882, and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
883, Senator Macdonald. Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 883 is a good amendment. It simply requires that
in the sizing of waste emergy facilities that recoganition of
recycling industry must be taken into account. The 1language
is taken basically from the language being considered by both
the U.S. House and the Senate in the pending Resource, Con-
struction and Recovery Act. I think this improves the bill
and I concur in this amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Is there any discussion? The

question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment 2 to

Senate Bill 883. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
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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
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment 2
to Senate Bill 883, and the bill having received the reqguired
constitutional majority is declared passed. 891, Senator
Bloom. Senator Bloos.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. House Bill
891 which added a section mandating the Department of Chil-
dren and Family Services to...as provide care to pregnant and
unmarried children in maternity centers, your Florence
Crittenton Homes and things like that. It comes back to us
with two amendments; one is an amendment to take care of a
concern voiced by Representative Pullen that basically says
that wnothing here would be construed to authorize the
expenditure of public fund...their monies there for
abortions, and the second amendment was added by Representa-
tive Preston which basically sets out the ground rules for
executing interagency agreements regarding intake procedures,
coamon eligibility criteria for folks in nursing home
prescreening project and to include in those agreements that
+the establishment and developnent of noninstitutional
services in areas of the State where there aren®t nursing
homes in these interagency agreement programs. The recon-
nendation is that we concur in both amendments. I'1l answer
any questions; otherwise,...ask for a roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Newhouse. Senator Newhouse on
the Floor? Further discussion? Question is, shall the
Senate concur in...HBousé Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill
891. 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
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that gquestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, 1 voting
Present. The Senate does coacur in House Amendments 1 and 2
to Senate Bill 891, and the bill having received the required
constitutional mrajority is declared passed. 910, Senator
Kustra. Senator Kustra on the Floor? 924, Senator Rigney.
Senator BRigney on 924,

SENATOR RIGNEY:

The amended version of 924...first of all, the bill deals
vith...with the subject of transporting agricultural prod-
ucts. An amendment was added on in the House that I under-
stand was at the request of the Motor Vehicles Commission,
the State police and the DOT. #What we're attempting to do
here is to clear up the problem when a farmer takes his trac-
tor apnd wagon and is transporting grain out on his local
roads, the law is rather clear now that he can go from the
field to the farm or from farm to farm transporting those
products. Apparently the problem comes if he decides that he
is going to transport any of this grain to the point of sale
or to a point of storage that is not located on his farm. 1In
some...at times this has been interpreted to be in violation
of what is referred to as husbandry, and because of that, the
feeling was that we needed to clarify that section of the
law.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Discussion? If not, the gquestion
is, shall the Sepate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 924. Those imn 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 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
924, and the bill having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. Sernate Bill 931, Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:
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Yes, thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment 2 to
Senate Bill 931 sharpens the langnage of the bill. It
narrows the focus of the mandated public hearings concerning
plant nmodifications to those field type changes that would
reduce the use of Illinéis coal, and it states <clearly that
while the Conmmerce Compission mnust consider coal industry
emnployment impact, it must attach primary weight to cost fac-
tors, and I would urge the Senate to concur with the House
amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Discussion? 1If pot, the question
is, shall the...Senate...Senate concur with House Anendment
No. 2 to Senate Bill 931. Those in favor Hiil 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 gquestion, the Ayes are 52, +the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment KNo.
2 to Senate Bill 931, and the bill having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 938,
Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move to concur in
House Apmendments Nos. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 938. This is
the public financing of gubernatorial campaigns bill. The
amendments that were put on by the House were two in nunmber.
The first ome, I think, incorrectly raised some of the match-
ing figures that we bhad in my original bill, apd that because
that was a conmittee amendmen* they just left it om. 1In any
event, it is totally superseded by the second amendment which
was vorked out by my staff and common cause, and puts the
bill in the same form in which we again passed it out of the
Senate. Senate Bill 938, in either this version or its House
version, has now passed this Body twice. The amendmeat, I

think, takes care of a great many important problems. You
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knov exactly what it does because we have...debated it at
length on two prior occasions. I would move that the Senate
concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 938.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SERATOR NACDONALD:

Yes, thank you. I would just like to remind the wmembers
on this side of the aisle that their analysis...I hope they
look at it carefully. Senator Netsch did explain, bhowever,
wvhat our reserves were about it that Amendment No. 1 really
WaS...incorrect and that...Amendmen: No. 2...if you support
this concept, Amendment No. 2 is the correct amendment. I,
of course, will oppose the amendment because 1 oppose the
entire bill, but I did want to make that correction for the
Republican side.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SESATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall the Senate concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate
Bill 938. 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 guestion, the Ayes
are 36, the Nays are 19, none voting Present, The Senate
does concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 938,
and the bill having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. For what purpose does Sepator Joyce arise?
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

I would like the record to reflect that I inadvertently
pushed the wrong switch...the...instead of the green light.
I would have voted Aye. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The record will so indicate. Senate Bill 942, Senator
Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Nr. President and members, I move for concurrence in
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House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 942, It merely speci-
fies that financial assistance given by the carporatior for
science and technology which this bill establishes can be
used for...to support exchange programs hetween institutions
of higher education and technology related businesses. I ask
‘for concurrence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall the
Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 942.
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 54,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 942, and the
bill having received the constitutional majority is declared
passed. Sena%te Bill 951, Senator Schuneman. Senator
Schuneman, 951.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senmate Bill 951 is a Department
of Insurance bill which adopts the new investment article for
1ife and annuity companies doing business in the State of
Illinois. The House adopted Amendment No. 1 and No. 2 which
are exactly the same as amendments which were adopted in the
Senate on the identical House bill that moved back over
there. So, I move to concur with House Amendment No. 1 and
No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Semnate concur in House Amendment No. 1
and 2 to Senate Bill 951. 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. Om that
guestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are 1, 1 voting Present.

The Sepate does concur in House Amendments No. 1 and 2 to
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Senate Bill 951, and the bill having received the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 962, Senator
Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Could you give me just a moment here to get these papers?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Okay...we'll be glad to give you moment, Senator Kelly,
get your papers together. $hile we're waiting, Senator
Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAB JOYCE:

Hr. President, while we're waiting, I'd ask leave of the
Body to go to motions in writing for the purpose of consid-
ering a motion that I have filed here.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of
Motions in ®riting, Mr. Secretary. Read the nmotions, MNr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

I mnove to reconsider the vote by which the Senate con-
curred in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 211. Signed,
Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Yes, Mr. President, having voted om the prevailing side,
I move to reconsider now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

There's a motion by Senator Joyce to reconsider the vote
by which the Senate concurred in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 211. Discussion? Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Well, I think the Body is entitled to some explanation

about reconsidering a vote. what 1is 2112 ¥#hat was the

amendment? And why are we reconsidering it? And...and who
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is the sponsor of the bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, we debated this yesterday and 1 believe that every-
one 1in the Chamber is aware of it., 1It*s in front of you and
you can vote Yes or No, that's all I*m asking is a roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BEUCE:

Well, I...I want to knov what <the bill 1is, what the
amendment said and why you are asking to reconsider it?
That's all I'm asking. I think that's a reasonable request,
not only by me, but I think I would be joined by many other
members of the Floor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate Bill 211. The motion before us is to reconsider
the...vote by which the Senate adopted House Amendment No. 1.
Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I don't know what's going omn and till I find out, I
move that that motion lies on the Table...(machine cut-
off)..debatable.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

..-just taking a w@moment *o get our file in order here.
There is a motion by Senator Joyce to reconsider the vote by
which House Amendment No. 1 was concurred with in the Senate
t0...5enate Bill 211. Senator Vadalabeme has made a substan-
tive motion that that motion lie or the Table. That motion is
not debatable. For what purpose does Senator Bruce arise?
SENATOR BRUCE:

Make...l make a parliamentary inguiry. I've...I talked
to the Secretary early this morning and the nmessages

from...on those bills that which we acted on yesterday has
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already gone to the House, and the motion to reconsider would
be out of order if that's already gone, and I wvas informed by
the Secretary that all action we took yesterday...that he
sent *he message over.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The Secretary informs me that the message has gone over,
but that the bill is still in the possession of the Secre-
tary. Is there...Senate...on, Senator...we're talking on the
motion now, Senator Collims, and that's not debatable. Sena-
tor Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator...Sam also made a substitute motion to have that
motion lie on the Table. Now what are voting on now?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

And that?s not debatable. le're voting on
whether...Senator Sam Vadalabene's motion to lay on the Table
Senator Joyce's motion to reconsider the vote. On the motion
to lay on the Table, those in favor will vote Aye. Those
will vote...those opposed will vote Ray. The voting is open.
No...NO...to lay on the Table, I vote No. On that gques-
tion...on that guestion, the Ayes are...Mr. Secretary, have
all wvoted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the
Ayes are 26, the Nays are 25, 3 voting Present, Senator
Joyce has requested a verification of the Aye votes., W#ill
those Senators please be in their seats and will the Secre-
tary call the Aye votes...Secretary indicates he does have
the roll call but he had inadvertently pushed the
vrong...button. What's your point, Senator Buzbee?

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Ar. President, my point is that I'm sure the Secretary
inadvertently punched that button, but to be fair to the
Senators who are requesting the verification, because I'm
sure there's going to be a verification requested of the

negatives also, may I suggest that we just take the roll call
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over on Senator Vadalabene's motion to lie that motion upon
the Table.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

That was the next step from the Chair. On...take
that...clear the record. e will...we will vote now. The
vote is on the motion of Senator Vadalabene®s to lay om the
Table Senator Joyce's motion to reconsider the vote on Amend-
zent No. 1...House Amendment No. 1 ¢o Semate Bill 211. All
those in favor of laying that motion on the Table 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
wvho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Yeas are
26, the Nays are 25, none voting Presen*. A verification has
been requested. Will the Secretary please call the Yea
votes. Senator, I've been informed it takes thirty votes to
lay on the Table...it takes a majority to lay on the Table,
obviously thirty to reconsider. Secretary, please call the
Yea votes for verification.

SECRETARY:

The following voted in the affirmative: Berman, Bruce,
Buzbee, Collins, D'Arco, Darrow, Davidson, Dawson, Denmuzio,
Egan, Hall, Holmberg, Keats, Kelly, Kustra, Luft, Marovitz,
Nedza, Netsch, Newhouse, Schaffer, Smith, Vadalabene, Welch,
Zito, Mr. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Joyce, do 7you...do you guestion any of the

affirmative votes?
SENATOR JERENIAH JOICE:

Senator Dawvwson.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Dawson. He's standing in the back of the roon.
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Senator Keats.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Keats on the Floor? He's standing, talking.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Senator Philip.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip on the Floor? He's in the back on the
Democratic side. And he voted No, Senator.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Wait a winute...wait a minute. Senator Davidson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson is in his seat. 1Is there verifications?
8r. Secretary...

SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Senator Marovitz.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz. Is Senator Marovitz in his seat? Sepa-
tor Marovitz. He's back from the telephone bcoth. Are there
any further questions? On the final...final count is 26
Yeas, 25 Nays, none voting Present. Senator Vadalabene's
motion prevails. For what purpose does Senator Lechowicz
arise? '

SENATOR LECHROWICZ:

Well, Mr. President, while we're on that order of busi-
ness, I also filed with the clerk is a motion to reconsider
on Senate Bill 726. Having voted om the prevailing side, I
move that the Senmate reconsider the vote by which Senate Bill
726 and Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 were defeated. Let mnme
tell you what transpired. The House menmber was here and he is
willing to withdraw from Amendment No. 2 in the House and
this way the bill would be in final passage, so I would like
to at this...at this time, if it's appropriate, Mr. Presi-
dent, move to reconsider the vote by which 726 1lost, Amend-
ments 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5. Do I have leave of the Body?
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The Secretary informs me that the message has gone over
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to the House and...before he could take any action he'd have
to try to get it back.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
That's correct. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The mnessage is coming back guickly. Your motion is in
order. We bhave the message back. Sepator...Senator
Lechowicz, having voting on the prevailing side, has moved to
reconsider the vote by which Amendments No. 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5
to Senate Bill 726 were nonconcurred in. Is...those in favor
of...of voting to recomsider will say Aye. Those opposed.
The Ayes have it, The motion to reconsider carries. Now that
proposition will be in front of us to be heard later. On the
Order of Senate Bills Concurrence, Senate Bill 962, Senator
Kelly. Senate Bill 974, Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and menbers of the Senate, I move to concur
in House Amendment No. 1. It puts an immediate effective
date.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? If

not,...Senator Kent.
SENATOR KENT:

Question of the spomsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR RENT:

Does this have a pay raise in it ipn the bill or the
amendment in any way?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
Absolutely not.

PRESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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And the gquestion 1is, shall the Senate concur in House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 974. 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...take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 49,
the Nays are 4, nome voting Present. The Senate does concur
in House Apendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 974, and the bill
having received the counstitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 981, Semator Denmuzio.

SENATOR DENUZIO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Rhat this bill does is...is a
combination of a agreement that was struck inm the House
between the Attorney General's Office and the Chamber of Com-
merce on a definition of waste oil as a person that...that
provides that no person shall transport by vehicle any wused
0il without a document such as a manifest or a bill of lading
which clearly identifies the destination of such used oil.
There is apparently some dispute in terms of the definitions
because of the Mahar...Semator Mahar's bill of 757 which we
passed out of here earlier. This bill is...I know of no
opposition in reference to this new definition of...of waste
oil.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 981. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opem. Have all voted . who
wish? Rave all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
guestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment No. to
Senpate Bill 981, and the bill having teceived the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 983, Senator
D'Rrco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:
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Thank 7you, MNr. President. The House Amendment No. 1
includes...no, wait a minute...I got the wrong one. I've got
the wrong one...House Amendment No. 1 specifies in definition
of occupational therapy, that referral by a physican is to be
for occupational therapy. That tightens up the definition of
occupational therapy to exclude certain group whos would not
be affected by this law. House Amendment No. 2 is a techni-
cal amendment. House Amendmpent No. 3 provide...iS...is tech-
nical. It changes the provisions as far as Class A Mis-
demeanors are coacerned, and I would ask that we concur in
the three House amendpents.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLCON:

Well, very briefly, this is another great bill creating
the regulation of another occupation where it isn't needed.
There's already a private certification program going, and as
is so often the case, this is the first step in a two-step
process, and then the next steé is to write them into the
Insurance Code and mandate that they would gualify for pay-
ments under Blue Cross/Blue Shield and the Medicaid program.
It's just another way to get at the treasury. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Further discussion? Senator D'Arco
may close.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Mr. President, we argued the merits of this bill on 3rd
reading. The Sunset Committee, in fact, reviewed...reviewed
this proposal and found nothing wrong with it. Occupational
therapists perform a tremendous service in our comnunities
and they definately deserve 1licemsure, and we argued this
bill on 3rd reading, this is not the time *o argue it, Hr.
President, and I ask that we concur in these amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)



Page 126 - JUNE 29, 1983

And the guestion is, shall the Sepate coancur in House
Amendments No. 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 983. 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 36, the Nays are 16, 1 voting Present. The Senate does
concur in House Amendments No. 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 983,
and the bill having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. Sepnate Bill 991, Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

(Machine cutoff)...concur.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco moves to nonconcur in House Awnendments No.
1 and 3 to Senate Bill 991. All those in favor 1indicate by
saying Aye. All those opposed. The Ayes...the motion car-
ries and the House...and the Secretary #ill so inform the
House. Senate Bill 995, Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. PFresident. House Amendment No. 1 requires
the intent requirement under the law to illegally obtain the
proceeds of any insurance policy. House Amendment No. 2
deletes from the definition...of crime, the knowning assis-
tance of betting, soliciting or conspiring with another to
make a false report of theft or other loss. I don't know of
any opposition. I would move to concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? If @pot, the
question 1is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendments No.
1 and 2 to Senate Bill 995. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that guestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Apendments

No. 1 and 2 to Semate Bill 995, and the bill having received
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the constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Bill
1000, Senator Rock. Senate Bill 1001, Senator Colliams. Sena-
tor Collins moves to nonconcur in House Amendments No. 1 and
2 to Senate Bill...1001. All +those in favor ipdicate by
saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries and the Secretary will so inform the House. Senate
Bill 1002, Senator Zito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Because we're still trying +*o
work out language, I would ask the Body to nonconcur.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Zito moves +that the Sena*e nonconcur in House
Amendments 1, 2, 3 and 4. A1l those in favor imndicate by
saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion
carries and the Secretary will so inform the House. Senate

Bill 1004, Senator Holmberg.

END OF REEL
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REEL #5

SENATOR BOLMBERG:

I wish to concur ¥ith the House amendment. Basically,
all it does is change the way the income tax deduction is
computed for donating equipment to community colleges. It
nov reads, "equipment donated during the taxable year <o a
community college or community college district, an amount
equal to 3.2 times the adjusted basis as conpputed under
Section 10-11 of the Internal Revenue Code.™ Anrd in another
part of the bill, "for any equipment donated during the tax-
able year to a commuhity college or community college dis-
trict, an amount equal to two times the adjusted basis as
computed under Section 10-11.7
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? 1Is there discussion? If not, the
gquestion is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment Fo. 1
to Senate Bill 1004. 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 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1004, and the bill having received the constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. House Bill 1006, Senator
Berman.

SENATOR BERNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I m@move to concur in House
Apendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1006. This does for the bill
dealing with contributions of egquipment to elementary and
secondary schools the same as the amendment for the junior
colleges that Senator Holmberg just explained on Senate Bill
1004. Deals with the adjusted basis in the Internal Revenue

Code. I move to comcur in House Amendment No. 1.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Is there discussion? If npot, the
question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 1006. 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 55, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment No. 1,
and Senate Bill 1006 having received the constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1011, Senator
Collins. Semator Collins, 1011. Senate Bill 1011,

SENATOR COLLINS:

«e.OVe tOo cCONCUT.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sepator Collins moves to concur with House Amendment No.
1. to Senate Bill 1011. 1Is there discussion? If pot, the
question is, shall the Semate concur in House Amendment No. 1
to Senate Bill 1011. 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 Ayés are 49, the Nays
are 5, none voting Present. The Senate concurs in House
Amendment No. 1, and Senate Bill 1011 having received the
constitational majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1012, Senator Darrowv.

SENATOR DARRON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move we concar with
the House amendment to Semate Bill 1012. What the amendment
does is set up a pilot project with the Department of Com-
merce and Community Affairs and institute of higher education
in the State whereby an individual that has an idea for an
invention can go to that institution and get some help and
evaluate the proposal for marketability and suitability for

patent rights. It's...the program will charge the fellow who
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has the invention a certain rate and it will pay for itself.
There should be no State funding involved. It's a pilot
project, as I indicated, and the Act terminates June 30th,
1986 if this does not work out the way we thought it would.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

1s there discussion? Sepator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOCM:f

Would you read for the Body the definition of inventor or
innovator on page 2? I've mnever seen anything 1like that
before.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

Well, I'm not sure if this came out of Black's Law Dic-
tionary or not, Prescott. It merely says, %An inventor is
one vwvho thinks of, iragines or creates something new wvhich
may result in a device, contrivance or process for the first
time through the use of the imagination or ingenious thinking
an experimentation."

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloon.

SENATOR BLOON:

Well, I...you know, I...I don't confine my reading to
Black's law Dictionary. But, you know, when this went out of
here is wasn't...you know, it...it...it was...wasn’t a bad
idea, but nov, apparently, some of the...some of the brains
over in the House decided to delete everything after the
enacting clause and rewrite the bill; and now it's...there's
a Small Business Innovators Opportunity Program Act for pro-
viding or research and counseling, I suppose, to people who
imagine something new which may result in a device or a con-
+rivance for the first +ime. In other words, someone could

go to the Department of Commerce and Comaunity Affairs and

say, I imagine...an automatic imitation dragon defrogger and
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qualify for a grant. I mean, those House guys didn't tighten
this up at all. I pean, they...they took, you know, a fairly
decent idea and really bollixed it up according to our analy-
sis. You sure you want to concur in this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROW:

What we did with the piece of legislation that you speak
so highly of, we wrote a number of patent attorneys in
Chicago and asked them for their opinion of it. They did not
think as highly of it as we did when we passed the bill out
of here. So, therefore, rather <than Table the bill, the
House incorporated this amendment, and it struck everything
after the enacting clause. What this is is a Statute of the
State of Washington. Washington has this program, it works
very well, and I'm +told that that's where we obtained the
definition of inventor, from the State of Washingtom. There
would not be a grant, per se. What you would be doing is,
the inventor would have to pay for the service that he
receives, so, that's where we came up with the idea there
would be no charge to the State of Illinois since the inven-
tor would have to pay the amount of the service as determined
by the Department of Commerce and Community Affairs.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

- Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Well, I don't want...you know, we've got a lot of other
bills on the call. This went out on the Agreed Bill List,
but the House folks, I guess, energized by the patemnt attor-
neys decided to adopt something from Washington, but I...I
would suggest...respectfully suggest that maybe there are a
lot of automatic imitation "dragon defroggers out in
Washington, or people sho imagine these things. But

I...l...the other patent attorneys, to the contrary notwith-
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standing, I think ¢his was a far better bill when it left the
Senate, and I would remind the members that this is final
passage, and so ve're going to...we're going to send a bill
down to his tallness, his excellency, the Governmor that would
authorize people vwho imagine something new which may result
in a device...contrivance, et cetera, and perhaps 1let bin
have at it. I'm not so sure this is a good idea. Maybe you
ought to nonconcur, put it in a Conference Conmmittee and
tighten it up. I mean, I want to pass it. I'm not trying to
kill it. It's just that in its present form it's tough to
vote Aye for.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? The question is, shall the Senate
concur in House Amendment 1 to0...to Senate Bill 1012. Those
in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Hay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who vish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Senator Johns. Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
Oon that gquestion, the Ayes are 36, the Nays are 20, 1 voting
Present. The Senate....the Senate does concur in House
Apendment 1 to Senate Bill 1012, and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
1013, Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

Thank you, Mr. President. We have come to the conclusion
that Senate Bill 1013 is beyond salvaging. It's just an idea
that's time has not come and may not ever come, and so,
therefore, we'd move to Table Semate Bill 1013.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...Senator Darrow moves to Table 1013. Those in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it.
1013 is Tabled. Senate Bill 1017, Senator Vadalabene. Sena-
tor Vadalabene on the Floor? Senate Bill 1017...Senate Bill

1022,...5enator Lechowicz. Senator Lechowicz.

[
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SENATOBE LECHOWICZ:

Mr. President, I move that we nonconcur in House Amend-
ment No. 1 om 1022.

PBBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZ2IQ)

Alright. Senator Lechowicz moves to noncencur in House
Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 1022, All those in favor signify
by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion
carries, and the Secretary shall so inform the House. 1026,
Senator Hall. Senator BHall.

SENATOR BALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I move to nonconcur with House Amendment No. 2 on
Senate Bill 1026 and ask that a Conference Committee be
appointed.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Well, Senator Hall moves to noncomncur in House Amendaent
No. 2 to Senate Bill 1026. 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
1027, Senator Holmberg. Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMEERG:

I wish to concur with the House versiom of this bill. ¥e
had some discussion with the bonding companies after this
bill was passed out of the Senate, and this particular ver-
sion is...is preferential to them and to the House and now to
us. It specifies that *he State Treasurer may give prefer-
ence to banks who use as security Illinois Municipal Bonds,
and this, in effect, should increase their marketability. A
second provision is that Federal Revenue Bonds give a unique
provision for Illinois relating to home rule units, and this
provision will encourage those home rule units +o band
together for...better rate on tax exempt mortgage revenue
bonds, and I vote to concur with the House.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
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Any discussion? Any discussion? Any discussion? The
question is, shall the Senate concur in House Anmendment 2 to
Senate Bill 1027. 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? Have all
voted who wish?...take the record. On that gquestion, the
Ayes are 58, the Nays are nomne, none voting Present. The
Senate does concur in House Amendment +to Senate Bill 1027,
and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1028, Senator Egan.
Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1 move to concur in House
Apendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1028. What it does, it shifts
the burden from the Board of Higher Education to the indi-
vidual institutions. It has no opposition, and I...move its
COnCULCEence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate
Bill 1028. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted vho wish? Take the record. On
that gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the HNays are none; none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Apendment 1
to Senate Bill 1028, and +*he bill baving received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed.
PRESIDENT:

If I can have your attention, sone guestions have been
raised with respect to the remainder of the day*s schedule.
As you know, it is the 29th day of Jume. Senator Philip and
I have been meeting with the House leadership. They have
requested that they...or suggested that they intend to work

this evening, and we have agreed to their request that we,
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too, will be in this evening; for hcvw long, yet, we do not
knov. So, it's the intent to break at five-thirty and wve
will return at seven-thirty. Five-thirty to seven-thirty,
0

and we'll be back on the Floor at seven-thirty on the Order
of the Calendar. The Order of Secretary's Desk <Concurrence,
Senate Bill 1035, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1035 vithlﬁouse Amendment 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, very much, MNr. President and Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. What we are doing here with House
Amendment 2 1is, we are wmaking this bill now identical to
Senate Bill 1035...0r 684, I beg your pardon, inasmuch as we
are increasing the bond limit per real estate borrower from
one hundred thousand to a hundred and fifty thousand and also
stipulating that no loans will be made to any agribusiness of
more than one hundred employees and a gross income of over
two million dollars the preceding year, and it changes *he
outstanding bond limit from two hundred million to a hundred
million, earmarking fifty milliom of that for loans to gqual-
ifying agribusiness. It is identical, as 1 indicated, *o
the...House Bill 684, which is in the House on Concurrence
Calendar.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amend-
ment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1035. Any discussion? If
not,...those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that gquestion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment

No. 2 to Senate Bill 1035, and the bill having received the
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required constitutional majority is declared passed. If 1
can have your attention again, we have received a number of
Messages acceding o our reques*s, or...:he House asking us
to accede to their request for a Conference Committee. We
will get to that order of business at five o'clock. The
Secretary, I'm sure, has provided everykbody with the requi-
site inforwation. We can handle that with some dispatch, and
then we will go to the Order of the Executive Appointments
Committee Report and handle that report, and then we will
break at five-thirty for dinner. On the Order of Secretary's
Desk Concurrence, Sena*e Bill 1040, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1040 with House Amendment No. 2.
PRESIDENT:

Sénator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Sepnate, Amend-
ment...House Amendment No. 2 is put on by Representative
Saltsman to accommodate a problem in Tazewell County. What
it does, it adds the words *"and to make grants to
non-for-profit tourism organizations from Federal, State or
any monies available." 1 imagine their county has had some
problems with furding their tourism bureau, and he has
requested this amendment. I would move to concur with it.
PRESIDENT:

Alrigh+. Senator Savickas has moved to concur. The
question...any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill
1040. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote HNay. 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 48, the Nays are none, mnone voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendmen* No. 2 to

Senate Bill 1040, and the bill having received the required
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constitutional wnmajority is declared passed. Senator Weaver.
Okay. On the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence is Senate
Bill 1047, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1047 with House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd move *hat the Senate
concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1047. This
makes it crystal clear that the fifty thousand dollar fee to
foreign banks is...applicable only to *the nonreciprocal for-
eign banks doing business in Illinois, and I'd move that ws
do concur.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator WHeaver has moved concurrence. Any
discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
1047. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote
Nay. The voting is open. A1l voted who wish? Have all
voted 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. +o Senate Bill 1047, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed...on the
order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence, Senate Bill 1048, HMr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1048 with House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:
Thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment No. 1 to

Senate Bill 1048 deletes *he provision in the bill authoriz-
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ing optometrists, pyschologists, nurses and physical
therapists to become a part of a professional service orga-
nization. It still leaves intact the original inten%t of the
bill to allow dentists to be a part of that professional cor-
poration. I would move that +the Senate concur in House
ARmendment No. 1.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Weaver has moved concurrence. Any
discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
1048. Those im 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.
Oon that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are 1, none
voting Present. The Senate does comcur im House Apendment
No. 1 +to Senate Bill 1048, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Watson. On the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence is
Senate Bill 1052, #r. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1052 with House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I wmove that we concur with
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1052. House Amendment
No. 1 simply deletes the added provision exempting claims of
refunds in connection with utility overcharges from the two-
year Statute of Limitations. This just brings it in%to con-
sistency with other refund language of the Public Utilities
Act. I move for its adoption.

PRESIDENT:
Alright. Senator...¥atson has @npoved concurrence. Any

discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the Gquestion




Page 139 - JUNE 29, 1983

is, shall the Senate concur in House Apendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1052. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is over...open. All voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Right. Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 55,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1052, and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Davidson, on 1054. ©On the Order of
Secretary's Desk Concurrence is Senate Bill 1054, Mr. Secre-
tarye.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1054 with House Amendment No. 3.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSORN:

Mr. President, I move to concur with House Amendment No.
3. It does three things; one, it gets the language in the
correct procedure of sections that need to be; two, it estab-
lishes the rule making for the Department of Agriculture
since we now gave them back the State Fair, and JCAR said
they had to have this rule making ability; and, three, it
adds that they will issue the rules in relation to racing in
regards to the Illinois...excuse me, the Illinois EPA Associ-
ation. Move to concur.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Davidson has moved concurrence. 1s +there any
discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 3 to Senate Bill
1054. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? BHave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that ques*ion, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none

voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment
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No. 3 to Senate Bill 1054, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Kustra, oan 1057. Oon the Order of Secretary's Desk Comcur-—-
rence is Senate Bill 1057, H¥r. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1057 with House Amendment HNo. 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Mr. President, I move we nonconcur with Senate Amendment
No...0T House Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1057.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Kustra has moved to nonconcur in House
Apendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1057. Those in favor indi-
cate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion carries, and the Secretary shall so inform the House.
1061, Senator Schaffer. On the Order of Secretary's Desk
Concurrence, Senate Bill 1061, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1051 with House Amendment...
PRESIDENT:

6l...61.

SECRETARY:

ess 1061 with House Amendments 4, 5, 7 and 8.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, there apparently are some problems with
this I wasn't awvare of...just to simplify things, nove to
nonconcur in all the amendments.

PRESIDENT:

Alright. Senator Schaffer moves to nonconcur in House

Anendments 4, 5, 7 and 8 to Senate Bill 1061. All those in

favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
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it. The motion carries, and the Secretary shall so inform
the House. Senator Schuneman, on 1067. Senator Schunemana.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:Z

Ingquiry of *he Chair, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Yes.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

This is a department bill and they've asked me to hold
it. I've never gotten any ianstructions. Are we going to get
back to this?

PBEESIDENT:
Absolutely.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
Absolutely?

PRESIDENT:

I've got one right in front of you on the Calendar, we'll
get back *to it.
SENATOR SCHONEHMAN:

Then...then that's a good indicatiom, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

I've got one behind you, too, so we'll get back there.
1070, Senator Sangmeister. 1-0-7-0, bottom of page 19. On
the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence is Senate Bill
1070, Mr. Secretary.

SECBETARY:

.-.Senate Bill 1070 with House Amendments 1 and 4.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, I've been advised that there's a typographical error
where there should be a "qg" in a paragraph there's an "o,"
and I guess we better clean it up ra*her tham relying on the
Governor's Amendatory Veto. So, at this poiast, I move to

nonconcur in Senate Bill No. 1070.
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PRESIDENT:

Alright. Sepator Sangmeister moves to noncomcur in House
Amendments 1 and 4 to Semate Bill 1070. 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. 1073, Semnator Joyce. Alright. Senator
Joyce moves to nonconcur in House Amendments 1 ard 3 to
Senate Bill 1073. Any discussion? If no¢, all in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes bhave it. The
motion carries. The Secretary shall so inform the House.
1078, Senator Blooa. On the Order of Secretary's Desk
Concurrence is Senate Bill 1078. HNr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1078 with House Amendment No. 1.
PEESIDENT:

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOGHM:

Thank you, Mr. President apnd fellow Senators. Senate
Bill 1078 is the Department of Registration amd Education's
rewrite of +the Pharmacy Practice Act. The House added an
amendment which was not given to me before the bill left the
Senate. It adds a provision to the bill *o provide that anmy
violation of the Pharmacy Practice Act is a <Class A Mis~-
demeanor rather than a petty offense and that practicing
pharmacy without a license is similarly punishable. 1I'd move
its adoption...I'd move that we concur with the House amend-
ment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 1078.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Marovitz. Have all voted who wish?...have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On *that gqguestion, the Ayes

are 55, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate




Page 143 - JUNE 29, 1983

does concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 1078, and the
bill having received the required...constitutional majority
is'declared passed. Senate Bill 1098, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1098 wi*h amendment...House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I am moving to concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1098. The bill as it passed the Sena*e was an
amendment to the Probate Act dealing with the reguirement of
assurity in even cases where we use the independent adsinis-
tration of estates. House Amendment No. 1 clarifies a proce-
dural issue, and it clarifies that it's necessary to file a
motion to go before the court to terminate a bond in the
event of, obviously, nonpayment of premium. It was suggested
by the Chicago and Illinois Bar Association. There is no
objection, and I would move that the Senate concur in House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1098.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright. 1Is “here any discussion? Any discussion? The
guestion 1is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendment 1 to
Senate Bill 1098. 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 56, the Nays are
none, none voting Presenmt. The Senate does concur in House
Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 1098, and the bill having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1104...Senator Vadalabene. #r. Secretary, 1104.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1104 with House Amendments 1 and 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Agendments 1 and 2 to Sepate Bill 1104, I nmove to
concur with +these amendments. These changes...House Amend-
ment No. 1 and 2 state that the second offense of passing a
school bus loading or discharging school childrem must occur
within three years of the first offense in order for the sus-
peasion penalty to apply. These changes have “he suppor:t of
the State Board of Education, IDOT, the Department of Law
Enforcement, the Illinois School Transportation Association
and the Motor Vehicle Laws Commission, and I move to concur
with House Amendments No. 1 and 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion?...any discussion? The guestion is, shall
*he Senate concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Semate Bill
1104. 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 57, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments 1 and 2
to Senate Bill 1104, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1111, Senator Kent. Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1111 with House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Kent.

SENATOR KENT:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Amendment No. 1 creates a space on the State
Incone Tax form where individuals who will receive a refund
may designate up to ten dollars of that refund for the Illi-

nois Veterans® Home Fund. The Governor has currently imposed
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a freeze on the admissions at the 1Illinois Veterans' Home.
As residents of the home pay fees and generate Federal rein-
bursement into the Veterans' Home Fund, this has put...severe
constraint on the budgets of the home as well as forced nmore
revenues from the General Revenue Fund. Approval of House
Amendment No., 1 to Senate Bill 1111 would geperate a minimunm
of one million dollars, which would ease the State's general’
revenue burden. This is particularly important as the Gover=-
nor is in the process of fumding a conversion of a portion of
Manteno Mental Health Pacility into another...veterans' home.
No one has addressed how the second home will have its " oper-
ations funded, and this will further ensure the success of
Manteno conversion. I would certainly hope that...we have in
the past passed out two checkoff bills, and I certainly hope
we can do this omne for the veterans. 1 would...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENKTOR DEMUZIO)

ADYe oo
SENATOR KENT:

es+I would move to concur.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

.e-any discussion? Senator...Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I rise in support of this
also. I think that it would help...in 2 much needed area.
¥e have many veterans and they're, as Senator Kent said, they
are in the process of converting some of the Mamteno HMental
Health Center to a veterans' home, and it would very defi-
nitely help in that area.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Farther discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, just briefly, I rise in support of this also.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The guestion is, shall the Senate concur in House Amend-
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ment 1 to Senate Bill 1111. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted wvho 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 Amendment 1 +to Senate Bill 1111, and the bill having
received the required constitutiomal majority is declared
passed. Is there 1leave to return to the...to Senate Bill
10982 Leave is granted. Senate Bill 1098, Senator Rock.
Alright. Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

It's just been called to my attention there may have been
an error im that amendmént Wwe unanimously adopted; 1
would...I'm going to file a wmotion to reconsider. ) RS §
don't wvant to go to that order, obviously, today again, but
I'll...let me Jjust file it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Alright, take it out of the record. Senate Bill 1104,
Senator Vadalabene. #fr. Secretary. We did that one?
Alright, okay, take it out...1111 we've been out. ~ Okay, on
the Order of Concurrence, Senate Bill 1115, Senator Carroll.
Senator Carroll on the Floor? Senate Bill 1116, Senatof
Marovitz. MWr. Secretary,...1116.

SECERETARY:

Senate Bill 1116 with House Amendments 1 and 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

‘ Thank you, very wauch, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. I would move that the Senate do concur with House
Amendments No. 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1116, Amendment No. 1
just reiterates the State's policy that e should promote
recycling efforts and activities in the State. And Apendment

No. 2 mpmakes it <clear that, regarding nuclear waste, it
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should be the Department of Nuclear Safety that has the pur-
view of oversight, and I would ask for the concurrence on
these two amendments to Senate Bill 1116,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? Senator
Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Yes, Mr. President, a question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

You...you indicate here that Amendment No. 2 says that
nuclear waste will not be subject to the Department of Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency anymore but will be under
the...under the control of the Department of Nuclear Safety.
I'm not at all sure that I'm opposed to that, but how about
in the low-level nuclear vaste areas which we're going to be
po§sib1y creating more of those in the very near future? Are
we really sure that's what we wvant to do, that the Departoment
of ﬁuclear Safety is going to regulate those as opposed to
the EPA?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
.- Senator Marovitz.
SE#ATOR MAROVITZ:

This was at the rTequest of the department and...and
that's really...I...X...I don't claim to be the expert, but
they tell me that that's where it should be.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

¥hen you say, "the departmeat," are you talking about the
EPA or the Department of Nuclear Safety?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.
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SENATOR MAROVITZ:

EPA.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

, .OkaYeeoeifeeoif...if the EPA says that they think they're
not qualified to regqulate 1low-level nuclear waste but the
Department of Nuclear Safety is, why I'1l go along with it,
but I...I'm not sure...that's what we want to do but...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, the...Department of Nuclear Safety, I +think, is
better equipped to handle those items, and I think it is a
good thing to transfer to thean. l
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JCYCE:

Yes, just to take exception to what Senator Geo-Karis
said, I don't think the Departmest of Nuclear Safety is
better equipped to handle anything.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz may close.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I would just ask for an affirmative =roll call " on this
concurrence motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Alright, The question is, shall Senate...shall the
Senate concur in amendments...House Amendments 1 and 2 to
Senate Bill 1116. 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 49, the Nays are 5, 1
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voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments 1
and 2 to Senate Bill 1116, and the bill having received the
required constitutioral majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1119, Senator Etheredge. 1122, Senator Lemke. Senator
Lenke on the Floor? Senate Bill 1123, Senator Schaffer. Nr.
Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1123 with House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHNUZIQ)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, this is a technical amendment that was put
on at the reqguest of the Comp*roller concerning the estab-
lishment of the seven indepeundent funds for the block grants.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, I'm sorry, I was involved in nuclear waste here and
I...I missed...nissed the waste of the block gramts. Senator
Schaffer, would you mind to explain this...this amendment
again?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I'n reliably informed it doesn't glow. It's a technical
amendment, I'm told, pu%t on at the request of the Comptrol-
ler.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, it's...it's not exactly technical, because what it
says is that...that the Department of Public Aid depositing
reimbursements received for expenditures from the...from GRF

for purposes authorized for expenditures from the Special
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Purposes Trust Fund, that they are to deposit those into the
General Revenune Fund rather than the...‘he Treasurer trans-
ferring...reinbursements. But the last sentence I'm a little
confused on...the last sentence says, "Requires payment into
local initiative fund of Federal reimbursements for expendi-
tures from the fund mpade in accordance with the Federal
Social Services Block Gran*."™ Camr you %tell npe what <that
means, Senator?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

What we have here is the classic technical amendment. I
mean, if that isn't a technical amendment, I never heard one.
I think what they're getting at is tha*t this local initiative
fund does evidentally have some GRF raasmifications, and as He‘
sent the bill to the House, we were requiring all the wmoney
going back from the locals to go into that Block Grasmt Fund,
and I guess what they're saying is that if some of it was
money that was generated by GRF money, not Federal block
grant momey, it ought not tb go in the Block Grant Fund, it
ought to go into a GRF Fund. And I would call that a techni-
cal amendoment. That's the kind of gobbledygook we pay
hundreds of people to force down our throats.

PRESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, if...if I understand the technology of the techni-
cal amendment, I...Il...XI think that what you said is correcst,
and I think this is alright. H#e may have to undo this.,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? The question is, shall the Senate
concur in House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 1123, Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will...vote Nay. The

voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
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wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that
question, the Ayes are 56, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment 1 to
Senate Bill 1123, ard the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 1132, Semnator
Luft. Mr. Secretary, 1132.
SECBETARY:

Senate Bill 1132 with House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHDZIO)

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I move to concur in Amendment
¥o. 1 which has a techmical...the word "states" was umis-
spelled. They spelled +hat properly, and they also elimi-
pated the administrative office of the courts being required
to file copies of reports with the board since the state's
attorney was making that filing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Is there any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? The
gquestion is, shall the Senate concur in House Amendmeant 1 to
Senate Qill 1132. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposedI 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 guestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The Senate does concur in
House Amendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 1132, and the bill hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1135, Senator Schaffer. Mr. Secretary, 1135.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1135 with House Amendment 1.

PRES;DING OFFICER: (SERATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, Senate Bill 1135...I don't know, let's
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skip it for a second.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Take it out of the record. 1144, Senator Egan. Alright,
that's...I understand it was nonconcurred in this morning.
Also, 1146 was nonconcurred in. Top of page 21, Senate Bill
1147, Senator Maitland. Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1147 with House Amendments 2 and 3.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very buch, Mr. President. I move the Senate
concur in House Amendments No. 2 and No. 3 *o Semate Bill
1147. Amendment...hmeﬂdment No. 2 reqguires that ‘he
reserves shalla...will be...will be equal to the
actual...actuarial requirements of the fund instead of the
present minimum reserve requirement of ten thousand dollars
for each policempan and beneficiary. And Amendment No. 3, I
am told, is purely technical.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The question
is, shall the Sepate concur in House Amendments 2 and 3 to
Senate Bill 1147. 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 tha* question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. The Senate does concur in
House Amendments 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 1147, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1153, Senator Jones. Senator Jones on the
Floor? 1174, Senator Rupp. Sepator Rupp on *the Floor?
1176, Senator BRupp. 1191, Senator Bloom. On the Order of
Concurtrence, Senate Bill 1191,'Hr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 1191 with House Amendments 1 ard 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bloon.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators.
Basically, this was a Department of Registration and Edu-
cation bill, as you can see, that did some fee changes in
various Acts and sailed out of here...now, Amendment No. 1
vas prepared and didn't catch up with this bill until it go+*
over into the House, and essentially what it does is, does
some odds and ends in the Detection of Deception Act, the
Physicians Assistant Act and the Boxing and Wrestling Act.
Anendment No. 2 was offered by Representative
Woodward...Woodyard, and basically repeals the continuing
education sections of the Illinois Medical Practice Act. I
would move that we concur with these tvwo House amendments.
Ansver any gquestions; otherwise, get a roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? The guestion is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill
1191. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Senator
Marovitz. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Opn that guestion,
the Ayes are 58, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill
1191, and the bill receiving...having received the reguired
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill
1220, Senator Rock...Mr. Secretary, 1220.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1220 with House Anmendments 4 and 6.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator BRock.

SENATOR ROCK:
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Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I am going to move to concur with House Amendments 4
and 6 to Senate Bill 1220. Semate Bill 1220, as it left this
Chamber, was an amendment to the Court of Claims Act, which
was introduced at the request of the court. It contained a
nunber of miniscule changes, two of which they felt were
extremely important. One, as you know, now the court
can...ran a separate docket and pay claims of less than one
thousand dollars directly without the full-blown hearing,
upon proper validation, obviously, by the Comptroller and the
Bureau of the Budget that it was due to a lapsed appropria-
tion. They wish to raise that limit, and the House did that
by virtue of an amendment, they raised that limit to <twenty-
five hundred dollars. Additionally, the House also, at the
request of the Secretary of State...the Secretary of State,
as you know, provides office space and so forth for the
court. There was some controversy between the court and the
Secretary of State as to who should decide what the court of
clains needed. This...after agreement pursuant to those, the
House put on Amendment No. 4 which said that the current
practice obtains, namely the Secretary of State, will decide
what kind of space and how much space. I know of no objec-
tiom, and I would move concurrence in these two House amend-
ments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR‘DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? Any discussion? The
guestion is, shall the Sepmate coancur in House Amendments 4
and 6 to Senate Bill 1220. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. BHave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 54,
the Nays.are 2, none voting Present. The Senate does concur
in House Amendments 4 and 6 to Senate Bill 1220, and the bill

having received the required constitutional wmajority is
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declared passed. Senate Bill 1232, Senator Macdomald. Mr.
Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1232 with House Amendments 1 and 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 1 is a good
amendment which tightens up the day-care ceater bill that
went out of here, and it provides that the township shall use
the standards established by the Department of Children and
Family Services in determining the recipients of subsidized
day care. The second amendment says that any such day-care
center as is contracted with nust be...have been in business
for at least one year. I think these are good amendments and
I concur with them and I hope that you will too.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate concur in...in House Amendments 1 and 2
to Senate Bill 1232. 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 55, the Nays
are 1, none voting Present. The Senate does...does concur in
House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1232, and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1237, Senator Joyce. Mr. Secretary, Senate
Bill 1237.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1237 with House Amendment 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that +the Sepate do
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concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1237. The
House Amendment No. 1 is the result of negotiatioms between
Miss Farley and the do-good group and the financial people.
It takes off all of the prohibitions with respect to use of
wage assignments and substitutes that with language
clarifying the notice to be given. Basically, the notice is
in the...is...is in the legislation now. This clarifies what
notice is to be given.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? The...Senator
DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, I...I'm sorry, Senator Joyce. This...this is a new
bill, right, from the bill you sent over?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

I...J really don*t know if this is a face-saving tech-
nigue or what has happened to tell you the truth, Senator. I
know that what we passed out is now gone, and all of the
people who give people credit are now happy with this as
opposed to being unhappy with what we passed out of here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEHATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Delngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

f#ell, what if some...what if this happens in error? I
mean, what if the...if the wage assignment is made in error?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator, is that a question?

SENATCR DeANGELIS:

...d0 you have to knmowingly do this or can it...if...if
an error occurs, youtre still going to get a fine?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
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SENATOR JOICE:

Well, I am told by staff that this amendment does not
change that. Whatever the law is now remains the sane.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Delngelis.

SENATOR CeANGELIS:

Then...then why do we need it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

I told you. In vy opinion, I think it's a face-saving
technique Or...or...or I...I...X don't know. I was not privy
to the negotiations or discussions between the 1lenders and
those people who hold paper and Miss Farley and her group. I
don't know.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIOQ)
Further discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:
A question for the spoansor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

He indicates he will yield. Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Is there currently a fine on a person who...who wrong-
fully serves notice of assignment or demands for wages? Is
there currently a fine and how much is it, if so?

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

It raises the fine to five hundred dollars...in actual
damages. Right now, it's just actual damages.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Welch. Senator Welch.

SENATCR WELCH:

So, if the wage demand is served and no wages are with-
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held, you can...the employer or person uponr whom the wage
demand...person upon whom the wage demand is served who
wrongfully withholds, the employer, or the person serving the
vage dewmand, the paper holder, either or both can be held
responsible for a five hundred dollar fine each even if no
money is withheld from the employee's check?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

I...I am told, 3just the person who sends the wrongful
notice is liable.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR RELCH:

Well, the information system sheet here doesn't say that,
it says, “Five hundred dollars and actual damages on a person
who wrongfully serves notice of assignment or demand for
wages or who wrongfully fails to release a demand.”

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO0)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Whoever...I am told that whoever wrongfully releases is
already in current law and this amendment doesn't change
that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

¥ell, when you say, serves a demand, I assume that's the
person originating the wage assignment as opposed to the
individual process server serving it, is that the intent or
is that written in the legislation somewhere?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
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Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

@ell, that's not what this sheet says. The sheet says
something totally different. I think that this is a...a bad
idea. I think that a five hundred dollar fine automatically
it seems without reference to any intent, because of possibly
a clerical nmistake, imposing a five hundred dollar fine on
d...0n a paper holder, a person to whom somebody is liable in
damages, is a bit barsh. I think that the original bill
which came out of the Senate, I think it came out with a sub-
stantial vote, was a better bill and I think that we should
defeat this House amendement.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Ies.in reading the synopsis and the printout, I...I have
to agree with Senator Welch. The bill that we passed would
eliminate wage assignments. That's fine, but here we're
keeping wage assignments but imposieg an automatic fine of
five hundred dollars if there is some error in the proc-
essing. You're...you're going to slam collection agencies
and employers with an automatic fine where I —really don't
think it's Jjustified. I would suggest that you make
it...nonconcur and see if you can work sopething better out.
This...this is going to bring credit *to a hault, I...I'm
afraid.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, you know, Y...I don't...I could care less one way
or the other. I mean, if we vote it down it goes

into...to0o...to conference and...and I...you know, it's
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Parley's bill so, fine, whatever you want to do. I...I would
think that from the other side of the aisle this is the
lesser of what would be perceived to be an evil.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

The question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amend-
hent 1 to Senate Bill 1237. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Savickas. Have all voted who yish? Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 39...the Ayes are 40,
the Nays are 14, 3 voting Present. The Scpate does concur in
House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 1237, and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1239, Senator Jeremiah Joyce. Mr. Secretary, 1239.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1239 with House Amendments 1 and 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
move that the Senate do concur in House Amesndments No. 1 and
2 to Senate Bill 1239. The first amendment 1is a technical
amendment. The second amendment clarifies that...what the
intent of the...what was our stated intent when we had this
bill before us, and that is that the director could act to
exempt those exceptional hardship-type cases.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOON:

Yes, I have a couple of questions for the sponsor. Sena-
tor Sangmeister isn't here, so I guess it falls on me to ask
it. It looks...it. looks like the first amendment says, "A
subseqguent conviction 1SeeeiSeasiSaaawill now becone

probationable.® Is...is that the effect of Amendment No. 1,
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and if so, why?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREBRIAH JOYCE:

I don't kpow on the...with respect to the first amend-
ment, Senator Bloom. I am told that it?s...that ii's tfechni-
cal.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLCOM:

Could you check with...you know, we're at sea here.
I...I look at that and ay handler is not around and appar-
ently your hamdler isn't around. You knov, it may be there's
a good reason why the first amendment...they would now say
that a...subsequent offense would be probaticnable. I...XI
just don't know. I wvas making am inquiry because in the past
we've had some concern about changing our penalty structure,
both up and down. That's why I asked, and...and maybe during
this interveming time, somebody could get that information
before we vote on it.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Joyce
may close. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Senator Bloom, is it your understanding...are...ace you
asking whether or not the deletion of the provision that a
second offense shall be probationable...shall not be
probationable? That!s gone. Why? Hang 'em high and bang
'‘em long, I guess. No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
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REEL #6

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

The...the ansvwer to your question is, that's what it took
to get it out of the House to be honest with you. Okay?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

211 right. The question is, shall the Senate concur in
House Amendnments 1 and 2 to Semate Bill 1233. Those in favor
will signify...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 41, the Nays are 9, 6 voting
Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendments 1 and 2
+to Senate Bill 1239, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1241, Senator Newhouse. HNr. Secretary, 1241,

SECRETARY:

<sesSenate Bill 1241 with House Apmendments 1 and 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. Presidenz. House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1241 is a clarifying amendment...the Department
of Public Aid is neutral on that. House Amendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 1241 adds to *he bill a new Act, +*the Pharma-
ceutical Assis*ance Act. It adds to the Senior Citizen Cir-
cuit Breaker Program a new option. The bill, as amended,
gives our senior citizens an option of receiving the eighty
dollars additional grant currently provided under the circuit
breaker program or receiving...prescription drugs at a
greatly reduced price. If a senior citizen elects the
pharmaceutical option, they forego their additional grant.

This helps finance the new program and screens out infrequent
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users thus keeping costs under control. The senior then
receives an identification card which will entitle them to
buy any prescription...drug or insulin except controlled
substances for a two dollar copayment. The Sta*e them reim-
burses the pharmacist +*he difference between the copayment
and the reasonable cost of *he drug. The bill provides a
workable definition of reasonable cost which was developed in
consultation with all pharmacist organizations and meets
their needs. The Illinois Department of Revenue estimates
the cost of this program to be four and a half to nine nmil-
lion dollars. We have not provided any additional relief to
our elderly citizens for several years and it®s long overdue.
This is the number one priority on the agenda of the Illinois
Council of Senior Citizens'! organizations. It will be number
one on our agenda too. I move that this Senate concur in
Amendnments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1241,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Kent.
SENATOR KENT:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden*t and members of the Senate. I
would 1like +to point out a f2w things regarding +this amend-
ment. PFirst, this places the Department of RBevenue in the
role of a welfare agency. Two, Department of Public Aid cur-
rently provides drug benefits for eligible persons. And
three, +this bill is...inconsistent in its eligibility
requirements. Four, this would put a hundred percent State
funded program. I'd like to also poin: ou:t that besides the
4.9 @million dollar cos*, this bill has technical problems as
well as after a Do Pass motion in committee, it failed. And
I would hope that this Body could nonconcur with this amend-
ment,

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:
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I'd like to ask the sponsor a question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Would you go through *he eligibility requirements one
more time?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

The requirements are the same as the Senior Citizens Cir-
cuit reaker Progran. But, I1'11...I'11 go through thenm
seriatim if you'd like again.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

If you don'* mind, I'd like for you to. Yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

If the senior elects the pharmaceutical option, first of
all, they forego the eighty dollar Circuit Breaker Grant.
That eighty dollars helps finance the progranm. The senior
then receives an identification card entitling that senior
citizen to buy any prescription drug for a two dollar
copayment. The State then reimburses the pharmacist the
difference between the copayment and the reasonable cost of
the drug. Is...is that what you wanted to know, Senator? Is
that it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you. Yes. The two dollar copay, I...I personally

agree vith the copay philosophy, but I just...this is going

to be a nightmare to administer not only in the local




pharmacies but I would imagine here in State governnment

going to be very costly.

fow did you come
have any idea what

monthly drug bill
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it's
How...let me ask one more question.
up with this...the estimated cost? Do you
senior citizen's

the average individual

might be?

What...how did you come up with
these costs?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

The Department of Revenue came up with these dollar fig-

ures.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Well, that's interesting. I wonder how they...how they

could come up with anything with...what have we got here a

spread of about five million dollars, and from what I under-

stand it's going to be much more costly than what the depart-

ment has determined. Believe me this is...is not necessarily

something that your retail pharmacist is going to support and
I vould urge a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse...Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:
Thank you, Mr. President. I would point out one thing to

the members, that the bill also has a delayed effective date

of July 1, 1984. That does two things, it allows the depar:i-

ment to get the program worked out and ready to and it

go,

also takes it out of our fiscal consideration for this next

fiscal year which obviously is very important in view of the

precariousness of this next fiscal year. Beyond *that, I

would simply add that it is an extremely important program.

It is a trade-off for the eighty dollar additional grant.

That in itself is one of the reasons why it is not going to
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cost as much as it otherwise would. It is something that the
senior citizen groups have wanted for a long time. It meets
one of their most pressing needs, and I would urge suppor: of
the concurrence.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Hr; President and members of the Senate.
To the speaker that said that this would cause a nightmare
for the pharmacist, that 4is not true because in wmany
instances most pharmacists, retailers, participate already in
this type of program because many private companies have this
type of insurance. I know several groups, some are Federally
funded connected clinics, also bave this type of program of
copayment. So it is something that they have bheen familiar
vith all the time, and this is not going to causea problen
for administration,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Newhouse may close.
SERATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1I'd ask an Aye vote on the
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DERUZIO)

A1l right. The guestion is, shall the Senate concur in
House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1241. 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? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 33, the Nays are 23,
none voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amend-
ments 1 énd 2 to Senate Bill 1241, and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1254, Senator Schaffer. On the Order of Concur-

rence, the bottom of page 21, Semate Bill 1254, #Hr. Secre-
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tary.
SECRETARY:

..-Senate Bill 1254 with House Amendment 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMOZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, this is a Commission on Mental Health
bill. As it left the Senate it...it established a...a proce-
dure in the Department of Mental Health for setting rates for
comnunity agencies that provide services for...the
developmentally disabled. As I believe I mentioned, at that
point, vwe were hopeful that we could expand the bLkill to
include the +treatment of...or the rate setting process for
the mentally ill and for +he alcohol programs within the
department. Subsequent to that point in time, we have bad a
series of meetings and we've been able to work out language
to bring all three of the major components together; and what
you have before you in the amended form of 1254 is I believe
an agreed bill that the department supports and that the com-
munity based agencies support, which it's my sincere hope
will provide a structure to come up with a intelligent, wean-
ingful and fair rate setting process in the mental health
areca. Be happy to answér any questions. I think we've got
it in pretty good shape.

PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? The gquestion is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
1254. 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? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays
are mnone, none voting Present. The Sepnate does coacur in
House Amendment 1 to Senate Bill 1254, and the bill having

received the required constitutional majority is declared
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passed.
PRESIDENT:

Top of Page 22, on the Order of Secretary's Desk Concur-
rence is Sepate Bill 1260. HNr. Secretarye.
SECBETARY:

Senate Bill 1260 with House Amendment 3.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIC:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment No. 3 exempts
pernits issued pursuant to the Resource Recovering Conser-
vation Act from the scope of this bill. It requires the EPA
to make a preliminary determination regarding a permit appli-
cation subject to the bill and that the public hearing pro-
vided for shall concern that preliminary determination. This
amendment provides that the new requirements shall apply to
all new regional pollution control facilities for the dis-
posal of hazardous waste but not to those...permitted pur-
suant to the Federal RCRA progras. The amendment has been
agreed to by the Attorney...General's Office, the industry
and I...I am *old, the Environmental Protection Agency and I
know of no opposition.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? If not, the guestion is,
shall the Senate concur in House Amendmant No. 3 to Senate
Bill 1260. 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.
Oon t*hat gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are 1, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur in House Amendment
No. 3 to Senate Bill 1260, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1263,
Senator Weaver has already nonconcurred in, I an told. 1264,

Senator Watson. On the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence
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is Senate Bill 1264, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1264 with House Amendments 1 and 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I nove that the Senate concur
with House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1264, House
Amendment No. 1 deletes methaqualone in sections overlooked
by our Senate amendment. As you recall, we +took Quaaludes
off of schedule two put them on schedule one. This just
deletes the...the'language, it*'s a technical amendment aciu-
ally. House Amendment No. 2 makes possession of a controlled
substance probationable to eliminate constitutional problenms
associated with the fact that it's now nonprobationable while
delivery and manufacture, which is actually a nore serioas
crime, are probationable. I move for its adoptiomn.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Watson has moved to concur with the
House amendment. Discussion? Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

I've got a guestion to ask the Senator.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he*ll yield, Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

I'd like to know what is Quaaludes? Didn't you place it
into the Class 1 category of controlled substances? Is
ites.is it...is that where it's at, with the amendment that's
been...being adopted?

PBESIDENT:
Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:
That'!s right. You're a cosponsor of the bill also and

that's what we did; we put it in schedule 1, took it out...we
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took it out of the retail stores. That's...
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? If not, the
question is, shall the Sena*te concur with House Amendments 1
and 2 to Senate Bill 1264. 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 53, the Nays
are 1, none voting Present. The Senate does comcur in House
Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1264, and the bill having
received the required constitutioral gajority is declared
passed. Senator Philip on 1268 moves to nonconcur? Moves to
nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1. All in favor signify by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries and the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senator
Degnan on 1307. Senator Degnan moves to nonconcur with House
Amendmpents 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 1307. All in favor sig-
nify by saying Aye. Rll opposed. The Ayes have it. The
motion carries and the Secretary shall so inform the House.
1310, Senator Schaffer. On the Order of Secretary's Desk
Concurrence is Senate Bill 1310, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1310 with House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer. There's two of them.
SECRETARY:

I'm sorry. House Amendment No. 2.
PRESIDENT:

Okay. Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President, this is again another comnunity...another

Mental Health Conmmission bill. This one, there?s really only

minor changes in the House amendments, some clarification and

some planning requirements and some staffing ratios, basic-
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ally some technical stuff. I thirmk it just basically cleanup
of the original Community Act.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer has moved concurrence. Any discussion?
Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall the Senate
concur House Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 1310. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. A1l 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 Senate does concur in House Amendment No. 2 %o
Senate Bill 1310, .and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 1319, Senator
Holmberg. Senator Holmberg.

SENATOR HOLMBERG:

I wish to concur in 1319 with House Amendment 1, 2 and S.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate...Senate Bill 1319 with House Amendments 1, 2 and

5.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Holmberg.
SENATCR HOLMBERG:

Rmendment No. 1 is dealing with the...a public trams-
portation system for elderly and handicapped persons, deals
with a front door referendun. The Taxpayers' Federation
thought the maximum rate might be too high, that of .15. I
concur with reducing it to .075. Amendment No. 2 would allow
a nunicipality or a court to disconnect any territory of at
least twenty acres located on the wamunicipality's border as
long as the proper safeguard such as petitions and waiting
periods and so forth have been met. Amendment No. 5 author~-

izes villages to conduct nonpartisan primary elections for
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village president and trustees, if this method has been
approved by the voters at a referendun.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Holmberqg has mnoved concurrence in the three
amendments, Discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senator Holmberg, just to reassure me, I have a...a township
with two villages inside the township within the confines of
the City of Cﬁicago, completely surrounded they are an
island. And there is usually in this...about this time of
the year an amendment for an annexation of part of that ter-
ritory, and it doesn't originmate with Norwood Park Township
but someplace outside of the city and outside of the County
of Cook. And I just want your assurance that this isn't that
thing again. And my memory is not good enough to be spe-
cific.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Yes, I...I checked +that out to be sure and that is not
true, this is not the old amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, ¥r. President. That was a concern that I had
with.,..with the amendment also; and Senator Eganm, I have been
assured that that's not the case so, therefore, I can support
it also.

PRESIDENT:

All right. The question is, shall the Senate concur in
House Amendments 1, 2 and 5 o Senmate Bill 1319. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The

voting is open. All voted who wish? Have all voted who
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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 coacur in House Amendments 1, 2 and
5 to Senate Bill 1319, and the bill having received the
required comstitutional majority is declared passed. 1324,
Senator D'Arco. On the Order of Secre*ary's Desk Concur-
rence, Senate Bill 1324, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1324 with House Amendments 1 and 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment No. 2 amends
the Consumer Installment Loan Act to provide that the cost
incurred by the lender for title insurance,title examinatiomn,
abstract of title and so on can be charged to the borrower up
to the cost incurred by the lender. I% also provides a ten
dollar...paynentfor bad checks. It also provides that the
licensee shall not be considered to be the borrower's agent
or broker in coanection with the sale of insurance. This is
a result of a Supreme...an Appellate Court case, Bowuden
versus Hanley Dawson. It also eliminates the penalty struc-
ture which would provide for twice the amount of the total
charges determined by the loan contract which is consistent
with the Sales Finance Act and the Consumer Fimance Act. It
also eliminates the vord...clerical so that other errors
including computer errors can be calculated by the...by the
lender. I would ask to concur in House Amendment No. 2.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator D'Arco has moved concurrence.
Discussion? Senator Denmuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:
¥ell, this Amendment No. 2 contains three provisions that

were in House Bill 751 which were defeated in the Finance
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Conmittee. And I Jjust would rise in opposition to this
amendment, and I think it's something we ought to be
nonconcurred in and go back for further discussion.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? 1If not, the question is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate
Bill... 1324, Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
;ill vote Nay. The voting is open. 2All voted who wish? All
voted who wish? All voted who wish? Take +the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays are 2, none voting
Present. The Senate does concur with House Amendments 1 and
2 to Senate Bill...1324, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1328,
Senator Sam. On the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence,
Senate Bill 1328, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1328 with House Amendment 1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill...1328 adds physicians
and eye banks approved by the American Eye Bank Association
to the roster of individual*s organizations who may request
corneal tissue. The corneal tissue shall be removed by a
person authorized by the Uniform Anatomical Gift Act. This
amendpent is an agreement between the Illinois State Medical
Society and the Illinois Association of Coroners, and I move
for its adoption...or I move to comcur with House Amendment
No. 1 to Sepate Bill 1328.

PRESIDENT:

piscussion? Discussion? If not, the question is, shall

the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill

1328. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those oppased vote Nay.
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The voting is open. All voted who wish? A1l voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion,
the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, pone voting Present.
House...the Senate does concur with House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1328, and the bill having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. 1332, Senator
‘Bruce. On the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence is
Senate Bill 1332, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1332 with House Amendments 1 and 6.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bruce.
SENATOB BRUCE:

Thank you, Mr. President, I would move to coancur with 1
;nd 6. We have seen this bill in its amended form as House
Bill 234. What we have done is meet the request of many
individuals om this particular piece of legislation, the
State Library Association for the adoption of rules and regu-
lations; the Department of Registration and Education on
licensure; to the Criminal Histor§ Record Information people
on criminal information; to the...and to their commission; to
the commission from the State of Illinois, the Legislative
Investigating Commission; any financing and marketing trans-
actions; the Legislative 1Ianvestigating Compission, their
records dealing with legislative investigation and confiden-~
tial sources. I would ask for your favorable vote.
PRESIDENT:

piscussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall the Senate concur in House Amendments 1 and 6 to Senate
Bill 1332. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will
vote Nay. The voting is open. All voted who wish? All
voted wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are 1, 1 voting

Present, The Senate does concur in House Amendments 1 and 6
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to Senate Bill 1332, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1333,
Senator Newhouse. On the Order of Secretary's Desk Concur-
rence, top of page 23, Senate Bill 1333, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1333 with House Amendments 1 and 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1333 strengthens the notice provisions and
extends the time with which the obligor may respond to the
notice. The amendment has been agreed upon by all the parties
who have been working on the Child Suppor: Enforcement Pro-
gram. House Amendment No. 2 is a techrical amendment. I
would move to concur with the House Amendments 1 and 2 on
Senate Bill 1333.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Newhouse has poved concurrence. Any
discussion? 1If not, the question is, shall the Senate concur
in House Amendments 1t and 2 to Senate Bill 1333. 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 gquestion,
the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, nome voting Present. The
Senate does concur with House Arendments 1 and 2 to Sepate
Bill 1333, and the bill having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senator Nedza on
1336, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1336 with House Amendments 1, 2 and 4.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:
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Thank you, Mr. President, ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I move to nonconcur with Apendment No. 4...and
concur with Amendments No. 1 and 2.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Nedza moves to nonconcur with House
Amendment No. U4, Those in favor indicate by saying Aye.
Those opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and the
Secretary shall so inform the House. The gquestion is...on
Amendments 1 and 2, Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. ¥ith Senate...or with the House Amendaent No. 1 and
2 this puts the bill in the same posture as House Bill 2176
which we passed out of here just the other day and I'd move
their adoptions.

PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, I think that may be true except for one impor-
tant excepiion. This bill does not contain a State mandate's
disclaimer, and I think that's something that we need to look
at very carefully. 1If...if we're going to mandate increases
in pensions, ve shouid make sure that the State isn't going
to0 have to pay the city's cost.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:

Oh...Senator, that's why it will go back into  conference
to have that properdocument placed on it.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Question is, shall the Senate concur in House
Anendments...Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

...¥ell, you're not calling for a conference at this tinme
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though are you, Senator?
PRESIDENT:
Senator Nedza.

SENATOR NEDZA:

No, sir, I can't at this point. The HBouse sponsor...has

assured me that that's what he is going to be doing.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, so this is, in fact, final ac-ion on this bi
PRESIDENT:

No.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

«setiDless...unless the House, is that not right?

PBESIDENT:

1l...

That is not right. In this Chamber this message will be

sent to the House that we have refused to concur in
Amendment No. 4 to Senate Bill 1336.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
Okay.
PRESIDENT:

They have the opportunity then to recede or call
Conference Copmittee. Senator Schunenman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, so in that case it could be.
PRESIDENT:

In...in the House, it could be. Yes. Senator Nedza
SENATOR NEDZA:

Senator Schuneman, the House sponsor has assured ne,
this is an identical piece of legislation with House
2176 which has the disclaimer on; so if they're going to
games with this, ve have the other ome so which has the
claimer.

PRESIDENT:

House

for a

now
Bill
pay

dis-
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Senator Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

No, there's no intent to play games. But there is an
intent to...to make sure...and I...I guess that...that if you
give your assurances to this Body that...that, in fact, there
will be a State mandate's disclaimer on *he bill, that satis-~
fies ne, Senator, but...but we ought +c know what we're
doing.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall the Senate concur in House Amend-
ments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1336. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. BHave all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 51, Nays are
1, npone voting Present. The Senate does concur in House
Amendments 1 and 2 +to Semate Bill 1336. 1348, Senator
Haitland. On the Order of Secretary's Desk Concurrence,
Senate Bill 1348, Hr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1348 with House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President and nmembers of +the
Senate. I move the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to
Senate Bill 1348. To explain very briefly what the amendment
does, we had exempted counties of one milliom or more, and
this language would delete tha*t and cause it to come under
the Lake #Michigan Act which also includes the counties of
DuPage, Kane, Lake, McHeary and W®ill. And there was some

concern about that im the House and we've agreed...I have

talked with my hyphenated cosponsor, Senator Joyce, he's in

agreement, and I move for concurrence to House Ameandment No.
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PBESIDENT:

Discussion? Discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
the Senate concur in House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
1348. 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 54, the Nays are none, noae
voting Present. The Senate does concur with House Apendpent
No. 1 to Senate Bill 1348 and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 1349,
Senator Bloom. Mr. Secretarye.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1349 with House Amendments 1 and 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOON:

Thank you. House Amendment No. 1 basically conforms 1349
which as you know is...provides for a certain paymenis made
under the child care...child in...from the Child Abuse Pre-
vention Fund. It conforms it to the general practice that
all payment from public funds be made by warrant drawn by the
Comptroller. House Amendment No. 2 adds an immediate effec-
tive date. They both improve the bill. Answer any ques-
tions; otherwise, I'd seek a favorable roll call. Thank you.
PRESIDENT:

The Senator has moved concurrence. Discussion? If not,
the gquestion 1is, shall the Sepate concur with House Amend-
ments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1349. 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 53,
Nays are none, none voting Present. The Semate does concur
with House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 1349 and the

bill having received the resgquired cons*titutional majority is
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declared passed. Senator Egan, for what purpose do you
arise?
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you. If I may take this opportumity to discharge
the Committee on.Executive from three resolutions.
PRESIDENT:

Yes.

SENATOR EGAN:

A1l right. I move then, Hr. President, that we discharge
the Committee on Executive...from...
PRESIDENT:

May you pay attention, please.
SENATOR EGAN:

<.«Senate Joint Resolution 54 and Sena*e Resolutions 250
and Senate Resolution 258. There is no testimony needed and
to get these on the Calendar, I move to discharge the Commit-
tee on Executive.

PRESIDENT:

A11 rigkt. The Senator has movad to...:o discharge the
Commpittee on Executive from further coasideration of those
three resolutions and asked that they be placed on the Calen-
dar so everybody can have a chance *o take a look. On the
Order of Secretary's Desk Resolutions, Sepator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, on the same line, I did not get an opportuni*y to
speak to you, Senator Egan, that you were going to do this at
this time, but House Joint Resolution that has to do with
the senior citizens up in Semator #Helch's district also needs
to be on that because we got a sixty-day extension
from...from the Federal, and I need it to also be on that so
we can enact it.

PRESIDENT:
All right. Would you repeat the nunbers.

SENATOR EGAN:
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Yes, Senate Joint Resolution 54, Senate Resolutions 250
and 258 and House Joint Resolution, I believe, 64. Correct,
Senator Davidson? Yes, 64.

PRESIDENT:

211 right. Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR.VADALABENE:

Yes, I would...I understood there was going to be...be a
meeting of the Executive.
PRESIDENT:

A11 right. A1l right. Hold it. Hold it. Here's what
ve're going to do. Everybody aware now of what's going on?
We'rte going to come back here this evening and what I suggest
is everybody descend on Senator Egan who has a resolution,
and we'll get back to this order of business because
all...the 1lights are popping up all over the board. All
right? And we will have a...a motion to discharge and place
on the Calendar for consideration tomorrow of all those reso-
lutions +that the sponsors think are worthy of consideration.
Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator EgaNe..
PRESIDENT:

Oh, wait a minute...nov...we're off that order of busi-
ness, go visit with him. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

A point of information, Mr. President. I pulled a bill
out...out of order because of the fact that Senator Buzbee
had a gquestion on it. I was assured we would get back to it.
It is..it is a DCPFS bill. Are we going to get back to it?
PRESIDENT:

Absolutely. All right, Messages, Mr. Secretary. Senator
Joyce, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Gh, no, I'0...
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PRESIDENT:

Oh, okay. Well, we have a number of...of requests to
accede...motions that we will have to make *o accede to *he
request of the House. With leave of the Body, we'll read
them all and make one general mpotion *cause they're all
Conference Committee reguests. Is leave grapnted? Leave is
granted.

SECRETARY:

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to recede from their
Amendment No.- 1 to the following bill, to-wit:

Senate Bill 83.

Further request a first Comference and the Speaker has
appointed the nmembers on the part of the House.

And we have 1like Messages on the following Senate
bills.

Senate Bill 101,
Senate Bill 186.
Senate Bill 219.
Senate Bill 244,
Senate Bill 228.
Senate Bill 272.
Senate Bill...u#37.
Senate Bill 440.
Senate Bill 530.
Senate Bill 578.
Senate Bill 690.
Senate Bill 702.
Senate Bill 811,
Senate Bill 879.
Senate Bill 923.
Senate Bill 1030.

Senate Bill 1093.
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Senate Bill 1199.

Senate Bill 1203.

Senate Bill 1211,

Senate Bill 1218.

Senate Bill 1226.

And Senate Bill 1269.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senate Bills 83, 101, 186, 219, 244, 228,
272, 437, 440, 530, 578, 690, 702, 811, 879, 923, 1093, 1199,
1203, 1211, 1218, 1226 and 1269. And also 1030. Senator
Bruce moves that the Senate accede to the request of the
House with respect to those bills. All in favor signify by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries. 1I*'s so ordered. Messages from the House.

SECRETARY:

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

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

House Bill 541 with Senate Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,
6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14.

And I got like Messages on the following House bills
with Senate amendments.

House Bill 542 with Senate Apendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,
6, 7, 8 and 10.

House Bill 543 with Senate Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,
6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,
22, 24 and 26.

House Bill 888 with Senate Amendments 1, 3, 4, 5, 6,
7, 8 and 9.

606 with Senate Amendments 1, 2, 4, 5, 6 and 7.

621 with Senate Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5.

643 with Senate Amendment 2.
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691 with Senate Amendmen: 1.
700 with Senate Apendments 2 and 3.
813 with Senate Amendments 1 and 2.
963 with Sepate Amendment 1,
1045 with Senate Apendments 1 and 2.
1054 with Senate Amendments 1 and 2.
1182 with Senate Amendment 4.
1337 with Senate Amendment 1.
1355 with Senate Amendments 1 and 2.
1382 with Senate Amendment 1.
1470 with Senate Amendment 1.
1704 with Senate Amendment 1.
1751 with Senate Amendment 1.
1789 with Sepnate Amendment 1.
1805 with Senate Amendment 1.
1812 with Senate Amendment 1.
1835 with Senate Amendment 1.
1838 with Senate Amendment 1.
1864 with Senate Amendment 1.
1941 with Senate Awmendment 3.
1978 with Senate Amendments 1 and 3.
2000 with Senate Awmendment 1.
2014 with Senate Amendment 1.
2058 with Senate Amendment 1.
2201 with Senate Amendment 1.
PRESIDENT:
Committee reports.
SECBETARY:

Senator Vadalabene, Chairman of the...Committee on Execu-
tive Appointments, Veterans' Affairs and Administration to
which was referred the Message from the Secretary of State on
June 21st, 1983, reports the same back with the recommenda-
tion tha* +the Senate advise and consent to the following

appointments.




Page 187 - JUNE 29, 1983

Senator Vadalabene, Chairman of the Committee on Execu-
tive Appointments, Veterans' Affairs and Administration to
vhich was referred the Governor's Message tothe Senate on
June the 24th, 1983, reports the same back with the recon-
mendation that the Senate advise and consent to the following
appointments.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Will the members please be in their sea*s. We have Jjust
a few more mninutes of business, depending, and...Senator
Smith and Dawson, please, Senator Vadalabene has been recog-
nized.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
move that the Senate resolve itself into Executive Session
for the purpose of acting on the Governor®s appointments set
forth in the Governort*s Message of June 24th, 1983, and the
Secretary of State's appointment set forth in the Secretary
of State's Message of June 23, 1983. Mr. President, with
respect to the Governor's Message of June 284th...

PRESIDENT:

All right, the motion is to vresolve into Executive
Session. All in favor say Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it, we're in Executive Session. Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABERE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
With respect to the Governor's Message of Jume 24th, 1983, I
will read the salaried appointment to which the Committee on
Executive Appointments, Veteran Affairs and Administration do
advise and consent.

To be a member of the Illinois Commerce Conmission for a
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term expiring January 18, 1988, Ruth Kretschmer of Medinah.

And, Mr. Presiden%, having read the salaried appointment,
will you put the question as required by our rules.
PRESIDENT:

All right. The question is, does the Senate advise and
consent to the nonination just made. Discussion? Senator
Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I rise im opposition to
the appointment of BRuth Kretschmer to the Commerce Commis-
sion. I think that probably Ruth Kretschmer could be
appointed *o any...any copmission in State Government. It is
not +that that I am objecting to, I am objecting to the way
that the Governor did this and...and that he had am oppor-
tunity to appoint a truly qualified person, and I don't name
any names, I...I...bu:t he could have found a truly gqualified
person and I think Ruth...Kretschmer®s gualifications are
that she is a good political campaigner. And I have nothing
against political campaigners but we have the chairman of the
Gavernor!s...or +the Governor's caméaign manager is already
the chairman of the Commerce Comamission. I don't think we
need too many more Republican campaigners on the Commerce
Compission. It just seems that she is npot...not have the
qualifications that we need to fulfill the...the position on
such a board that is in such controversy at the present time.
I think that there...she has acquired some controversy of her
own in...in DuPage County and I'm not going to go into that,
but...but I think that we...we need a truly qualified person
to represent the...the...all of the ratepayers in the State
of Illinois and the...and the utilities. W®e are in a...in a
great dilemma right now and there is very little faith among
the ratepayers of this State in what...how the Commerce
Copmission performs and I don't think that this...this nomi-

pee will help that in the least. So I would ask for a No




Page 189 -~ JONE 29, 1983

vote.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I echo everything that Senator Joyce has said. ¥We
had that hearing yesterday imn the Execu*ive Committee and
she's a fine 1lady. But, as he said, and I...echo that and
repeat that the Governor had an opportunity at this time to
bring somebody aboard because of the seriousness and the
touchy situation with Commerce Commission at this time. and
I cast a No vote because I personally felt that she is
insensitive from the reports that we have and would not be a
good person to serve on this board. So I ask a No vote.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Gec-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
have investigated Mrs. Kretschmer's qualifications and I have
found that she has been a very...comnunity minded dindividual
wvho has also enjoyed public service on the DuPage County
Board, Forest Preserve District and the Northeastern Illinois
Planning Conmmission. Last night I was at dinner with
our...with our Judiciary I Committee and there were menmbers
there who were Democrats who spoke very highly of Mrs.
Kretschmer, wvho knew her very well. It seems to me that
since Mrs. Schmid+ has been removed from the comaission it
wvould behoove us to add a woman to the commission. And I can
guarantee you, lLadies and Gentlemem, if you put a woman like
Mrs. Kretschmer on this commission, she's a woman who has
common sense, who has integrity, who has had a great record
of conmunity and public service, and I feel that if anyone is
going to stop the over-rates of the rating...of the ratings

of the various public utilities, I think Ruth Kretschmer will
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be +the answer. And I think it's *ime that we put aside our
political considerations because 1 have supported the
installation of nmembers on that commission who are from the
other party; and since you want to make it political, let's
be bipartisan and let's support her on the basis of her qual-
ifications as an individual, not as a college graduate, but
as a vomabp who has had some college but she has basic good
conmon sense and commonity sense. And I speak in favor of
the nomination of Ruth Kretschmer.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President, I rise, I suppose, to read from
a different set of credentials and I want you to know that
this 1is...has nothing to do with partisanship. In the first
instance, my information is that this would be a terrible
appointment from the standpoint of a consuwmer at the time
when rates are going up out through the ceiling and that this
simply has not been a person who shows sensitivity to that.
The second charge, which is one that's unpleasant, is that
affirmative...her affirmative action record has been abso-
lutely horrible. And the fact is she's opposed affirmative
action in a number of different ways in a variety of ways in
DuPage Countye. I regret to say that, but the fact is, we
don't need a person serving on a board such as this with
those two deficiencies. And I would urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator Newhouse...Senator Hall. Welch.

SENATOR HELCH:

Thank you, HMr. Presiden*. I attended the confirmation
hearing of Mrs. Kretschmer even though I*nm not a member of
the compittee. And it seems that Mrs. Kretschmer'®s qual-
ifications boil down to about four. One, she is a woman;

two, she is from DuPage County; three, she is a Republican;
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and four, she apparently is a person of fine character. And
this would be fine enough to be appointed a member of the
Governor?s Cabinet or some other lesser position. But our
duty in appointing Commerce Copnission members is to find
somebody who knows what they're doing and is able to handle
the job. A member of the Commerce Commission is one who has
a great deal of responsibility. And as we've seen in +the
past, they have the right and the ability to make and break
citizens of this State. Currently, this is a five-member
board with four members who apparently are...are evealy split
on rate mwmaking decisions. In attending the hearing, Mrs.
Kretschmer was asked wvhether she favored consumers and con-
struction work 1in progress and other issues, and she came
down firmly with her fee+ planted on both sides of the issue.
She would be fair to both, she'd listen to each case, which
is fine; but we don't know, we have no idea what she will do
vhen she's on the Commerce Commission. And I think that more
is required of a person who...to be confirmed for the I1li-
nois Commerce Commission than just these qualificatioms. I
think that H4rs. Kretschmer, being appointed by the Governor
at such a late date 1in the Session, has given us a great
problem and tha* is we haven't been able to investigate her
background, find out her stands, adeguately question her and
really get into what she thinks about the Commerce Commission
and its functions. I don't believe in the philosophy that
the Governor 1is to bave his appointments unless there is
something terribly wrong with them. I think that we have a
duty here in the Legislature and we are all swvorn to uphold
the Constitution, to advise the Governor and consent to his
appointment when consent is necessary. In this case, I don't
think we should consent. It appears *o me that what we have
heré is the second coming of Helen Schamid and I don*t think
that vwe peed that on the Commercé Commission. I think that

this appointment should be...referred back to the commit:ee,
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more hearings held and not have a rush to judgment on this
appointment. And I would urge a No vote. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Johns.
SENATOR JGHNS:

Thank you, Mr. President. Let the consumers beware that
this is indicative of the Governor's total disdain of the
importance of the Illinois Commerce Commission. I'm going to
support this lady, I want you to understand that right now,
but this will lead us more towards the legislation that I
fought for for years, an elected Commerce Commission. Some-
one said that it shouldn®'t be political but what really isn't
political today, nothing., The Governor is omn trial here, he
will 1live or fall by the way she performs. And I told her
yesterday, as vice-chairman of this commission...coqmittee,
that whatever she does will be watched closely, her perfor-
msance will be watched closely. ¥We will watch closely, I hope
that the public watches closely and I hope the members of
that press box watch closely at her performamce. I'm going
to vote Aye because I have no problems with her as a person.
None of us came into the General Assembly initially with
experience. She indicated that she is a mother and a grand-
mother, she's a wvorkaholic and shé seems to be highly
intelligent and so I'm going to give her a «chance which I
think she ought to have. But, let's look at the way she per-
forms and let's remenmber who put her there.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

I have Senators Chew, Bloom, Buzbee and Degnan. Senator
Chevw.

SENATOR CHEW:

Mr. President and members of the Senate. 1 recall when
Lyndon Baines Johnson was the Congressman from a district in
Texas, he represented his district, his horizon did not pass

the borders. And I remember when he was a Senator of Texas
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and he represented Texas and there were a lot of folk across
-this country who felt that Lyndorn PBaines Johnson was a
mediocre kind of Semator from Texas and Congressman fronm
Texas. But when he ascended to the Presidency of the United
States, the same persons that were castigating him as a Con-
gressman and as a Senator gained more under his presidency in
the area of social programs than any other president that has
ever sa*t there. Sometimes an office will make an individual
instead of an individual making an office. I said in commit-
tee yesterday that I thought this young lady should have a
chance to serve on this commission, my mind has not changed.
I have never, since I've been in this Sena:e, refused to con-
firm a Governor's appointee. Never in @y career have I
refused to confirm an appointee of the Governor, and when I
sat in the city council I did not refuse to confirm those
appointees of the mayor. Now, on the second go around, it's
entirely different. If the job has not been done, then we
look at the record. As of this time, she has not made a
record as a State-vwide officer. Her duties will be in the
State of 1Illinois, not necessarily DuPage County. And for
those of us to attempt to say that this individval will not
serve the commission well, we don't know that. But we do
know ve have an opportunity here to either give her an oppor~-
tunity to serve or not to give it to her. I think from her
statements yesterday and hope that she makes a good commis-
sioner. Now there were some people appearing against her
confirmation yesterday. That's normal, that's community
participation, but I was not convinced at all that those per-
sons that were in opposition to her candidacy made amny sub-
stantial case that would change the minds of tbosevof us that
must vote on her confirmation. It's so easy for us to look
at one and find all of their bad things that have happened,
but do we search that far to find some good in an individual?

The answer 1is, no. I said yesterday that I make no apology
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for voting for her confirmation. And, yes, I might part with
some of my colleagues but that's the Democratic way of life.
My mnother has always told me if two people alvays agree, one
is not peeded. And I make no apology tgday for casting an
Aye vote. And any subsequent appointments that a Governor
makes or wherever I'm serving, I believe I have an obligation
to confirm tha* appointee and then 1let them establish a
record. And if the record is not sufficient to me, tbén I
have a chance to come back when that appointment is up for

confirmation again. I gladly cast an Aye vote.

END OF REEL
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REEL #7

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Senator Bloom. Senator Buzbee. Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:

I will be very brief. 1I thiek this will be the second
time since Governor Thompson has been the Governor that I
have voted No on one of his appointees. The last time I
voted No on one of his appointees, the person it seemed to ne
was almost a carbon copy of the persom we have in front of us
now, and that wvas Mrs. Schmid. I have no problem whatscever
with a Republican Governor appointing BRepublicaas *o vacan-
cies, I applaud that, I believe in that system. If there®s a
Democratic Governor, I hope that he certainly will appoint
Democrats. I1f Mrs. Kretschmer were up for confirmation for
any other coamission or cabinet post, I would vote Aye. This
is one where four and a half long years, there aren't enough
people there to make up for the mistakes that she might make
in her on~the-job traiming. 1In this Body there are fifty-
nine of us, and hopefully, as we're breaking in and we're
learning our trade as we come in fresh and...and new, if ve
make mistakes some of our colleagues canm make up for them or
in the House of Representatives we see +hat happen quite
often there; but in her case, there are only five. And any
mistake that she makes in her on-thejob training may not
be...it wmay mnot be possible to overcome that. I would only
point out to you that the world's greatest wnewspaper, who
has, I believe, and has had ever since its inception a strong
Republican bias, pointed out in an editorial concerning this
appointee just in the last day or two that they felt that the
appointment was so political, at the eleventh hour by the
Governor, a lady who had no apparent qualifications to sit on

this particular commission and they were strongly opposed to




Page 196 - JUNE 29, 1983

it. Now that's one person or one editorial board's opinion,
and it certainly should not make us decide which way we're
going to go. But in this particular case, I happen to think
they're right. Had the Governor appointed her to anything
else, I would have voted for her confirmation. In this case,
I would like to have somebody with some krowledge and some
experience in this field. It is simply way too complicated
to let it be run by amateurs and I'm going to vote No.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Degnan. Sepator Friedland.
SENATCR FRIEDLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Excuse me. I recall the world's greatest newspaper
with a headline that "Dewey Wins." I think this is healthy,
thate..I'm getting tired of...of 59 to nothing confirmations,
and I think that you...as Mipority Spokesman of the Executive
Appointments Committee, I just want to relate to you that she
was dgrilled extensively and received a 13 to 4 vote, and I
think that you'll find she'll hit the ground running and I
urge your favorable consideration of this. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER:

Senator Blooa.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Well, thank you, I wasn®t going to speak because I think
Senator Chew did such a good Jjob, but some of the prior
speakers have raised some false issues, especially the one
about lack of qgualifications. I can recall in *77 when the
consumer groups were really strongly pushing for am indi-
vidual to be appointed because apparently that individual had
the background and so on and so forth, and the Governor nomi-
nated that individual and the individual thspn turned out to
be a "disappointment®™ to the consumer groups. Why? I think
it answers one of the guestions raised by the prior

speaker...and...and I think it's good, it's healthy, it's
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fine...great to have a woman and more...we ought to have more
vomen in State Government and in public 1life, but it goes
beyond that and that is...one of the prior speakers
criticized the nominee for saying that she would be fair +o
both sides. #ell, that's what a Commerce Commission is
about, it's a guasi-judicial body, you weigh the evidence and
you try and do what's best for everyone. And as a pratical
natter, the guestion of...of prior "experience® sometimes can
pe very misleading as it has in the past. Thank you. I...I
see no reason why we should not put fifty-nine votes on the
board for her.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? All right. The
question is, does the Senate advise and consent to the nonm-
ination just made. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Naye. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 45, the Nays are 11, 1 voting Present. & ra jor—-
ity of Senators elected concuring by record vote, the Senate
does advise and consent o <he nomination just made. Senator
Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The...the gremlin is around. Go ahead.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

..syes, thank you, Hr. President and unmembers of the
Senate. With respect to the Governor's Message of June 24th,
1983, I will read the salaried appointments to which the
Compittee on Executive Appointments, Veterans' Affairs and
Administration recommends that the Senate do advise and con-
sent. And after reading those appointments, I intend to ask
leave to consider the salaried appointments on ome roll call

unless any Senator has objection to any particular appoint-
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nent.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Newhouse, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Mr. President, Senator Jones was lighted up on the board.
I do not believe he was on the Floor. He may regret that
vote and I would just want to put into the record that I did
not see him...pull the switch and I don't believe he did.
That's all right. Thank you. All right.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

«e.all right. Senator Vadalabene...and Senator Jones is
on the Ploor. He's here., Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Thank you, excuse me. To be Assistant Director of the
Department of Conservation for a term expiring January 21,
1985, James C. Helfrich of Hammond.

To be Chairman and member of the Civil Service Commission
for a term expiring March 1, 1987, J. J. Hoffat of Spring-
field.

To be a Judge on the Court of Claims for a term expiring
January 16, 1989, Leo F. Poch of Chicago.

To be Chairman and member of the Pollution Control Board
for a term expiring July 1, 1985, Jacob ©D. Dumelle of Oak
Park.

And to be a member of the Pollution Control Board for a
term expiring July 1, 1985, J. Theodore Meyer of Chicago.

And %o be a member of the Board of BReview for a ternm
expiring Janvary 21, 1985, Peter J. Miller of Addison.

To be a Director of the Illinois State Toll Highway
Authority for a term expiring May lst, 1987, John P. Garrow
of Wheaton.

And to be a Director of the Illinois State Toll Highway
Authority for a term expiring May 1st, 1987, Frank A.

Gesualdo of Northbrook.
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And to be a Director of the Illinois State Toll Highway
Authority for a term expiring May 1st, 1987, David L.
Martenson of Loves Park.

Mr. President, having read the salaried appointments, I
now seek leave to consider these appointments on one roll
call unless some Senator has objection to a specific appoint-
ment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there objection to the procedure outlined by Senator
Vadalabene to consider these appointments on ome roll call?
Hearing no objection, that will be the order. Senator
vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Mr. President, vwill you put the gquestion as required by
our rules.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion 1is, does the Senate advise and consent to
the nominations just made. Those im favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote HNay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, 1 voting
Present. A majority of the Senators elected concurring by
record vote, +the Senate does advise and consent to the nom-
inations just made. Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABERE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
With respect to the Governor's Message of Jume 24th, 1983, I
will read the unsalaried appointments to which the Cozmittee
on Executive Appointments, Veterans® Affairs and Administra-
tion recommends that the Senate do and advise. And after
reading those appointments, I intend to ask leave to coansider
all of the unsalaried appointments on one roll call unless
any Senator has objection to any particular appointment. .

To be a pember of the Capital Development Board for a
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term expiring January 20, 1986, G. BRaymond Becker of Peoria.

To be a mnember of the Capital Development Board for a
term expiring January 20, 1986, Bernard B. Birger of
Collinsville.

And to be a member of the Capital Development Board for a
term expiring January 19, 1987, Daryl F. Grisham of Chicago.

And to be a member of the Capital Development Board for a
term expiring January 19, 1987, George B. Peters of Aurora.

And to be a member of the Dangerous Drugs Commission for
a term expiring January 21, 1985, Dr. Joseph H. Skom of
Winnetka.

To be Chairzan and member of the Illimois Community Col-
lege Board for a term expirimg June 30, 1989, Wwilliam 5.
Canpbell of Ashland.

To be a member of the Illinois Community College Board
for a term expiring Junme 30, 1989, Toussaint L. Bale of
Chicago.

To be a mpember of the Illinois Coammunity College Board
for a term expiring June 30, 1989, Manuela Bamires of
Glenview.

To be a member of the State Board of Education for a tern
expiring January 16, 1989, Hugh R. Brown of Evanston.

And to be a member of the State Board of Education for a
term expiring January 16, 1989, Peter BE. Monahan of
Northfield.

And to be a member of the State Board of Education for a
term expiring January 16, 1989, Dorothy J. O'Neill of
Champaign.

and to be a member of the State Board of Education for a
tern éxpiring January 16, 1989, Frederick B. Babenstein of
Ottawa.

and to be a member of the Illinois Board of Higher Edu-
cation for a term expiring Janmuary 31, 1989, Rey 9. Brune of

Moline.
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And to be a member of the Illinois Board of Higher Edu-
cation for a term expiring January 31, 1989, Johm G. Gilbert
of Carbondale.

And to be a member of the Illinois Board of Higher Edu-
cation for a term expiring January 31, 1989, Robert M. Powers
of Decatur.

And to be a member of the Illincis Board of Higher Edu-
cation for a ternm expiring January 31, 1989, Dr. Diego
Redondo, M. D. of Deerfield.

And to be a member of the Illinois Farm Development
Authority for a term expiring January 19, 1987, Patrick B.
Scates of Shawneetown.

And to be a member of the 1Illinois Farm Development
Authority for a term expiring January 19, 1987, Robert F.
Nickel of Concord.

And to be a member of the Board of Govermors of State
Colleges and Universities for a term expiring January 19,
1987, Robert J. Ruiz of Chicago.

And to be a member of the Board of BRegents for a term
expiring January 16, 1089, Carol Burns of Peoria.

And to be a pember of the Board of Regents for a term
expiring January 16, 1989, D. Brewster Parker of Lincoln.

And to be a member of the Board of Regents for a term
expiring Jamuary 16, 1989, Harry L. Wellbank of Crystal Lake.

and to be a member of the Illinois Housing Development
Authority for a term expiriag January 12, 1987, Joha J. Viera
of Des Plaines.

And to be a member of the 1Illinois Housing Development
Authority for a term expiring Jamuary 12, 1987, Eugene P.
Moats of Chicago.

And to be a member of the Metropolitan Fair and Exposi-
tion Board for a term expiring May 31, 1988, Leon Wolin of
Lincolnwood.

And *o be a member of the 1Illinois State Scholarship
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Commission for a term expiring June 30, 1989, 0Odell Hicks of
Chicago.

And to be a member of the Illinois Sta*e Scholarship
Commission for a +term expiring June 30, 1989, Maxine A.
Wortham of Peoria.

Mr. President, having read the unsalaried appointments, I
now seek leave to comsider these appointments on one roll
call unless some Senator has objection to a specific appoint-
nent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Heard the wmotion by Senator Vadalabene, he is seeking
leave to handle these appointments on one roll call unless
there is objection. Is there objection? Hearing none, that
will be the order. For what purpose does Senator Mahar
arise?

SENATOB MAHAR:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I'd like to cast a No vote on Mr. John J. Viera as a protest
for his insensitivity to the work that he's dome in the dis-
trict that I represent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Mahar, the...the Secretary informs me, and it is
certainly appropriate, we will have to take his appointment
on a separate roll call. Senator Mahar is that...you wish to
do that? That's the only way we could reallye...

SENATOR MAHAR:

I want to cast a No vote. How I do it, I don't care.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

a1l right. Then...then, Senator Vadalabene, you have
sought leave and we...you have not received leave, there is
protest. HWe will handle the one appointment on a separate
roll call. Sepator Mabar, so +*hat we get our records
straight, can you name the gentleman and...and the office.

SENATOR MAHAR:
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Yes, it's Hr. John J. Viera, member of the Illinois Hous~-
ing Development Authority from Des Plaines whose term expires
on 1-12-87, he's a reappointment. and as I said, I want to
cast a No vote as a tribute to the kind of work he's done.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Mr. Secretary, except for Mr. John...Jdohn J. Viera, the
nomipations as named by Senator Vadalabene on one roll call,
these are all except John J. Viera. The guestion is, does
the Senate...Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

I want to be...recorded the same way as...as Mahar is.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

That will be the pext roll call. The...the appoint-
pent...the appointments before the Body are all the appoint-
ments named by Senmator Vadalabene except for the objection of
Senator Mahar to Hr. John J. Viera. So the gquestion is,
on...does the Senate advise and consent to the nonminationms
just made. 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
58, the Nays are none, none voting Present. A ma jority of
+he Senators elected concurring by record vote, the Senate
does advise and consent to the nominations just made. Sena-
tor Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
With respect to the Governor's Message of Junme 2uth, 1983, I
will read the unsalaried appointment to which the Conmittee
on Executive Appointments, Veterans' Affairs and Adminmistra-
tion do advise and consent.

To be a member of the Illinois Housing Development
Authority for a tern expiring January 12, 1987, John J.
Viera of Des Plaines.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Is there discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, does
the Senate advise and consent to the nomination just made.
Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting
is open. Have all voted vho 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 36, the Nays are 13,
6 voting Present. The majority of Senators elected concur-
ring by record vote, the Senate does advise and comnsent to
the nomination just made. Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABERE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Senate
arise from Executive...hold it...hold it, we got one nore,
Secretary of State.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Proceed, Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, I had to go out of line there a minute, we had our
cards all fouled up on that single vote. Give me tine. You
broke the trend. MNr. President, with respect to the Secre-
tary of State's Message of Jume 21s%, 1983, I will read the
salaried appointment to which the Compittee on Executive
Appointments, Veterans! Affairs and Administration recoumends
that the Senate do advise and consent.

To be a member of the Merit Coamission for the Office of
the Secretary of the State for a term expiring June 30, 1989,
Mardyth E. Pollard of Lombard.

And, Mr. President, having read the salaried appointment,
will you put the question as required by ouar rules.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The question is, does
the Senate advise and consent to the nomination Jjust nade.
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 55, the Nays
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are none, nohe voting Present. A majority of Senators
elected concurring by record vo:te, the Senate doesn't...does
advise and consent to the nomination just made. Senator
Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
I move that the Senmate arise from Executive Session.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we arise from Executive Session. On
the notion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate does arise from Executive Session.
Senator Geo-Karis, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR GRO-KABIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen, on a point of
personal privilege. One of the candigdates for appointment is
here today, a most knowledgeable man, pas® Senaior and Repre~
sentative, Peter Miller. And he®s in the President's Gal-
lery, let's give him a good hand, ve're glad.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE) V

Will our guests in the gallery please rise. Senator
Lenke.

SENATOR LEHMKE:

Just a point of information for the Body. Tomorrow I am
going to call Semate Bill 520 which is a new revisory bill of
the abortion regulation in Illinois, and I don*'t want to be
accused of passing a bill that nobody has read and the amend-
ment has sat on your desk for two days now. Tomorrow it will
be heard and I all vant you to be knowledgeable that what is
in there. Aand I don't wvant to be accused in the Suprene
Court of not...relaying the messages that we did pot give
this due consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)
All right. Any further business? Message from the

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has adopted the following joint
resolution, in the adoption of which I am imstructed to ask
concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

House Joint Resolution 67.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Coumsent Calendar. All right. Any further business to
come before the Senate? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MARQOVITZ:
Just while everybody leaves for dinmer, it has been
circulated among all of your offices an announcement, the

Legislators!' Night at White Sox Park is on August 4th and

it's against the Detroit Tigers, it's a Thursday night. I'q

like you to call my Secretary if you want *o come. The tick-
ets are eighteen dollars, includes ribs amd chicken dinner,
beer and wine, dinner with the ballplayers, just let my
Secretary know.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DEMUZIO:

He'll be standing in Becess until the hour of
seven-thirty.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to Recess until seven-thirty. On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate stands in BRecess till sevep—thirty and we
will start back on the Order of...Nonconcurrence, Secretary's

Desk.

RECESS

AFTER RECESS
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The hour of seven-thirty having come and gone, the Senate
will come to order. We are at the Order of Secretary's
Desk, Nonconcurrence. §e will go down the call starting with
House Bill 114 on page 23 of your Calendar. Your motion will
either be to recede or refuse to recede which will be final
passage. House Bill 114, Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I refuse to recede and request
a Conference Committee to be appointed...(Machine cut-
off)...114.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is we refuse to recede from Senate...Senate
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 114 and that a Committee of
Conference be appointed. On the motion, those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and the Senate refuses
to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1. The Secretary shall
50 inform the House. House Bill... 127, Senator Lemke. Is
Senator Lenke on the Floor? House Bill 134, Senator Lemke.
127 is occupational disease.

SENATCOR LEMKE:

«s«I mean, I'm sorry, refuse to recede.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. On...on 127, Senator?
SENATOR LEMKE:

Yeah, on...on those revisory bills., #®ait...no wait, no
we do recede. That's right. We do...what this is is 127.
This is a duplicate amendment, the House told us to put it im
on when they already put the amendment on so, therefore, we
don't need the Senate amendment. S0 we...we will recede fron
the amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
A1l right. Senator Lemke has moved to recede from Senate

Ampendment No. 1 to House Bill 127. 1Is there discussion of
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that motion? Discussion? The guestion is, shall the Senate
recede from Senate RAmendment No. 1 to House Bill 127. Those
in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Senator Egan. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? All right. 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 recede fron
Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 127, and *he bill having
received the required comstitutional pmajority is declared
passed. House Bill 134, Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I vish to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 which was
put on by Senator Carroll and it...it's a substantive amend-
ment. These are revisory bills and we made an agreement when
we took all these bills that we would not put substantive
amendnents...apendments on, and Senator Bock and Senator
Carroll agree and we will recede from this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

The wmotiom is *o recede. 1Is there discussion? Discus-
sion? The question is, shall the Senate recede from Senate
Aoendment No. 1 to House Bill 134. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. BHave all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. OCn
that question, the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does recede from Senate Amendment
Nb. 1, and the bill baving received “he required constitu-
tional majority is declared passed. House Bill 147, Senator
Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Okay, Teo.will recede fron House Amendment 147,
This...this language that we put on is substantive and ve
made agreement that these are revisory bills and there would
be no substantive amendments put on, therefore, I mnmove to

recede.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The Senator has moved to recede from Senate Amendment No.
1. Oon the motion, is there discussion? Discussion? The
question is, shall the Senate recede from Senate Amendment
No. 1 to House Bill 147. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted vwho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 59, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Senate does recede from Senate Amendment No. 1,
and House Bill 147 baving received the required comstitu-
éional majority is declared passed. House Bill 157, Senator
Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

«eethis is another revisory bill, we put a word change on
there. We advised that changing the word from "or" to...to
“of" yas a substantive change, and we agree that these bills
are supposed %o be in...revisory bills and not substantive
bills, so I ask to recede.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yeah, how much did it cost?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Cost what? fThis is a law revisory bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

How long have they worked onm it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

How long did they work on the revisory bill? 1 don't
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knowv.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Then you don't know how much it cost. My guestion is,
how much did it cost from either to or? I...YyOUu
know...there...there...there...they've been revising the law,
they screwed up the Civil Practice Act in many ways.
I...what I'd like to knov is how mnuch did this cost?
This...this...this...this is a recession from an amendment
that cost some money. I just want to know how auch.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Senator Egan, our staff put this amendment on, it nmade a
substantive change. I...we vwere told by Senator Rock and
that to...not to make any substantive changes to these bills.
This was the agreement, I think, amongst Senator Rock, Sena-
gor Philip, myself, the House sponsor and the...and the
leadership that these would be purely revisory bills and they
requested to recede from the amendment, so these bills can
become law and we can dget rid of these things and not be
pestered with them again.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

I'm going to insist on knowing how much it
cost...and...and...and neither do they.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The guestiosn
is, shall the Senate recede from Senate Apmendment No. 1 to
House Bill 157. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. (Machine cutoff)...voted who wish?

Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
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the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill
157, and the bill having received the required constitutiomal
majority is declared passed. House Bill 186, Senator Hall.
Senator Hall is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I move to nonconcur on HousSe€...186...House Bill
186...and ask that a Conference Committee...be...no, I refuse
to recede.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 1 and that a Committee of Conferenmce be appointed.
On the motion, discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to recede and
asks that a Committee of Conference be appointed. House Bill
380, Senator...Jeremiah Joyce. Is Senator Jeremiah Joyce on
the Floor? House Bill 384, Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

After a conference with the House spomsor of the bill, he
has requested that the Senate refuse to recsde from our
amendment and to reques* a Conference Conmittee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR PBRUCE)

The motion is to refuse to recede. Is there discussion
of the motion? Discusssion? On the motion to refuse to
recede, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The BAyes have
it. The Senate refuses *o recede and the Secretary shall so
inform the House. House Bill 406, Senator Marovitz. House
Bill 441, Senator Hatson. House Bill 487, Senator
Vadalabene. Senator Vadalabene is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR VM?ALABENE:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I move to
recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and Senate Amendment No. 2

to House Bill 487 which would have give prefercnce to a widow
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with any minor children dependent upon support for retraining
or reemployment in preference to veterans. And Amendment No.
1 vhich would have provided that no credit for seniority in
service be given wunder this Act unless the veterans...had
served in U. S. Armed Forces or while...being a U. S. citizen
served in the armed forces of our allies during World wWar I,
World War II, the Korean Conflict and the Vietnamess
Conflict, and I move to recede from Senate Amendments No. 1
and 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBRUCE)

A1l right. The motion is to recede. Senator Mahar.
SENATOR HMAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and mesbers of the Senate. W®hat
will be the position then of...when you recede from amend-
ments which say that the veterans must have served in one of
the wars? #hat position will that put the bill in then?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, would you restate <*hat, Senator Mahar, we didn*t
hear.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The gquestion
is, shall the Senate recede from Senate Amendments No. 1 and
2 to House Bill 487, Those in favor vote Aye. Those oﬁposed
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 55, the Nays are none, 3 voting Present. The
Senate does recede from Senate Amendment No...Senate Amend-
ment Nos. 1 and 2 to House Bill 487, and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Is there leave to return to 488 a+t a later time?
Leave...leave 1is granted. House Bill 514, Senator Nedza.

Senator Nedza is recognized for a motion.
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SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I refuse to recede from Senate Amendments No. 1 and
2 and request a Committee on Conference to be appointed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede. Discussion of
the wmotion? Discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to recede from
Senate Amendments No. 1 and 2 and that a Ccmpittee of Confer-
ence be appointed. House Bill 516, Senator Marovitz. House
Bill...558, Senator Maitland. Senator Maitland is recogmized
for a motion.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
move the Senate refuse to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede. Is there
dicussion of the motion? Discussion? Those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to
recede and asks for a Committee of Conference. House Bill
584, Senator D*Arco. Senator D'Arco, you are recognized.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

., Teesl recommend we refuse to recede from Senate Amendaent
No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to refuse to recede. Discussion? Discus-
sion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it and +the Senate refuses %to...recede from Senate Amendnent
No. 1 and asks that a Committee of Conference be appointed.
House Bill 687, Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Thank you, Mr. Presideat. I...I move that the Senate

refuse to recede from Awmendments 1, 2 and 3 and ask for a

Comnittee of Conference.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is we refuse to recede. Discussion? Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and the Senate
refuses to recede from Senate Amendments 1, 2 and 3 to House
Bill 687 and a Committee of Conference be appointed. House
Bill 714, Senator Coffey. Senator Coffey is recognized.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move that the Senate refuses
to...refuse to recede to Amendmeant No. 1 to House Bill 714.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The motion is we refuse to recede from Senate Amendment
No. 1. Discussion of *he motion? Discussion of the motion?
Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and asks
that a Committee of Conference be appointed. House Bill 798,
Senator Vadalabene. Senator vVadalabene on the Ploor? Can ve
have a little order, please. Senator Vadalabene, you are
recognized for a motion.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, 1 motion...I refuse to recede and ask for a Confer-
ence Commpittee on 798.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Vadalabene bas moved that we refuse to recede
from our Senate Amendment No. 2. Discussion of the motion?
Discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have d1it. The Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendment

No. 2 and asks that a Conference Conpittee be appointed.
House Bill 921, Senator Netsch.
SENATOB MNETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. I move that the Senate refuse
to recede from House Amendpent...I'm sorry, from Senate
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 921 and request a Conference
Conmittee.

éBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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The motion is we refuse to recede from Senate Amendnent
No. 1 to House Bill 921. On the motion, discussion? Those
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
refuses to recede from Semate Amendment No. 1 and asks that a
Committee of Conference be appointed. House Bill 1108, Sena-
tor Welch is recognized.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. At this time I would 1like to
move to recede from the Senate Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Demuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, thank you, very much, Mr. President, Ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. I...it's my understanding +that if
the Senate refuses to recede from this amendment that all of
the monies that are collected in the hazardous waste dis-
posal...in the Inspection Fund would 4go into the General
Revenue Fund instead of being earmarked to go into
the...Environmental Protection Permit and Inspection Fund by
vhich the General Assembly could...or the monies would be
used for emnvironmental purposes. Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

No, it is not. The section that the amendmen: amended
concerns a schedule of permit and inspection fees for waste
disposal. It goes on to state...the cost of the agen-
cies...what it did wvas it added the word, "adeguately cover
all cost to the State for the agency's permit™ as opposed to,
"adeguately cover all cost to the agencies for its permit and
inspection activities." So it was...it was basically a tech-
nical amendment im...in tha*t portion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Demuzio.
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SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Well, then what happens to all the momey that is col-
lected, does it not go in the General Revenue Fund?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

We are going to have an amendment to another bill that is
currently on this 1list which will take care of the added
section in this amendment which creates the State...in the
State Treasury a special fund to be known as the Environ-
mental Protection Permit and...Inspection Fund, that will be
added to another bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Denmuzio.

SENATOR DEMUZIO:

Representative Giglio indicated to me that it was neces-
sary that this amendment stay on so that these monies could
be spent...collected and...and not really spend in the Gen-
eral...for the monies notito go into the General Revenue Fund
and...does he have a position on this that you know of in
the...in this House bill?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

...Representative Giglio was in here, he did not tell me
a position; however,...or Senator Zito has just informed ne
that Representative Giglio would 1like to...agrees with ay
motion to recede.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1In the haste of trying to find

the bill and the amendment, oy gquestion to the Senate

sponsor, who is that? Welch? Thank you, Senator Welch. Hy
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question is...your motion is to receée or not to recede?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to recede.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Then to the motion, Mr. President. This creates jobs.
Senate Amendment No. 1 allows this curious advisory council,
whatever they do, to hire an executive director and staff,
not defined. Second, it creates a special fund known as the
Bavironmental Protection Permit and Inspection Fund into
which all the permit fees will go to generate jobs and posi-
tions and all of the stuff that goes with that. 1It's a ' bad
amendment. T would ask the sponsor, from the bottom...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg, the motion is to recede from the amend-
ment. That is to take it off the bill. Senator Grotberg.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thate..if that is...I'm trying...guickly trying to get
the recede-nonrecede picture together, Senator. If your
motion prevails, this amendment is gome? Thank you, very
much and I...retract...everything I said is true, correct?
Now let's...whatever it takes to get rid of the amendment,
would you tell us how to vote, that's my Liggest gquestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right. Just...just remember, gentlemen, on House
bills on which we have attached amendments, the motion to
recede will remove the Senate amendment. A refusal to recede
will leave the bill in its form and it will go back in a
Conference Comnittee, and the motion in this regard is that
we recede from Senate Amendment No. 1. Discussion of the
motion? Senator 2ito.

SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Hr. President and members. 1In my conversa-

tions with the House sponsor, Representative Giglio, he would

like to go to conference to straighten some of the gquestions
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out, and I would urge a No vote on this motion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, if...if we vote to recede, then that's final pas-
sage, but if this motion fails and the...l mean, what happens
then, it goes to conference, right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

If the motion fails, it will be a refusal to recede and
we will inform the House of our action and ask that a
Conmittee of Conference be appointed. Discussion? Senator
#elch may close.

SENATOR RELCH:

Thank you, H#r. Presiden%. I would urge a favorable Aye
vote on this motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The gquestion is, shall +the Senate recede from Senate
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1108. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 36, the Nays
are 16, none voting Present. The Senate does recede fron
Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1108, and the bill hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Is Senator Carroll on the Floor? All
right. Is +there leave...Senator Savickas, on 1117, the
motion should be that we refuse to recede. Senator Carroll
is not on the Floor. Would you make the motion?

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and membe?s of the Senate, 1 would
move that the Senate refuse to recede from Senate Amendment
No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

You've heard the motion. Discussion? Those in favor say
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Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to
recede from Senate Amendment No. 1. The Secretary shall so
inform the House. House Bill 1121, Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

My motion 1is to recede froer House Apendment No. 1 to
House Bill 1121. The anendment...no, no, I move to recede so
that it goes to the Governor and then the amendment is a...a
very, very technical one vhich involves the Medical Practice
Act and it...the definition thereunder with regard to this
bill. And If've had a long and 1lengthy conversation
and...with everyone involved, and I think that what we should
do is recede, send it to the Governor, and them in the fall
ve're going to take care of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The motion is to recede. Sena-
tor Bloon.
SENATOR BLOONM:

Well, then this would...this would restore the ambiguity
that vas the genesis of the anmendment. You Kknow,
this...tcause as the bill came over to us, it was overly
broad.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

No, there is no ambiguity, it's...it's...it's the matter
of defining our terms and it's not an ambiguity, it*s a mat-
ter of fixing bayonets and getting the right thing.done.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The question 1is, shall the
Senate recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1121.
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 gquestion, the Ayes are 40, the Nays

are 9, 1 voting Present. The Senate does recede from Senate
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Amendment HNo. 1 to House Bill 1121, and the...and the bill
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 1143, Senator uaitland. Senator
Maitland is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

I Thank you, MNr. President and members of the Senate. I
move the Senate refuse to recede from Senate Amendment HNo. 1,
House Bill 1143 and a Committee of Conferenmce be appointed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to refuse *o recede. Discussion of the
motion? Discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to recede from Senate
Amendment No. 1 and asks that a Committee of Conference be
appointed. Is Senator Berman on the Floor? Senator Berman
on 1178, would you make the motion that we refuse to recede.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I move that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 2 on House Bill 1178.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

. The mnotion 1is we refuse to recede. On the motion,
discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate refuses to recede from Sepate Amendment
No. 2. House Bill 1192, Senator Bloom. House Bill 1205,
Senator Degnan.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, H#r. President. I wpove the Senate refuse to
recede fron Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1205.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to refuse to recede. Discussion? Discus-
sion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate refuses to recede fron Senate Amendment No. 1
and asks that a Committee of Conference be appointed. House

Bill 1249, Senator DeAngelis. Senator Delpgelis on the



Lo
B\
W
\),D& pPage 221 - JUNE 29, 1983
W
i
Floor? House Bill...Senator Deldngelis. Personnel Code and
familyresponsibility, leave of absence. Senator DeAngelis is
recognized.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I move to refuse to recede from...what amendment is that?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

No. 1. The motion is we refuse to...

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senate Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

...that we refuse to recede froam Senate Apmendment No. 1.
Discussion. of the motion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to recede from
Senate Agendment No. 1 and asks that a Committee of Confer-
ence be appointed. House Bill 1257, Senator Welch. Senator
Welch is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. At this time, I would move to
refuse to recede from this amendment and reguest the appoint-
nent of a Conference Comnpittee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

The motion is that wve refuse to recede. Discussion?
Discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it and the Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 1 and asks that a Conference Conmmittee be appointed.
House Bill 1261, Senator Grotberg. Senator Grotberg is
recognized.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Nr. Presideﬁt. I nove that the Senate do
recede froe Senate Amendment No. 2...No. 2 to House Bill
1261. The Aurora problem has been taken care of in another
bill. I would move that we recede.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? The motion is to recede. Discussion? The
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question is, shall the Sepate recede from Senate Amendment
No. 2 to House Bill 1261. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote ﬁay. The voting is open. Have all
voted 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 recede from Senate Amendment
No. 2 to House Bill 1261, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Would
about three or four Pages come to the Secretary's Desk,
please. House Bill 1264, Senator Watson. Senator Watson |is
recognizeéed for a motion.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. I wmove that we refuse to
recede fromn Senate Amendment No. 3 to House Bill 1264 and ask
for a Conference Comnmittee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to refuse to recede from Senate Anmendment
No. 3. Discussion of the motion? Discussion? Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
refuses to recede from Senate Amendment No. 3 and asks that a
Coanittee of Conference be appointed. House Bill 1293, Sena-
tor Marovitz. Senator Marovitz is recognized.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I move that the Senate...refuse to recede from House
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1293...I think it's Senate
Amendment No. 1, sorry.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BROCE)

Right. Discussion of the wmotion? It is to refase to
recede. Discussion? Discussion? On the nmotion, those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
refuses to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and asks that a
Conference Committee be appointed. House Bill 1399, Senator
Lenmke.

SENATOR LEMKE:
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Yeah, we refuse to recede from the amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to refuse to recede from Senate Amendments
1 and 2. On the motion, discussion? Discussion? Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
refuses to recede from Senate Amendments 1 and 2 and asks
that a Coaomittee of Conference be appointed. House Bill
1925, Senator Kent. Senator Kent is recognized.

SENATOR KENT:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
would wmove that the Senate recede from Amendment No. 1. It
was a technical amendment and both agencies involved in this
say that it's not needed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we recede from Semate Amendment No. 1.
Discussion? Semnator Demuzio.

SENATOR DENUZIO0:

Just basically, what is it?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Kent.

SENATOR KENT:

It does what it says in the Calendar and it's a change of
lands, and the amendment said it was a curve line instead of
a straight line and that's what we're removing.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall the
Senate...recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill
1925. 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, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none voting
Present. The Ayes are 57, no Nays, no voting Present. The
Senate does recede from Senate Amendment ¥o. 1 to House Bill

1925, and the bill bhaving received the required constitu-
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tional majority is declared passed. House Bill 1955, Senator
Kustra. Senator Kustra is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Hr. President. I move that the Senate refuse
to. recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1955 and
that a Conference Cosmittee be formed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is we refuse to recede. Discussion of the
motion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. ' The Ayes have
it and the Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendment No.
1 and asks that a Coomittee of Conference be appointed. If I
might have the attention of the Body. We bhave just placed
upon your desks the next Calendar that we will proceed to
right after the next two bills on page 27. So if you have a
bill on nonconcurrence, we will proceed from this Calendar
right on to the Supplemental Calendar. Supplemental Calendar
No. 1 is a white sheet, should have just been placed on your
desk. All right. ©No, it is not pink; it is a white, it's
a...all right, we're missing a page. Evidentally two things
have happened; we are a little short and we will get addi-
tional Calendars printed and you should check to see whether
you have four pages. The Supplemental Calendar is four pages
long. So if you...House Bill 2055, Senator Grotberg is
recognized for a motion.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President. My handler is taking care of
me here. My many handlers. I move that the Senate refuse to
recede from House Amendment 1...Senate Amendment 1. TI...from
Senate Amendment 1 to House Bill 2055 and that a conference
be put together.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? Senator D*Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Gh, no, no.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

No. The motion is to refuse to recede. On the motion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it and
the Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and
asks that a Conmittee of Conference be appointed. For what
purpose does Senator D'Arco arise?

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Mr. President, I would npove at this time that I would
replace Senator Holmberg as principal sponsor of House Bill
547...I mean, 647.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

It's House Bill 6472
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Yes, it*s House Bill 647.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

May we bave some order, please., Al1ll right. The motion
is by...Senator D'Arco has sought leave to change his spon-
sorship of House Bill 647 froam Senator Holaskerg to himself
with consent of both parties. Is there 1leave? Leave is
granted. House Bill 2078, Senator Rigmney is recognized for a
mnotion.

SENATOR BRIGNEY:

Move that we do not recede.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede from House Amend-
nent...from Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 2078. On
the nmotion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it and the Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 1. All right, we will now proceed to the first
Supplemental Calendar. If I might have your attention, there
are three bills that we will take out of order so that we
might get them into a Conference Committee. If you will turn
to page 3 on your Supplemental Calendar. Page 3 is House

Bill 1470, the middle of the page. Semator Davidson is
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recognized for a motion.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

I thought I would give wny leaders a heart attack. I
started to move to recede, but I will move not to recede and
ask for a Conference Committee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Davidson has moved *o refuse to recede from
Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1470. On the mnotion
to refuse, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate refuses to recede fror Senate Amendment
No. 1 and asks that a Conference Conmittee be appointed.
House Bill 1805, Senator Degnan. PFor what purpose does Sena-
tor Geo-Karis arise?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I haveeeele.oI just want a...a point of information. I
have Sepate Calendar Supplemental 1 and I have Senate Bills
Concurrence and House Bills Supplemental Calendar 1, now
which one are we on?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

We are on...we are on Supplemental Calendar 1.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

The white one, is that right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The white one. The yellow one, Senator, is also oper-
ative. It...it also deals with concurrences and
nonconcurrences and a description of each of those that
should track with the Calendar. 211 right...1805, Senator
Degnan is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move that the Senate

recede and ask for a Conference Committee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
The motionm is that we refuse to recede and ask for a

Committee of Conference. On the motion to refuse to recede,
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those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bave it and
the Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and
asks that a Conference Conmittee be appointed. If you will
turn to page U4 of your Calendar, page 4 is House Bill 1978
under the Senate sponsorship of Senator Coffey. Senator
Coffey, I believe you wish to refuse to recede? Senator
Coffey.

SENATOR COFFEX:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
nmove that the Senate refuse to recede from Amendment No. 1
and 3.

PRESIDIKRG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ments 1 and 3 to House Bill 1978. On the mwmotion, is there
discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it and the Senate refuses to recede and the Secretary
shall so inform the House and ask for a Committee of Confer-
ence. fe will now return to page 1 of your first Supple-
mental Calendar. Those three bills needed to get out of here
so that ve might get out of here earlier this evening. House

Bill 26, Senator Egan is recognized for a motion.

END OF REEL
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REEL ¢8

SENATOR EGAN:

Auotion, Mr. President and members of the Senate, is to
refuse to recede from Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 26.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Hotion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Améndment
No. 1. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to recede and asks for
a...Conference Compittee. House Bill 104, Senator Zite is
recognized for a motion.

SENATOR 21TO:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. I would move that
the Senate refuse to recede from Amendment No. 1 to House
Bill 104 and ask for a Conference Copnittee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 1 to House Bill 104, On the motion, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bave it. The Senate refuses
to recede and asks for a Committee of Conference. House Bill
112, Senator HMarovitz. Senator Marovitz, Building Code
violation.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Yes, I would move that the Senate refuse to recede and
that a Conferemce Committee be set up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is that we refuse to recede. on the s=motion,
discussion? Those.in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate refuses to recede from Senate Awmendment
No. 1 and asks for a Conference Committee. House Bill 320.
Senator Berman is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I move that we refuse to recede from Senate Amendments 1
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and 2'to House Bill 320.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is that we refuse to recede. Discussion of *he
motion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendments 1
and 2, and the Secretary shall so inform the House and ask
for a Conference Conmmittee. House Bill 333, Senator Jeroame
Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I nove to recede from Senate
Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to recede. The motion is to recede. Is
there discussion of the motion? Discussion? The...Senator
Buzbee.

'SENATOR EUZEEE:

-vejust like to know what...what we're receding from?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Joyce. Senator Jerome Joyce.

'SENATOR JEROME JOICE:

ThisS...yes. This is the Senate Bill 1014, it was the
Illinois State Park Foundation Act. It was one of the
‘prairie State Two Thousand bills that the House did not go
along with, twice.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

I guess the sponsor can do what he...what he wants with
his own bill, but I'm not sure why we are acceding to the
House's refusal. The House bas refused to do a lot of
things, most of them have not been good ideas.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:
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Yes. Well, the Senate sponsor of the bill...that has
gone to the House twice wishes to receds this time also,
Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator
DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, what we're voting on in final passages is the new
Commission on Health Assistance then, correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

No. This is the...the bill for the Cobservation Depart-
ment, the snitch money bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DelAngelis. Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, thank you, Mr. President. I think it's a pretty
good amendment. I think we probably ought to keep it on the
bill.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

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

«..Will the sponsor yield for a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Indicates he will yield, Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
‘He're all so tired here, but what does that do? What
does that amendment do, can you tell us?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:
Why don't I have the sponsor of the amendment tell you.

Senator HWelch.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Welch is recognized for an explanation.
SENATOR WELCH:

The purpose of...the purpose of the asendment was %o
create the Illinois State...Park Foundation Act to allow for
people to contribute momey to help the park system, and it
crashed to its death in the House on two separate occasions,
and ¥e are now withdraving from the...receding from the
anendment to the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Purther discussion? Further discussion? The guestion
is, shall the Senate...recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 to
House Bill 333. On the motion, 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? Take the record.
on that question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are 2, nome
voting Present. The Senate does recede from Senate Amendment
No. 1 to House Bill 333, and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. House
Bill 541, Senator Maitland. Senator Maitland 1is recognized
for a motion.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. Presidemt. I move the Senate refuse to
recede from the Senate amendments on House Bill 541 and a
Copmittee of Conference be appointed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is +to refuse *to recede from Senate Amendments 1,
2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14 to House Bill
541. On the motion to refuse, is there discussion? Those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
refuses to recede to the amendments enumerated and asks for a
Committee of Conference. House Bill 542, Senator Sommer.
SENATOR SOMHER:

Mr. President, I move to refuse to recede on all Senate
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amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is that the Senate refuse to recede from Senate
Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 10 to House Bill 542.
Oon the notion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to recede to the epumerated
Senate amendments and asks for a Coanference Committee. House
Bill 543, Senator Kent is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR KENT:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would move that the Senate
refuse to recede from all Senate amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,
17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24 and 26 to House Bill 543. On the
notion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate refuses to recede to the enumerated amend-
ments to House Bill 543 and asks for a Conference Committee.
House Bill 606, Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

"I would move that the Senate refuse to recede from Amend-
ments 1, 2, 4, 5, 6 and 7 to House Bill 606 and request a
Conference Comaittee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

You've heard the motion. Discussion? Those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to
recede to the Senate amendments enumerated and asks for a
Conference Conmittee. House Bill 621, Senator Lemke. 1Is
Senator Lemke on the Floor? Senator Lemke. House Bill 643,
Senator D'Arco. Private Detective and Private Security Act.
The motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Apendment
No. 2. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to recede from Senate

Ampendment No. 2 to House Bill 643 and asks for a Committee of
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Conference. House Bill 690, Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGHEISTER:

Move that we refuse to recede.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 1 to House Bill 690. On the motion, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses
to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and asks for a Conmit-
tee of Conference. The Secretary shall so inform the House.
House Bill 691, Senator Macdonald is recognized for a motion.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

I recommend that we refuse to recede to Senate Amendment
No. 1 on House Bill 691.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
nent No. 1 to House Bill 691. On the motion, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses
to recede and asks for a Conference Compittee, House Bill
700, Senator Ebbesen...or Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHBAFFER:

Freudian, Freudian. Mr. President, if we could get the
Senate number to 700 on the electronic board. I would 1like
to move to recede from Senate Amendments 2 and 3, which would
give us a clear vote on the original intent of the bill.
®#hat ve wanted in the first place was...was a clear, pristine
shot at a separate board for Northern 1Illinois University,
and that motion will accomplish that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to recede from Senate Amendments 2 and 3. Is
there discussion of the motion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, this 1is that
illustrious bill that was going down to defeat until it was

brought back, an amendment was put on by Semator Rock, and
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Senator Rock is not on the Floor to defend his amendments.
And to move to recede from the anendments when he's not
present, I don®t think is fair. More ipportamtly, we don':
want this bill going to the Governmor in this christine fornm
*cause it's a terrible thing to do. This sets up a separate
governing body for one university, and we're going to start
dealing out, and I'11 guarantee you that the rest of us who
have universitiés in their district will be back for a sep-
arate board for every one of ours come the next Session or
even this fall. This is a terrible waste of money. ¥e put
together the Board of Higher Educationm %o try to reduce this
proliferation of boards, individual boards for each univer-
sity. They created the Board of Regents and the Board of
Governors to bring these under some kind of a cap under one
kind of a control and answer to the Board of Higher Edu-
cation. And I urge each and every one of you not to recede,
not to recede from this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BRUCE)

Discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

#ell, thank you, very wmuch, Mr. President. Senator
Davidson said it well, we are at the critical crossroads of
higher education in the State of Illinois, and tough deci-
sions are going to have to be made in future years. And I
can see a grandiose plan in northern Illinois, and that's the
purpose of this bill, and a very few of you care, very few
of...you are listening, but this is going to create a uwonu-
sental problem for higher education. It's going to create a
monumental task for us here during the appropriations process
every year. The regents system is working well, it should
not be tampered with, and I also would...would echo Senator
Davidson®s suggestion that we refuse to recede from this
amendment.

PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Well, I just didn't wvant to reiterate what has been said,
but it is...and as you said, Senator Rock put those amend-
ments on, he's not here and now Senator Schaffer wants
t0...50, we should not do this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jerenmiah Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYICE:

#ell, I was just going to respond to Senator Davidsom's
question on fairmess. I mean, we're just going in the order
of the bills as they're called. This is fair as to all of us
as we're out here. Right? I pean, I don't think it's unfair
thate..that...that someone who put some amendments on a bill
to kill it doesn't happen to be around to debate whether or
not the amendments should stay on or stay off.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Collinms.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Well, I...I beg to differ with that statement, because I
do think that everybody here recognized that Senator Rock and
the...as well as the leadership over there are seriously
trying to negotiate and resolve the most important issues
that we have to deal with the rest of the Session. He should
have an opportunity to be here to defend his amendnent. But
even if you choose to go on, I would beg this Body...I think
Senator Maitland and several other people have already
explained why we should not recede, because we...this bill
ought to go down or ought to go to a Conference Committee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:
Well, thank you, Kr. President. I've heard all of the

rationale from those jealous people wvho forgot to think of
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this concept, and now because of their own selfish motives
feel deeply that this thing is wromg. This thing was right
going im, it's as right as it ever was, and I would support
Senator Schaffer in his motion. And the
johnny-come-lately's, maybe next year you®ll get
the...message and you may well be right in running the most
efficient university system in these United States like
several others do. Let's support Senator Schaffer's motiomn.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR EBRUCE)
Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemem of the
Senate. Since I oppose the amendments and the bill, I
guess...the right way %o go at this point would be to
refuse...for me is to refuse to...recede, so when it comes
back in Conference, w¥e can kill it then.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank...thank you, Mr. President. I wsould just like to
rise in support of Senator Schaffer. I think that as one of
our members often says, ve should vots on this bill in its
pristine form. And I think that the Northern Illinois Uni-
versity should have its own separate board. I think that
it's a university that is large enough to be able to control
itself. It's very diversified. It...now has its own law
school. It*s growing bigger and better every day, and I
think that the time has come to sever the cord and let it go
out on its own, Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:
Thank you, very nuch, Hr. President and Ladies and

Gentlemen of the Senate. Senator Welch just made my speech.
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That'!s why the amendment is on there. The University of
Illinois at Chicago Circle is, as a matter of fact, bigger in
population than Northern Illinois ©Upiversity. It's about
time we severed the cord and let it go on its own. That's
the purpose of the amendment, and ve ought not recede. If
we're going to do it for Northern, let's do it for the other
universities of comparable size so that they too can have
+their own clout, so to speak, within the process of the Board
of Higher Ed. and the General Assembly of Illinois. Please
don't recede from this amendment. It was a good omne, it
should stay on.

PRESIDIYNG OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well...hooked on the horns of the perennial dileamma. I
don't like the bill. I don't like the original bill; I hate
the amendment even worse, and so I really don't know how to
vote on this thing because...le..l...l appreciate all
the...all the help I'm getting from my friends, my dear, ay
dear, thank you, or whatever, but I happen to...to...to dis-
agree, as I said. I don't think Northern Illinois University
ought to have their own separate board, nor do I think that
Southern Illinois OUniversity in Carbondale and Southern Illi-
nois UOniversity in Edwardsville or the Dniversity of Illinois
in Champaign-Urbana or the University of Illinois in Chicago
ought to have their own separate boards. The féct of the
matter is that the system of systems was set up years ago
when Dr. David Henry and Dr. Delight Morris were the presi-
dents of the Upniversity of Illinois and Southern 1Illinois
University more or 1less as a self-defense mechanism by the
Legislature to protect themselves from the clout that those
two gentlemen had...had come to exercise in this General
Assembly. The system of systems has worked very well. To

start to...to start to decimate the system of systems at this
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point is not a good idea...and I hope my seatmate on my left
either wakes up or goes back to his room and goes to bed
‘cause his snoring is beginning to...bother me., But I'm not
sure what we ought to do at this point. But I*'1ll tell you
one thing, I am convinced that if this bill gets on -the
Governor's Desk without the encumbrances that Senator Rock
put on it, that it is greased. I think the Governor is going
to sign it. So, therefore, I'm going to vote against Senator
Schaffer's motion, and voting against my own best interest
temporarily with the idea of killing the whole thing.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

I was going to ask Senator Buzbee how I should vote.
I...you know, how are you going to vote, Senator Buzbee?
Ieeal...you vwere talking one way and then you...I didn*t
guite follow you.

PRESIDIRG OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

I'm flexible.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Johns.

SENATOR JOHNS:

Well, I liked the bill from the start. Sepator Buzbee
said it's been self-sufficient, it's been self-perpetuating
for a few, and I'm going to vote to...to send it to Confer-
ence Coummittee, bat I know the Conference Committee is going
to be loaded, so I...I kind of got some problems there. But
I like the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. I*m not sure how this is going
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to help out Governor State University which is in my area. I
think that may be a problem. But, you know, really the thing
that's...that helped me to make this decision, I talked to a
little bardwork...very bardworking UAW cardholder out here
recently, and he's very concerned, and he told me, don't take
Senator Schaffer's 1lead om this one. I'm going to vote
against you.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Serator Schaffer may close.
SERATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I guess I should make several appeals; one to all
yoa guys on this side that don*t like unions, I hope you
heard that 1last statement. Whimsically speaking to ay
friends from SIU and U of I, if you're not tco fond of this
bill now, wait till we get it in Conference Conmmittee. Sena-
tor Rock has a plan, let me +tell you, and I think he . can
deliver the votes and the signature. You talk about grease,
Senator Buzbee. Oh, well. Now, to talk at least and at last
about the subject. I'm talking about a separate board for
Northern 1Illinois ©University, which happens to be my alma
mater, which is why I'm here and why I'm sponsoring this
bill, and I think why Sepnator Joyce is working with me.
Northern is the second largest, single campus in the State,
second only to the 0 of I. It is a fine university. Pardon
me, there's...I's...I don't want to get in a fight with any-
body from down south, but it's a great university Jjust like
the one down south that has its owvn separate board. I'n
sopewhat amused when I hear negative talk from those people
vhose university has its own separate, free-standing board
about the system of systems. Simply put, before the...ve
created the Board of Higher Education, perhaps those argu-
ments had some validity. Now, if you examine the structure
in the State, I think one might conclude that the Board of

Governors and the Board of Regents are, in fact, the
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redundancies, and that what should happen is that the various
regional universities should be given regional boards to
guide their local destiny and report to that one higher
board, which would be that buffer that Semator Buzbee men-
tions between us and the higher education system. I think
this is, in fact, an idea whose time has cone. This 1is a
fine university. It is a regional wuniversity just like
Southern 1Illinois is. It deserves its own board. It
deserves autonomy through the system with the Board of Higher
Education. It's a good idea. Would just like a roll call
and would like thirty green 1lights...thirty...to stay in
their chairs.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The...the guestion is, shall the Sepate recede fronm
Senate Amendments 2 and 3 to House Bill 700. Those im 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 guestion,
the Ayes are 26, the ©Nays are 31. The Senate refuses to
recede from Senate Apendments 2 and 3 to House Bill 700, and
the Secretary shall so inform the House and ask for a Commit-
tee of Conference. House Bill 813, Semator Schaffer. For
what purpose does Senator Buzbee arise?

SENATOR BUZBEE:

On a point of personal privilege, Mr. President. Senator
Vadalabene admonished us all the other day not to play with
our switches, and I just would like to say to Senator Weaver,
I think that was a dirty trick, Senator Weaver, 'cause I was
watching your light all along.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Schaffer, on House Bill 813.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:
The Conference Committee on 700 will meet in Representa-

tive...Ebbesen's office almost inmediately. He have a
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twenty-eight page amendment that Senator Rock has offered,
ve'll be back on that very quickly. Frankly, ve can recede,
refuse to recede or we can blow this bill up or do whatever
we want. I don't know what those clowns in the House are
doing on this one, so why don't we just refuse to recede and
throw it in a Conferemnce and maybe forget it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion 1is that the Senate refuse to recede from Senate
Apendments 1 and 2 to House Bill 813. On the motion, those
in favor say Aye. Opposed PNay. The Ayes have it., The
Senate refuses to recede and asks for a Conference Conmmittee.
House Bill 888, Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

Mr. President, I move to refuse to recede from all Senate
anendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that the Senate refuse to recede fronm
Senate Apnendpments 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9. On...on that
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. The Senate refuses to recede from the enumerated amend-
ments and asks for a Conference Committee. House Bill 963,
Senator Savickas. Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, I refuse to
recede and ask that a Conference Committee be set up.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motiom is that ve refuse to recede. Discussion of
the motion? Discussion? Those in favor say Aye. opposed
Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to recede from
Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 963 and asks that a
Conference Conpmittee be appointed. House Bill 1002, Senator
Coffey. Senator Coffey is recognized.

SEREATOR COFFPEY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
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move that the Senate refuses to recede from Amendment No. 1
to House Bill 1002.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede froe Senate Amend-
ment Bo. 1. On the motion, discussion? Those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Sepnate refuses to
recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and asks that a Conference
Commpittee be appointed. House Bill 1045, Sepator Marovitz.
SENATOR MARQVITZ:

Yes, thank you, very much, Mr. President. I would move
that the Senate refuse to recede from Amendments No. 1 and 2
and that a Conference Committee Le set up to...in order to
put up the agreed amendpent,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. The motion is that we refuse to recede froa
Senate Amendments 1 and 2 to House Bill 1045. On the motion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senate refuses to recede and a Conference Conmmittee be
appointed. House Bill 1054, Senator Kelly. Senator Relly is
recognized for a motion.

SENATOR KELLY:

Mr. President, I move that the Senate refuse to recede
from House Bill 1054 and ask for a Conference Conmittee...to
be appointed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede frosz Senate Amend-
ments 1 and 2 to House Bill 1054. On the motion, those in
favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
refuses to recede and asks for a Conference Conmmittee. House
Bill 1182, Senator Davidson. Your Calendar should show Sena-
tor Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
Move...I move that the House...I mean, excuse me, it's

the Senate, not recede from amendment...Senate Amendment No.
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4 and ask for a Conference Comnittee.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amendment
No. 4 to House Bill 1182, On the motion, those in favor éay
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Semate refuses to
recede and asks for a Conference Committee. House Bill 1337,
Senator Deghan. Senator Degnan is recognized for a motios.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you. I move we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede. On the wmotion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and asks
for a Conference Conpittee, House Bill 1355, Senator
Demuzio. Senator Demuzio moves that we refuse to recede from
Senate Amendments 1 and 2 to House Bill 1355 and that a
Conference Copnittee be appointed. On the motion, discus-
sion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bave
it. The Senate refuses to recede and asks for a Conference
Comnmittee. House Bill 1371, Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Hr. President. I refuse to recede from Senate
Anendment No. 1 to House Bill 1371 and ask that the House
appoint a Committee on Conference.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

You've heard the motion. Discussion? Those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses to
recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1371 and
that a Conference Committee be appointed. Bouse Bill 1382,
Senator...Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:
Thank you, Mr. President. I move the Senate refuse to

recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and ask for a Conference
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Committee, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is that we refuse to recede fror Senate Amendment
No. 1 to House Bill 1382. On the motion, those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. the nmotion prevails.
The Senate refuses to recede and asks for a Conference
Comnmittee. flouse Bill - 1704, Senator Davidson. Senator
Davidson. House Bill 1751, Senator Darrow. House Bill 1789.
Senator Luft, for a motion on House Bill 1788.

SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. I move the Senate refuse to
recede fron Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1789.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is that we refuse to recede. On the motion, those
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and asks
for a Conference Committee. House Bill 1812, Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you. I move we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

You've heard the motion to refuse to recede. Is there
discussion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendment
No. 1 and asks for a Conference Copmittee. House Bill 1835,
Senator Sommer.

SENATOR SOMMER:

I pove that ve refuse to receade and ask for a Conference
Committee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Hotion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amendnment
No. 1 to House Bill 1835. Discussion of the motion? Those
in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The

Senate refuses to recede from Sepate Amendment No. 1 and asks




a% Page 245 - JUNE 29, 1983

for a Conferemce Committee. House Bill 1838, Senator Egan.
House Bill 1864, Senator Savickas. Cigarette tax. House
Bill 1941, Senator Schuneman. Senator Schuneman is recog-
nized for a motion.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Mr. President, 1 move that the Senate do recede...or that
the Senate refuse to recede from Senate Amendment No. 3 on
House Bill 1941.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 3 to House Bill 1841. On the motion, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses
to recede and asks for a Conference Committee. For what pur-
pose does Semator Egan arise?

SENATOR EGAN:

House Bill 1838, I would move to recede from the...to
nONCONCuUr...what is the motion?
PRESIDING OFFICER:z {SENATOR BRUCE)

Refuse to recede.

SENATOR EGAN:

Refuse to recede on House bill...House Amendment No. 1 to
House Bill 1838.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that the Senate refuse +to recede fronm
Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1838. On the motion,
those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
Senate refuses to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 and
asks for a Conference Cosnittee. House Bill...Senator
savickas, have you now a motion on 18642
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:
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Well, we refuse to recede and ask for a Coaference
Conmitfee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. You've heard the motion that vwe refuse to
recede from Senate Amendmen: No. 1. Discussion? Hay we have
some order, please. The motion is that we refuse o recede.
‘On  the wmotion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it., The Senate refuses to recede and asks for a
Conference Committee. House Bill 2000, Senator Hall. Illi-
nois Hunicipal Code limitations on powers to sell or convey
real estate. Semnator Hall, for a motion.

SENATOR HALL:

Thanks, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I refuse to recede...and ask that a Conference
Comnittee be appointed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. The motion is that the Senate recede fron
Senate Amendment No. 1...refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ment No. 1 and that a Committee of Conference be appointed.
On *he wmotion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The Senate refuses %o recede, a Confereance
Comnittee will be appointed. House Bill 2014, Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you. I refuse to recede from Sepate Amendment No.
1 to House Bill 2014 and ask that a Committee in Conference
be appointed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is that we refuse to recede to Senate Amendmen*
No. 1. On the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The Semate refuses to recede and asks for
a Conference Committee. House Bill 2658, Senator Schaffer;
Motion is by Senator Schaffer that we refuse to recede *o
Senate Amendsent No. 1 to House Bill 2058. On the motion,

those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The
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Senate refuses to recede and asks for a Conference Committee.
House Bill...2201, Senator Berman. 1Is Senator Bermah on the
Floor? The motion by Senator Berman is that we refuse to
recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 to the...to House Bill
2201. On the motiom, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes have it. The motion ©prevails, and the Secretary
shall so inform the House. On Supplemental Calendar 1,
before we leave that order, were only two bills we did no*
handle. Senator Davidson and Sepator Darrow. I guess we
will leave those. Senator Lemke, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR LEMKE:

On House Bill 621, w®e refuse to recede and ask for a
Conference Conemittee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Right. That is on page 2 of your Calendar...your Supple-
mental Calendar. Supplemental Calendar, on page 2. Senator
Lemke has moved that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
ments 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 and a Conference Committee be
appointed. On the motion, discussion? Those in favor say
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The motion carries,
and the Secretary shall so inform the House. Alright. 1If I
might have the attention of the Body, we have reached a point
on the Calendar tha* we are willing *o +*ake requests for
action. If there is no...we can take a one-hour recess until
ten-thirty, at the request of the House, because they have
some paper work they need to get caught up with, and we can
start on some work on Conference Committees. But we...do any
Senators have bills on the Order of Concurrence or
Nonconcurrence that they would wish to call at this time?
Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:
I have comncurrence, 709.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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What page, Senator?
SENATCR GROTBERG:

I don't care. Number 709.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Page 13, Semator, your lucky number.
SENATOR GROTBERG:

On my printout it's on...they’re all on one page.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

It's on page 13 of the regular Calendar. Under the Order
of Secretary's Desk Concurrence is House...is Senate Bill
709. Senator Grotberg.

SENATOR GROTBERG:

Yes, the House dutifully stripped off the indemnification
of the volunteer humane animal inspectors, amd I'1ll go along
vith that and move that the Sena*te do concur in House Amend-
ment No. 1 to Senate Bill 709.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? The motion is %o concur, which is
final passage. Discussion? Discussion? The question is,
shall the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 709. 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 Tecord. On that question, the Ayes are
52, the Nays are 3, none voting Present. The Senate does
concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 709, and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. There were 53 Ayes, 3 Nays, none voting
Present. Senator Rock, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you. On page 6, the top of page 6, is Senate Bill
197, which had been jointly sponsored by Senator DeAngelis
and I. This was, as I'am sure the membership will recall, the
agreed bill with respect +to the unemployment insurance

coapensation changes that were mandated upon us by the Fed-
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eral Government. It was introduced as an agreed bill. It
wvas passed as an agreed bill. The House put on two amend-
ments; one of which I wunderstand is technical, the other
brings us again into conformity with what the Pederal Govern-
ment required. I'd like to yield to Senator DeAngelis, whon
I'm sure will move to concur with the House amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? The gquestion 1is, shall the Senate concur
with House Amendments 1 and 2 to Senmate Bill 197, On the
motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have...whoop. 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? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 57, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does concur in House Anendnments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill
197, and the bill having received the required constitutional
majority is...declared passed. Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very auch. I1'd like to take up House Bill
496, which I pulled out of the record to try and get some-
thing straight from the Attorney General's Office. It's on
page 10.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

On page 10 of the Calendar...of the reqular Calendar is
Senate Bill 496, and Senator Fawell is recognized for a
motion.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Alright. I would like to concur on House Amendment 1 and
2, and to nonconcur on House Anendment 3.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright.

SENATOR FAWELL:
House Amsendment No. 1 allows the parents to...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator...Senator Fawell, for our Journal, if you do not
pind, we would prefer to take the nonconcurrence first.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Oh, alright.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The wmotion is to nonconcur in House Amendment No. 3 to
Senate Bill 496. On the motion to nonconcur, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate
nonconcurs in House Amendment No. 3. Senator Fawell, for
further motions.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Alright. House Apendment No. 1, this amendment allows
parent's fees to be assessed from the date of...placenment
rather than +the commitment by the court and authorizes DCSF
to use the private agencies for collection of delinquent
fees. I vould concur. House Amendment 2, this amendment
assures that no client is refused child welfare services
solely for the nonpayment of parent fées. 1 would concur on
both amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is that we concur with House Apendments 1 and
2 to Senate Bill 4396, Those in favor vote Aye.
ThOoSE€...5€enator...Senator Buzbee, on this bill?

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Yes, sSir.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Well, Senator Buzbee, there are several Senators that
have...turned their 1lights on so that we will get to their
bill, so it's a little difficult for the Presiding Officer.
1 apologize. Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Thank you. I just wanted to ask the Senator if the

amendnent that she just nonconcurred in is the one that the

director of the Department of Children and Family Services
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and the Attorney General were both in agreement that they did
not want, is that correct?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

That®s the latest message I have received, yes. I heard
they did, *hen they didn't, then they...maybe, and now I
hear, no. The Attorney General does want *o be in this whole
system, and I have talked to the House sponsor of the amend-
ment and he said he would recede from the amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Buzbee.

SENATOR BUZBEE:

Well, I had dinner with the Attorney General this eve-
ning, and I asked him about it at that time, he said he did
not want the amendment. And I talked to the director of the
Department...well, I want you to know that Senator Rock paid.
So, it was, you know, no fuanny business or amything like that
at all. And...and I talked to the director of the Department
of Children and Family Services five pinutes ago, he informed
me he also does not want the amendment, and so we are in
agreement completely that that amendment ought to be done
away with, and I appreciate your...I appreciate your .effort,
Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I...I have talked to the House sponsor, Representative
Cullerton, and he says he will recede from the amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Further discussion? The motion is that
ve...Senator Vadalabene.,

SENATOR VADALABENR:

Yes, Bev, this is Sam. How come you didn't have dinner
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with me?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I got somebody else to pay for it.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. The guestion is, shall the Senate concur in
House Arendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 496. 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 gquestion, ¢the Ayes are 57, the Nays are
none, none voting Presemt. The Senate does concur with House
Amendments 1 and 2, and the Secretary shall so inform the
House. Senator Watson, do you wish to have...if the other
members who have bills they vould like to call would cancel
their lights until after we get passed the bill, it will help
me recognize those who want to speak on the bill that's
before the Body...Presiding Officer, if you'll try to catch
Frank's eye here, we'll put you on the 1list and get right to
you. Sepator Watson, what page and what bill?

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. Page 24, House Bill 441, I
pove to recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 +o Hoase Bill 441.
The amendmen:t deleted the word "knowingly," and I would move
for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

It's on page 24 of your Calendar is House Bill 441, and
Senator Watson has moved to recede from Senate Amendsent No.
1, which vill be final passage. Is there discussion of the
motion? Senator Rock.

SENATOR BOCK:

Might I ask the gentleman who offered the motion and for

what reason...I mean, the amendment and for what reason?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

I believe it was Representative Cullerton, and he has
been putting knowingly, I think, into a lot of legislation
that we've been sending back and forth, and ke wants it in
there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

I understood this was a Senate amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

§e took the word "knowingly" out. He had it in...it's a
House bill. He put it in over there, he bad it inm over there
and we took it out.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Mo, it is on the regular Calendar...your regular Calendar
on page 24. It will be in the pink concurrence,
nonconcurrence. That...that tracks with the regular Calen-
dar. The yellow tracks with the supplemental Calendar. So,
you now have two active lists on your desk. Don't throw away
the pink, keep the yellow. Purther discussion? Sena-
£Or...Senator Hatson, further discussion? Senator...

SENATOR WATSON:

¥ell, this is...this is the Department of Agriculture
bill, they agreed t0...%0...
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Watson, I guess we have further debate. Senator
Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, if ve're...if we put in the word "knowingly" in the
Senate and in the House they are taking it out, I resist the

notion to recede because we should leave the word "knowingly"
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in.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUOCE)

(Machine cutoff)...Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

The word "knowingly" was in the bill when it came over
from the House. Be +took it out...we took "knowingly" out
¥With...with Senate Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. PFurther discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEQO-KABIS:

Mr. HWatson, would you yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo—-Karis.
SENATOBR GEO-KARIS:

Are you moving to recede from the Senate amendment?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
concur with Senator Egan, I think...Senator Watson should be
allowed to recede from the Sepate amendment because the bill
makes more sense with the word "knowingly"® in there.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

One more time. This is a Department of Agriculture bill.
They agree with the action. It's fine with them. 1It's okay
vwith me, let's move on.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate recede from...(nachine
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cutoff)...the Senate recede froam Senate Amendment No. 1 to
House Bill 441. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed
vote HNay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none voting Present. The
Senate does recede from Senate Amendment No. 1 to House Bill
441, and the bill having received the required constitutional
pajority is declared passed. Senator Rupp, did you have a
bill you wish to calil?
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:

I'd like to move...Senate Bill 1176.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Oon wha* page and what Calendar?
SENATOR BUPP:

It's on the original, regular, daily Calendar on page 21,
about a third of the way down. Senate Bill 1176.

PBES;DING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright.

SENATOR ROPP:

I would 1like to move, Mr. President, to concur with House
Apnendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 1176. This amendment will
allow the Department of Agriculture to file a complaint by a
distributor, or retailer, or by the departpment itself to test
the quality of motor fuels as the standards prescribed by the
American Society for Testing and Materials. This would help
protect consumers against fuel switching by unscrupulous
dealers. There vere two dealers recently in Illinois who
were fined 2...or I think 5.9 million dollars for blatantly
substituting cheaper 1leaded gas for the more expensive

unleaded gas. The motor fuels, as defined in this Motor Fuel
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Tax Act, includes the gasoline, gasohol, diesel, kerosene and
lp gas. The testing will check things as octane levels,
vapor pressure, sulfur content, existence of gum and the
amount of lead and water content. There are facilities
located in Illinois that can perform the tests, and I do sug-
gest and ask that we move to concur with that awmendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to concur. Discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. A gquestion of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Senator, who does the inspection now?
PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator Bupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

As far as I know, there isn't anyone who does that., A
customer, you or I, go into a f£illing station, we don't know
who...to whom we should *urn for an inspection. This is the
reason we...this is suggested.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, that's wvhat I thought, and is this a new prograc
DnOW...that's going to be adninistered by the Department of
Agriculture? BAnd if it is, how nany people do we intend on
hiring and...from what fund are we going to be paying them?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:
Thank you. The indication I got is that there really

will not be that puch involved in the...in the procedure.
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There will be fees that are charged for this particular test-
ing, and the fees will be based on the cost that the depart-
ment runs into and the actual cost of contracting for the
tests. Now, the feed...fee will be paid by the person or the
firm or the corporation that is found to have the inferior
product. However, in a case where a person or a firm or a
corporation meets the standards, then that fee will be paid
by the individual who filed the complaint.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Llechowicz.
SENATOE LECHOWICZ:

¥ell, here we go again, Mr. President and members of the
Senate. The last day, last Session of this Session, and we
have a new program being instituted in the State of Illinois
where we have a budgetary crunch; Not that I'm arguing
against the program or maybe that we may need it, but I don't
believe that this is the proper way of conducting the
public's business. And I'm saying, yes, we're for consumer
protection. We want to make sure that the consumers are get-
ting their fair...a type...quality of gasoline that is being
presented to them at the pump, but I don't know if the
Department of Agriculture should -  be charged with this
responsibility, and I don®t think you do eitber. This is a
new program, and I believe that maybe there are som2 other
departments that can also address this critical issue. Hé%be
the Attorney General's Office, as far as consumer fraud,
should have this...investigatory power. Maybe...I don't know
vhose responsibility it is now as far as the gas stations. I
don't know exactly the dollar amount and user fees that this
bill contemplates. I don't believe that this is an item that
should be addressed at “he last minute by this General Assen-
bly. I think it deserves public inmput. I think it deserves
the...the cost studies that should be reflected, who's paying

and how puche. I think it should also reflect the
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number...theret*s an awful lot of gas stations im this State,
there could be an awful lot of investigators hired under this
program, and I personally believe until these questions are
ansvered we should be voting No.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Purther discussion? Senator Rupp
may close.
SENATOR ROPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I do feel that there...in this
particular case, admittedly, this is coming up at this last
minute, but there is a need. There isn't any guestion about
it. I don't think there's anyone here who would not be will-
ing to bhave the consumer protected in this particular area.
There's nothing else that one can do as an individual. As
far as costs are concerned, all I will do is repeat that the
fees are going to be paid by those who bring the comnplaints.
If the complaint 1is a legitimate one, the violator will be
the one who will have to pay. If there isn't any...anything
wrong, then the person who brought the complaint will have to
paye. I still believe that we have a need and we should face
it and move and push this thing through right now. I ask
that we do, and continue my move to concur with House Amend-
ment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lechowicz, the...the gentleman was closing.
Senator Lechowicz. Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOKICZ:

I still don't know what the cost is.
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Alright. The gquestion is, shall the Senate concur with
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1176. 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




Page 259 - JUNE 29, 1983

25, the Nays are 12. The Senate does not concur with House
Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1176, and the Secretary shall
so inform the House. For what purpose does Senator Marovitz
arise? Alright. Alright. Senator...here's the 1list of
gentlemen who have contacted +he Parliamentarian, in this
order, so you'll know. Senator Dawson, Senator Schaffer,
‘Sepator Marovitz, Sepator Jerome Joyce, Senator Kustra and
Senator Netsch. We will take your bills...Senator Collisns
wishes to be added for a bill. Senator D'Arco. Senator
Dawson om the Floor? Senator Dawson. Semator, which bill
did you wish to act on? Alright, on page...10 of your
regular Calendar is Senate Bill 454, Senator Dawson is
recognized for a motion.

SENATOR DAWSON:

HMr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I'd
like to...concur on Amendment 2...1 and 2 on Senate Bill 454.
Amendment No. 1 extensions under the Lead Poisoning Preven-
tion Act, shall not exceed the ome year. The amendment was
encouraged by several consumer groups, and the Department of
Public Health supports the amendment. No. 2 removes the
provision mandating the Attormey Gemeral to prosecute vio-
lators of the Act. This anendment is an agreement between
the Department of Public Health and the Attorney General's
Office. 1I'd like to concur on these tvo amendments.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

The wotion is that we concur with House Amendments 1 and
2 to Senate Bill 454, On the nmotion, discussion? Discus-
sion? The guestion is, shall the Senate concur with House
Amendments 1 and 2 to Senate Bill 454, 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.
Oon that gquestion, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur with Boﬁse Amendments

1 and 2 to Senate Bill 8454, and the bill having received the
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required constitutional majority is declared passed. Sena-
tor...Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:
457.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Next bill on the Calendar. Right below, on page 10 of
your Calendar is Senate Bill 457. Senator Dawson is recog-
nized for a motion.

SENATOR DAWSON:

Senate Bill 457 and amendment attempts to correct the
past inequities in the nursing home reimbursement systen,
addresses professional wage or support cost underpayments to
nursing homes. I'd like to concur with this, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

{(Machine cutoff)...concur with House Amendment No, 3 to
Senate Bill 457. Discussion? Discussion? The question is,
shall the Senate...Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

We're caught at a loss on this, Semator Dawson. Could
you refresh our memory on exactly what this bill is and what
it does and what the House amendment was?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DARSON:

The amendment attempts to correct the past ineguities in
the nursing home reimbursement system and addresses the pro-
fessional wages or support cost underpayments to nursing
hones.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

How and how much does it cost?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Dawson.
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SENATOR DAWSON:

According to our figures, it comes out to 13.5 wmillion
dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCBAFFER:

According to our figures, it comes out to fifty-two mil-
lion in FY '84, forty-eight milliom in FY *85, fifty-eight
million in FY '86, for a total of a hundred and fifty-eight
million. You know, a million here a million there, you know,
sooniyou're talking about real money. I...I love our friends
in the nursing home industry, but umless the Legislative
Counsel printing presses are printing money, I...I really
think we better take a lomg, hard lcok at this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator DeAngelis. If we could break up the caucus
around Senator DelAngelis. Senator Lemke and Senator
Schuneran.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

¥ell, I...I don't have our handler here, I'm looking for
him, but we met with Public Aid and some other people. There
is a serious discrepancy, Senator Schaffer, in that nunber,
and I think that...that...that some of those...and I'a trying
to find ny paper work here, some of those are absolutely
inconsistent with the amendment. They're putting down sone
costs on there that they claim are mandatory when it is not.
What has happened to these people is that they've gotten rate
increases, we have put them off. They get rate increases, we
keep deferring it, okay? And what they're trying to do with
these particular...apendments on here is to ensure sonme
things...not happening in the future that have happened in
the past. There...do you have the amendment, Senator
Schaffer, by any chance?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
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Alright, Further discussion? Senator DelAngelis, had you
concluded?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

I would 1like to urge support with Senator Dawson's
motion.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Alright. Further discussion? Senator Schunepan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Rell, M#r. President, I'd...I'd like to support this con-
cept, but, gee, I'm not sure I cam support this bill. Taeol
don't...it seems to me that...that we ought to come a little
closer in knowing what we're doing, somewhere bLetween thir-
teen million and fifty-two million. You know, we really
ought to have it honed a little finer than that. I would
hope that we <could have some...frankly, I don't know what
the...what the particulars of the bill are. I know that
@y...several of my nursing homes have called me today in sup-
port of this amendment and, frankly, I think those folks need
some help, but I'm not sure we can afford *his kind of help,
and I'd like to hear some more discussion om this issue.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Jeremiah Joyce.

SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Well, I concur with you, Senator. This 1is absolute
insanity. You're asking us to vote for something
between...somewhere between thirteen million and fifty wmil-
lion dollars. Is this based on the passage of the Daniel's
tax package or the o0ld Thompson tax package, or where are we?
I mean, this is...this is absolate crazy. We should save
this till tomorrow night, it'11 fit in better.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

-e«Senator Dawson.

SENATOR DARSON:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
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some of the parts of this amendment for Calendar Year ‘84
wvould be...and some of the things that Senator Schaffer is
concerned about is; number one, in the home care provider
cost reports for Calendar Year *84, there is no cost. The
Department of Public Aid is already required to make such
cost comparisons under Public Act 82-0921. Therefore, this
component will not have any cost impact omn it. The second
part of it is to return to the calendar month bill...billing
cycle, that also has no cost on it *cause that's contained in
Senate Amendment No. 2. The nineteen million seven hundred
thousand was diverted from Group Care and Local AMI linmes for
Fiscal Year 82 Department of Public Aid budget. Approxi-
mately eighteen million of that diversion was from Group Care
resulting from the implication of MMIS and admitted inm Fiscal
Year '83 Illinois State budget and if any...therefore, this
provision has no cost to the State at all in tha* part of it.
The next part, the...support cost reimbursement increase,
that is 4.5 million dollars. The increased reimbursement for
professional nursing pgrsonnel, that comes out to eight pil-
lion; and aumber five of this part, adjusted reimbursement
for rented facilities is one million, and it comes out to a
total cost of 13.5 million dollars for this whole package.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Marovitz.

END OF REEL




Page 264 - JUNE 29, 1983

‘REEL #9

SENATOR MBAROVITZ:

Well, thank you, very much, Hr. President and members of
:he Senate. I rise in support of this legislation. NO...DO
’ill points out better the obvious fact...and this is really
what this bill is there for and we ought to really be honest
rbout it, no bill points out better the fact that this tax
sackage that we're going to be considering tonight just isn't
viable, isn't enough, doesn't provide enough dollars for the
kind of people that really need it and can®t help themselves
and need the kind of help that's provided im this bill and
that we need a lot more dollars available; and that's shy
this tax package that we're going to be voting on tonight
just isn't enough, and we're going to have to rethink
the...the fact ahout hov many dollars are available and
Upe.s.up the...up the ante a little bit. We®re going to have
to up the ante a little bit so we can help these people.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Point of order, Mr. President. I would bhope that the
menbership would address themselves to the bills on hand.
It's about ten o'clock in the evening already. We've had a
pretty long day, and if you want to address the bills for its
merits or demerits, fine. Let's not bring anything else into
the picture. Thanks.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Buzbee.
SENATOR BUZBEE:
Well, thank you, Mr. President. I 1like...I think

everybody on this Floor would like to help the nursing bhone
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operators because we all realize the dilemma they're im, but
the Senator is askimg us to gote on something about which we
have no absolute figures, not even any really good estinmates,
and...and, Mr. President...Mr. President, I would make the
request to the Senator at this time, we're not under a
time...ve're not under the gun time-wvise this evening. We
have until midnight tomorrow night, and I wvould like to ask
the Senator if, at this time, he would take this bill out of
the...out of the record and give us a chance to get some more
information and find out exactly what we're voting on. He
know that we can't vote for something that's going to cost
fifty million; perhaps we can't vote for sowething that's
going to cost thirteen wmillion, but I*d like to know more
about it before I'm asked to vote, so I wonder if the Senator
wvould...would mind to take it out of the record at this time
until we can get some more accurate informatiom om it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAWSON:

Well, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, this has been around for awhile, Senator Buzbee, like
everything else that's flying across our things here. ¥We
wveren't fortunate enough +*o have supper tonight with the
Attorney General to discuss this thing, you know, but we just
feel that this was here in the packages before us, and I
don't want to get them lost in the last minute shuffle at
eleven o'clock, so I'd like to ask for a favorable roll call
on this to concur with this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, the gquestion is, shall the Senate comcur with
House Amendment No. 3 to Semate Bill 457. 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 25,
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the Nays are 18, 8 voting Present. The Sepate does not
concur with House Amendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 457 and the
Secretary shall 50 inform the House. Senator
Schaffer...Senator Schuneman, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Mr. President, I made a mistake in voting and the result
was I didn*t get to vote at all. So had I voted correctly, I
would have voted No on that issue.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, the...transcript will indicate your comments.
Senator Schaffer, did you have a bill? Please tell us.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I would if the mike was on. It just went on. Mr. Presi-
dent, on page 20 of the regular Calendar is Senate Bill 1135.
I would move to recede...refuse to recede from the amendment
and request a Conference Conmnittee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

All right, the motion is...the motiom, Senator, would be
to refuse to...to nonconcur? The notiom is that the Senate
nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 1135. On
the motion, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes
have it. The Senate nonconcurs with House Amendment No. 1 and
the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I would move that the...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

#ell, tell us what bill.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

House...it's page 24 of the regular Calendar, top of the
page, Hr. éresident, House Bill 406. And I guess the motion
is I refuse to recede...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Either concur or noncConCuUr.

SENATOR MABOVITZ:
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...and ask for a conference.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, the motion is that we nonconcur with Senate
Amendoent No. l1...that we refuse to recede from Senate Amend-
pent No. 1 o House Bill 406. On the motion, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. The Senate refuses
to recede and asks for a Conference Conmaittee. Senator
Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

...O0R€...another one for your offering. Same page, dowp
the list, House Bill 516. I would make the same motion that
the Senate refuse to recede and a conference be appointed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Hotion is that ve refuse to recede and ask
fOore..Committee of Conference. On the motion, those in favor
say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have and the Senate refuses
to recede and asks for a Conference Committee, and the Secre-
tary shall so inform the House. Senator Marovitz, more busi-
ness?

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Well, I +think I have one more, and I*m lookimg for it.
It is on page 7 of the regular Calendar. 1%t is right in the
middle of +the page and it is Senate Bill 357, and I would
move that the Senate do concur with House Amendments No. 1,
2 and 3 with Senate Bill 357.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

211 right, Senator Marovitz, would you care to explain
the amendments briefly?
SENATOR MABOVITZ:

I certainly will. Just a second. Just a second. Soon
as I get the file, 1I'11 be very happy to do it.
Okay...okay. Here we are. We are ready.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

You're on.
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SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Okay, I'm on. Amendment No. 1 just changes the word
"committed to" instead of the word "confined to" and that
vould be...that would mean that the...that the defendant has
been, in fact, convicted and committed to a...a prison rather
than confined in a prison, which might mean he's not con-
victed. It is a rather “echnical amendment but means he has
been convicted and committed to a institution or prisiom, and
I would ask...that’s...that's Amendment No. 1. Amendment No.
2 puts the word "Federal or State" in...in there to indicate
that we're talking about...Federal or State institution
cegarding a prision. And Amrendment No. 3 has to do with loss
>f consortium in wrongful death suits extending...extending
loss of consortium in...in wrongful death suits.

?RESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

' --sthe motion is that we concur with Bouse Amendments 1,
? and 3 to Semate Bill 357. 1Is there discussion? Senator
Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, we had some lengthy conversation and lengthy discus-
sion and debate about what loss of society means. Now you're
going to include 1loss of society as a...as a part of the
victin's recompense. Would you tell us what that is, Senator
Marovitz?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I would be very happy to do that. This would include in
terms of a spouse, society, conjugal rights, consortium and
services. That is the three things that would be included
in...in terms of a spouse. There is case law today, Elliot:
versus Willis, a Illinois Supreme Court case...1982 Supreme
Court case that has...that has allowed loss of consortium for

1 surviving spouse in Illinois. It is case law. We would be

]
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codifying that. This also includes loss of society for nex*
of kin.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

I think you're defining loss of consortium. We all know
that that's been around a long time. It's been defined, liti-
gated and adjudicated upon several times. The guestion is,
what, in the name of God, is the loss of society? Ife..if I
have a...a grandmother who likes martinis, amd I sit and
drink wmartinis with her, and as result of these injuries, I
can no 1longer drink martinis with her, she 1is thereby
entitled to an...an award, now because I can®t drink partinis
with her anymore. Senator Marovitz, would you either admit
that or demy that?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I will very definitely and definitively and affirmatively
and specifically deny that. The mere fact that yom can't
drink wmartinis with your sweet, dear aunt would not allow
compensation for loss of society. The case law holds
that...that society, you would have to be 1living with
the...with the individual and *hat there would have to be a
dependency relationship, and the mere fact +hat you drink
martinis vith your aunt would mot allow you to compensation
for loss of society. What we're saying here in this amendment
ijs if a...if a child is killed, that the...the parenis would
have a wrongful dea*h action for loss of society and con-
panionship with that child. unfortunately, what happens
today and the law today is if you...give you a hypothetical
example, <take a child of six years of age. 1You hit a child,
unfortunately, of six years...age while driving a car,

paralyze that child, the action against the driver of that
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car would be very, very substantial in terms of the pain and
suffering and the npedical damages. If, unfortunately, you
kill that child, the dapmages would be next to nothing because
you are not able to prove what damages there, in fact, are.
So, you are better...the driver is in a better position,
unfortunately, having killed that child than ke is having
paralyzed that child, and there really is no action for any
substantial damages if +hat child dies. W%e are saying, as
court cases have said, that there is an action for loss of
society or companionship for the survivors of that...of those
individuals.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right, I have the following Senmators at ten-ten in
the evening who wish +to talk: Senator Schuneman...Senator
Egan, your time had expired, Senator. Senator
Schuneman,...or Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Oon a point of personal privilege, if that is the fact. I
let Senator Marovitz ramble on about loss of consortium. We
all know what loss of consortium is. M4y question is, what is
loss of society? There is no such thing in the Statutes. It
doesn't exist. This is now creating something which he is
citing case 1lawv to prove it exists. It doesn't exist. By
question is, what is it? And I cite and example and ask
Senator Marovitz to tell me either...either it*s true or not.
If I'm sitting with oy grandmother drinking martinis and I
lose my ability to do that, she has then a loss of society,
according to my definition. There is mno definiiion in this
amendment, there is no definition in the Statutes because it
has never been on the books before, and I'm suggesting that
ve repel this, because it is obnoxious as far as I'm con-
cerned.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, Senator Marovitz, you must respond.
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SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I must respond because as a good lawyer and a good
friend, I must correct my dear colleaque, A Supreme Court
case, Elliott versus Willis, and I have a brief in my hands,
talks about loss of society. It is a very definitely a tern
of 1legal art. It is in all the briefs in regards to these
types of cases, and I'm very surprised that my good friend,
Senator Egan, doesn't know that loss of society is...is a
term that is used in these cases very frequently and...and
with increasing frequently in all case law and in Illinois
Supreme Cour*t case law.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

All right. No, Senator Egan, no, we're just going to have
to come back to you on the second round. We -have Sena-
tor...Schuneman, Barkhausen, D'Arco, Geo-Karis, Lechowicz, at
ten-ten. Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Suffice it to say that...that
the lawyers can argue the...the technical points of this
issue. I think the rest of us ought to simply know that
what's being attempted here is an attempt by, again, the
trial 1lawyers to put something im Illinois Statutes that are
not now there. It has long been the practice in this State,
as I understand it, that a spouse can claim damages for loss
of consortium but the sponsor and his sponsors, I think, are
trying to break new ground here as far as the new Statutes of
this State are concerned, and I think that...that an issue as
important as +this should have a lot of debate rather than
being brought to us at the time that it is and expect the
rest of us to...to know what we're doing. I...I would sug-
gest that we hold off om doing this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:
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I don't know whether I can clarify anything but let...let
me try to. I have taken a look at the...the Elliott versus
fillis case, which Senator HMarovitz has referred to,
and...and a subsequent case or two, and I  honestly donft
believe that Elliott versus Willis can be read to extend the
doctrine of loss of consortium or loss of society to wrongful
death of a child. 1I've been looking at the more recemt case
of...0f Trotter versus Hoore which specifically looks at
Elliott versus Willis and the...and the subsequent case of, I
believe, it's Boulard versus Jones and then...Boulard versus
Barnes, I'm sorry. In Boulard versus Barnes the court found
a qualitative difference between the society of...of spouses
and that of a child and pointed out that there's nc coamon
law recovery in Illinois for the loss of society...for the
loss of a child society from a nonfatal injury or from a
fatal injary; and...and what this Amendment 3 is clearly
attempting to do is to...is to go way beyondvthe current
common or statutory law in Illinois to mot only provide for
the loss of...loss of society in the case of a wrongful death
of a child but basically to the loss of society to...to the
next of kip in any...in any vwrongful death at all, even
the...the...even in the +tearful grandmother situation that
Senator...Egan somewhat facetiously pointed out in a...in a
hypothetical. So, it would be...it would be one thing and I
think...I think probably also wrong because I think this is
an area that...that ought to be left to the common law to
determine and because this is...this is an area that
traditionally has been ruled by common law and there's no
good purpose, I don't think, by having the Legislature
veighed in at this point with a Statute. You know,
interestingly enough, and I...bear with be for half a second,
I know the hour is late, but two years ago when we were
considering the guestion of...0f...the Legislature was

considering the...the guestion of...of modifying or repealing
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the doctrine of contributory negligemce in Illinois, and some
of us felt well maybe +that was something +the Legislature
ought to determine but the courts said, no, *this is an area
for common law, and the trial lawyers were on the other side
of that omne but...and thought that..that being an area of
conmon law, it was best left to the courts and not fo zhe
Legislature. Now the shoe is on the other foot, I guess. In
any case, I...I think Amendment 3 clearly is a significanmt
extension of coamon and statutory law. It's not something
that ought <*o0 be tacked on by an agmendpent like this. It
deserves the deliberations of +the Judiciary Committees in
both Houses and, therefore, T wculd ask for the rejection
of...0of this amendment and nonconcurrence.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator D*Arco. Sena*or Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO—-KARIS:

dell, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of Senate,
as Minority Spokesman of Judiciary, I support Senator
Marovitz. When you have a child eight or ten years of age and
it's murdered or it's killed, and the common law says, too
bad, you can't do anything about it, but, of course, if the
child is hurt badly, you migh%* have a claim for damages. How
can you pay for the replacement for that «c¢child? You can't
pay enough and I think we should straighten out the law and
make some...in some new law definitely setting forth that a
child is just as valuable when...if...if it were alive, it
would be more valuable than dead, and I think it*'s a good
step in the right direction.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. In all fairness, I owe py time
to Senator Egamn.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Senator Jeremiah Joyce. State your point, Senator.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

My point is that...acceptable timing and as far as
yielding my time, I yield to Egan.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Not in this Chamber, Senator. The rules of this Chanrber
allow each member to speak five minutes. When everyone else
has spoken, he has the right to come back for a second five
minutes on a second round. He have never allowed Senators to
yield time. Senator Jeremiah Joyce...

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
I stand corrected. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

ee«Senator Jeremiah Joyce. Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Just to note, Senator Egan, you know, this just doesn't
apply to negligence action, this applies to people like Gacey
or Herrcin or those people that commit Class X'Felonies, hid-
eous crimes of chopping up your children and they run
scot~-free because the parents can't recover for these dam-
ages. dJust remember that, the Statute applies not only to
negligence action but also to intentional acts in violent
crimes om young, innocent individuals. And I think this is
the time in this State that we allow these actions in the
Statutes so we can start ge*ting after people like Herrin who
may get out of jail and be able to collect a 1lot of wmoney,
and I think this is time we should do this so our...so the
parents of these children can be compensated for the pain and
suffering and the hideous...for the hideous acts that these
felons commit. And you, for one, Senator Egan, should be for
this because you are for Class X Felonies.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCGR BRUCE)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BEBRMAN:
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Thank you, Mr. President. Let me conment on some of the
debate that was on the guestion of whether this belongs
before us at this hour or before the Legislature. Conmon law
means that it's decided by case law, and wse find im this
State that at the present time when someone is killed and you
bring an action for wrongful death, you are lipited in the
amount of the...damages that you cam recover toc a pecuniary
loss, loss of dollars. And I ask each one of you to think for
just a wmoment whether that is truly the only measure of the
loss of a dear one, of a...of a relative, of a spouse or of a
child. And I am sure that you have to agree that there are
things beyond just a financial loss. How can‘you measure
the value of a parent to a child or the child %o a parent? We
have a system of law in this State that allows a jury to
place a financial value on things that are other than mone-
tary, and...that is the only way that we have to compensate
someone for the wrongful taking of a life whether it be by
intent or whether it be by negligence; and that's all that
this bill is tryimng to do, to recognize that there are losses
for which you should be compensated when a relative is dead
and that those losses are something more than just the dollar
value of their earning capacity. There is the love, the guid-
ance, the relationship, those are the things that the legal
terns loss of consortium and loss of society really nmean, and
those should be measurable and they should be compensable.
They should be awarded to the person from whon this dead
person has been taken from. That is all this bkill does, and I
ask you to evaluate, at this late hour, whether if you are
+ragically the person fror vwhom a loved one 1is taken,
shouldn't there be a value placed on these things that
are...above and beyond just income loss? I think they should.
I think the bill deserves an Aye vote
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator D*Arco, did you wish to
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thate?
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise io strong opposition to
this bill, This bill is for the trial lawyers. Let's make
no mistake about it. They want this bill because they're
going to get wmore money as fees when they try these cases
before juries. And on the other side of the coin are the
insurance companies, and they don't want this bill
because...it's going to cost them more money. And all this
hoopla about the little boy or little girl who is unfortum-
ately demised is a lot of bologna, *cause nobody cares about
that little kid, except Leroy, he cares about Wayme Gacey and
this murderer and that murderer, which has nothing to do with
this bill at all. So, vote your conscience on this bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Have all Senators who wished to speak a first time been
recognized? Senator Egan is recognized for a second time.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, and at this late hour I apologize for speaking
again, but I...I do want to sincerely say that I think the
intention perhaps 1is Jjust, but what you're doing is you're
opening up and...and my...ny exaonple was perhaps extreme but
I don't think that it was impractical. You?re openiag up the
victins to crimes to such a degree that nobody will get any-
thing in the fature. The...the victims of crimes today,
principally spouses and their descendants, there's not enough
for them today. Now, you're going to open it up for
grandmothers, and uncles, and aunts, and all the other rela-
tives to come ir and ask for compensation when there's not
enough for the...for the close relatives, the dear ones, the
children and +*he...and *he spouses, and that's all I*nm
saying, that's all I'm suggesting with my...with my example.
I think it*s...it's broadening the...the aspect of victims to

a deyree where you are really doing harm...great deal of hars
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to those who we really want to help, and I urge your strong
opposition.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Senator Marovitz may close.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President. I'd 1like to Jjust
get into the record and read briefly Jjust a couple
guotes...sorry, this is important to me like other issues are
important to you, Semator Collins. The Anderson versus Lake
case, and the court guoted, "That we therefore hold in the
wrongful death action wherein the decedent was a minor, it is
proper for the court to instruct the jury that loss of com-
panionship and society which pay be expressed by but is not
limited to the words advice, assistance and protection are
proper elements of damage for them to consider in reaching
their verdict." In amother case the court said,"the term
society,” Senator Eganm, "“embraces a broad range of mutual
benefits each family member receives from the other's con-
tinued existence including love, affection, care, attention,
companionship, comfort and protection." 2nd finally, the
court gquoted, "The greatest losses arising fromn the wrongful
death of a child are not those losses which are economic inm
nature. It is the loss of society, love, companionship, pro-
tection and affection which ususally constitutes the beart of
the action." Ladies and Gentlemen, the...the key guestion inm
this case is are we going to limit the loss of a child...are
ve...going to limit the paremts to the recovery for a pecuni-
ary loss of which there is none in the loss of a «child, or
are we going to grant them the loss of society and companion—
ship that they have been deprived of in the loss of that
child? And I would agree with Semator D'Arco in one thing.
I would agree that this is a case that the insurahce compa-
nies are...are the ones on the other side, and the insufance

companies are the ones on the other side because they don't
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give a damn...they don't give a damn about a parent’s or a
next of kin's love and loss of love for loss of a child. They
strictly want it limited to the pecuniary losses and not to
the real heartfelt losses that there is for the loss of a
child. This is an amendmen: that was sponsored by Representa-
tive Davis, Representative Jaffe and Bepresentative Johnson,
and for the loss of a child, the only loss that you can bhave
if a child is killed is loss of society, and if we don't pass
this 1o0ss...this bill, rather, there will be no compensation
for the death of a child. I solicit your Aye vote for this
concurrence motione.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The question is, shall the Senate concur with House
Amendpents 1, 2 and 3 to Senate Bill 357. 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 17,
the Nays are 34, 1 votiag Present. The Senate does not
concur with House Apmendments 1, 2 and 3 and the Secre:ary
shall so inform the House. Senator Marovitz, did you have
further bills? All right. Jerome Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. This is Senate Bill 504.
It is on page 10 of the original Calendar today and page 32
of the pink Calendar, and...Senate Bill 504 is a bill passed
58 to nothing in the Senate, required the Commerce Conmmission
to approve a rate increases for five years after a change in
ownership of water companies. The House placed two amendments
on this bill. First, it excluded Chicago, and the second
further restricted the Commerce Compission approval for the
first five years to a...two hundred percent increase, and I
would be happy to try to answer any gquestions or if not, 1I°'d
move for concurrence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
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Is there discussion? Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:
Will the sponsor yield to a guestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Philip.
SENATCOR PHILIP:
You say you're excluding Chicago? 1f it's good
downstate, why isnt*t it good for Chicago?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEBROME JOYCE:
Hell, it was a House amendment.
PBESIbING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:
Are you saying you don't agree to the amendment?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:
No, I asked for conmcurrence, Senator.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR BRUCE)
Further discussion? Purther discussion? The question

shall the Senate concur with House Amendments 1 and 3

for

is,

to

Senate Bill 504. 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.

Oon that gquestion, the Ayes are ub, the Nays are 11, none

voting Present. The Senate does comcur with House Amendments

1 and 3 to Senate Bill 504, and the bill having received

the

required constitutional majority is declared passed. Semnator

Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, ¥r. President. On page 12 of the Concurrence

Calendar, Senate Bill 619, I would 1like to ®move that

the
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Senate concur with House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator, if you can explain the amendment briefly.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Yes. The bill makes prior inconsistent statements admis-
sible as substantive evidence irrespective of *he fact that
they would othervise be hearsay. The amendment adds another
qualifying factor which must be met before the statement is
admissible, that it was the statement of a hostile witness or
a witness whose testimony has surprised the party calling
him. '
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The motion is to concur. Discussiop? Senator
Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISIER:

¥ell, we might as well go along with this, in mny opinion,
although i%t...it really makes the bill almost useless. The
amount of times that you get a surprise witnmess in a trial is
very, very infrequent, and a hostile wvitness will have to be
classified and established as being one, and by the time you
get to there, why, you're not going to be able to use wmany
prior inconsistent statements, but it's a start in that
direction and...I would agree with the...the Senator that vwe
ought to...I guess the motion is to concur. And while I'm up,
there is no more T.V. cameras, could ve reduce the 1lights
down and cut the glare down a little bit?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLGONM:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. It is nore intimate this
way. I just...for our side, I...I concur with the remarks of
Senator Sangmeister. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis...or Senator
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Kustra may close.
SENATOR KUSTERA:

Move...nOove t0 CONCUrC.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Question is, shall the Senate comcur with House Amendment
No. 1 to Senate Bill 619. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
dpposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Oon that
guestion, the Ayes are 54, the WNays are noons, 1 votirg
present. The Senate does concur with House Amendment ¥No. 1
to Senate Bill 619, and the bill bhaving received the required
constitutional npajority is declared passed. Senator Kustra,
do you have further bills?

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Yes, Mr. President. On page 16 of the Concurrence Calen-
dar, Senate Bill 910. I would wmove t0...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

The leprechaun is back. If we could turn his microphone
back on. Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

I would move to concur with House Amendment No. = 2. The
bill...the origiral bill allowed the Department of Trams-
portation to allocate water diverted from Lake Michigan
watershed prior +*o notice and bearing. The original bill
specified that the pumber of days...the time period within
which a hearing must be held concerning the emergency alloca-
tion was ninety days. This changes that to sixty dayse. I
would move for its concurrence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? The motion 1is to concur. Discussion?
Discussion? The question is, shall the Senaté concur with
House Amendment No. 2 %o Senate Bill 910. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have

all voted who w¥ish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
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record. On that question, the Ayes are 54, the HNays are
none, none voting Present. The Senate does concur with House
Amendment HNo. 2 to Senate Bill 910, and the bill having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senator Netsch, you had a bill that you wished to
call?

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. It is on page 5 of the reqular
Calendar, Senate Bill 63. The...I know...Senator Sanqmeister
may have young eyes but 1 don't. The...the amendment that
the House put on vhich deals with the penalty provision is
the same problem as Senator Watson's but exactly the oppo-
site. They added the word, ™knowingly® into the penalty
provision and I would move to concur with their amendment to
Senate Bill 63.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The gquestion is, shall the
Senate CONCUL...With House...the guestion is, shall the
Senate concur with Bouse Amendment No. 1 to Senmate Bill 63.
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 47, the Nays
are 5, mnome voting Present. The Senate does concur with
House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 63, and the bill having
received the required constituticmal nwmajority is declared
passed. Senator Collins...what bill and what page?

SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, this is my biggie for the year.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Which...which bill, Senator, and what page?
SENATOR COLLINS:

No. Senate Bill 206, not 536. It's a very simple amend-
ment. I move to concur with the House Amendment No. 2 to

Senate Bill 206. The bill passed out of here on the Agreed
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Bill List and the amendment does...I really haven't found out
if it does anything at all, but it does add the word
"service" and it's an attempt to clarify that
the...adjudicatory hearing ®must not proceed until ten days
after the notice has been serviced. I...I thought it was
already clear in the bill. I move to concure.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Motion is to concur. Discussion? The question is, shall
the Senate concur with House Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill
206. 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 52,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. The Senate does
concur with House Amendment No. 2 to Senate Bill 206, and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. Senator Buzbee, if you*d join the three
gentlemen down here we'd all...we’d have a guartet with their
three outfits. All right. Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Yes. Okay, let's go.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

What bill, Senator and what page?
SENATOR D'ARCO:

It's 613 and it's on...I don't know what...let me see
what page it's on.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR BRUCE)

Yes, it's on your regular Calendar on page 12. Page 12
of your regular Calendar.
SENATGR D*ARCO:

All right, the amendment...the House Amnendment No. 3
amends the bill to provide that any provision of any ordi-
nance enacted by any punicipality or county which prohibits
broader or different categories of discrimination that are

prohibited by the Illinois Human Rights Act are not invali-
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dated. So, it...if a ordinance prohibits a broader discrimi-
nation than by the Humam Rights Act it would not be invali-
dated. I would ask that ve concur in...House Amendment No.
3.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? The guestion is on
concurrence. Question is, shall the Senate concur with House
Amendment No. 3 to Senate Bill 613. 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 55, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate does concur with House Amendment
No. 3 to Senate Bill 613 and the bill having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Carroll, you had a bill. Senator Lemke, do you have a bill,
too?

SENATOR LENMKE:

«+-I want to nonconcur.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

A1l right, we'll get to you. Re're...vwe'rte down to two
people, Senator Rock and Semator Carroll. So, if you have
bills on either of the Calendars you want to act on this eve-
ning, please contact the Parliamentarian. Senator Carroll is
recognized.

SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President. Om page 20 of the regular
Calendar on Secretary's Desk Concurrence, Senate Bill 1115.
The House correctly added an immediate effective date, and I
move we do concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill
1115, That is all the amendment did was the immediate effec-
tive date.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)
The motion is to «concur with House Amendment No. 1.

Discussion? Discussion? The question is, shall the Senate




Page 285 - JUNE 29, 1983

concur with House Amendment No. 1 to Semate Bill 1115. 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 53, the HNays
are none, none voting...Present. The Senate does concur with
House Awmendment No. 1 to Sepate Bill 1115, and the bill hav-
ing received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senator Rock, on page 22 of the Calendar. Senator
Rock is recognized.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. On page 22 is Senate Bill 1315 w«hich was a nminor
amendment to the Conmmerce Commission Act. I would move to
nonconcur with House Amendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

The...the motion is to nonconcur. On the motion, discus-
sion? Those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it, and the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senator
Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

I'd like to nonconcur on House amendments to Senate Bill
25,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BRUCE)

And that is on page...

SENATOR LEMKE:
On the regular Calendar.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)

~.-it's on page 5 of the regular Calendar. Senator Lemke,

your motiom is to momconcur?
SENATOR LEMKE:
Yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Is there discussion of the motion? Discussion? Those in

favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it, and the Senate
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nonconcurs with House Amendment No. 1 to Sepate Bill 25 and
the Secretary shall so inform the House. Senator Leazke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I have another bill I would like to concur on, Senate
Bill 1122,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

What page, Senator?

SENATOR LEMKE:

Page 20 of the regular Calendar.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Page 20 of the regular Calendar is Senmate Bill 1122,
Senator Lemke is recognized for a motion.

SENATOR LEMKE:

What does...what does the House Amendment No. 2 adds
reference to Chapter 121, paragraph 6201-1, 6201-5 and 6506,
provides that highway commissioners shall anmually determine
the amount to be raised for taxation for construction,
maintenance and repair of roads. I ask for its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Lemke, do you wish to concur or nonconcur? Our
Chair's...

SENATOR LENKE:

Concur.

PRESIDINRG OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

All right, the motion is to concur. Discussion? Senator
Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

A...2 guestion about this. I'm...I'm...I've got ny thing
here that says the amendment, I'm trying to get the original
bill. There®s no 1limitation...I mean, there's no board, he
just does it, no referendum, no limitation, whatever be says,
right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Lemke.
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SENATOR LEMKE:

My understanding that...this is an awmendment that they
want. I'm going +to hold this and have...I'll have Dave
Regner talk to you. I thought it was all agreed to.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR BRUCE)

Take it out of the record. Senator Mahar, no...on that
bill? Okay. Senator Demuzio, could you come up here? I have
one bill I*'d like to move.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

While there's a 1lull, Mr. President, there are about ten
resolutions residing in the Comnittee on Executive that
the...the sponsors would 1like me to move to discharge, to
vhich I bave acceeded. If this is not the improper time, I
would 1like to proceed, so that we can get them on tomorrow's
Calendara.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Is there leave to go to the Order of Resolutions? Leave
is granted. Senator Egan.
SENATOE EGAN:

A1l right. I move, ¢then, Hr. President, that Senate
Resolution 242, 250, 258, 259, 263, 268, 274 and House Joint
Resolution 64 and Senate Joint Besolution 54 and 58 be dis-
charged from the Committee on Executive to be placed on the
Calendar for a hearing in the future.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Egan moves to discharge the Executive Connittee

on Senate Resolutions 242, 250, 258, 259, 263, 268, 274 and

. House Joint Resolution 64, Senate Joint Besolution 54 and
Senate Joint Resolution 58, and that they be placed on the
order of Besolutions on the Calendar. Is there any discus-
sion? Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
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Yeah, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Body.
President Rock bad prided himself in running a...a good shop
here and I concur. And I really don't like this wmethod, in
fact, I have a resolution here mnmyself, but is it pos-
sible...is it possible to only put those resolutions on that
are absolutely necessary and then wait till the fall to hear
the rest of them?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIOQ)
Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Frankly, I thought that*s what we were doing.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator DelAugelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, if Senator Egan séys that these are all urgent mat-
ters that have to be dealt with before Jume 30th and can't
with till the fall, I*11l accept it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

a1l right, you've heard the motion. Senator Egan has
poved to discharge the Executive Conmmittee om the various
resolutions. A1l those in...favor signify by saying Aye.
Oopposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Executive Comnittee is dis-
charged aand the resolutions will so show on the Calen-
dar...Secretary’s Desk. Senator Geo-Karis, for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I'd
like to Table Senate Resolution 176.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis has moved to Table...Senate Resolution
176. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. The motion is
Tabled. Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:

Yes, on page 24 of the Calendar is Bouse Bill 488. We
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attached tvo amendments and my motion will be that we recede
from Senate Amendments 1 and 2. And those dealt with amend-
ments that Senator Friedland vere interested in the exposi-
tion hall in his area and for some reason the House has
decided that they would prefer not to. 1I've talked it over
with Senator Friedland when we attached them. He indicated
that if there was any problem with the Elgin amendments vwe
wvould take them off. I dont't think there's any problen,
frankly, but the House sponsor...sponsors have . indicated to
me that they would prefer to runm this without any further
ado, and so I would move that we recede from Senate Amend-
ments 1 and 2 to House Bill 488.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any...any discussion? Any discussion? The question is,
shall the Senate recede from Senate Amendments 1 and 2 +to
House Bill 488. 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? Have all voted who
wish? Leonard. Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. The Senate recedes from Senate...from anmend-
pents...Senate Amendments 1 and 2 to House Bill 488, and the
bill having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. All right, is there leave to go to the
Order of Resolutions? Leave is g¢ranted. Besolutions, Mr.
Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Senate Resolution 60 offered by Senator Rock and Senator
Philip.

And Senate Resolution 61 offered by...Semate Joint Reso-
lution 60 and Senator Joint Resolution 61 offered by Semator
Rock and Senator Philip.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Rock.
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SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Hr. President. I, too, would ask leave of the
Body to have these resolutions bypass the Committee on Execu-
tive or discharge that committee, and ask that they be placed
on the Calendar for action tomorrow.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIO)

All right, Secretary's Desk. All right, you've heard the
motion by Senator Rock. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
It will show...show on the Calendar tomorrow. Messages fron
the House.

SECRETARY:

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

Mr. Président - I am directed to inforwm the Senate
the House of Representatives has refused to concur with the
Senate in the adoption of +heir amendments to a bill with the
following title, to-wit:

House Bill 265 with Senate Amendments 1 and 2.

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

Mr. President - I am directed to inform *he
Senate the House of Representatives has refused to recede
from their Amendment No. 1 to Senate Bill 337, and further
directed that they've requested a first Committee of Confer-
ence. The Speaker has appointed the ﬁembers on the part of
the House.

I have like Messages on the following Senate bills:

Senate Bill 459 with...where the Speaker
has...where they*ve requested a first commitiee and...and the
menbers have been appointed.

Oon Senate Bill 521, and on Senate Bill 849,
Senate Bill 903, Senate Bill 972, Senate Bill 1064, Senate
Bill 1222 and Senate Bill 1313,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEXATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Bruce.

SENATOR BRUCE:
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On the Messages just read by the Secretary, 1 would move
that we acceed to the request of the House that a Conference
Committee be appointed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Rocke.

SENATOR BROCK:

Have we moved the motion to accede to the request of the
House?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENU2I0)

All right. The motion is to accede to the...to the
request of the...of the House...the numbers just read by the
Secretary and that a...and that a second Conference Commit-
tee...all right, that the Senate recede to...to the request
of the House and a Conference Committee be appointed. All in
favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it
and the motion carries., The Senate accedes to the request of
the House to appoint a Conference Committee. Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Hr. President. Just to let the members know
where we are, if...if we know, we are here this evening,
obviously, we have pretty well finished up the current Calen-
dar, for which I commend all of you. We went over close to
three hundred pieces of business today. I have just left the
House and the Speaker has...and the Minority Leader have been
in touch with Senator Philip and I. They are deciding
whether or not they wish to call 1470 this evening yet, and
ve have agreed to allow them a few more minutes to poll their
membership and find out what they're about. So, if...I would
beg your indulgence to stay with it for a few more minutes
and we will keep you apprised. In no event will we be going
much beyond eleven-thirty, in no event, if you know what that
means.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Senator Dawson.
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SENATOR DAWSON:

Hr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate, the
other day I offered a resolution for Charlie Chew, and if you
look over on the Republican side tonight you®ll =see the
Minority Spokesman and everybody else with bhis buttons.
What's going on around here, Pate?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

The Senate will stand at ease.
PRESIDENT:

If I can have your attention, please. I have Jjust con-
ferred with <*he Speaker and even if they wish to go to that
order of business tonight, they have a rule that the printed
copy has to be proffered to the members an hour or two ahead
of time, so...you have been mightily patient and very indul-
gent. Senator Vadalabene moves *hat +the Senate stand
adjourned until ten o'clock tomorrow morning. Ten o'clock

tomorrow morning. Thank you all very wmuch.




